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PEACE AND REVOLUTION 

t'Folmwingi-sth'e ·transirtion ·of an· artl:o:!:e·by·tran"Quo-c 
Tu in the Vietnaroese-langq§ge periodical Hoc Tap (Studies), 
Hanoi, No 1, January, 196~ 

The desire to live in peace, to live life without suffering and 
death caused by war is the conunon desire of all people of the world. All 
progressive people the world over agree on the protection of world peaoe. 
fut they disagree on the means to protect world peaoe. 

Communists have always advocated the necessity of protecting world 
peace and struggling against imperialist wars. Communists have endeavored 
to find the most effioient measures to struggle against war and to protect 
peace. InSe doing communists have based themselves, on the one hand. on 
basic Marxist-Leninist principles and, on the other hand, on the concrete 
situation of each country and of the world. Wh re 
world situation of our 
and peaoe ---

1. The possibility of preventing world war in our era. 

In the 0 rs which aie favorable e 
struggle to ¥rotect world peace. These new factors are: soc a em is an 
iriternationa system and exerts an increasingly ded.si ve influence on the 
development of society; the national liberation movanent is boiling in 
Asian, African and Latin American countries; and imperialism is weakening 
daily and the scope of its domination is lessened daily. The balance of 
forces in the ,rorld is increasingly advantageous to SOCialism, the national 
liberation movement, the movement of struggle for democracy and social pro­
gress, and the movement to protect world peace and increasingly disadvanta­
geous to warlike imperialism. This new situation has created the possibility 
of preventing imperialism from waging world war. 

Communists have never beli.eved in fata1i!;1!!l. . .. Insay1r\gthat,. lIundEjf 
the capitaUst system, especially during its imperialist phase, war is 
unavoidable," Lenin did not propagandize for fatalism. Heonl,y set· forth 
a rule about capitalism. Up to the present, this view of Lenin's has not 
become outmoded. Capitalism still rilles over twe-th:irdsof the population 

_ 1 -

\ 



and three-fourths of the land of the mrld. In this part of the world, this 
rule about cClpi tali.sm as sot forth by Lenin, is still in force. The scope 
of i.ts effect, hNrover, has been partiHl1y limited by the fact that the ba­
l£11ce of class forces in the OlOrld has changed in a way favorable to the 
working class, laboring people and the oppressed. 

For instance, as long as imperialism exists, contradictions among 
imporialist countries will exist and, consequently, war among these countries 
may break out. But becr..usc of the existence of the system of powerful so­
cialist countries. the imperialist countries must do their best to check or 
postpone ~lar out of fear that, if they let war break out. they will weaken 
·each. other and the socialist countries will then take advantage of the oppor­
tunity and gain superiority in the struggle against imperialism. 

Here is another example: as long as im~erialism exist:" the imperia­
lists can wage wars of aggression against sma~ and weak countries. BUt 
because of the existence 04 the socnl1st coql!ktltll!. Wxe ilt;lcrialillte MilL 
be cautjpus, They dare not devote all of their force to these wars. The 
liber1ltion liars of small and weak countries, suppo'rted by the socialist 
countries, can triumph over the imperialists. 

Thus. following the rule about capitalism set forth by Lenin. over 
ten wars of various sizes have broken out in the world since the end of 
w:>rld War II. This roves that in the world today there is no the ssi. 
bili ty of prevent· wars. 

However, since the end of W:lrld War II, almost 20 years have passed 
and W,rld Har III has not broken out. Now there is no sign that w:>rld War 
III is going to break out, although the danger of world War is still serious. 
Thi es that the ssibility of preventing world war ac uall 
But possibi y is no rea • may e transformed into 
reality or may not be. To transform possibility into reality. there must 
be human acti vi ty. 

Communists do no.t believe in fatalism, whether they face peace or 
war. e. one must 

of all 

the role 
activity in transforming the possibility of preventing world war 

a reality. 

on the one hand 

(ltime. 
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· . niata try their best to make eo le believe that 
~ of reven '. " . o:l.n 

t m e the eo 1 z:...a.t a new 1Ql:l.SLlta""r~n",o __ _ 
lonj;. In dealing with the possibility of preventing a world war 
in our present era, Marxist,lenin; ai'.s always point, out that, as long as 
inl~er1al·ism exjsts. mankjnd ltd'] bemu±iou'lJ17 threatened 14tb war. and that. 
therefore, it is ne ~ lx.~n~'LEn~.!ialist, war. 
like po ~c).es 0 prevent a new wo.J2,.d W[lr. Only then can the people of au 
countries be luubilized to a'Lruggle to protect world peace. This would 
keep the p"Xlple of all countries from being passive and make them ready to 
resist in the event of a new world war provoked by the imperialists. 

ry to put forth the tin 
a world war in our present era as a' . n all war. The 
pos1libil1tY .01 preventing ,:wn.rldwar .is mt .. alao ,the ... po.ssibi11:t.y 0 .. pr.even. 
ting all wars, including civil wars and wars of national liberation. As 
long as imperia11sm exists there will be the possibilitY'of war. As long 
as class and class struggle exist there will be the possibility of revolu-
tionary war in a country. As long as the oppression of a b another 
people exists there will be e poss~ y 0 a war o national 11 era • 

-------".-".------~ 
Lenin once said that Marxists are not unconditionally opposed to all 

wars. The aiiii 01 Manda ts is 1:0 eS l:abl:il!lh It soe:l:aUs t system tmidll, by ~ 
eliiriinat:ing all human distinctions as to class and by eliminating the exploi­
tation of man by man and of a people by the other people, will thoroughly 
eliminate all possibilitie:s of war in general. But in struggling for so­
cialism, Marxists may encounter the situation when the class struggle :l.n 
a country may come up against a war among the different peoples which is 
caused by the class struggle itself. Therefore, Marxists cannot deny the 
possibili ty of revolutionar wars which 81 e caaseCI by class struggleS ana 
cond evo u ~onary c asses an w c ave an , 
lutio ary e ec. en~n s ew a 
ineV'!i?€!ble" concerns not only world wars, but also all wars of different 
sizes and characters, Modern revisionists say that this view of Lenin's 
is now outmoded. They intentionally blinked at wars of -different sizes and 
characters in Asia, Africa and Latin America sinoe 1945. They call Asian, 
African and Latin American countries, which were and are being shaken by 
wars "peaceful areas." They do not consider the wars in Asia, Africa and 
Latin America as "Tars because these wars broke out outside of Europe at a 
time when Europe was enjoying peace. Nearly half a century ago Lenin ori. 
ticized those who maintained that war outside of Europe is not war. He 
wrote: "Peace prevails in Europe, but the domination of hundreds of millions 
of people in colonies by European countries has been maintained by incessant 
wars, wars which we Europeans do not consider as wars because they are less 
like war than they are like a savage massacre, an annihi,lation of unanned 
people" (Lenin: Complete vorks: "War and Revolution," French, Socialist 
Publishing House, Paris: "Foreign Language" Publishing House, Moscow, 19.58, 
Volume 24, page 410). Nore than half a century ago the colonial wars waged 
by the imperialists in Asia, Africa and Latin America were "less like wars 
than they are like a savage massacre." But today these wars are real wars . 
in which the iInperialists often hoist the white flag. Yet modern revisionists 
still refuse to recognize these wars. This is enough to show that modern 
revlisionistsare far more stubborn than the revisionists in Lenin's era. 
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refuse to recognize wars provoked b 
in Asia, erJ.ca p a J.sm J.S no 
cau· 0 war. ~"" 0 , 
shU eXisfs.but there is no war. There is no war in Europe;, there is no 
war in the ~lOrld. It is obvious that Lenin's view on the inevitability of 
war under the capitalist system is now outmoded." 

