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The Communist Party of Italy is a party with a glorious
history of struggle in the ranks of the international com-
munist movement. In their valiant struggles both dur-
ing the dark years of Mussolini’s rule and during the
difficult years of World War Il and after, the Italian
Communists and the Italian proletariat have had admi-
rable achievements to their credit. The Chinese Com-
munists and the Chinese people have always held the
comrades of the Italian Communist Party and the Italian
people in high esteem.

In accordance with its consistent stand of strengthen-
ing friendship with fraternal Parties, the Communist
Party of China sent its representative to attend the Tenth
Congress of the Communist Party of Italy, which was
held in early December, at the latter’s invitation. We
had hoped that this congress would help to strengthen
not only the common struggle against imperialism and
in defence of world peace, but also the unity of the inter-
national communist movement.

But, at this congress, to our regret and against our
hopes, Comrade Togliatti and certain other leaders of the
C.P.I. rudely attacked the Communist Party of China
and other fratemal Parties on a series of important ques-
tions of principle. They did so in violation of the prin-
ciples guiding relations among fraternal Parties as set
forth in the Moscow Declaration and the Moscow State-
ment, and in disregard of the interests of the united
struggle of the international communist movement
against the enemy.




The representative of the Communist Party of China
at the congress was thus compelled to declare solemnly
in his address that we disagreed with the attacks and
slanders levelled at the Communist Party of China by
Togliatti and certain other leaders of the C.P.I. Never-
theless, Togliatti and certain other leaders of the C.P.I.
“very firmly rejected” the views put forward by the
representative of the C.P.C., continued their attacks upon
the C.P.C. and other fraternal Parties, and persisted in
conducting “the debate in public”.

Thus, the Tenth Congress of the Communist Party of
Italy became a salient part of the recently emerged
adverse current which runs counter to Marxism-Leninism,
and which is disrupting the unity of the international
communist movement.

In such circumstances, we cannot remain silent but
must publicly answer the attacks on us by Comrade
Togliatti and other comrades. Nor can we remain silent
about the views they expressed in contravention of the
fundamental principles of Marxism-Leninism and of the
revolutionary principles of the Moscow Declaration and
the Moscow Statement, but we must publicly comment
on these views. We wish to say frankly that on a num-
ber of fundamental questions of Marxism-Leninism there
exist differences of principle between Comrade Togliatti
and certain other C.P.I. leaders on the one hand and
ourselves on the other.

After reading Togliatti’s general report and his con-
cluding speech at the Tenth Congress of the Communist
Party of Italy and the theses of the congress, one cannot
help feeling that he and certain other C.P.I. leaders are
departing further and further from Marxism-Leninism.
Although Comrade Togliatti and certain others have, as
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usual, covered up their real views by using obscure, am-
biguous and scarcely intelligible language, the essence
of their views becomes clear once this flimsy veil is
removed.

They cherish the greatest illusions about imperialism,
they deny the fundamental antagonism between the two
world systems of socialism and capitalism and the funda-
mental antagonism between the oppressed nations and
oppressor nations, and, in place of international class
struggle and anti-imperialist struggle, they advocate in-
ternational class collaboration and the establishment of a
“new world order”. They have profound illusions about
the monopoly capitalists at home, they confuse the two
vastly different kinds of class dictatorship, bourgeois
dictatorship and proletarian dictatorship, and preach
bourgeois reformism, or what they call “structural re-
form” as a substltute for proletarian revolution. They
allege that the fundamental principles of Marxism-
Leninism have become “outmoded”, and they tamper
with the Marxist-Leninist theories of imperialism, of war
and peace, of the state and revolution, and of proletarian
revolution and proletarian dictatorship. They discard
the revolutionary principles of the Moscow Declaration
and the Moscow Statement, they repudiate the common
laws of proletarian revolution or, in other words, the
universal significance of the road of the October Revolu-
tion, and they describe the “Italian road”, which is the
abandonment of revolution, as a “line common to the
whole international communist movement”.

In the final analysis, the stand taken by Togliatti and
certain other C.P.I. leaders boils down to this — the peo-
ple of the capitalist countries should not make revolu-
tions, the oppressed nations should not wage struggles
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to win liberation, and the people of the world should not
fight against imperialism. Actually, all this exactly
suits the needs of imperialists and the reactionaries.

