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REVISIONIST TRAITORS SPEAK OF UNITY
WHILE DEEPENING DISUNITY

(June 8, 1969)

The ill-famed meeting of the revisionist parties
began its proceedings at last in Moscow In an almos-
phere laden with divergencies, disputes and dissen-
tion.

The chiefs of international revisionism, the big
Soviet wolves and the little jackals of the cther
countries, shut themselves inside the high walls of
the Kremlin castle so that, away from the eyes of
the world and from public opinion, they might
fight and squabble among themselves, some for
the purpose of domineering, others for the purpose
of ridding themselves of the hegemony of the
‘Kremlin tsars, some for the purpose of selling
themselves out and still others for the purpose of
having themselves bought at the highest possible
price.

The five-year long preparations for this meet-
ing brought to the fore all the rottenness and di-
sintegration of the revisionist front, all the hideous
degeneration of the scandalous relations among its
various sections. First, Khrushchev and, later, his
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successors, Brezhnyev and company, resorted o all
means and left no stone unturned to organize the
masquerade which is taking place in Moscow.
They stuck to this meeting as to a barge of salva-
tion which would pull them out of the guagmire
in which they found themselves as a result of
their betrayal to Marxism-Leninism and of the
principled and consistent fight waged by the Com-
munist Party of China, by the Party of Labor of
Albania and the revolutionary forces the world
over. On the charter of this international revisio-
nist meeting the Moscow ruling clique placed their
dream of setting up, under their own leadership,
a united front against the Marxist-Leninist Move-
ment, against revolution and socialism in the world,
pinning their hopes on setting up a fender to ward
off the outburst of anger and resentment of the
people.

But how did this meeting of renegades start
and how is it ending?

In 1964, Khrushchev hatched up plans to call
together the representatives of modern revisionism.
in order to «exclude» China and Albania from com-
munism, to isolate and do away with them. In 1969,
Brezhnyey is striving to hold together the revisio-
nist «mafia», to ward off its final disintegration in
order not to be left alone. Now, Brezhnyev's for-
eign legionaries do not only refuse to wage war for
the Moscovite isar but, disintegrated and worn
out as they are, are abandonning the front cne
after the other and leaving irreparable cracks
behind.

What the present Moscow meeting will be and
what can come out of it is not difficult to surmise.
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Innumerable meetings have been held within the
framework of this general conference., But the
truth is that while they were being held to
«strengthen unity» and the official communiqués
loudly proclaimed that this end was reached, new
and deeper splits took place after each meeting,
contradictions kept Increasing and divergences
kept growing. This occurred also after each of the
last two meetings of the preparatory committee
held in March and May this year. They had been
convened to draw up a document which would be
captioned, neither more nor less than, «The tasks
of fighting imperialism at the present stage and
the unity of action of the communist and workers
parties and of all the anti-imperialist forces».
They picked the theme of «anti-imperialism» be-
cause, being the only field in which they all can
resort to demagogy and the principal guise under
which they can deceive the rank and file of their
members and people, they could easily accumulate
their usual stale slogans and conceal, at the same
time, the many divergences that exist in matters
concerning the relations among parties, the assess-
ment of the present-day world events, the attitude
to maintain towards the actual Soviet policy, etc.

But even on this <«unharmful» theme, the
theoreticians of the revisionist parties could in no
way come to terms at the preparatory commission. The
document drafted at the March meeting could not
take its final form, so it decided to refer the mate-
rial to the parties to make their remarks which
would then be re-examined at a later meeting of
the preparatory commission. When the latter re-
assembled in Moscow from May 23 to 30, the par-
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ticipants, far from levelling their differences, deep-
ened them still further. As reported by well-
informed foreign press correspondents in Moscow,
the parties which oppose the basic document
advanced about 450 ammendments.

The period between the two sessions of the
commission has been replete with repeated mutual
visits of the revisionist chiefs running posthaste
from one capital to another, with frequent
exchanges of letters between the leading forums
and with frequent meetings of central commiltees
to map out the stand they would be maintaining at
the Moscow meeting. These feverish movements
bespeak the efforts of the various revisionist groun-
ings to find supporters of their theses and to create
a backing in favor of the viewpoinis they will
uphold at the general meeting.

