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N. Kapchenko 

1 

The Leninist Theory and Practice 
of Socialist Foreign Policy 

"No one could rival Lenin in seeing the great 
and the small, in predicting turning points of 
vast historical importance, while taking into 
account and making use of every little detail; 
whenever necessary he knew how to attack 
furiously, and when necessary to retreat to 
prepare for a fresh offensive. He rejected all 
congealed formulas; he wore no blinkers on his 
penetrating, all-seeing eyes." These words are 
taken f rom the message issued by a special 
Plenary Meeting of the Party's Central Com­
mittee following Lenin's death. That is the kind 
of man Lenin was, and such he remains for the 
Party which he created, for the state whose 
emergence is linked with his name, and for 
millions upon millions of working people build­
ing the new lif e and fighting for their social 
emancipation and national liberaJtion. 

To give a better and fuHer idea of Lenin's 
genius and greatness as thinker, polifi.caJl 1leader 
and ·state,s1nan, let us add that even the enemies 



of Communism, who hatied the young Soviet 
republic heart ianid ·soul, f elt bound to giv.e Lenin 
his 1d.ue. 

L1enin' s activity is a remarkably harmonious 
combinafion of the depth and ihreaidth of theoriet­
i1cal thinker and an unsurpass·ed politi1caJl 
praotitioner, of fusion of thought aJll!d action. 
'fihi1s remarkaJble qua~irty w.as ·manif.ested in every 
sphere of his activity, inoluding his gu1da:noe of 
the Soviet &epublic's f oreign poHcy. It not only 
lef t an indelible mark on Soviet f oreign policy 
at th1e .time when it was und1er Leni:n's dir.ect 
guidance, but also predetermined its key fea­
tures today. 

Lenin' s theorefical and pr.actical legacy is 
the most v.ailuahle asset of our people and the 
entire revolutionary liberation movement. I t is 
many-f aoeted and i1nexhaustibl1e and i:s a power­
fU!l instrument in the .struggle to trans.form the 
worilid. No w.onder the .advocates of .capitaJHsm 
find his ideas just as terribte and dangerous 
today as they did in his 1lifetim1e. That is why 
L 1eninism has been and ·remains the target 'Of the 
fieroest attacks and a subject for the most 'Subtle 
falsifications and s!landers. A speciail effont is 
being made to use eve.ry possible means to de­
nigraite and distort L1enin' s view1s on foreign 
politics and international relations and to play 
clown 1their i1mportance in our own day. Equailly 
stfienuous ·effoDts are being made to cast the 
wrong light on Lenin's praotiicaJl 1aotivity in 
d1iiecting Sovi1et f oreign poli1cy. 

By now, the main di,rections of .thesie attacks 
on Lenin's foreiign poli,cy views and iideas have 
fuHy 1crys1ta11lised. 

First of a:l1l, the political and ideologi1cal 
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enemies of SociaJliism are w;aging an open strug­
gle agains1t the ideological and theoretical prin­
ciples of Lenin's for.eign policy under the banner 
of anti-Comml1nis:m. T ,heir eff.orts diff er in fo1 ... fll 
and method, as weH as in the 1degree of their 
obj.eativity, but al1l these distinctions make no 
diffierenoe in principle, because uiltimately the 
mo1derate Ii,berials and the 1diehar,d anti-1C10 1mmu­
nists havie the same aim in view, namely to 
weaken the international posi,tions of Socialism 
and to :u,n.dermine 1th1e very f oundation of 1the 
Sociailiist syst,em. 

Revisionis1ts in our day appear to be defend­
ing Leninism, but in actuail fact 1try to take the 
revolutionary content out of Leninism by their 
"uil!dogmatic" appro.ach to Lenin's legacy. They 
havie been trying to reviv:e the 1long hankrupt 
thieories abo,ut Leninism ,being ''pur.ely Ru·ssian'' 
and "nationaUy Hmited" in its ·significanoe. They 
pay Hp-'s1ervice to Lenin's teachings, 1but cailil for 
"going beyond the .limited .cir1cle" of his 1legacy 
and ovemcoming the "narrow framework of the 
period", in which it is a:l[iegedly confined. Behind 
this reasoning 1lurks the 1suggestion that Lenin' s 
i1deas no !longer meet the needs of our epoch and 
·that they ,cannot 1be used as a basis for a correct 
explanation of the ,complex processes in modern 
internation.al aff airs. 