In this article we do not propose to discuss all our dif-
ferences with Comrade Togliatti and certain other C.P.1.
comrades. Here we shall set forth our views on only a
few of the important questions at issue.

|

Comrade Togliatti and certain other comrades differ
with us, first of all, on the question of war and peace.
In his general report to the Tenth Congress of the Com-
munist Party of Italy, Togliatti declared: “This problem
was widely discussed at the Conference of the Commu-
nist and Workers’ Parties held in Moscow in the autumn
of 1960. The Chinese comrades put forward some views,
which were rejected by the meeting.” He spoke in
deliberately vague terms and did not mention what were
the views put forward by the Chinese comrades, but went
on to speak of the inevitability of war as the source of
the disputes, which made it apparent that he was accus-
ing the Chinese Communists of having no faith in the
possibility of averting a new world war, and accusing
China of being “warlike”.

This accusation levelled against the Communist Party
of China by Comrade Togliatti and certain other com-
rades is completely groundless and trumped up.

The Communist Party of China has consistently taken
the stand of opposing the imperialist policies of aggression
and war, of preventing imperialism from launching a
new world war, and of defending world peace. We have
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always held that as long as imperialism exists there will
be soil for wars of aggression. The danger of impe-
rialism starting a world war still exists. However, be-
cause of the new changes that have taken place in the
international balance of class forces, it is possible for
the peace forces of the world to prevent imperialism from
launching a new world war, provided that they stand
together, form a united front against the policies of
aggression and war pursued by the imperialists headed
by the United States, and wage resolute struggles. Should
imperialism dare to take the risk of imposing a new world
war on the peoples of the world, such a war would in-
evitably end in the destruction of imperialism and the
victory of socialism. We stated these views at the 1957
and 1960 Moscow meetings. The two Moscow meetings
included these views of ours in the joint documents, which
were adopted, and did not reject them as Togliatti alleged.

Since Togliatti and certain other comrades know per-
fectly well where the Communist Party of China stands
on the problem of war and peace, why do they keep on
distorting and attacking this stand? What are the real
differences between them and us?

They are manifested mainly on the following three
questions:

Firstly, the Communist Party of China holds that the
source of modern war is imperialism. The chief force
for aggression and war is U.S. imperialism, the most
vicious enemy of all the peoples of the world. In order
to defend world peace, it is necessary to expose the im-
perialist policies of aggression and war unceasingly and
thoroughly, so as to make the people of the world to
maintain a high degree of vigilance. The fact that the
forces of socialism, of national liberation, of people’s rev-
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olution and of world peace have surpassed the forces
of imperialism and war has not changed the aggressive
nature of imperialism and cannot possibly change it.
The imperialist bloc headed by the United States is
engaged in frenzied arms expansion and war preparations
and is menacing world peace.

Those who slanderously attack the C.P.C. allege that
our unremitting exposures of imperialism, and especially
of the policies of aggression and war of U.S. imperialism,
show our disbelief in the possibility of averting a world
war; actually what these people oppose is the exposure
of imperialism. On many occasions they have publicly
opposed the exposure of imperialism. Although they
admit in words that the nature of imperialism has
not changed, in fact, they prettify imperialism in a
hundred and one ways and spread among the masses of
the people illusions about imperialism, and especially
about U.S. imperialism.

It will be recalled that three years ago, following the
“Camp David talks”, some persons in the international
communist movement talked a great deal about Eisen-
hower’s sincere desire for peace, saying that this ring-
leader of U.S. imperialism was just as concerned about
peace as we were. It will also be recalled that when
Eisenhower arrived in Italy on his European tour in
December 1959, certain comrades of the C.P.I. went so far
as to put up posters, distribute leaflets and organize a
gala welcome, urging all Italian political parties and
people from all walks of life to “salute” him. One
of the welcoming slogans ran as follows: “We Commu-
nists of Rome salute Dwight Eisenhower and, in the name
of 250,000 electors in the capital of the Italian Republic,
express our confidence and our determination that the
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great hopes for peace which were aroused in the hearts of
all peoples, hopes created by the meeting between
the President of the United States of America and the
Prime Minister of the Soviet Union, shall not end in dis-
appointment.” (L’ Unita, December 4, 1959.)

Now we again hear some people saying that Kennedy
is even more concerned about world peace than Eisen-
hower was and that Kennedy showed his concern for the
maintenance of peace during the Caribbean crisis.