The revisionist press has published many of-
ficial materials which clearly show that, far from
unity among the participants of the meeting on
what should be taken up for discussion and deci-
sion, there exists a lierce battle between the main
group led by the Soviets, which persist on esta-
blishing their own imperialist hegemony over
others, and the other. not less significant, group
including mostly the West European parties which
are striving to ward off the tutelag: and brutal
dictatorship of the Khrushchevite chiels of the
Soviet Union. The efforts of these parties are
openly aimed at undermining the attempts of the
Soviet chiefs to impose on them a «common line~
or a <unanimous decision» which would allow them
to interfere into the affairs of others and, what 1is
more, to compel them to become an appendage to
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the Soviet foreign policy. They want to have their
hands entirely free to ingratiate with their own
national bourgeoisie and to be unencumbered by
any mortgage in Moscow regarding not only their
home affairs but also their foreign policy.

The attitude of the Italian revisionist party,
which is now followed by most of its West Euro-
pean fellow parties, clearlv expresses this tendency
and this battle. The speech delivered by Longo at
the plenary session of his central committee «on
the attitude the Italian Communist Party will
maintain and defend at the meeting of the cam-
munist and workers parties» js totally at variance
with the views expressed by the Soviet revisionists
and the objectives they want to achieve. The Italians
reject almost entirely the main document of the
meeting advanced by the Central Committee of the
revisionist Party of the Soviet Union and seek to
make such ammendments and corrections which
the Soviets cannot accept since they are open con-
demnation of their policy. «It seems impossible to
us,» Longo says, «that the Moscow conference
would refrain from taking up and examining with
full responsibility such problems that have inte-
rested and disturbed so deeply the world communist
and worker’s movement and public opinion, as
those raised by the Czechoslovak events». But to
speak of Czechoslovakia in Moscow is tantamount
to mentioning rope in the home of the hanged. On
the other hand, the Italians and the cihor revisio-
nists of Western Europe cannot help doing so. For
the time being, Czechoslovakia is the strongest card
to play against Soviet tutelage and interference in
their parties, denunciation of aggression in Czechos-
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lovakia is the trump card by which they can boast
to their bourgecisie that they have won indepen-
dence from Moscow, it is the means by which they
can bring pressure to bear on the Soviets for various
leniencies and concessions,

The other major problem is the stand towards
China. The unprincipled battle the revisionist par-
ties have been waging [or years, obeying the con-
ductor’s baton, against the People’s Republic of
China, against the glorious communist Farty ot
China and Comrade Mao Tse-tung, against their cor-
rect Marxist-Leninist line, has placed them in a
quandary, has badly shdilmed their ranks and has
discredited them before public opinion. To further
proceed along this path at the pace set by Soviet
revisionists means to speed up their further disinte-
gration and bring about their complete collapse.
Herein lies the origin also of their insistence not
to place on the agenda and not take up for discus-
sion «the issue of China and Albania- Dut {his
attitude is not at all to the liking of ihe Soviel
revisionists. Opposing China and fighting against
her lie at the roots of their policy, they are the
mainstay of the Soviet-U.S. aliiance, the justifica-
tion of their counter-revolutionary activily towards
the communist and national-liberation movement.
They have long been frving to persuade the Soviet
people that the danger not n:nlv to communism but
also to the Soviet Umr n ifself comes allegedly from
the People’s Republic of China. Therefore, they
will do their utterrmost to have their closest revi-
sionist friends gathered in Moseow speak about
this «danger», as Gomulkg and Waldeck Rochet
actually did. Bul many other revisionist parties do

3




not want to be dragged into the adventures of the
Soviet clique. they do not want to walk blindfolded
to the abyss to which they are leading them.

One cannot even say that all the East European
revisionist parties give hundred per cent support
to the Soviet leadership on all issues. Although
they preserve the appearance of [friendship and
«everiasting alliance» and are at one with the
Brezhnyev-Kosygin  clique in their fight against
Marxism- Leninism, they, too, have their own
divergences and try to take advantage of the situa-
tion to make the Soviet revisionist yoke less un-
bearable. There are also other parties which come out
more in the open against the hegemony of the
Soviet revisionist chiefs.