Fina:lily, fierce attacks are being directed 
against the basic principles of Socialist foreign 
policy, which Lenin worked out, by the Mao 
T:se-tung group, whose ideo1ogical and political 
pliatform is a mixture of adv<enturous petty-bour­
g;eois concepts and the ideoilogy of great-power 
chauvinism. The Mao group, which has made the 
final br.eak with Marxisn1-Leninism, has been 
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conducting an extensive campaign designed to 
erase L 1enin' s id,eas f rom the minds of the 
Chinese people and the Chinese Communist.s, 
and to replace them by "M.ao-T1s1e-tung' s iideas", 
which are proclaimed to be the "summit of Marx­
isin-Leninism. '~ 

The in,ter,nationaJl Co:mmu,nisit movemen1t .and 
the Communist .Party of the Soviet Union re- . 
solutely s.afeguard the purity of Lenin's iteach­
ings 'and take a fir.m :stand agaiinStt eViery attempt, 
wherever it may com1e from, to undermine or 
dis tort L1enin' s ideas in the sphere of f oreign 
policy. Real Marxist-Leninists regard thes:e 
ideas as a guide to action, not .as a sum-rt:otal of 
ab,stract ruiles an1d ,p1rescription·s which )can be 
mechanically :applied to any .conditions. It is the 
creative approach of the ·Communist Party of 
the Soviet Union and .alrl f ratevna:l parfies to 
Marxism-Lenini.sm, to Lenin's iideologicaJl legacy 
that 1enab,Ies them t10 work out correot .do·mestic 
and f oreign pOllicy and to direct with succesrs 
the building of the new society. But Marxism­
Leninism 1can be .creatiVïely developed only 
through 1loyalty 1to the fundamental pr.opo:sitions 
of the revolutionary doctrine of the working 
class. 

II 

A bulky compendium published in the U.S.A. 
a few years ago by a group of leading U.S. 
sovietologists contained an article by Prof. Ri­
chard E. Pipes, who tried to prove that Com­
munists have no f oreign policy theory at all. He 
flatly declared that "f oreign policy had for him 
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[Marx] no value" and added that the same ap­
plied to Marx's followers. >z. 

lt Î'S har.d 1to say whether the·se assertions 
spring mor·e from ignorance or iH-wi!l.l. Every­
one knows 1that Lenin worked out the theo,reticaJl 
f oreign porUcy principles of the Socialist state 
and formul1ated i1ts key principlles and aims on 
the basi1s of the views and ·propositions put for­
warid by Marx and Engrels. Marx repeat·edly 
str.essed that the working 1dlass must havie and 
pursue its own independent foreign policy, and 
the founders of s.cientific Communism regarded 
such a poHcy as one of the principal means 
with which the working ·alass fights for ·social 
emancipatio·n. 

L1enin worked .in a histori:caJl period when 
increasing numbers of countri1es and peop:les 
w.ere being drawn in one f orm or another into 
th,e tirain of wovld aff airis and whe·n !the r.01l1e ,and 
importanoe of foreign policy aativity within the 
system of internationaJl relations had suhstan­
tia1l1ly increased. 1 t was naturaJl, therefore, that 
Lenin gave so ,much at1tention to f or·eign policy 
probI·ems and studied them in .such idepth. 

One of Lenin's great hi:s1tori,cal services is 
his .e1laborati:on of a truly scientific .approach to 
prohlems of illter.nationaJl l'lelations and the crea­
tion of a Socialist foreign poHcy theory. He re­
gar-ded international r.elations as one of the most 
compll·ex spheres of sociail relations, in which the 
m1ois1t divers,e 1alass, natio,nal, state ,and other in­
terests interweav.e and ,dlash. Lenin viewed these 
relations in 1the Hght of his·torical materialism. 

~ .. See Russian Foreign Policy. Essays in Historical Per­
spective. New Haven and . London, 1962, p. 162. _ · 
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From the diverse and contradictory processes of 
in.ternatioinal 1lifie, he ·took an1d studied the main 
elen1ent determining their essenoe and principa:l 
development tendenciies, nameily, their so­
cial, econ.omic and olas,s roots. He !di1d not ignolie 
such factors as the various subjiective ell·ements 
which inevitably exert an influence on the course 
and ·d·eve1lop1nent of interna:tionaJl porliitics, but he 
attached to them the importance they deserve. 
This divested internationaJl relations and f oreign 
poliJcy of the v.eil of mystery whi1ch haid been 
us1ed through the ages by the ruling .dlass1es of 
aJ11 the successive e~ploiting socio-.eoonomic . for­
mations. This brought i:nt·ernationa!l ~eilations, 
like other spheres of social hum an aotivi1ty, with­
in the scope of .scientifiic anailysis and resear.ch. 
Marxism-Leninism pJ.aced the study of interna­
tional .reilations and f orieign po:Hcy on a ·Sound 
scientific basis, .detierimined the place of fioreign 
pdlitics in the system of sociaJl, class relations, 
making it pos·sihle to see and exiplain the kiey 
f acts, prooess:es and tendencies in worilid poliitics 
in the 1light of the generail uniiforimi1ties of man's 
social .develop.ment and of 1the socio-economic 
development of indivi1duail iS'tates. 