Along Wi th t ejee'b:i:nl'; 'bAh vi ew of Lenin' eo roo:n:: 1 0 lI'!beiO~aISO 
reject Lenin's view that "onl socialism can mankind from war." ,..l;;lop.ilie:;..u-il,fi 
revisio aJ.n ce c b te ed d w r c 

lism and im erialiSlll or for the 
victory of socialism and communism on a world sea e. --------

completely defeat the b';;rg~~~tJil.c)~gho~lt 
the wcrld--not just in one countl;r only __ and deprive it .of its ownership 
rights will we be able to prevent war. 'I (Lenin, Complete ilbrks, Vietnamese, 
Su That Publishing House, Hanoi, 1959, Volume 1, Chapter 2, page 537.) 

G:r h the rm~_ef e~i'bIl:3:!I:~Without war imperialism has no other 
way to settle the contradiction between the development of imperialist pro­
ductivity and accumulation and the division of colonies and scope of influ­
ence. On tbe other hand, peace is the nature of socialism. Marx wrote: 
" ... (Ellipsis as published) unlike the old sooiety--a society of poor eco­
nomy and stupid politics~-a new society bas come into existence. It uses 
peace as its international principle because each people have, the same 
ruler--labor." (Marx and Engels: Complete ilbrks, Russian, "state Politics" 
Publishing House, lofosc01i, 1952, Volume I, page 449.) 

When a socialist country-is born, a peaceful factor appears. In a 
socialist country thel:'e is no class or class struggle •. Therefore, war is 
not used to sottle class contradictions in the country. A socialist country, 
no classes with privileges or special rights and no anarchic production or 
economic crises, does not need to provoke war to seize territory from other 
countries. A socialist country needs peace to achieve national construction 
in all fields, to make the country powerful, to insure the victory of the 
l:'evolution, and to improve the people's living standard. Therefore, a so­
cialist country, immediately after coming into existence, advocates the 
implementation of a peaceful foreign policy. It struggles to survive beside 
capitalist countries, that is, to be able to coexist with capitalist countries. 

2. Concerning the policy of peaceful coexistence among countries with 
different social systems. 

The .polioy of peaceful coeld.stence among countries with different 
social systems is based on Lenin's view on the irregular development of capi_ 
talism. Because of the irregular development of capitalism, the· socialist 
revolutionary movement of the working class has also developed irregulal:'ly. 
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The.socialj.st .r.evolution has not been su.ccessful at the same time in all 
countries of the world, but it has been successful in the weakest link in 
the ent:i.re chain of capitalism. Irregular capitalist development has re­
sulted in the fact that socialist countrios came into existence not all at 
the .same time, but one after the other. The.socialist countries which were 
born first had no way other than to coexist for a definite period of time 
with the capitalist countries in which the socialist revolution was not yet 
successful. 

Coexistence amoni' CQllptrj AS wi tb dj fferent $OC,"9' 5Qlsterns ~~ ~~ ~t= 
jective reality. W:lether communists desire· eaceful coexistence + 
they cannot deny this objec ve rea ~ y. cas countries advocate 
peacefUl coeXistence With capitalist countries to have peace in order to 
build socialism for if lVar breaks out socialist construction would encounter 
many obstacles. Socialist countries do not advocate the use of war to 
"expand" socialisrn to other countries because the socialist revolution in 
a country develops in proportion to the acuteness of the class contradictions 
within the country. With regard to the success of the socialist revolution 
in a country, internal factors are of decisive importance. Therefore, com­
munists do not advocate the engineering of a revolution of people in other 
countries or the carrying out of a revolution according to the method of 
"placing an order for goods. II Lenin said: IlRevolution cannot be carried 
out in the same manner as placing an order for goods. II (Lenin I Complete 
Vbrks, in French, "Socialist ll Publishing House, Paris: "Foreign Language" 
Publishing House, Moscow, 1961, Volume 28, page 'Y).) 

The fact taa'i the aee:!:eldts'll sel:ll'ltiF.l:es aavegatG' peaceful coeD s;tepce 
with . t es means that the socialist countries do not 
wage war or use militar force Hack capita s coun r es they are 
not forced to do so to defend themselves when va e. cas coun ries 
advocate the development of econOl1lic relations with-oapitalist countries. 
Peaceful coexistence among countries with different social systems--a co­
existence which is advocated by cOllUl1UPists--isa principled coexistence. 
The prinCiples that socialist countries ~hould maintain in carrying out 
peaceful coexistence with capitalist countries are: Mutual respect for 
territorial reignty, abstention from invading ~ach other's territory, non~ 
intervention in each other's internal affairs, equality, and mutual interests. 

In setting forth the policy of peaceful coexistence among countries 
with different social systems, communists never shut their eyes to the 
aggressive character of erialism, to the antagonistic contradictions be-
twe ~srn and capita~:mu __ 
tries' pellfianent threat of attack 011 SQC~ 21:1 at counttle§<!<. In coexisting 
peac~fUlly With capitalist countries, socialist countries have never for­
gotten their duty to the revolutionary movement of the people in capitalist 
countries. Therefore, \Vhile advocating peaceful coexistence with capitalist 
countries, the socialist countries continue ·the str'Uggle in the economi.c,,; 
political, and ideological fields against the ruling classes in capitalist 
countries. . 
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,As Lenin pointed out, because of its aggressive character, imperia­
lisu refuses to "coexist" with therocialist countries. In his report on 
war and peace read at the seventh Congress of the Russian Communist (Bolshe­
vist -- Hoc Tap) Party on 7 llarch 1918, Lenin said: "Because of its ob­
jective position as well as the economic interests of the capitalist class 
it represents, imperialism--with all its capitalist strength and its per­
fectly organized military techniques, -which make it a very stro.ruforce and 
a real fortress of international capitalists--cannot, under any circumstances, 
live beside the Soviet Union. It cannot because of commercial relations 
and international financial relations over -which conflict is inevitable." 
Lenin believed that this was the greatest difficulty facing the Russian 
revolution and that to settle this difficulty it was ,necessary to step up 
the development of the international revolutionary movement. 

1.eninmoc:t-e an the same .r.eport! "That .. is .. the.greatest difficulty 
and the most important historic problem for the Russian l'evolution, that is, 
the necessity to settle international problems and the necessity to insti­
gate the emergence of the world revolution and to develop our small-scale 
national revolution into a world revolution." 

Lenin foresaw as arl as March 1 1 the ssible combination of ro- \ 
Vo utionary wars of socialist countrles against ca 
wars n e capJ. a s coun. eSt _. e resJ.stance of the exploiter 
clique Won!" increase in proportion with proletarian pressure, and it will 
be especially intensified after the proletariat have gained success in a 
number of countries~ SUch resistance, coupled with the international 
solidarity and international organizational capabilities of the bourgeoisie, 
will naturally lead to this resu:).t--the combination of civil wars in various 
countries with revolutionary wars between the socialist countries and the 
bourgeois ones -which defend capitalist rule." (Lenin: "Dra!t Platform 
for the Russian Communist Party") 

Lenin I s prediction was proven right by facts during Wlrld War II 
when the national salvation war of the USSR was clos.ely combined with up­
risings and guerrilla movements in several countries. No one can positively 
say that similar circumstances will ,not take place in the. future. 