The varicus divergences the representatives of
the revisionist parties have brought with them to
Moscow are deep. They have now taken a clear-
cut shape, having hecome integral parts of the poli-
tical and oy 1111’dt1f}t]ﬂ] line of L~zu‘:h party and,
therelore, irreconcilable. Brezhnyev's theory of
«limited sovereignty» has not been propounded
by accident, It is an expression of the new stage of
development of Soviet Khrushchevite revisionism
when it has crossed over to social-imperialism and
social-fascism: it is the consequence of the aggres-
sion against Czechoslovakia, of the provocative acts
on the Ussuri, it is the logical consequence of the
Soviet-U.S. global strategy to divide zones of in-
fluence and dominate the world. Such other theo-
ries as that of «socialist community» or of «the new
proletarian internationalisms» are of the same kind.
They express the attempts of the Soviet revisionists
to perpetuate their imperialist domination over the

9



revisionist countries and to preserve their complete
hegemony over the revisionist parties, their attempts
to use the world communist and workers’ move-
ment as an agency for expansionist and colonialist
purposes. On other issues, the chiefs of the revi-
sionist parties might be willing to remain true to
the Kremlin tsars right through to the end. But
they are mnot, free to act as they like. Servile and
unconditioned subserviance to the Khrushchevite
leaders of the Soviet Union, who have come out
in the open as claimants to world domination,
would utterly dicredit them before the masses and
would speed up their downfall. They want to
fight Marxism-Leninism and revolution but they
want to do it their own way in compliance with
their own specific conditions and possibilities.
The Soviet revisionists have still some very
powerful cards in their hands and they will do
their uttermost at the Moscow conference to impose
their will, in one form or another, on their partners.
They began this right from the start at the first
sitting of the meeting with Brezhnyev’s speech, fil-
led with both cajolery and threats. If there is anyth-
ing the revisionist exel in, it is in base compro-
mises and concessions, In order to save the large
capital they have invested in the Moscov meet-
ing and safeguard the prestige of another,
they may agrec to issue a scrap paper [il-
led with insults and maledictions ‘pro forma’
against imperialism upholding «unity of ac-
tion» and similar demagogical slogans. What
the Soviet revisionists are after is a joint state-
ment by the conference no matter on what basis
of compromise it is reached. But, as practice has
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always shown, the revisionist compromises and con-
cessions are short-lived. The cracks and contradic-
tions dividing them after this conference will not
only remain but they will become deeper. The
Moscow meeting resembles a basketful of lobsters.

Its shameful failure has long been predeter-
mined, eversince the revisionists betrayed Marxism-
Leninism and embarked on the road of the dirty
war against revolution, the freedom and indepen-
dence of the people.

The revisionists may hold not one but a thousand
general meetings. They will not succeed in turn-
ing the wheel of history backward. They represent
a reactionary force which, no matter what efforts
it may make, will never be able to breast the
irresistable tide of revolution which is rising
throughout the world. Under the blows of the
Marxist-Leninist parties, the renegades and agents
of the bourgeoisie will be definitely crushed. The
future belongs to Marxism-Leninism, it belongs
Lo the all-conquering socialist revolution.
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OPEN FIRE ON REVISIONIST BETRAYALL

(June 10, 1569)

The development of the Moscow revisiomnist
meeting is clearly laying bare its anti-Marxist cha-
racter. It is obvious that its organizers aim at setiing
up a counter-revolutionary block, a yellow Interna-
tionale to be at the service of the Soviet revisionists,
in collusion with imperialists and against revolution
and communism, against the freedom and indepcn-
dence of peoples. The present conference of the revi-
sionists will seal their betrayal fo communism, the
final separation of the Marxist-Leninists from the
revisionists. By doing this, the revisionists assume a
grave responsibility before the international working
class, before the world revolutionary and anti-irmpe-
rialist movement. They lay themselves open te the
severe and merciless condemnation by history.

The anti-Marxist nature of this meeting of the
revisionists, which the latter liked to call the
meeting of international communism, is procved also
by the fact that neither Brezhnyev nor any of the
other twenty or more orators who have taken the
floor so far has made any mention what-
soever of the 1957 and 1960 Declarations. A real
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communist meeting can not escape frem making an
analysis as to who has and who has not abided by
the principles of these Declarations or of making
an earnest Leninist self-eriticism or criticizing those
who have wviolated them.

Many things have happened since 1957 and
1960: Khrushchev's and Krushchevites’ betrayal has
spread and caused a lot of harm to in.ernational
cornmunism. The Soviet-U.S. imperialist collabor-
atiun, the Cuban events, the fascist vceupation of
Czechoslovakia, the anti-China and  anti-Albania
designs and campaigns, the betrayal to the struggle
of the Vietnamese and Arab peoples, diversion in
the communist movement, the sabotage of ihe re-
volutionary and national-liberation struggle of peo-
ples, and so on, are some links of the chain of
revisionist betrayals. Why are these avents not
taken up and analyzed? Are they not of an important
character to the communist movement?