The scientific approach to internationail :rie1la­
tions is a mark of Soviet f oreign poHcy, as was 
underlined by G. V. Chicherin, an outstanding 
1diplomat of the Leninist school, when he wrote 
·that it "operates through the Marxist ana:lysis 
of the histori,ca;l prooess and therefore seeks the 
iiooits 01f th1e basic, deep-going trend.s in 1the de·ve-
1lopment of ,contemporary pofitical and economic 
relations. B1ehind 1the 1concrete relations of the 
present day, it seeKs to app:riehend the principal 
mo.tive forces of contemp·orary events so as to 
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aida.pt its activity to their pDogressive · move-
t'~ me·n . 

Lenin made a truly invaluabl1e .contr~bution 
to 1the s·ci1entific view of the .rielationship ibetween 
doonestic and f or1eign policy. H ie ilinked up th~ 
two spheres of polifics into a sing1le whol1e, re­
vealing the ·character and dialect1cs of their con­
nectio·ns and int1erdepend1ence. 

H 1e wro1te: ''Eiconoimic inter1es·ts and the eco­
nomi1c posiition of the classes whiieh ru!Le our 
state 1lie at the ro~ot of .bo·th ·0 1ur hoime and 1f orieign 
poilicy. These propositions ... . constitute 1the ba­
sis of ithe Marxist wor.ld outlook."* Consequent­
ly, the foreign policy of a :S1tate is indissoluhly 
bound up with its domesH·c policy and is a con­
tinuati1o·n an1d ,development ,o,f it. This 1conn~ection 
r,es1ts Oin th·e f aot 1tha1t the !do1mestic and 1the for­
eign policy of a state have the same class basis, 
naim1ely, the system of r·elations of production. 

11hese fundamentaJl Marxist-Leninis1t proposi­
tions es1tahlished for the :firs·t time in history the 
correct interidependence betwieen idomestÎJc and 
f or1ei1gn poliicy. The scientific and .practicaJl im­
portance of thes'e propositions becomes even 
more obvious in view of the .f.aict that hourig,eois 
poHtica!l science has alw.ays 1tri1ed to confuse and 
obscure this ,conn,ection 1be·tween domestiic an,d 
forieign po!Hcy. Bourgeois writers eÎ'1Jher take 
foreign poliicy in isolation from domestiic policy 
and r.egairid it as ·some sotit of aJhso1lutelly in­
dependent sphere of a:otivity, _or .set it above 
domesHc policy. But bourgeois iideologists have 
als,o t\ried h!ard to refute or 1cast 1doub:t o)n L 1eni1n' s · 

* V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 27, Moscow, 1965, 
p. 365. 
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proposition on the connection and rellatio.nship 
betw·een f oreign and idomestic poHcy. They have 
go ne so far as to :dis tort the v,ery f acts. Thus, 
they have spread the idea that Marxism-Lenin­
ism aJ11legedJly regards foreign poli1cy .as a purely 
au toma He manifestation of domestiic poHcy iin 
international aff airs. In that case, f.orei1gn poili1cy 
appears to he nothing ·more than a si,mp'lre 
translation 01f th:e laws and metl101d1s of do·mesitic 
poHcy to the :sphere of rielations with other 
sitates. 

This oversimplification of the relationship 
betwieen idom,estic an:d f oreigill po1lirey has nothing 
in ,co·mmon with th1e view he'l1d by L·enin, who 
did not regard f oreign po1licy ,merely as an 1ex­
ternal and purely mechanical reflection of 
domestic policy in int1ernationaJl aff.airs. 

He .sai1d: ''No idea c;ould be mor1e 1enroneo,us 
or harmful th an .to s:eparate for,eign f rom hom·e 

1. '' ''- E'1 h h t ''I . f d po 1cy. ... '1,sew 1ere e wro1 e: t 1s un am1en-
1taUy wr.ong, un-Marxi1srt: and unscientific, to 
sing1le out 'f oreÏ'gn poliicy' f rom po:licy in 
general, 1let al one count1er.pose f oreign policy to 
home po1licy." ** 

In his approach to international} relations, 
Lenin always show1ed an understa:nding of the 
fact that foreign p.01lircy is a sipeciail, specific ex­
pression and manifestation of ·olass anid state 
interests. In the ·sphere of iinternation.ail re'la­
tions, the '.laws of socio-1economic dev1elopment 
and the clas:s struggile have their own specific 
features and appear in a different 1light than at 