Lenin repeatedly dealt with the acute struggle between a socialist 
country and capitalist countries. In the article "On the European Federa,. 
tion Slogan," Lenin wrote: "After becoming victorious in a country and 
after expropriating the capitalists and organizing a socialist production 
system in the country, the proletariat will rise up against the remaining 
capitalist world, attract to their side the oppressed strata of other coun­
tries, and urge these strata to rise up against the capitalists and, if 
necessary, use military force against the exploiter class and their govern­
ment. II (Lenin: llComplete Wlrks ll __ Hoc Tap footnote). Lenin said that 
proletarian states will concentrate an increasing number of proletarian 
forces in one or several nations in order to "struggle against governments 
that have not yet stepped into socialism." In the article liOn the European 
Federation Slogan," Lenin' set forth as a law the struggle of socialist 
countries against capitalist ones by saying: "The free alliance of the 
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various peoples in a socialist 
fairly long struggle by t~O'~eI'I'lI11.ents.1I 

countries, but instead continuously t to eliminate socialist countries. 
It is only because they cannot elilninate socialist countries that the 
imperialist countries resign thanselvos to allowing socialist countries to 
exist. To believe that the imperialists lIincreasingly reali'ze the necessity 
for peaceful coexistence ll and that they have IIrecogn;l;zed the rationality and 
realisn of peaceful coexistence ll is to displa' e. 

tr' 'dictionbet'Ween sec 
im lies the . 

e suni val' tRia eeRi;;pe,aie-eionn 
be so ve a given area an at a given moment depends entirely on the com­
parative situation of :l.'orces 0:1.' the tm sides. In the :attitude of the capi­
talist countries tovFclrd the socialist countries there simultaneously exist 
two tendencies. The :l.'irst tendency causes the capitalist countries to 
form an alliance to counter the socialist countries and, if an opportunity 
arises, to carry out an offensive to eliminate the socialist countries. 
The second tendency induces the capitalist countries to coexist with the 
socialist countries •. The :l.'irst tendency stems :l.'rom the nature 0:1.' capitalism. 
The second tendency is due to the following reasons: The sel1'-de:l.'ense capa­
bilities of the socialist countries, the contradictions among the capitalist 
countries; and COll1l1lon economic relationships on an international scale which 
compel capitalist countries to entertain cOll1l1lercial dealings with socialist 
countries, these objective relationships being beyond the. subjective will 
0:1.' the leaders of capitalist countriee. 

In vievl 0:1.' the simultaneoUS presence of these tm tendencies in the 
attitude of capitalist countriestoua,rd socialist countries, the latter must 
have a dual attitude toward the former: On the one hand, they must strive 
to coexist peacefully with capitalist countries in order to be able to sur­
vive and develop am:i.d capitalist encirclement;' on the other hand, they must 
struggle politicallY. economically, and ideologically against the ruling 
class in capitalist countries, and at the same time, aid the working class 
and laboring people in capitalist countries to oppose the ruling bourgeoisie. 
That is the tIro aspects of the :l.'oreign policy of socialist countries with 
regard to capitalist countries in peacetime--and only in peacetime because 
i:l.' war breaks out and i:I.' capitalist countries launch a military offensive 
against socialist countries, then peaceful coexistence bet.ween the two sides 
no longer continues and the onlY way left for the socialist countries is to 
resort to war to repel and destroy the aggressors. 

Th 
coexistenc 
ever c 

ist modern 

" 
• ey call on 

c. 

e stencellat anycost-;;,n--' 
socialist countries to IIcoeldlltJ:l()si ti velyll 
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and "cooperate in all fields" with the imperialist ceuntries on the basis 
of "mutual confidence." Ini'luencEXl by the Titoist modern revisionists, a 
nUPlbilr of persons believe that "peaceful coexistence" is the "key problem 
of the present era," "The axis of international activities at the present 
time," "The road leading to socialism on a worldwide scale,lI "The key-of 
the strategy of struggle for socialism on a )'IOrld~Jidescale.'1 "The basic 
rule of lifo for all of nlOdern society," "The strateglcpath for the entire 
pm-lod of transi tjon from capitalism to socialism on a worldwide scale," and 
so forth. They believe that the objective of the working class throughout 
the world is "to set up an international system of peaceful coexistence." 
They believe that struggling for "peaceful coexistence" is the fundamental 
task of the IIDrking class and laboring people throughout the world, that 
this is the general task embracing all other tasks, and that all revolu­
tionary tasks of the people of the world must depend on this "general 
task.-" 

The modern revisionists and their followers want to elilninate,the 
class struggle on ii mrIcJ.wiae acale".,... !I1le~;- w.IDt.-t11e working CIiis'stc)-­
abandon its mission of carrying out the world revolution. They want to 
"make permanent" peaceful coexistence between the two systems--that is, to 
"make permanent" the existence of capitalism in capitalist countries. Their 
reasoning is completely contrary to the content of our era, which is the 
era of transition from capitalism to socialism. 

The socialist revolution first triumphs in one country, later, it 
triumphs in one country then another country. It finally triumphs through­
out the world. Coexistence between socialist countries and capitalist 
countries lasts only for a certain period of history. Vohen soo:!.al1.sm tri­
umphs in all countries and capitalism is completely eliminated, "coexistence" 
between socialist countries and capitalist countries will disappear. The 
plot to bring about a "permanent" peaceful coexistence is, by nature, a 
plot to protect the capitalist system. 

In his talk to the conference of active oombatants of the Moscow 
chapters on 6 December 1920, Lenin pointed out: "As long as oapitalism and 
socialism exist, they cannot coexist peaoefully. Either one side or the 
other will eventually trh1l'lph and will have td attend the funeral of either 
the Soviet Republio or v-brld Capitalism." Of the two--social1sm and oapi­
talism--one side will finally eliminate the other. One side will surely 
attend the funeral of the other. There must be the funeral of one side. 
Modern revisj.onists do not want to attend the funeral of either side. In 
fact, they do not want to attend the funeral of capitalism. According to 
the logic of things, they are preparing to attend the funeral of socialism. 

After successively carrying out a revolUtion and seizing state power, 
the working class must concentrate its foroe on economic construction, thus 
making the country rich and powerful. No oommunist denies the innuence(:of 
economic construction under sooialism. To build an eCOnOlTlY in a socialist 
oountry is to pursue revolutionary work. A number of persons have quoted 
Lenin's statements incompletely on economic construction to propagandize 
for their friendship-fUIEXl doctrine of "peacefUl emulation" nth capitalism. 
Their efforts have been useless: No one believes their distorted propaganda. 
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Economic construction is an aspect of the fierce class struggle, 
of the "strugGle" ar;:linst aapitalism. In a talk at the conference of 
Mo[;cow chapters I . secretaries on 26 November 1920 and dealing with the 
cconomlc construction task and the problem of land rent, Lenin said: 
"To make concessions on land rent is to pursue the war on the economic 
front" and "To make concessions on land rent is not to achieve peace, 
but t.o pursue the w<:r under another form." At the conference of active 
combatants of the Hoscow chaptel's on 6 December 1920, Lenin spoke of 
the problems of economic construction and land rent in this way: "This is 
a form of ,;ar, a duel between two methods, two organizational forms, and 
two econ()mics, that is, between communism and capitalism" and "To make 
concessions on land rent is not making peace with capitalism, but is 
putting the war on another front. War with weapons and tanks gives way 
to economic war." The way Lenin raised the problem of constructing a 
sodalisteconomy _is totaUy different from the "pea.ceful .economic emulation" 
doctrine as set forth by modern revisionists. The fundamental task of the 
working class and laboring people in capitalist countries'is to carry out 
the revolution in order to eliminate oppression and exploitation and to 
libemte themselves. One must not set forth the pretext of "peaceful 
coexistence" to prevent the peoples of these countries from aarrying out 
revolutions. The viet,s that communist and workers parties in capitalist 
countries must "consider the struggle for peaceful coexistence as the 
general principle of their policies" and that these parties must consider 
peaceful coexistence the "strategic base of communism: are fully erroneous. 

Lenin set forth the policy of pea'ceful coexistence among countries 
having different social systems only for those communist parties Which 
had carried out revolut.ions sucoessfully and seized sta te po~ler. As for 
communist parties that have not seized power, their fundamental task 
is to overthrow the ruling exploiting class. In the struggle against 
reactionaries inside countries, these parties must support proletarian 
dictatorships in countries ,;here revolutions have triumphed, prevent the 
reactionaries in their own countries from waging war against socialist 
countries, force the reactionary governments of their countries to apply 
the policy of peaceful coexistence with socialist countr;l,es, and, finally, 
advance tOHard overthrowing these reactionary' governments. 

In each country the revolution must be mainly carried out by its 
own people. They must make sacrifi.ces to carry out the revolution 
successfully. To make "peaceful coexistence" the cause of the success of 
a revolution in one country or another is an erroneous view. 