This is not to the interest of the revisionists
who have betrayed communism, who are rabid anti-
Leninists. They want to bury these documents
which are a stumbling block on their way to
treason, If an analysis were made of these do-
cuments, it would lay bare the revisionist filth.
the Khrushchevite treason both in the Soviet Union
and in the world communist movement.

The revisionists gathered in Moscow like to call
themselves Leninists. But how can such men be
Leninists when they dare not analyze why the
communist movement was beset by contradictions,
the source of which lies in the betrayal by the
Khrushchevites, in their violation of the 1957 and
1960 Declarations, in their hostile activity towards
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the Communist Party of China, the Party of Labor
of Albania and towards all the revolutionaries wno
remain true to the teachings of Marxism-Leninism
and to the Moscow Declarations?

How can these men be Leninists when they
lack the courage to openly criticize mistakes and
betrayals? Sofar, only the so-called leader of the
300 Australian revisionists had «the courage-» 1o
say that the conduct of the Soviet revisionists
towards Czechoslovakia was a «mistake». But only
that much. He did not only fail to speak of other
«mistakes», but even about the one he mentioned
he did not say what the reason was that compelled
the Soviet revisionists to dispaich a red soldier to
Czechoslovakia to occupy and suppress the freedom
and independence of a fraternal people. May be
that, after the Australian revisionist. some one else
may speak but, certainly, «within the rule-, to the
extent of not risking the loss of rubles. And these
«Leninists» who lack courage to even criticize
their companions, swear that they will be licns in
the fight against imperialism! No one lends credit
to the imperialist thesis of the revisionists. The
participants of the revisionist meeting themselves
can hardly believe in it. But the Soviet revisionist
leaders stand in need of this thesis in order to
cover up all the filth of their treason, their collusion
with the U.S, imperialists as well as to make their
acolytes fall in line with them regardless of the
fact that many of them represent only themselves.

How can one call «Leninists» the participants
in the Moscow meeting of traitors who, admitting
that there exist divergences in the communist
movement, uphold the false theory: «Let us put
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aside what divides and stick to whate unites us»?
This is a clear expression of opportfunism against
which V. I. Lenin fought with persistance all the
days of his life. What can unite Marxist-Leninists
with traiters to communism? Nothing! Everything
divides them. The upholders of this alien thesis
themselves are aware of this fact both in practice
and in theory. The situation will not be saved
through acquiescence. Those who think this way,
will sooner or later feel the consequences when the
hard fist of revisionist social-imperialism will fall
on their shoulders.

Before calling the representatives of the revi-
sionist parties to Moscow, the Khrushchevite chiefs
of the Soviet Union swore by god that the aim of
the present meeting would be to dicuss in a de-
mocratic way <«how to [ight against imperialisms,
to strengthen «unity~ and to coordinate the <«joint»
activity of their so-called communist parties, and
not to raise any questions on the home and foreign
policy of any party not taking part in the confe-
rence and, in particular, the question of China.

But having penned them up, the Soviet re-
visionists have now laid their cards on the table
showing that their promises and assurances were
a bluff, fraudulent tactics in order to draw into
thelr trap those parties which wavered or which
did not approve all the aspects of the foreign policy
of the Kremlin chiefs. They remained true to the
plans and designs of Nikita Khrushchev who, five
years ago, took the Initiative to call a general
meeting of the revisionist parties.

Brezhnyev’'s Saturday speech confirmed once
again what the Party of Labor of Albania has been
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saying from the very outset, that the real aims of
the revisionist meeting, organized by the Khrush-
chevite chiefs of the Soviet Union were to establish
and strengthen the Soviet hegemony over the re-
visionist parties and to turn them into mere tools
of its foreign policy, to draw them into the anti-
China chauvinist campaign and to Intensify the
fight against Marxism-Leninism, socialism and re-
volution.