~~ V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 25, Moscow, 1964, 
p. 85. 
~~~~ Ibid. , Vol. 23, Moscow, 1964, p. 43. 
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home. For1eign poHcy is :naturally implemented 
in conJditions which differ substantia11ly from 
those of domestiJc ipollcy. By virtue of this .and 
a DUIDJher of other factors, f oreign pOllicy cannot 
be and never is a simplie proj eotion of domestic 
poliJcy in ·the sphere of interstate relations. 

Marxi1sm-L,eninism h,as nev1er minimised th.e 
roile and importanoe of foriei·gn pOlicy, nor .does 
i·t deny its n~lative independenoe, but it has 
never regarided it as s·elf-sufficient, as s1eparated 
f rom economi1c and ,social processes at home, or 
as .rising above domesû1c 1policy. Marxist-Lenin­
i:st ·theory starts firom the assiumption that the 
deepest roots of for·eign policy shou1d ultimateily 
be sought in .domesific policy. But it obviousJy 
does not f ol~ow \that, in 'SOme ooncr1et1e histori1cal 
conditions, f oveign poilicy cannot idetermine the 
principal divections of domestiic policy or affect 
it subs1tantiaHy. 

What do·es 1fo1l1low from the inter·co.ninectiion 
between foreign and domesüc poHcy i,s that it 
woulid be qruite wrong to ignore or underestimate 
·this r·eaction of foreign poliicy on domestic 
poHcy. Today, when such probJems as the 
strug;gile to avert another war have hecome im­
mens1ely important and the histori1caJl 1contest of 
the two opposed social systems has become the 
main 1Co1ntent o·f in·ternational relation'S, and 
consequenttly the 1centre of gravity of wioiild-wide 
class ·Struggle is moving mo:re and more into the 
international arena, the . importance and role of 
foreign poli.cy is also considerablly growing. 
This eXJplains why foreig.n policy and interna­
tional .r·ellations have been of lncreasing i1mport­
anoe in the activity of the C.P.S.U. and al1l the 
f raternal parties. This neflects the rea1 processes 
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taking place throughout the world. 
Lenin used .to emphasise that "M.arxism de­

mands 11Jhe con,si1deriation .otf obj,ecti,ve conditio·n1s 
anJd their changes, that the 1question must be 
presented concreteily as appHcable to thos:e 1con­
ditions". ~:- That is the only correct approach to 
any problem, including, of course, the role of 
for1eign policy in pr1esent-day conditions. 

1L,enin used ·th:e ,m.ethod o,f 1olas~s ,analysis to 
discovier the r·eal 1essence of the f oriei.gn po!licy 
of the i1mperialist powers, and this can ibe justlly 
regarded as one of the most important aspects 
of his work on the theory of Socialist f oreign 
poliicy, because it woul!d have been i1mpos·sihle to 
crea:te a theory of Socialist f oreign polLcy 
without exposing the imperia1list nature of the 
policy pursued by the 1l1eading .capitaJlist coun­
tries. 

ln his works, Lenin showed that the f or,eign 
poilrcy of the imperia!list powers 1does not 1eXJpress 
or reflect any ahstractily initeripreted national 
interests, which bourgeois propaganda has 
a1lway,s tried to rep,resen;t as .a har/monious ·com­
bination and sum ,o:f 1th1e int1erest:s 01f ,all ,olass,es 
and social groups in a giv,en state. The foreign 
policy of ev1ery imperialist state expresses and 
safeg,uards the inter·ests of the .monopoly bour­
geoisie and nev.er the ·countrv's national in­
t1e11ests, whose real vehi1al«.~s are the working 
peoplle. There ,can he no question of nationaJl 
interests in such cases, be.cause the bourgeoisie 
has ailways unde-rstood that they imean its own 
narrow 1dlass intere.sts. 

::· V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 26, Moscow, 1964, 
pp. 251 -252. 
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The ,co1ntr.adiction b1etwe,en national interit~s,ts 
and the dlass interests of .the working people is 
abolished only in a SociaJlist state with the 
elimination o,f clas·s .antagonisms, which allows 
olass intevests to .merge wi1th .the national in­
teriests .and to become the .supreme national in­
terests. From this iit foMows that only under 
Socialis1m does foreign poHcy become the full 
expression of a country' s national interests and 
an in:strument for their 1pro,tection i1n interna­
tional aff airs. The .sociaJ1. basis of such a poliicy 
iiS immiensely extended, .an:d foreign policy first 
acquires a truly popular and democra:fic 1charac­
ter. 

One of the most important results of Lenin' s 
theolietical and practical 1activi1ty was the :s1cien­
tific ,elabor.ation and .subs1tantiation o,f the ba­
si,c principles of Socialist forei·gn poliJcy, which 