The more firmly and strongly socialist countries are developed, the 
greater will be their influence on the revolutionary movements in other 
countries -- provided that socialist countries correctly implement 
Marxist-Leninist policy on disinterested aid to revolutionary movements 
in other countries. fut this cannot replace a revolutionary struggle 
by the people of each country against their. ·own rulers. The view that in 
10 or 20 years, when socialist countries are strongly and firmly built, the 
revolution will naturally tri~~ph in one country after another is erroneous 
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and harmful because it adv:i.ses people to "open their mouths and wait for 
the !'ipe fruit to fall into it" and to ah'mdon revoluti.onary struggle. 

Prolet-'l.rian intcrnationali.sm requires the worklng class in each 
country, after successfully carrying out a revolution, to build the 
country into a firm and strong base for world revolution. After a 
sllcce,;nful revolut.ton, the problem of economic construction has important 
siGnificance. Through economic dflvelopmcnt a socialist country can exert 
,\ cuod int'mence on the international revolutionary movement because this 
development is proof of the superiority of soci.alism over capi tali. sm. 

Socialism has an exemplary influence. After seizing power, the 
working class must prove the superiority of socialism through real facts 
and good examples. Those I,ho maintain that after exerting this exemplary 
influence the proletariat in a sociali.st country has fulfUled its 
international duty tOI-Jard revolutionary movements in other countries are 
wrong and distort Lenin's view on this problem. Lenin said: "Nations 
that have triumphed over the beurgeoisie must be able to endure great sac­
rifices in order to overthrow international capitalism~ Other persons 
maintain that, aecording to Lenin, the exemplary influence of the working 
class in a country lies mainly in economic development. This vi~M is 
fully erroneous because the exemplary influence is mainly in the carrying 
out of the I'evolution to overthrow the bourgeoisie and in aid to revolu­
tionary movements in otter countries. Lenin said: "Support we revolu­
tiens of the classes exploited by the capitalists and overthrow the 
capitalists in your country to set good examples for other countries," 

A socialist country helps itself by helping revolutionary movements 
in ot.her countries because, according to Lenin, "so long as the socialist 
revolution has not triumphed in all countries, the Soviet Republic can 
fall into slavery." Shortly after the success of the Russian revolution, 
Lcnin pointed out on 14 December 1917: "The breaking of our socialist 
revolution in F:ussia is only the first step of the international 
socialist revolution." 

In his book "Proletarian revolution and'the traitor Kautsky," 
Lenin pointed out that the correctness of bolsh9vik stratcey lay in the 
fact that this strategy was international in nature and that it "did the 
utmost to achieve everything possible in a country in order to develop, 
support, and arouse a revolution in all countries." The most trustworthy 
ally of proletarian dictatorship in socialist countries was the Revolutionary 
movement in countries under the capitalist system. Therefore, the 
imperialists sought every means to detach this ally from the socialist 
countries. They "Prohibited" the socialist countries to support revolu­
tionary movements in other countries. There were persons who resigned 
themselves to yielding to this "demand" of the imperialists. These persons 
forgot Lenin' 5 teachdng that the final. success of a national revolution 
can only be insured by the support of revolutionary movements in all 
countries. In his 7 March 1918 "Report on war and Pea.ce," Lenin said: 
"If we consider the problem from the vim;point of world history, we come 
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to the absolute .conclusion that our revolution will not gain final success 
if it i!J isolated and if there arc no revolutionary movements in other 
countries," 

According to the dialectics of history, there are differences between 
the various socialist countries which came into being at different times, 
Socialist countries which came into being befcre others had to struggle 
VC3T"J energetically· to survive amid capitalist encirclement, Later, 
socialism g:cadually gained success in many other countries, thereby 
gradually repelling the capitalist siege, Thus, the socialist countries 
which were the first to come into being escaped the capitalist siege 
and Ivere protected by a series of socialist countries that were born 
after them, that stood on the frontline, and that directly faced imperialism, 

If the communist parties of the first born socialist countries had 
failed to instill Marxist-Leninist international revolutionary spirit into 
the n~sses permanently, pacifism and a desire for a quiet and pleasurable 
life might have easily developed among the masses, The more the ~~pitalist 
siege was repelled, the more easily pacifism and a desire for a quiet life 
might have developed among the people of socialist countries, thus 
lowering the revolutionary zeal of these people, Con~unists in socialist 
countries need to use the Marxist-Leninist ideal of ,[orld revolution 
constantly to educate the masses in their own countries, to heighten the 
Vigilance of the masses against imperialism, and to imbue the masses w:tth 
sense of their noble duty toward their brothers and sisters of the same 
class who are living under capitalist shackles, 

In setting forth the "peaceful coexistence" theme as a COICllllon, 
general task for people in all countries in the world, one propagandizes 
for "peaceful coexistence" between peoples who oppress and people who are 
oppressed and between classes that exploit and classes that are exploited, 
Thus, one dis semina tes a harmful illusion, 

Lenin d~ long ago with "The ban)s~oLthfLil1)lsiei'l of pett~~ 
bourgeois m tions ~ _t.he.£.~b:iJ.j,ll...QLpe~± eesJEls-i;ence-·onallsqua"I ) 
footing between tn-e various nations in the capitalist regime," He al.§Q __ --,· 
mockecra:r-persons who a:rBamc:d of the possiDIIIty orpOlTsuadil1g the 
imperialists to cease invading other nations, In his "Report on war and 
peace" Lenin wrote: "This can be compared to the situation where a tame 
domestic animal who is lying beside a tiger tries to persuade the tiger that 
to achieve peace neither annexation nor indemnification is needed, whereas 
this can only be achievod by attacking the tiger," 

To struggle for peaceful coexistence between nations having 
different social regimes is one aspect of the struggle to defend world 
peace, Reliever, communists must not concentrate the whole SUbstance of 
the struggle for world peace on the struggle fer peaceful coexistence, 

Because of the existence of weapons of mass destruction at present, 
a war among countries having nuclear weapons -- if it breaks out -- n~y 
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become a nuclear war and, as a result, cause great damage to the peoples 
of differont countries, That is Hhythe struggle for the implementation 
of LerLi.ll' s policy of peaceful coexistence has now become urgent, But 
the realities of life in today's \·lOrld are very complex and diversified, 
Considering these realities, it is not simply a case of one of two 
possibilities: POB.ceful coexistence or nuclear war, 'The peoples of 
different countries not only have only the right. to choose one of t.hese 
two possibiliti.es, they also have the right to follow other paths in 
solving problems concerning their fate, 

In the recent Korean war between socialist Korea and Imperialist 
Uni ted States t there was neither peaceful coexistence nor nuclear war, 
Bet.ween the Korean people and U,S, imperialists at persent there still is 
neither peaceful coexistence nor nuclear war, Also in the pas·~ revolu­
tionary struggle between the Cuban people and the U,S, imperialists, there 
Has neither peaceful coexistence nor nuclear war, Socialist Cuba has now 
earned the right to survive beside the imperialist United States and 
"coexist" with it, But between Cuba and the United States there is not 
actually "peaceful coexistence"; there is a stat.e of "cold war" bet.ween 
them, Since the end of vlorld War II in Vietnam, between our people and 
the imperialists -- first the French imperialists, then the U,S, imperialists 
-- there has been neither peaceful coexistence nor nuclear war and our 
people ha ve not had to choose one or the other, Many similar examples 
can be found around the >Iorld, 

In the past Lenin also raised the problem of choice, But he never 
raised the problem of choosing bet;ICen abstract peace or abstract ~lar 
ldthout cla.sa content because this is contrary to the class standpoint of 
Marxism. In h:i.s article HThe Foreign Policy of the Russian Revolution" 
published in 1917, Lenin said: "Capitalist realities have raised tho 
problem unilaterally: either surrender to one of the imperialist groups 
or participate in the revolutiomry struggle against imperialism," In 
his article "On the French Cerrununist Party Platform on Land Reforms" 
published on 11 December 1921, Lenin said: "Either a new Hal' or a series 
of new Hal'S for 'protecting' French imperialism or socialist revolution 
French workers and peasants do not have any other choice," Thus it is 
cloar tlk"1.t Lenin raised the problem of choosing betl;e0n surrender to or 
protection of either imperialism or revolutionary struggle, He did not 
raise the problem of choosing between surrender to imperialism or 
acceptance of being exterminated, as a number of persons, oddly enough, 
have raised the problem today, 