What strikes one most in Brezhnyev's speech
is his intention to force his own dictate on the
other partners, to hitch them from top to toe to
the imperialist aggressive policy of the Soviet re-
visionists. Although the speech delive.ed by the
Secretary-General of the revisionist party of the
Soviet Union touched on many preblems ol the
present international situation and the vela.ions
among revisionist parties, it was an unrestrained
attack on China, replete with base slanders and
insults against the glorious Communist Party of
China and its great Chairman Mao Tse-tung, against
its Marxist-Leninist revolutionary line. DBeing
unable to find suitable arguments to uphold his
thesis, he resorted to worst warmongering terms
filled with threats and sabre-rattling which would
have made John Foster Dulles green with envy if
he had been alive. He threatened the People’s
Republic and people of China with «convential as
well as with a big nuclear war» bragging about the
military potential of the Soviet Union. This anti-
China hysteria is not fortuitous and is not aimed at
propaganda alone; it is a component part of the
imperialist line to establish g joint domination with
the US imperialists over the world.
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The Soviet revisionists have long been threa-
tening also Yugoslavia, Albania and Rumania. To
this aggressive end, they have amassed armed
forces in Bulgaria which has become a dangerous
’place d’'armes’ of the Brezhnyev-Kosygin cligue in
the Bulkans, they have stationed an increasing
number of military troops along the Rumanian
border and have anchored their fleet on the
Mediterranean.

But cur enemies cannot intimidate us. The Al-
banian people are endowed with steel-like nerves.
Thev are capable of coping with any danger whe-
rever it may come from and smash any foe daring
to attack them.

The anti-China aspect the Soviet revisionists
are seeking to give their Moscow revisionist as-
sembly is a broad-scale maneuver involving many
plans through which they seek to take given po-
sitions both within and without the meeting. In
fact Brezhnvev did nothing but reiterate that the
sharp edge of the sword of the social-imperialist
policy of the Soviet revisionists 1is spearheaded
mainly and entirely against China, that all their
actions and initiatives on the international arena
are subjected to this objective. Today, only those
who endorse this line can be allies of the Soviet
Union. No alliance can be concluded with and
maintained by it except within this framework.
Therefore, the anti-China direction the Kremlin
chiefs are seeking to give the meeting of the re-
visionist parties, the mobilization of the latter in
the anti-China adventures which they are preparing
for, is a corollary of their imperialist line, condi=
tioning its implementation. The anti-China aims
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of the revisionist conference was confirmed also by
nazi Walter Ulbricht who, in his yesterday’s speech
at this conference, proposed that the revisionist
meeting should pass a resolution to condemn the
Communist Party of China.

True that there exists a common hatred against
Marxism-Leninism and that all the revisionist par-
ties are zealously engaged in sabotaging revolu-
tion and the liberation struggle of peoples. But this,
as it turned out in practice, was insufficient to pre-
serve their cobesion under Moscow’s leadership.
Not even the demagogic and false slogans like that
of «unity of action» against imperialism can do
this. Tnasmuch as no war is actually being waged
against imperialism there can exist no <«unity of
action» against{ it. Only a concrete action in which
all the partners be interested, only mobilizing them
for a major joint adventure can lzeep the revisionist
parties hitched to the Moscow charriot.

The anti-China culeries at the world revisionist
meeting are necessary to the Brezhnyev-Kosygin
clique to provide a proof to the U.S. imperialists
of their authentic loyalty to the Soviet-US alliance
and to assure the ruling circles of the international
bourgeoisie that no danger whatsoever comes to
them from the «revolutionary» phrascology of the
speeches which are being delivered now at the
Georghievskaya Hall of the Kremlin. This was seen
also in the praises he sang to U.S and world im-
perialism sparing no words to exalt their economic
and military potential «their powerful. highly or-
ganized mechanism of productions.

In his speech, Brezhnyev gave vent to his de-
sire o attack the People’s Republic of China and
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to his aim of rallying supporters for the campaign
the renegade Khrushchevite clique has launched
against it. But in reality he exposed the real
diabolic countenance of this anti-Marxist clique and
their criminal imperialist designs.

Brezhnyev’s speech was filled with general
principles detached from reality, from day to day
events. These are familiar tactics of the Soviet
revisionists. Through their Marxist phraseology they
want to conceal their counter-revolutionary activity
and to hoodwink the uninformed, particularly, the
Soviet people whom they keep under strict quaran-
tine preventing them from getting in touch with
the truth. Thus, for instance, while speaking at
large about the whole world, the chief of the rene-
gade clique kept silent about Czechoslovakia, as if
nothing had happened there. He glossed over the
discreditable activity of the revisionist-imperialists
in Czechoslovakia.