is fundamentaJ11ly 1differient in soci1aJl character. 
I1t would be wrong to 1consider that Lenin put 
f orward his basic ideas on Socialist f oreign 
poHcy onily after rthe victory of ·the October Rev­
o'lution an,d the 1emergence 0 1f the Soviet ,state. 

The fact is that the Communist Party met 
the Ü·cto,ber Revolution !f1ulily ar:med with a .aliear 
and concrete foreign policy programme, which 
it set hef ore the working people. Sever al of Len­
in' s works written ,before the revolution, such 
as lmperialism, the Highest Stage of Capital­
ism, On the United States of Europe Slogan, 
The Socialist Revolution and the Right of Na­
tions to Self-Determination, and The Foreign 
Policy of the Russian Revolution, deaJlt with im­
portant problems r1elating to the future f oreign 
poliicy of the Socialist state. The O:otober &evo-
1 ution ushered in a new stage in L1enin's elabo-
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ration and practiical implementation of the for­
eign poH.cy principles of Socialism, a stage which 
was of exceptiona;l Lmporitance in the history of 
the Sovi1et sitate and of its f or1eign policy. 

Among the key principles of Socia;list f.or­
eign poilicy which Lenin worked out, the princi­
ple of proletarian internationalism has a place 
aipant. Basing himself on the works of Marx 
and Engels, and giving a creative genera:lisa­
tion of the experience of class .struggle in the 
international arena, Lenin gave a much larg·er 
content to the principle of proletarian interna­
tionalism, .showing its new rol1e as a principle in 
interstate relations, demonstrating its irrecon­
ci1laJble hostility to bourgeois nationailism, and 
working out the relationship between the na­
tio1nall and th·e international el1eme-nt in th1e 
po.licy of the working class. 

L·enin attaohed exoeptional importance to 
the 1correct understanding and interpretation 
of inter,nationalism. He wrote: ''Pro1letarian in­
ternationalislll dernands, first, that the interests 
of the proletariian struggle in any one country 
s1hoUJl1d be ,subor.dinat,e,d to the interests of that 
struggl1e on ia woflld-wide scale, and, second, 
that .a nation whi.ch is achieving victory over the 
bourgeoisi1e should be abl1e and wiUing to make 
the greatest national sacrifices for the over­
throw of international 1capital. '' :~ 

Both cLuring Lenin'.s lif etime and sin ce, the 
principle of proletarian internationalism, as a 
fundam.ental principle of SociaHst f oreign pol­
icy, has been the object of the fiercest attacks 

~:· V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, Moscow, 1966, 
P ~ 148. 
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and the 1most sub)tle f a1Lsi:fications. The ideolo­
gists of imperialism declare that proletarian 
internationalis·m is incompatible with the gen­
eraiLly acoepted rules of international law. They 
try .to present it as a doctrine of open interf er­
enc,e in the dom·e·stic aff air.s of other states. 
Here i1s whait: this principl1e looks like as inter­
preted hy Prof. Walter Grottian, a rabid West 
Geflman anti-Communi.st: "Aggressive wars by 
a Sooialist state or states are part and parcel 
of so-called proletarian internationalism." ~%- The 
weU-known American ideologist and political 
figure, George F. Kennan, insists that, because 
Communists adhere 1to Socialism and proleta- · · 
rian internationialli.sm, they are · bound "to the 
duty of interfering in the int·erna:l affairs of 
other countries with the obj.ect of altering their 
system of government and mode of Jif e". ** . 

These distortions of the principle of proleta­
rian internationalism are refuted hy the for­
eign policy and pr.aotice of Socialism. This .prin­
ciple bas nothing in common with the ideas of 
spreading Sociailism by force, and it is intrinsi­
caiMy alien to the notorious theory of exporting 
revolrution, which runs counter .to Marxism­
Leninism and the true interests of the working 
class. 

Pr·oletarian intemationalism d·emands mu­
tual .support and so1idarity among aill national 
detaiohments of the working class, but it is in­
conceivable without respect for and observance 
of the principles of independence and ·equality 

* Walter Grottian, Lenins Anleitung zum H andeln, Co­
logne and Opladen, 1962, p. 102. 
** Foreign Aff airs, J anu~ry 1960, p. 17 3. · 
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of each sep.arate detachment of the world re­
vol utionary movement, ,each ,Communist party 
and each So,cialist state. That is on·e of the 
most important foreign policy functions of pro­
letarian internationaliism. Another equaUy im­