~]aep. .. *=;persons tnaintain that "Q§!aceful coexistence is 
common \LhE(Ofthe foreign policies of socialist countrles, They are 
wrOllgoecause the .. foreign. pohcy . ofea()h~s9(J~<lUll:t..mll,.mfry .. aims_a:t:_._ .... 
different"objec·tfves;· ··Theseobject1 ves are: other soc1.alist countries, 
the-nat1.ofuT·lioora,\;ion movement; the revolutionary movements in capitalis 
countries; nationalist countries, bourgeois countries implementing the .. 
polj .. cy of peace and neutrality, and imperialist countries. For each of 
these objectives, there must be a different policy, feacefUl coe~s~ 
is only one aspect of the foreign policies of socialist countries tow 
capi talist··Co1lntrJ.e-s;· .......... . ..- ..... . 
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In his article "The Foreign Policy of the Russian Revolution," 
Lenin said: "Allyinr, wi.th revolutionists in progressive countries and 
11ith the oppressed in order to struggle against all imperialists is the 
foreign poliey of the proletariat," Originating in proletarian inter-
na tiomlism, The foreign policy of. a socialist country must efficiently 
SDI'Ve the revolutionary tasks of the Horkin,( class and laboring people 
.,Uhin and without tho country, That is .,hy tl1is policy must contribute 
to tho uniting of the socialist forces, national liberation movements, 
revolutionary movements in capitalist countries, and the forces of 
democracy and peace for the struggle against imperialism and contribute to 
the isolation of the iml~rialists and the struggle against imperialism, 

The foreign policy· of a socialist country is a policy based on 
prinoiples, In his 15 11o'1.Y 1918 "Report on .Fore.ignPolicy.," Lenin .said 
that "The foreign policy of the Soviet state is a strict policy" and "This 
poliey has a firm base and is not utopian," Communists d6 not refuse to 
negotiate or to come to agreement with the enemy when necessary; but 
negotiations and agreements must be based on principles. Lerun once said 
that the duty of a truly revolutionary party does not consist of declaring 
that it rejects all agreements, but that it consists of maintaining its 
loyalty to its principles, its class, and its revolutionary mission in 
an agreements, provided that these agreements are unavoidable. Lenin 
also said: "'0Ie are ready to make great concessions and sacrifices, but 
not every concession sacrifice, but not endless concessions and sacrifices •• , 
and "He never forget that we are revolutionists." 

Lenin set the good example of res~oting pr'inciplcs in agreement~; 
Kl1:n the 811()W.)'. He approved th" de;niq: of the Brest-Litovsk Treat, the 
Rapallo Treaty, and the Agreement on Concessions concerning land rent, 
After Lenin's death, the Soviet Government, under stalin's leadership, also 
applied a highly principled policy in agreements with the enemy, such as 
joining the League of Hations, signing a nonaggression pact with Germany, 
allying itself with Britain and the United States in the war against the 
German Fascists, and signing the Teheran, Yalta, San Francisco, and other 
accords. The signing of the 1954 Geneva accords to reestablish peaoe in 
Indochina by the socialist countries -_ the USSR, the CPR, and the DRV -­
was also a brilliant example of agreement with the enemy, agreement whioh 
had principled character. The experiences drawn from all past negotiations 
teach us that, to gain advantages for the working olass and laboring people 
in negotiations and agreements with the enemy, first of all it is necessary 
to be pOHerful, In conferences the enemy has the habit of trying to gain 
advantages that they cannot gain on the battlefield. The building and 
reinforcement of this power is necessary not only during war time, but also 
during peaoeful negotiations. When we have a powerful force we can 
struggle against the enemy at any moment, in any place, and with any plan. 
Thus, the building of a force for the revolution is the most fundamental 
task. 

Marxist-Leninists say it is possible to negotiate and agree with 
the enemy. The revisionists also say it is possible to negotiate and come 
to an agreement, Wha.t is the difference between these two statements? 
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the difference is in the fact that the revisionists sacrifice basic 
int,)resh; for regional and temporary interests lihUe l1arxist-Leninists 
do the contrary. 

Lenin advised us that "Negotiation for peace is a measure to gather 
forces." At the same time he warned us of the constant need to have 
viGilance "ith regard to the imperialists. In his 15 H,,'lY 1918 "Report on 
Foreign Policy," he said: "All treaties and all laws on neutrality have 
been, are, and will be trampled down for a long time to come as long as 
capitalism exists." In his 11 April 1921 "Report on Territorial Conce3sions," 
Leni.n said: "Each peace treaty signed with beurgeoisnations is a treaty 
which cont.ains some articles on war." He asserted that each article of 
a treaty which deals with territorial concessions constitutes a military 
treaty because each article is a pretext for war. 

Lenin not only instructed us to be vigilant when negotiating and 
signing treaties with capitalist countries, but he also strongly opposed 
the "secret diplomatic method" of concluding unprincipled agreements with 
the imperialists without the people I s knowledge. The secret diploma tic 
method of "exchanging concessions" is prejudicial to the people1s interests 
and completely foreign to the principled foreign policy of Lenin. 

The argument that making concessions to the imperialists may ease 
world tension and that struggling against the imperialists and baring 
their crimes will C<luse 1,orld tension is completely erroneous. The usual 
policy of the L'1lperialists is "to bend what 1.s soft and to let go of what 
is tough." Therefore, only by resolutely struggling against imperialism 
and smashing its plots can one repel imperialilllrl and truly ease a situation. 
On the contrary, making unprinCipled concessions to iInp"rialism will induce 
it to advance further and to bring more pressure to bear OIl toe socialist 
countries and the revolutionary movement in various nations, thus making 
the situation more tense. 

3. The Disarmament Problem. 

In~ of seeking measures to prevent war and protect world 
peace, d:i:~ is a problem ¥hich has given ,rise _to._~ated diSCUSSionjft 
What attiN< e must communists ado..!?!; with :r:.e..@.rd to th'Ldisa.rmament problem..?: 
For -l1arldst-Leninists, to SIlSlaJLo;r .. the a ,,"ament or WlNJ191Ll.lroblem...is .. .1lllL • 

;=i~-~g~i~o~r1~.~h~~l¥~i~~~r~;!i~~.· ~i~i~e~~ •• t~:taIT~Joj!1~he .... , 
state,To··speak"of the army is to speak of,'classEiifand class struggLe' 
and""'of"violence and the dictatorship of the classes. To speak of the ~ 
armament problem is not....il!§t to s~o£_:th:l.s.·..or...that._ll;lllL9r bomb, bUt * to_ .:. 
spealCol'we classes which use these wea.jlQlls....and..the....pru::j2~lLfQr .. nsing.. 
thel!f;--t:tK.e·t11e state itself, the army is bern at the same time as classes 
arnT<1evelops along with the development of tho class struggle. When classes 
and the class struggle disappear, the army will also disappear, that is, 
armaments 1,111 disappear, one is no longer a Marxist-Leninist if one 

. forects this l1arxist-Leninist view when dealing with the disarmament problem. 
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ComrlUniGts speak openly of their aspi.rations to destroy armaments, 
to ell:min:lto tho state, and to elimirnte classns in General. At the same 
tinw they declare that this noble ideal can be achieved only when socialism 
and communism tr:Lu"ph throughout the world. As long as imperialism, 
classes, and class struGgle exist, disarmmnent is completely unfeasible. 
1'0 achieve the j.dcal of cot:lpletfJ dis:lnnamcnt, communists advocate the 
necessity of undertaking the clrws struggle to the end, arming the people, 
di:!arminr: the ruling exploiting classes, destroying imperiallsm, and 
causing socialism to triul11ph throughout the world. 