Brezhnyev made the hypocritical statement
that he had, allegedly, not intended to dwell on
the «Chinese question» but that he was obliged to
do so because of the decisions adopted by tha 9th
Congress of the Communist Party of China. This is
an absurdity. The principled struggle of the Com-
munist Party of China to expose Khrushchevite re-
visionism did not begin at its 9th Congress. It is
a long heroic struggle which has begun since the
birth of Khrushchevite revisionism and has dealt
blows at all the treacherous activities of the re-
negade clique of the Soviet Union. It is precisely
because of this determined and consistent struggle,
just as the principled struggle of the Party of Labor
of Albania which is also neither fortuitous nor of
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recent days, scaring the Soviet revisionists that

~ they cannot keep silent about.

Brezhnyey was compelled to speak in furious
terms against China by the difficult situation and
the ideological crisis in which the Kremlin chiefs
find themselves, and this situation was not created
by China, by the 9th Congress of the Communist
Party of China or by the Party of Labor of Albania,
but by the revisionist betrayal, by the occupation
of Czechoslovakia, by the indignation and revolt
these things gave rise to the world over. By raising
the Chinese problem at the Moscow meeting,
Brezhnyev seeks to kill two birds with one stone:
to cover up his dirty linen, to turn away peo-ln’s
attention from the Czechoslovak occupation and to
point his guns on China engaging also his revi-
sionist allies in this combat.

The Soviet press sings praises to and devotes
much space to the speeches of those participants in
the meeting who rise against China while describ-
ing those who would dare criticize, even so slightly,
the armed intervention of the Soviet revisionists
against the Czechoslovak people, as leg-pullers of
the national bourgeoisie. Apparently rubles and
gifts were ineffective in compelling everybody to
keep silent about Czechoslovakia. |

The turn is now coming to Husak, this faithful
servant of the Czechoslovak revisionists, to take the
floor and sing hossanas in Brezhnyevan terms to
the occupation of his country. This will provide the
new Kremlin tsars with <«arguments» to tell those
who raise the Czechoslovak question that it is uce-
less for them to do so since those concerned hawve:
ncthing to say about it.
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The perseverance of the Soviet revisionist cli-
que to pursue their hegemonic and expansionist po-
licy right through to the end was also seen in the
obstinancy by which Brezhnyev defended the well-
known theory of the so-called «limited soverei-
gnty-. Because of the jll-fame thig criminal policy
has won for itself, he was obliged to camouflage
1t carefully, but, even that, did not succeed in co-
vering up the aim cf the Khrushchevite rulers of
the Soviet Union not to give up their intention of
subjugating foreign peoples and countries and of
keemng them under their yoke. Brezhnyev spoke

a lot about -nationalism~ and about the principles
r:ri' «proletarian internationalisms but it is now clear
what the Soviet revisionists mean by nationalism
ancl internationalism. Nationalism for them is every
effort of the Eastern European peoples, whom they
hold under their sway, to defend their freedom a‘nd
national independence of which they are robbed,
any opposition to their colonialist exploitation. For
them, a «nationalist»~ is any one who opposes the
occupation of Czechoslovakia or denounces their
aggressive and expansionist policv, every honest
communist who rejects revisionism and upholds
Marxism-Leninism.

But the demagogy and pharisaism of the So-
viet revisionists can deceive nobody. Their «theo-
ries- that they intervene, allegedly, to defend so-
cialism and peoples from the «activity of the im-
perialists» are clumsy lies. The intrigues they are
up to about Vietnam and their sabotage of the
struggle of the Arab people are two concrete exam-
ples one can see every day and at every hour.

Therefore, both the words uttered by Brezh-
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nyev and his allies about Vietnam as well as the
resolution which was adopted at the meeting about
the Arab countries are bluffs, maneuvers to conceal
the manipulation of these issues within the frame-
work of the Soviet-U.S. alliance to divide spheres
of influence. But do the Soviet revisionists think
that they will down the struggle of the Arab pco-
ple by that resolution signed by persons like Laibi
Buhali who, when his Algerian people were sheod-
ding streams of blood for freedom and national
independence, was skiing and crippling his legs on
the picturesque Tatra mountains?

The tactics pursued by the revisionist clique
of the Soviet Union during the preparations for
the Moscow meeting and the attitude it is maintain-
ing in it show that they are dead set on aligning
the cliques in power at the revisionist parties who
have sold themselves out body and soul to the new
Kremlin tsars, with their counter-revolutionary
adventures. Their attitude at the Moscow meeting
will show once again to what degree they have
become Brezhnyev's servants. These cliques are
leading those who follow them blindly onto a road
fraught with risks. The members of their parties
are faced with the dilemma to either fight against
Marxism-Leninism, against China, against Albania
and against all the revolutionary forces or open
fire on revisionist betrayal.