One would like to ask: Is this way of embellishing
U.S. imperialism the correct policy for defending world
peace? The intrusion into the Soviet Union of spy planes
sent by the Eisenhower Administration, the aggression
against Cuba by the Kennedy Administration, the hun-
dred and one other acts of aggression around the world
by U.S. imperialism, and its threats to world peace — have
these not repeatedly confirmed the truth that the ring-
leaders of U.S. imperialism are no angels of peace but
monsters of war? And are not those people who try time
and again to prettify imperialism deliberately deceiving
the people of the world?

It is crystal-clear that if one went by what these people
say, U.S. imperialism would have ceased to be the enemy
of world peace, and therefore, there would be no need to
fight against its policies of aggression and war. This
erroneous view, which openly runs counter to the Moscow
Declaration and the Moscow Statement, can only make
the peace-loving people of the world lose their bearing,
damage the fight for world peace and assist U.S. impe-
rialism in carrying out its policies of aggression and war.

Secondly, the Communist Party of China holds that
world peace can only be securely safeguarded in the
resolute struggle against imperialism headed by the

7




United States, by constantly strengthening the socialist
camp, by constantly strengthening the national and
democratic movements in Asia, Africa and Latin America,
and by constantly strengthenmg the people’s revolu-
tionary struggles in various countries and the movement
to defend world peace. In order to achieve world peace
it is necessary to rely mainly on the strength of the
masses of the people of the world and on their struggles.
In the course of the struggle to defend world peace, it is
necessary to enter into negotiations on one issue or
another with the governments of the imperialist countries,
including the government of the United States, for the
purpose of easing international tension, reaching some
kind of compromise and arriving at certain agreements,
subject to the principle that such compromises and agree-
ments must not damage the fundamental interests of the
people. However, world peace can never be achieved by
negotiations alone, and in no circumstances must we pin
our hopes on imperialism and divorce ourselves from the
struggles of the masses.

Those who attack the Communist Party of China mis-
represent this correct viewpoint of ours as showing lack
of faith in the possibility of averting a world war. As a
matter of fact, they themselves have no faith in the pos-
sibility of preventing a world war by reliance on the
strength of the masses and their struggles, and they are
opposed to relying on the masses and their struggles. They
want the people of the world to believe in the “sensible-
ness”, the “assurances” and the “good intentions” of im-
perialism, and to place their hopes for world peace on
“mutual conciliation”, “mutual concessions”, “mutual
accommodation” and “sensible compromises” with impe-
rialism. To beg imperialism for peace, these persons do
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not scruple to impair the fundamental interests of the
people of various countries, throw overboard the revolu-
tionary principles and even demand that others also
should sacrifice the revolutionary principles.

Innumerable historical facts prove that genuine peace
can never be attained by begging imperialism for peace
at the expense of the fundamental interests of the people
and at the expense of revolutionary principles. On the
contrary, this can only help to inflate the arrogance of
the imperialist aggressors. Comrade Fidel Castro has
rightly said that “the way to peace is not the way of sacri-
fice of, or infringement upon, the people’s rights, because
that is precisely the way leading to war”.

Thirdly, the Communist Party of China holds that the
struggle for the defence of world peace supports, is sup-
ported by, and indeed is inseparable from, the national-
liberation movements and the peoples’ revolutionary
struggles in various countries. The national-liberation
movements and the peoples’ revolutionary struggles are a
powerful force weakening the imperialist forces of war
and defending world peace. The more the national-libera-
tion movements and the peoples’ revolutionary struggles
develop, the better for the defence of world peace. The
socialist countries, the Communists of all countries and
all the peace-loving people of the world must resolutely
support the national-liberation movements and the rev-
olutionary struggles of the peoples in various countries,
and must resolutely support wars of national liberation
and peoples’ revolutionary wars.

In branding this correct view of ours as “warlike”,
those who attack the Communist Party of China are, in
fact, placing the struggle in defence of world peace in
opposition to the movements of national liberation and to
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the peoples’ revolutionary struggles, and in opposition to
wars of national liberation and peoples’ revolutionary
wars. According to them, all that the oppressed nations
and the oppressed peoples can do is to receive what is
“bestowed” by imperialism and the reactionaries, and
they should not wage struggles against imperialism and
the reactionaries, or they would be disturbing world
peace. These persons assert that if oppressed nations and
oppressed peoples were to oppose counter-revolutionary
war with revolutionary war when confronting armed
suppression by imperialism and the reactionaries, this
would have “irreparable consequences”. This erroneous
view of theirs can only mean that they are opposed to
revolution by oppressed nations and peoples, and demand
that these nations and peoples abandon their revolution-
ary struggles and revolutionary wars and for ever submit
to the dark rule and enslavement of imperialism and
reaction.