portant function is to prov.ide the most 1effective 
and reliabl1e resistance to the export of counter­
revolution, whatever the .means-military or 
peacef ul used to carry it out. These two as­
pects of proletarian internationalism are inter­
conn·ected and inseparabl:e. 

The development of international :rielations 
since the 1e1ner.g.ence of the first Socialis1t state 
has shown that the efforts of ·ÎmperiaJliSim to ·ex­
port counter-Devolution are an essentiial part of 
global imperialist .strategy. Ea11lier it Jaid 
emphasis on di:rect use of armed forioe, but 1sub­
sequently, w1th the formation and strengithenin1g 
of the worJd Socialist system and as the worLd 
balance of for.ces filted against imperiaJlism, 
"peacef ul" me ans tended to predominate. But 
that does not change the ,essence of its poiHcy 
towards the Socialist countries. It is quite na­
tural, therefore, that the importance of 1the for­
eign poilicy .function of pro1l1etarian internation­
alism as a m·eans of preventing the e~port of 
counter-1:rievolution, far from deolining, actuaJHy 
tends to in,c:rease. 

Of great ,theoretical and practicaJl import­
ance is Lenin' s view of proletarian internation­
aHsm .as the basis of reLations between peoples 
whioh have thrown off 1the yoke of co[onial ex­
ploitation and oppressi'On. From the standipoiint 
of international experience, the htïeak-up of the 
Russian empire and the emerg.enoe and growth 
of the Soviet multinational state have proved 
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Lenin's doctrine and poHcy on the natiohality 
question to be absoluitely corriect. Lenin under­
stood better .than any:body e1lse ·the need for a 
tactfiW iattitude to specific nationaJl inter.ests and 
features, and he taught ·the Communist Pavty 
aocording1ly. He emphasised: "Our e:xiperi·ence 
has left us wi1th the fi:nm 1convi1ction that only 
e:xioeptional attention to the interes1ts of various 
nations can r·emove grounds for conflicts, can 
r,emove mutual mistlius1t, oan iiemov1e th·e f ear 
of any int1ri1gues iand ·create ·that confidence, es­
peciall y on ·the :pait of workers and peasants 
speaking .different ~anguages, without whirch 
there absuluteily cannot be peaceful iieliations 
between peopiles or anJnthing like a suiocessf ul 
deV1elopment of ev1erything that is of vaJlue in 
priesent-day civilisation." ~:-

Str!esising the pa~amount importance of tak­
ing iinto account national interests and factors, 
Lenin .added that th·e interests 1oif Socialism, the 
most basic and .deep-going irrtereists of ·each na­
tion, shou1d be in the foiieground. He wrot1e: 
''We assert that the inter.ests of So.ci1alism, of 
wonld Socialism are hi1gher than national in­
terests, higiher than the interests of the state". ** 

Such was Lenin's principl1ed stand, the 
stand of a patriot and an internationaJlist. Of 
couiise, L·enin's proposiûon should not be taken 
to mean thiat thiere is so1me is·orit 01f ·contradiiction 
betw1een national and iinternation:al int,eriests. 
Sllloh a contradirction may arise only when na­
tional int1er.e.s1ts aiie artificial1ly oipposed to inter-

* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 33, Moscow, 1966, 
p. 386. 
~:.* Ibid., Vol. 27, Moscow, . 1965, p. 378. 
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nationial in1ter.ests and ar·e placed abov,e them. 
In other worids, when national inter1ests are sup­
planted by bourgeois-nationailist interesits. 

· E~oeptional international and political im­
portance attaches to the fact ithat, upon its emer­
gence, the Soviet Repubilic based its fo11eign pol­
icy on such generia1l :demooratic princiiples as 
equality, respect for state integrity, independ­
ence and sovereignty and non-interf erence in 
the aff airs of other countries. Before the Socia­
Est state oaime on 1the scene, thes·e principles 
have been merely propounded, but, after its 
emergence, they w·erie trans1lated into practice 
for the first time i,n th·e hi1s1tory 0 1f interinational 
relations by the Soviet republic's foreign policy. 
This haJd a t1remendous positive effect on the 
conten·t an,d charaoter o;f international relati1ons 
as a who.I1e. 

The very fact that the Soviet state entered 
the worl:d arena w~th an 1entiuely new f orieign 
polii1cy started .the hrieak-up of the old !System of 
int1er1nratio,n1aJl relatio1ns, and eïV·en the po1litical 
and ideological enemies of Com1munism admit 
this. George F. Kennan, for instance, said: 
'' .... the Rusisian Rev:oilution unquestionably has­
tened the :di1sint1egration of Europe's colonial 
empire and of her ipolitical influence in otheT 