The Party of Labor of Albania and all the
Marxist-Leninists of the world will always perform
their internationalist duty. They will fight up to
the complete destruction of modern revisionism.
We shall return again and again to the problem of
exposing the criminal schemes and activities of the
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Soviet revisionists and their allies such as those
which are being hatched up now at the Moscow
meeting. We shall never allow the Soviet Khrush-
chevite leaders hcodwink the international working
class by their demagogy. And we are convinced
that public opinion everywhere and, first and fore-
most, the revolutionaries themselves will rise to a
man against modern revisionism, overthrow it and
bury its high treason. Right is with us and, there-
fore, victory will also be on our side.
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WHY ARE THE SOVIET REVISIONISTS
AFRAID OF HAVING CZECHOSLOVAKIA
SPOKEN OF AT THE MOSCOW MEETING?

(June 14, 1969)

It was known and expected long before the
conference of the revisionist parties began its pro-
ceedings in Moscow that the Kremlin chiefs would
pursue there the tactics of silence about the fascist
aggression they undertook against Czechoslovakia
in August last year. Well-known was also the
brutal pressure they brought to bear on their re-
visionist partners to refrain from saying anything
about or making any allusion to one of the basest
acts of international banditry which shocked the
minds of people and filled the hearts of the real
internationalists the world over with deep in-
dignation. They wanted <«the Czechoslovak issue»
to be glossed over as if it had been an ordinary
affair, a simple episode in the relations between
«fraternal countries» and «sister parties», an event
without consequences or committments.

The very fact that the Soviet revisionists failed
to frame up anything better than this cowardly
attitude, is the most eloquent proof and an indirect
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admission of the rotten foundations on which they
base the whole of their official «argumentation» of
the «necessity» and «indispensability» of inter-
vening in Czechoslovakia, of the alleged «interna-
tionalist aid» they gave the Czechoslovak people
against the «class enemies» ete. In reality, the
matter stands, in plain unequivocal terms, between
these two alternatives: the intervention has either
been really «indispensables, a really «fraternal aids»,
therefore, a positive thing for which the authors
can face the meeting and the whole world with
head up and chest out and a clear conscience, or
it has been a barbarous aggression against a social-
ist country, a flagrant violation of its sovereignty
and independence for which the culprits must be
confronted with their dirty act, with their shameful
gesture. By seeking the fig-leaf, the Kremlin re-
visionists seem to admit with their own lips that
they are set in a pillory.

At the conference, the Soviet leaders would
like to give a pompous spectacle of «proletarian
solidarity» with the Czechoslovak issue as 1iis
background, twrning it a festival of panegyric
hymns to raise the «merits» of the «guiding» State
and of the «mother» party to the skies. If they
decided to recoil like a band of inveterate gangsters
who commit a crime and try to wipe out the traces,
they did not do it out of their pleasure.

As a matter of fact, the Czechoslovak adventure
cost them dearly. From the political point of view,
their invasion turned into g disastrous defeat for the
aggressors, The Czechoslovak people’s resistance
foiled the plans of the invaders: The list of the
nominees for the «revolutionary workers govern-
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ment» which had been drawn up beforehand, was
discarded. Willy-nilly they shut themselves in the
Kremlin halls with the Czechoslovak captives and
staged the farce of talks «between equals» behind
an iron curtain. Instead of ousting the Dubchek-
Swoboda team, a thing which they themselves had
even proclaimed on the first day of occupation, the
Brezhnyev-Kosygin clique felt obliged to beat a
retreat and content themselves, for the time being,
with their capitulation.

Another surprise. closely connected with the
first, was the echo the Czechoslovak events aroused
among the ranks of the revisionist parties in other
countries. A big tide of confusion swept over them
and the revisionist front began to give dangerous
signs of disintegration. The false slogans of the
«diversity of roads to socialism». of «liberaliza-
tion», of «humanism» gave birth to a number of
illusions and tendencies to break away from the
tutelage of the big boss. But Soviet revisionism
would not be revisionism if it gave up the struggle
for hegemony. This is indeed one of the most
characteristic features of the process of crossing
over to capitalism. The new Moscow bosses showed
clearly that they have made up their minds to
settle the differences with their partners, wherever
they can, by means of a «dubinka- (a cudgel).