Facts have shown that every victory for the national-
liberation movement and for the revolutionary struggle
of the people hits and weakens the imperialist forces of
war and strengthens and augments the peace forces of
the world. To take the stand of fearing revolution, of
opposing revolution, results in setbacks and defeats for
the national-liberation movements and the peoples’ rev-
olutionary cause, and this will only damage the peace
forces and heighten the danger of imperialists starting a
world war.

To sum up, on the question of how to avert world
war and safeguard world peace, the Communist Party of
China has consistently stood for the resolute exposure of
imperialism, for strengthening the socialist camp, for firm
support of the national-liberation movements and the
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peoples’ revolutionary struggles, for the broadest alliance
of all the peace-loving countries and people of the world,
and at the same time, for taking full advantage of the
contradictions among our enemies, and for utilizing the
method of negotiation as well as other forms of struggle.
The aim of this stand is precisely the effective prevention
of world war and preservation of world peace. This stand
fully conforms with Marxism-Leninism and with the
Moscow Declaration and the Moscow Statement. It is the
correct policy for preventing world war and defending
world peace. We persist in this correct policy precisely
because we are deeply convinced that it is possible to pre-
vent world war by relying on the combined struggle of
all the forces mentioned above. How then can this stand
be described as lacking faith in the possibility of averting
world war? How can it be called “warlike”? It would
simply result in a phoney peace or bring about an actual
war for the people of the whole world if you prettify
imperialism, pin your hopes of peace on imperialism,
take an attitude of passivity or opposition towards, the
national-liberation movements and the peoples’ revolu-
tionary struggles and bow down and surrender to im-
perialism, as advocated by those who attack the Com-
munist Party of China. This policy is wrong and all
Marxist-Leninists, all revolutionary people, all peace-
loving people must resolutely oppose it.

11

On the question of war and peace, the differences
which Togliatti and certain other comrades have with us
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find striking expression in our respective attitudes to
nuclear weapons and nuclear war.

The Communist Party of China has consistently held
that nuclear weapons have unprecedented destructive
power and that it would be an unprecedented calamity for
mankind if nuclear war should break out. It is precisely
for this reason that we have always called for a complete
ban on nuclear weapons, that is, a total ban on the testing,
manufacture, stockpiling and use of nuclear weapons.
Time and again the Chinese Government has proposed
the establishment of an area free from atomic weapons
embracing all the countries of the Asian and Pacific
region, the United States included. Besides, we have
always actively supported all the just struggles waged
by the peace-loving countries and peoples of the world
for the outlawing of nuclear weapons and the prevention
of a nuclear war. The allegations that the Communist
Party of China underestimates the destructiveness of
nuclear weapons and wants to drag the world into a
nuclear war are absurd slanders.

On the question of nuclear weapons and nuclear war,
the first difference between us and those who attack the
Communist Party of China is whether or not the funda-
mental Marxist-Leninist principles on war and peace have
become “out of date” since the emergence of nuclear
weapons.

Togliatti and certain others believe that the emer-
gence of nuclear weapons “has changed the nature of
war” and that “one should add other considerations to the
definition of the just character of a war”. Actually, they
hold that war is no longer the continuation of politics, and
that there is no longer any distinction between just and
unjust wars. Thus they completely deny the fundamental
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Marxist-Leninist principles on war and peace. We hold
that the emergence of nuclear weapons has not changed
and cannot change the fundamental Marxist-Leninist
principles with regard to war and peace. In reality, the
numerous wars that have broken out since the appearance
of nuclear weapons have all been the continuation of poli-
tics, and there still are just and unjust wars. In practice,
those who hold there is no longer any distinction be-
tween just and unjust wars either oppose waging just
wars or refuse to give them support, and they have lapsed
into the position of bourgeois pacifism which is opposed
to all wars.

On the question of nuclear weapons and nuclear war,
the second difference between us and those who attack
the Communist Party of China is whether one should
view the future of mankind with pessimism or with rev-
olutionary optimism.