Long ago Lenin criticized the utopian idea of achieving disarmament 
under capitalism. In an article titled "On the 'Disarmament' Slogan," 
Lenin said: "Disarmament is the ideal of socialism. In the socialist 
society there will be no war. Thus, d:l.sarmament will be achieved. But one 
is not socialist if one hopes to achieve socialism outside the social 
revolution and proletarian dictatorship. Dictatorship is state administration 
that directly depends on violence. In the 20th century, a civilized era, 
violence does not come from a fist or bludgeon, but the army, To inscribe 
'lJisarm(lment' on the program me(lns that, generally speaking, we oppose the 
use of weapons. There is nothing Marxist in .it to say as well that we oppose 
the use of violence." 

Lenin considered Kautsky's dis2.rmament slogan a.s a manifestation of 
wicked opportunism and bourgeois pacifism and. aimed in fact at drawing 
workers away from revolutionary strue:e:1e. Lenin pointed out that to 
propose that revolutio!lil.ries demand disa'rmament is to reject fully views 
on class struggle and to abandon the desire to engage in revolutionary 
activ.i.ties. Lenin said: "Our slogan is to arm the proletariat so that 
it can vanquish and disarm the bourgeoisie. This is the only possible 
strategy for the revolutionary class. This strategy is dra",n from and 
required by the objective evolution of capitalist miUtarism." Lenin also 
pointed out that only after disarming the bourgeoisie can the proletariat 
throwaway all ",eapons Hithout betraying its historic mj,ssion. In his 
book "The Draft Platform of the Russian Comlllunist Party" published in 
Narch 1919, Lenin said: "The Russian Communist Party resolutely reject.s 
all disarmament achieved under c(lpitalism and'regards it as a reactionary 
utopi(l of petty bourgeois democrats who call themselves socialists or 
social-democrats. All slogans of this sort are only deceitful bourgeois 
tricks. '1'0 struggle against these slog(lns, the party sets forth the 
slogan of arming the proletariat and disarming the bourgeoisie, the slogan 
of fully 3.nd mercilessly repressing the exploiters, and the slogan of 
struggling until final victory against the world bourgeoisie in the civil 
war in each country as wcll as in the international revolutionary war." 

WhEe helping the masses rid themsSlhe.a..o£-tI:le-at,,-p:i:aJ'l iaoa tha 
it i~l.blo to <lchleve d1saI'liiamenlui1d.~_capitaUsm,,--'tC00lIIl~Ii',gj;_aflae~\\ 
certain concrete clIcrullstinces can set~r_tlu,LJiis;J.rmament plan...to rollS 

the masses. for the struggle to demancL.thai.j,lJ).lJ.rgeois-governnrents-put-·an:­
end to the arms race, reduce national defense budgets, reduce military 
strength, and abandon the use of a number of weo.pons of mass destruction, 
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thll:; Ul\·J<1.rt:i.nr:: tho plan;; of those r.;overmnents to prepare for war and 
contributiJ1G to the protection of world peace. 

Under Lc'nin's direct leadership the SoViet Government set forth such 
a plan at tho lntormtioml economic conference held in Genoa, Italy, 
ln Hay 192? At this conj'oronco the SoViet delegation set forth many 
propN:als aimed at nstablishing and developing economic relations among 
countries and findinG means to consolidate peace, The Soviet delegation 
also sot fort.h a plan for a general reduction of armaments or a general 
disarm'tmont. plan. This plan was rejected by imperialist countries. Since 
then, at nnny international conferences, the Soviet Goverrunent under Stalin's 
leadership, also set forth many proposals on general or partial disarmament. 
In setting forth therJe proposals, the Soviet Goverrunent aimed at ulllnasking 
the a~;gre3·dvo policies of the imperialists and at mustering ·the majority 
of the mas[;()s for the anti imperialist struggle. The Soviet Government did 
not cultiwlte the utopian idea that it was possible to acnieve disarmament 
under capl talisln. 

In the old days of our country, imperialist lackeys slandered the 
Soviet proposals on disaI~ament. We still remember that early in 1929 
Pham Quynh commented as follows in his journal "Nam Phong" on the disarmament 
proposal set forth by comrades (Checherine -- phonetic) and Litvinov at 
that time: "If the Soviet authorities sincerely believe that it is 
possible to achieve disarmament immediately and complete1.y, t,hy do they not 
try to achieve this good idea? •• Why does not the USSR resolutely undertake 
this task first? Certairuy it is an adventure. fut how glorious an 
adventure! And of all nations, who has the courage to undertake such an 
adventure, except the USSR'!" Naturally, the USSR did not do what Vietnamese 
traitors urged it to do, because what imperialist lackeys called a 
"glorious D.dventure" ,JaS only a surrender to. imperialism. Modern revisionists 
continuously propagandize for thei.!' disarmament policy and boast that it is 
thoir "creation." There ~ ~~"~; ilili about this policy. What 
is new is the fact that 6a ;i i i" to sow the 

the . ~ 

'fhe "Disarmament" slogan is ambiguous. Lenin denounced this in his 
article lfJiliOut the i Disarmament' slogan." The-slogan has two meanings: 
first, it means a reduction in armaments and, second. it means- a destruction 
of all 1<Icapons. The destruction of all weapons can be achieved only when 
there is no opposing class in the society, t.hat is, when socialism has (1 

triumphed throughout the world. The belief that even during the existence 
of imperialism it is possible to achieve "general and complete disarmament" 
and possible to build "a world where there are no weapons, no armies, and 
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no war" is fully erroneous and harmful because it gives rise to the utopian 
vlm" that imperialists are ready to throwaway their weapons voluntarily. 
It is clear that there is nothing Harxist in this argument. 

As for tbe r'6;l.\sl;etiefl of aHl\afReflt.S::;==tlrl~oe;:achl eQt{!l :tg:a __ 4@!a)" __ _ 

~gt, --4lrnlfJl:' ce .. , faced ~r.i:th the strong struggle 
movement or the masses of people, and ced with the necessity of achieving 
an equilibrium among the forces in the 1voria,--Ure l,t'I"Ierpmeptn of Q()l!rgeoi s ,_ 
countries are forced to take a number of measures aimed at reducinE, or 
restd.et1hg armaments, such as reduc1.ng the nat1onal'de-rensebUdget reducing 
the I5tlelll',Lh or 'EIl.8regular army, reduc1.ng the number of mil1.tary bases, 
restricting the tonnage of warships, and so forth. .1'hefifij cases may occur. 
The use of a number of weapons of mass destruction llk'ly be forbidden --
as was the case with bacteriological weapons, poison gas shells, and dum-dum 
bullets -- if the countries participating in a war feel that their use may 
caUGe danger to all parties concerned under present conditions, the 
socialist force is stronger than the imperialist force and the force for 
peace is stronger than the force for war. That is why there is a possibility 
of forcing the imperialists to reduce armaments step §y. step, . Therefore :-, 
commllm.sT.s can use the general disarmament-:'slogan 19.-l!lQWlize_the peopl.e.s.,,_ 
in all countries to struggle .a~inst thrLal'lIlSJS&!L.PQ:]'i&iL . .2f_.!~_.~pe.riallsts, 
to prevent aggressive wars, an<:L.:1;,Q . .l1rotect..:wor:Ld..pea.ce. •.. 

ar{~ '=;~e~;;th~~SP' It j 5 possible to. arri ve..9J..... 
an interna oM1:'~~1lient"'on:ajJom:plete !;gooing of, nUC?!~~!'.:V~~Q!!~ ... mlf 
worl&·peepTorssfruggle movement for a ban on nuclear weapons develops, if 
social:tst-countr1es have a sUffi~ient s~<:>..qg....Ef thesEl ... ':.e~ons foX' self:::.......::­
defense, tt'-a"Ircountries f'eeTtFiat tho use of' those weapons .~ill cause 
grea t damage to all countries'-participa.tinrIn-a--war--;-·-ff'~enn:gnt.erimeiit 
of t.he pe'Oples in'lhfferent··()ClUntrtes'·trrso"'htglr'that·'the-dem~itru1-·-··· 