The Soviet revisionists had a hard job of turn-
ing the flock back to their fold. The conference,
which had been planned to be held last vear, was
dropped and was replaced by unilateral contacts,
talks between groups, exchange of opinions at pre-
paratory commissions which gradually led to a
compromise agreement not to re-open the Czechos-
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lovak wound. But all the mise-en-scene ran the
risk of being smashed to smithereens if the Czechos-
lovak <normalization» had not been ensured. The
stubborn resistance of the working class and youth
not only to foreign occupation but also to the
capitulation of the Czechoslovak revisionist
party made any agreement that might be reached
outside and at the expense of Czechoslovakia
practically impossible.

Under these circumstances, the Kremlin chiefs
made up their mind that Dubchek was no longer
doing their bidding, that he proved to be incapable
of establishing «order» in the country and of carry-
ing through the post-August revisionist-fascist
«normalization». Nailed down as he was to the boat
that kept swinging between the tides of the peo-
ple’s resistance and the pressures of the occupa-
tionists. he was giving no assurance whatsoever of
the stand he would maintain at the coming Moscow
conference. Thus, another squeezed lemon was
hurled into the waste basket, and Brezhnyev’s
choice fell on Husak. This, of course, does not mean
that Husak is hundred per cent safe for the Kremlin
rulers. But he is the man of this stage. the person
who has undertaken, among other things, to play
the delicate role of keeping silent at the Moscow
meeting. If he is willing to carry out the task as-
signed to him, he may very well be allowed «to
taste power». What about later on? «Spare parts»
are al hand to make the necessary adjustments.

It is now clear that the change of guards in
Prague two months ago was included in the pre-
paratory measures of the conference which 1s now
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taking place in Moscow. It is now clear that the
only speaker authorized to refer to the «Czechoslo-
vak issue» at the conference, the Soviet sponsored
agenda of the proceedings has it, is the new chief
of Czechoslovak revisionism, Husak. It goes without
saving that this «right» of his was granted on two
previouly laid conditions: on the one hand, he was
to open his lips only if any of the undisciplined
participants showed any signs of life and, on the
other, he was allowed to raise his voice not to
complain about the plight of his people fallen vic-
tim to aggression but to justify the Soviet tactics
of aggression. |

Even before the meeting, the Prague revision-
ists, kneeling obeisance to their occupationists, had
already issued statements and resolutions describing
any attempt to raise the Czechoslovak issue at the
conference as an «act of interference in the inter-
nal affairs» of Czechoslovakia.

The Soviet paper «Pravda-, on its part, warned,
in rather a threatning tone, the delegates to the
conference not to allow themselves «to be drawn
by the temptation to increase popularity in their
own countries by adopting an anti-Soviet stand-.
Allusion to those who had intended to mention, no
matter how slightly, the Czechoslovak issue was
more than obvious.

The overwhelming majority of the revisionist
parties made haste to respond to the «call» and
their representatives at the conference, to their
shame and to that of the conference itself. Despite
the fact that they spoke at length launching slande-
rous attacks on the Communist Party of China,
they abided by instructions and uttered not a single
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word about the Czechoslovak issue. Only now and
then one heard «dissident» voices, but even these
were in a subdued tone and faint., Thus, the
Australian, the Swiss, the Norvegian and some
others had the «courage~» to say that the aggression
against Czechoslovakia was a «mistake», The Ita-
lian revisionists, preoccupied as they are to give
proof of autonomy within the framevork of their
whole campaign to take part in their bourgeois
government, expressed once again their «utter di-
sapproval> of the intervention in Czechoslovakia.
This was enough to set in motion all the mechanism
long prepared for. There are reports to the effect
that a procedurial fight has been going on behind
the scene all these days between the Italian and
the Czechoslovak delegations contending the right
to have the last world, The Soviet organizers of
the conference had, of course, anticipated this and,
as expected, the struggle of procedure ended in
favor of Husak.

Husak’s speech at the conference gives an ac-
curate picture of the whole abyss which the bet-
raval and degeneration of modern revisionism can
lead to. This unprincipled lackey who, within a short
time, has made a lightning career, passing from
jail to the throne, accepts to serve his Kremlin bos-
808,

«What surprises- us most,» the Czechoslovak
Quisling said, «is that certain fraternal parties,
even of those here, having superficial information
about our affairs, draw immature conclusions about
the Czechoslovak issue.. : a thing which is contrary
to our Iinterestss», «Therefore,» he added, «others
should be more patient and show better understand-
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