Togliatti and certain others talk volubly about “the
suicide of mankind” and the “total destruction” of man-
kind. They believe that “it is idle even to discuss what
might be the outlook for such remnants of the human
race with regard to the social order”. We are firmly op-
posed to such pessimistic and despairing tunes. We believe
that it is possible to attain a complete ban on nuclear
weapons in the following circumstances: the socialist
camp has a great nuclear superiority, the peoples’ strug-
gles in various countries against nuclear weapons and
nuclear war become broader and deeper; having further
forfeited their nuclear superiority, the imperialists are
compelled to realize that their policy of nuclear blackmail
is no longer effective and that their launching of a nuclear
war would only accelerate their own extinction. There
are precedents for the outlawing of highly destructive
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weapons. One such precedent is the Protocol for the
Prohibition of the Use in War of Poisonous or Other
Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, con-
cluded by various nations in 1925 in Geneva.

If, after we have done everything possible to prevent
a nuclear war, imperialism should nevertheless unleash
nuclear war, without regard to any of the consequences,
it would only result in the extinction of imperialism and
definitely not in the extinction of mankind. The Moscow
Statement points out that “should the imperialist maniacs
start war, the peoples will sweep capitalism out of exist-
ence and bury it”. All Marxist-Leninists firmly believe
that the course of history necessarily leads to the destruc-
tion of nuclear weapons by mankind, and will definitely
not lead to the destruction of mankind by nuclear
weapons. The advocates of the “total destruction” of man-
kind contradict the theses contained in the joint docu-
ments of the international communist movement, and
this only serves to show that they have lost all faith in
the future of mankind and in the great ideal of com-
munism and have fallen into the quagmire of defeatism.

On the question of nuclear weapons and nuclear war,
the third difference between us and those who attack the
Communist Party of China concerns the policy to be
adopted in order successfully to reach the goal of out-
lawing nuclear weapons and preventing a nuclear war.

Togliatti and certain others zealously advertise the
dreadful nature of nuclear weapons and blatantly de-
clare that “it is justified” to “shudder” with fear in the
face of the nuclear blackmail when U.S. imperialism pa-
rades it. Togliatti has also said that “war must be avoided
at any cost”. According to what he and certain others
say, should not the only way of dealing with the U.S.
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imperialist policy of nuclear threats and blackmail be
unconditional surrender and the complete abandonment
of all revolutionary ideals and all revolutionary princi-
ples? Can this be the kind of stand a Communist should
take? Can a nuclear war really be prevented in this way?

It is unthinkable that “shudders of fear” will move
U.S. imperialism to become so benevolent that it will
abandon its policies of aggression and war and its policy
of nuclear blackmail. Facts prove the opposite. The
more one “shudders” with fear, the more unbridled and
the greedier U.S. imperialism becomes, and the more it
persists in using threats of nuclear warfare and raising
ever greater demands. Have there not been enough
object-lessons of this kind?

We hold that in order to mobilize the masses of the
people against nuclear war and nuclear weapons it is
necessary to inform them of the enormous destructiveness
of these weapons. It would be patently wrong to under-
estimate this destructiveness. However, U.S. imperialism
is doing its utmost to disseminate dread of nuclear
weapons in pursuit of its policy of nuclear blackmail. In
these circumstances, while Communists should point out
the destructiveness of nuclear weapons, they should coun-
ter the U.S. imperialist propaganda of nuclear terror by-
stressing the possibility of outlawing them and preventing
nuclear war; they should try and transmute the peo-
ple’s desire for peace into righteous indignation at the
imperialist policy of nuclear threats and lead the peo-
ple to struggle against the U.S. imperialist policies of
aggression and war. In no circumstances must Commu-
nists act as a voluntary propagandist for the U.S. impe-
rialist policy of nuclear blackmail. We hold that the U.S.
imperialist policy of nuclear blackmail must be thorough-
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ly exposed and that all peace-loving countries and people
must be mobilized on the most extensive scale to wage
an unrelenting fight against every move made bythe
U.S. imperialists in their plans for aggression and war.
We are deeply convinced that, by relying on the united
struggle of all forces defending peace, it is possible to
frustrate the U.S. imperialist policy of nuclear blackmail.
This is the correct and effective policy for achieving a
ban on nuclear weapons and preventing a nuclear war.

We would like to advise those who attack the Com-
munist Party of China to discard their fallacious pes-
simistic arguments, to have confidence in the truth of
Marxism-Leninism, to pull themselves together and take
an active part in the great struggle of the masses against
the imperialist policy of nuclear blackmail and for the
defence of world peace.