parts of the world ... But for the non-European 
countri1es themselves, the exemplary eff1ects of 
th1e Rus·si,an Revo1lution wer.e of ·enor·mou.s im-

'' ... !. port anc1e. ~. . 
In elaborating the .principles of Socialist for­

eign policy, Lenin devoted gireat attention to the 
relations b1etw.een ,th1e Socialis1t s·tate iand the 

* Foreign Affairs, October 1967, p. 14. 
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capitalist world. He f ormulated and provided 
scientific substantiation for the principle of 
peaceful coexistence of states with different sQ­
cial systems. 

Lenin' s concept of peacef ul coexistence is 
based on ,the 10Lass prinoiple. It i1s suibordinate to 
the ai,ms and requirements of the wor,ld revo-
11 utionary process and the struggil1e against im­
periaHsm. It cannot be inter.preted or ap.plied in 
. isolation from the f.undamenta.tl Leninis1t propo­
sitions ion 1the ways and forms of the wor11d r,evo­
lutionary movement. Accordingily, there is an 
indissoluble int1ernal con:n·ection b1etw1een the 
principle of peaceful coexi,stenoe and 1the other 
parts of Lenin's teaiohing. 

ln .putting f orwar.d the principle of peaice­
f ul coexistence, Lenin proceeded not only f rom 
the charaoter and nature of the Sociailis1t sys­
tem, for which i1t is just as natural to establish 
peaJce as it is for imperiailism to breed war. Le­
nin took full account of the aggressive ess.ence 
of imperiiaJlism and did not connect the idea of 
peaceful coexi1stence wi1th any hopes for a 
change in the nature of imperialism, but wi1th the 
deep-going tendencies whioh ihe had alreaidy dis­
coViereid at ·the time and whi1ch hav.e n·ow ac­
quir,ed full for ce 1a~d become one of the cruciaJl 

· faators in present-day wo:ril1d ;d1eVïelopm1ent. He 
haJd in mind "1the task of converiting the 
dictator:ship of the proletari1at f.rom a national 
dictatoriship (Le., 1existing in a singile ,country 
and incapaJble of determining woli~d poili1tics) 
into an international one (i.e., a .dictatorship of 
the prOlletariat involving at least seVieriaJl ad­
vanced countries, and .capable of exercising a 
decisive influence upon wor1ld politics as a 
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whole)." * 
As said abov.e, an the principles of SociaJlis1t 

f Olieign policy are org,anica:l1ly conneoted, and 
th1eir interconnectio1n .fo1l1l1ows f ro1m thieir olas1s 
content. That is why it wilil avail bourgeois 
ideologists and other failsifiers of Leninis·m lit­
tle to 1insis1t t·hat .proletarian internation1a;lis1m 
and peacefiul 1coexistence are incompatible. This 
di1lem1m1a either pro{letarian inter1nationalis1m 
or peacef uil coexistence-is patently f aise, be­
oaus·e a consistent fioreign poliicy ,bas1ed on pro­
lie1tarian internationalism, far from requiring a 
repudiation of peaoeful coexistence, .actually im­
pllies resolute efforts to establish i1t · as a prin­
ciiple in r1elations between states wi1th diffeirent 
sociaJl sys1tems. Simi1l1acl.y, the po1i1cy of peacefiuJ 
coexistence is possiibl1e only on the ibasis of inter­
nationaiHst cohesion among the broad masises 
of 1the working peopl1e in aLI countries 1to fight 
the aggr·essiv.e plans and schemes of i1mperial­
ism. The corr·ect, Leninist intrerpretation of the 
principles of proletarian internait:ionalism and 
peacef uil ,coexi:stence rul1es out ·the possibiliity of 
any (con1tradiiotio1ns or c·o1llisi,ons b1etween them. 

L·enin r-egarded poliitiics in gerneral and for"". 
eign po1lifics in partiicular as consisting of two 
elements, science and art. ~r-~r- In his practical gui-
dance of Soviet foreign .poHcy, Lenin was un­
surpassed in his ability to fuse the two elements 
organircally. H1e alwa}Tts made a deep anaJl~si1s 
of the mosit .compllex international prolblem·s in 

* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, Moscow 1966, 
p. 148. 
:~:~ See V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, pp. 80-81. 
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working out the pr.actical line of Soviet f oreign 
policy and invariahly penetrated to the very es­
sence of phenomena, displaying real diplomatie 
virtuosHy in trans1lating ithis Hne into concrete 
foreign policy acts. Here is what Louis Fischer, 
a prominent U.S. historian and journalist, 
writes iabout Lenin as a statesman and political 
leader: "Lenin brought to politîios pa;S'sion, f aHh 
and i1nstinct. And 1thes.e w·er.e effeotiv·e b,ecause 
he har.ne·s.sied th·em to a .s1cien1tific mind. . . . L1enin 
oould understand the 1daily thinking of a pea­
sant, a soLdier, ia working man, as weH as of a 