~m. (i·ban of nuclear wearx>ns ci)..n .oo.ii\.Qbifr . ---,;:.~Ql{_.J..e.1.J!s speak of "" L= __ propa 'iJ,llilaC;:a:ljoll:t:'hU&4hl'1 ·mi~.~·m=.:'" .. ·-.· .. ·~.·:oo.· ... ; .. ·· .. ·ii'.·.-~.··· 'm. jt:: ... hru~···~G'1're()"f;;·-ana so forth, c--_., 

.<mr ,j)~ms. _1MiiEeF'a:-']?ers~s-a:ttribute' 0 ll\~cl~:<r weapons -, 
qual:itre~f tnoy do not have. Accor-o.mg to these persons, nuclear weap~._y<: 
,rill upsot the oXJ.stinlf"1cmoi"O"gi-u::rr-syst'llJlrs'·of--I!!a!Ik:l:nd'''m1d even caUSe a.... 

~~~~.~~~~P!~C1:RJ;r~Qro~=;ii!;;:~~t~;~~-;-~U,_:, ,,~ 
.. Xi ami!· _JJ:!ngerous weapons like nuclear weapons must be handled. 

cy:' • ey depend on men. In the funds of the workiU2: class and __ 
socialist cou.ntr~os, they ser'Vel'peace. On'the other hand. in the hands of 
the bourgeo~s~e and the imperialist countries, they serve imperialist wars. _____ -,. __________ , __ •• ______ - _____ ._ .• ____ .... ~_ . ___ ._. ______ .•• _,_._._ .. ___ --.0. __ •... _". ___ ._ .. _~. __ ._ .•• _ .. " ____ "_, __ ._ ," _ .. _ 

Although dangerous, nuclear weapons have basic weak points that 
the imperialists are unable to overcome. That is why.!lg91.~ar.W.eaporu:l.-.canno.t... 
efficien,.!;~ .. 1l~.rY(J:the.:iJ1JpeJ::i.,.l:l,.1l:t§. The implll'ialists wage wars to gain 
colom.es, to turn them into dumping grounds for their goods, to force them 
to supply raw materials, and to exploit the labor force of these countries" 
and not to seize a piece of land which has been contaminated by nuclear 
fallout, land which the imperialists themselves dare not set foot on. That 
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is ,'Thy tlwy can only use nuclear weapons as a scarecrow to frighten shy 
poople and force them to surrender. They cannot use nuclear weapons in 
aggressive wars, because if they use nuclear weapons the results would be 
contrary to the objcctives they have set forth. 

, 
On nations lon(;ing for freedom or that have risen up to struggle 

under the slogan "freedom or death," nuclear weapons have no effect. }lore­
over in national liberation ;Tars or.civil wars llhere forces of both camps 
are interpolated and where there is no clear front, the use of nuclear wea­
pons for mass destruction is totally impossible. The recently assassinated 
U.S. President Kennedy himself had to admit the weaknesses of nuclear weapons. 

In a speech delivered in Seattle in November 1961, Kennedy said: 
'''We haveaweaponlihichhas formidablepowel' of destruction, but which has 
proved itself the least effective in the struggle against. the weapon usually 
used by the enemy of freedom: sabotage, infiltration, and trouble." The 
persons t.hat Kennedy called "The Enemy of Freedom" are those who st.ruggle 
for independence and democracy, and the act.ivities that Kennedy called 
"sabotage, infiltration, and trOUble" are the secret revolutionary activities, 
guerrilla movements, and so forth. 

N1l"Qlear weapon Ii ';;1'9 GQl'lgCl'eus-weapons.r ····As .. long .. asiihe 'impel"-ial:ists 
are not disarmed and,.¥,~.£9j,!lg,.,ah.ead.."w.\.th ... war.,.pr.eparations,. socialist .coun-, 
tries'SiiOuld"reillfo'rce their national defense and have adequate modern wea­
po ns fo X' the1rct!:rte!'l£lf'--WalUili.lig, ~iluolea:rweapoiis.· flu clear weapons Iii the'­
hands::Drso'CialIst' countries are only weapons of self-defense. Bnd sociaUst 
count.ries .lin not use these dllngerous weapons if they are not attacked with 
nuclear l'leapons. 

According to a number of Eeople. nuclear w;eapons cap pJ ay a detennjn_,_ 
ing role in the war issue. This is entirely contrary to Marxist~Leninist I 
do C'l:;r iJ Ie •• '-AG,CO rdiri'g 'to MariIs-E:1:eriiE':rif'f'-d6-c'ErImi;"'not"'weapons-buThumari-' being s 'I 
play the determining role in the war issue. In his book "Anti-Duhring," 
Engels wrote: "The entire organization and the methods of combat of the armed 
forces--on which victories and defeats depend are obviously subordinated 
to material conditions--that 5.s, economic conditions_und the strength of men 
and weapons--that is, the quality and quantity of people and teChniques. 

In his article "Talk to the Soviet Troops and vbrkers" on 13 May 1920, 
Lenin said: "In any ,Tar the final victory depends on the morale of the masses 
who lose their blood on the battlefield ••• (Ellipsis as published) The 
fact that the masses are conscious of the objective and cause of war is very 
important: This is the guarantee for final victory." The argument stating 
that war t<Jday is pushbutton war and that victory or defeat in war today 
depends on government heads and is decided by individuals and not by the 
masses is entirely wrong and contrary to l-I.arxist-Leninist doctrine. }1ode~ 
war is overall war, a war of all forces. If modern war breaks out, we must 
mobil1ze all human strength, property, and money of the entire count.ry to 
fight the war. Thus, the masses play a determining role in the ,war issue. 
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The argument stating that the war issue can be decided by individuals 
means that nuclear ·wcapons can decide the war issue. This is a kind of 
argument based on Heapons and is contrary to Marxi.!3t-Leninist doctrine. 

Because they argue that war is provoked by weapons and the war 
issue is decided by weapons, a number of people advocat.e that "the best way 
to prevent war is to eb.minate the means to wage it." For this reason these 
people consider "the basic measure to guarantee a lasting peace to be total 
and complete disarmament." This argument is entirely wrong because it advo_ 
cates that the cause of war is weapons and not imperialism and that t[,e 
basic mea:iure to oppose war and preserve world peace is to oppose weapons 
and not imperialism. This argument is wrong because it considers "disarmament" 
an objective covering everything in the struggle for peace. 

Other people even advocate that the money saved as a result of total 
and complete disarmament of various countries be used, according to their 
plans, to aid backward countries in developing their economies. This argu­
ment wipes out the difference between the disinterested aid of Focialist 
countrj es to underdeveloped countries and invasion under the "aid" label of 
underdeveloped countries by the imperialist bloc. It is clear that this is 
unpaid propaganda for what is called "aid II from the imperialist countries, 
especially the imperialist United states. Everyone knows that the imperia­
list bloc. especially the U.S. imperialists, had used the plot called "aid" 
to invade and enslave othp,l' peoples, especially the peoples in Asia, Africa 
and Latin America. 'fhose people who .rorked out this plan hav'e voluntarily 
or involuntarily hailed this so-called "aid" and expressed the desire to 
see the j.mperialists jncrease this so-called "aid". 

Many times over, however, because the peoples of the various countries 
of ASia. Africa and Latin America know well what II aid II from 'the imperialists 
is, they are determi.'1ed not to fall for the tricks of thcse gentlerrnen who 
worked out the above-mentioned "sound" plan. The peoples in these u,nder­
developed countries are determined not to run after "false aid". to be de­
ceived by unprincipled diplomatic lines, and not to roach agreement with 
imperialism. 

The struggle against imperialist war and for world peace is a world­
wide class struggle. The basiC measure of that struggle is to mobilize the 
masses to carry out revolution to annihilate j.lllperialism. To argue that 
disarmament is a "basiC mea&ure ll of the struggle against war and for the 
preservation of peace is entirely wrong and contrary to Lenin I s ideas on 
anti-war measures. In a letter sent to Comrades J1olotov and other comrades 
on 4 February 1.922, Lenin pointed out the mistakes of the International 
Metallurgists Trade Union with regard to the measures of struggle against 
war, and he clearly sai.d: "only a proven revolutionary part, one prepared. 
in advance and with a good illegal apparatus, can lead that struggle to vic­
tory, and the weapons used in the anti-war struggle arc not work strikes .but 