111

Comrade Togliatti and certain other comrades have
strongly opposed the Marxislt-Leninist proposition of the
Chinese Communist Party that “imperialism and all
reactionaries are paper tigers”. In his report to the recent
congress of the Italian Communist Party Comrade
Togliatti said that it “was wrong to state that imperialism
is simply a paper tiger which can be overthrown by a
mere push of the shoulder”. Then there are other
persons who assert that today imperialism has nuclear
teeth, so how can it be called a paper tiger?

Prejudice is further from the truth than ignorance. In
the case of Comrade Togliatti and certain other comrades,
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if they are not ignorant, then they are deliberately dis-
torting this proposition of the Chinese Communist Party.

In comparing imperialism and all reactionaries to
paper tigers, Comrade Mao Tse-tung and the Chinese
Communists are looking at the problem as a whole and
from a long-term point of view and are looking at the
essence of the problem. What is meant is that, in the
final analysis, it is the masses of the people who are
really powerful, not imperialism and the reactionaries.

Comrade Mao Tse-tung first put forward this proposi-
tion in August 1946, in his talk with the American cor-
respondent Anna Louise Strong. That was a difficult
time for the Chinese people. The Kuomintang reaction-
aries, backed to the hilt by U.S. imperialism and enjoy-
ing immense superiority in men and equipment, had
unleashed a nation-wide civil war. In the face of the
frenzied enemy attacks and the myth of the invincibility
of U.S. imperialism, the most important question for the
Chinese revolution and the fate of the Chinese people was
whether we would dare to struggle, dare to make a revolu-
tion, and dare to seize victory. It was at this crucial mo-
ment that Comrade Mao Tse-tung armed the Chinese
Communists and the Chinese people ideologically with
the Marxist-Leninist proposition that “imperialism and
all reactionaries are paper tigers”. With great lucidity he
said:

All reactionaries are paper tigers. In appearance,
the reactionaries are terrifying, but in reality they are
not so powerful. From a long-term point of view, it
is not the reactionaries but the people who are really
powerful.

Chiang Kai-shek and his supporters, the U.S. reac-
tionaries, are all paper tigers too. Speaking of U.S.
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imperialism, people seem to feel that it is terrifically
strong. Chinese reactionaries are using the “strength”
of the United States to frighten the Chinese people.
But it will be proved that the U.S. reactionaries, like
all the reactionaries in history, do not have much
strength.

In his speech at the meeting of representatives of

the Communist and Workers’ Parties of socialist coun-

tries in Moscow, November 1957, Comrade Mao Tse-tung
expounded the same proposition. He said:

All the reputedly powerful reactionaries were merely
paper tigers. . . . For struggle against the enemy, we
formed over a long period the concept that strategically
we should despise all our enemies, but that tactically
we should take them all seriously. This also means
that in regard to the whole we should despise the enemy
but that in regard to each and every concrete question
we must take them seriously. If with regard to the
whole we do not despise the enemy we shall be com-
mitting the error of opportunism. Marx and Engels
were only two persons. Yet in those early days they
declared that capitalism would be overthrown all over
the world. But in dealing with concrete problems and
particular enemies we shall be committing the error of
adventurism if we do not take them seriously.

This scientific proposition of Comrade Mao Tse-tung’s

was confirmed long ago by the great victory of the Chi-
nese people’s revolution; and it has inspired all oppressed
nations and oppressed peoples engaged in revolutionary

struggles. Let us ask Comrade Togliatti and those who

have attacked this proposition: On what particular point

is Comrade Mao Tse-tung’s proposition wrong?
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Comrade Mao Tse-tung’s analysis of imperialism and
all reactionaries is completely in accord with Lenin’s
analysis. In 1919 Lenin compared the “all-powerful”
Anglo-French imperialism to a “colossus with feet of
clay”. He said:

It seemed at that time that world imperialism was
such a tremendous and invincible force that it was
stupid of the workers of a backward country to at-
tempt an uprising against it. Now . . . we see that
imperialism, which seemed such an insuperable
colossus, has proved before the whole world to be a
colossus with feet of clay, = b :

. that all these seemingly huge and invincible
forces of international imperialism are unreliable, and
hold no terrors for us, that at the core they are
rotten, . . .!

Isn’t the reasoning of Lenin in his description of the
“colossus with feet of clay” the same as that of Comrade
Mao Tse-tung in his reference to the “paper tiger”? We
ask, what is wrong with Lenin’s proposition? Is this prop-
o