the establislunent of revolutionary "chi bo" within the opposing armed forces 
and the preparations made for these .chi bo to carry out revolution." In the 
directive issued to the Soviet delegation which attended the world peace 
conference convened in the Hague by the Amsterdam Internat:lonal Trade Union 
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in December 1922, Lenin clearly said: "The only measure which enables us 
to strllggle against ~;ar is to establish and secure an illegal organization 
in order that He c~m corry out protracted anti-war activities in which all 
revolutionariuG eng~'Ged in fighting the war' must participate - all these 
things must be sot forth first." Lenin also dj.rected the Soviet delegation 
to endeavor to present its views on war and that conference, regardless of 
the conferflnce chairman's interruptions. The proposals of the Soviet dele­
gation presented at the Hague conference according to Lenin's directives 
\wre rejected. However, history has proved that truth was not on the side 
of the opportunists who dominated the &.gue conference, but on Lenin's side. 

Marxis"t-Leninists never sepa.rate the anti-war struggle problem from 
the problem of stepping up the revolutionary struggle aimed at annihilating 
imperialism. To refuse to denounce the crimes commUted by imperialism under 
the pretext of "peaceful coexistence" and "disarmament" is to renounce the 
anti-imperialist struggle. 

The struggle against imperialist war and f.or the preservation of 
world peace must unceasingly strengthen anti-imperialist forces and weaken 
imperialist forces. The revolutionary war of the peoples in anti-imperialist 
countries is never contrary to the struggle for the preservation of mrld 
peace, but is a main part of that strllggle. Peoples in all countries hope 
that a lasting peace 'will be maintained on earth. In order to maintain 
lasting world peace, .the forces of the socialist bloc should be strengthened. 
in all fields. The national defense capabilities of each socialist country 
and of the 61tire socialist bloc must be st.rengthened to cope NUh the ilnper­
ialists' plots of ageression. Socialist countries are ahlays ready to help 
each other Hhen at tac,ked from outside or from .:i thin by reactionarie:l. 
Peoples in socialist countries are always heightening thel.r vigilance to 
protect their socialist fatherland and the entire socialist bloc. Socialist 
countries carry out the policy of peaceful. "Coexistence with other countries 
having another socialist regime by basing thmnselves on five prinCiples: To 
respect on a mutual basis their sovereignty'and territories, not to carry 
out acts of aggression against each other, not to intervene in the internal 
affdrs of each other, to be on an equal footing for their mutual benefit, 
and to coexist peacefully. . 

In order to t1aintain lasting wor:l-_<!_l:J.ea()£,--.th.t'LQ12!Lre~~El':! __ ~nd_~1!~_p~l',les > ., k 
in capitalis.t....c.QU.l'l.tri~st"''P._1.lp,.x~yQ~.utions for the liberation of peoples 
and tlie-'soeitl:li'st-·-:revo-l:ut~bn, ·'thus developiriiftll:ese-revolutl.ons';an-d-mhldnif' ) 
th_oontinually .. successful, driVing imperialism back step by step, knocking " 
out imperialism organ by organ, and advancing toward complete destruction 
of imperialism. 

Peoples in all countries not only want to live in peace and tranquility, 
but they also want to enjoy freedom and happiness. For the tm-thirds of 
mankind now living under the capitalist regime, even if world peace is l~sting 
ruld world war completely prevented, they are still oppressed and exploited 
and they still do not have freedom and happiness. Therefore, not only do 
they need world peace, they also need revolution. Theref.ore, because they 
nee:! revoluUon, when necessary they must destroy the present peace in their 
countries--thut is, the capitalist peace--in order to build a new peace, a 
soc5.aHst and· dE'lllocl'at:i.c peace. 
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The present objective of the movement for preserving mrld peace 
does not embrace a chanGe of capitalist relations in capitalist countries 
and the est[!blishment of socialist relations in these countries. The pre­
sent objective will be considered as reached if imperialist war is deterred. 
To chanee the present social relat.ions in these countries, the peoples of 
these countries must fulfill other duties in addition to protecting world 
peace. One of these duties is to carry out a revolution in order to over­
throw the exploiting rulers. 

TIle duty of protecting world peace is an urgent duty. The duty of 
carrying out the revolution to overthrow the exploiting rulers is a funda­
mental duty (for peoples in capitalist countries-brackets as published). 
These two duties are' closely related, but completely different. To consider 
ths.t t.h.e duty of protecting mrld peace outranks the duty of carrying out a 
revolution to overthrow the exploiting rulers and that the duty of protec­
ting world peace is above everything, is a "strategic" duty, and is a funda­
mental duty and to overlook the duty of carrying out the revolution to over­
throw the exploiting rulers finally results in eliminating revolution in 
capitalist countries. 

To succeed, the duty of protecting._~J.q.~.'!:£~Umg.Jlt~gg!~ng against 
imp eriali sIC war which. is __ J;]) e J&1l1JlllJIX.Jl~:-DLalLjlQr.l(LproplfJll •. lJlRitJ;?El..];a:~ ... 
tidpated in by·s:lrs·t.i'ataof the people. The people l s front struggling 
for worlci" peace must be widely composed of all people supporting peace, but 
it must be firmly based on an alliance of the mrking class, the peasantry, 
and the oppressed. ~bbilizing progressive personalities and the people's 
strata mentioned above to join the l1'.ovement for protecting world peace is 
necessary. But this task must not lead to slighting the role of the masses 

.• of workers and peasants and the oppressed in the struggle for world peace. 
The view that the peace front must include .the arch imperiali.sts, such as 
the U.S. President and his wHe, is compelteiy erroneous. In the work of 
protecting ",orB peace, the socialist camp plays the main and important role, 
ruld the struggle of the masses of peoples in ·capitalist countries has very 
important significance. . 

To insure success for the struggle agail'1st imperialist war and the 

struggle .to .p.r. otect VlOrld peace, it is nec_,:,:~~~~x.:to~ ... §j;ru ..... gg.l.'Ll:' .. :ll .. l . .en ... t ... le. ~Sl.Y._ ~ C<>,;;/ agains..LQrronoQus .. vi.ews...-.su.ch...a.s..fBar . .oLlmp.~rt{!l:i,0'l::.:especial1y fear of (l/F. 
th e Uni j;ed..States---th.c.spi.r;l.t-..Q.£.-comprOlllising_.~Jith .. arii:r~~I'DJ!ld·!l!·~r.~:~~~-;..... j 
ialism,'-pacifist views-,·.and .... so .. forth •.. At the same time it is necessary to - ) 
struggle against adventurousness ruld impatience. Only by overcoming the 
"argu,'llent based on weapons" is it possible t.o develop the role of the masses 
of people in the struggle to protect world peace. 

The aspiration to live in peace, independence, and freGdom is an age­
old and ardent aspiration of our people. We long to live in peace. At the 
same time He are ready to take up weapons to defend our independence and . 
freedom. VIe long to coexist peacefully with other countries and to establish 
nonnal relations ,nth other countries without distinction of their social 
system. If wars have broken out and devastatcct our country, this was not our 
fault, but ~las the fault of the imperialists who want to enslave our people. 
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A W<1l' vw::;cd by the U.S. ~il;lpOl':i.alists is nOH devastating the southern part 
of our country. The ,;ou (;hcrn part of our country will have peace immediately 
after the ,;ithdraHCll of the U.S. bandits. 

VJe ardently de[)ire the maintaining of world peace because this is 
advant!lgeous to tWo '1:0 pledge to devote all our strength and collaborate 
with peace lovors in all countries to struggle for lasting peace in the 
world. 

_ END-

cso: 3520-D 
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