Erench poliitiician. . . . Lenin won popular sup­
port by demonstrations of wisdom. . . Lenin 
was plaS1tic if neces·sary, and adamant if neces-

'' '~ sary. ... 
1 t is impos.sih:le in a .single ar:tial1e to :aescrihe 

Lenin's ptiactical activity in id1recting Soviet 
foreign pol1i1cy. Many books, pamphlets and ar­
tÏidles have been wriitten on this ·subj.eot. But if 
we are to havie any.thing like a full picture, w·e 
must recall such important pages in the history 
of .Soviiet f oreign ipoliicy as the issue of the 
Decr·ee on P·eace, Lenin's efforts to condlude rthe 
Treaty of Brest-Litov.sk, the condlusion of the 
firs1t just treaties and agreements between Rus­
sia and other states, the Soviet Republic' s 
emerg.ence f rom internationail iso!lation and the 
establishment of diplomatie relations with the 
capitaliist countries, Lts participation and role 
in the conferenoe of Genoa and The Hague, etc. 

:~ Louis Fischer . . Men and Politics. Europe Between T wo 
Wars, New York, 1966, pp. · 71-72. 
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III 

In present-day conditions, the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union relies on its rich histor­
icaJl experience and is gui,ded by ,the L·eninist 
principles of Socialist foreign pol·icy in im.ple­
menting its f oreign policy .pvogramime and in 
tackHng the international tasks hef ore Î't. These 
tasks hav·e changed in 1scope and .character, and 
the real pos·sibiili1ties of fulfiJLI.ing them havie been 
greatly increasied. The forces of Socialis·m now 
inoreasingly :det1ermine the main directions and 
tendencies in the development of international 
relations, whose very nature is being modified 
by ,the dir.ect influence of SociaJlism and i1ts for­
eign polli cy. 

The new condi.tions call for a new approach, 
n.ew soilutio:ns base~d on thie Lenini,st ,u·nider­
standing of the char acter, aims and principles 
of Socialist iforeign poHcy. In the presient com­
plex international situation, the ·day-to-iday 
practical activi.ty of the C.P.S.U. and the Soviet, 
Government in the sphere of f oreign poHcy is 
conoentrated on f UJlfilEng the taskis put f orward 
by ,the Party Progr:amme and the ,deoisions of 
recent Par,ty Congr,ess.es and Cenrtral Committee 
P1lenary M1eetings. The hasi1c directions of the 
f oreign policy activity of the Soviet Union were 
fiormulated by the 23r.d Congries·s of 1the 
C.P .S.U., whose resolutions said: "The f oreign 
policy of the Soviet ,s,tate has as its purpose to 
ensure, together wirth other Socialist countries, 
f avourable int1ernatio,nal 1con.ditio1ns for the 
conS'truction of SociaJlism and Com:n1unism; to 
strengthen ,the unity and cohesion of the So­
ciaJl1isrt cou·ntri,es, their f riends.hip an1d br·other-
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hood; to supporit the national-liberation move­
ment and implement allround oooperation wi.th 
the young developing states; consistently to 
stand up for .the principle of peaceful coexist­
ence of .s1tates with diff erent social systems; to 
give a reso1lute rebuff to the aggressive forces of 
imperialism and save mankind from another 
worl1d war''. 

EspeciaJlly urgent and acute today is the 
task of mounting resolute and activ.e resistance 
to .the imperialiS't attempts on the Sociailist 
countries, the task of strengthening the unity 
and oohesion of the w.ortld Socialiisit system on 
the basis of 1the principles of Mar~ism-Leninism 
and proletarian internaJtionalism. 

The international 1situation today is com­
plicated by :the a:ctivisafion of the imperialist 
fioroes epitomised by ·the U.S. aggression 
against the Vietnamese peopl.e, the continued 
Israeli occupation of Arab territori.es, the 
grow.th of neo-f ascis.t a:nd revenge-seeking :ten­
dencies in West Germiany, and ithe imperialist 
efforts to weaken the Socialist sys1tem from in­
side. Many facts show ·that impenialism has no 
intention of abandoning its line of building up 
internationa!l .tensions and aggravating every 
f orm of 1S'truggle against Socialism and the na­
tiona:l-liberation 1mov,ement. ''lmp1eriialis1t reac­
tion," .say the Dir.eotives of the C.C. C.P.S.U. on 
preparation for .the lOOth anniversary of Lenin's 
bir.th, "in its efforts ·to .cope with economic and 
poliitical ·shocks, to get out of the impasse 'Of in­
solubile :SO·cial contradictions, is increasingly 
resorting to miili.tary V•entures and provocations. 
Imperiali:sm threatens wi.th destruction the 
lives of miHions of people and the fruits of civil-
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isation and culture." The policy of the Soviet 
U nio·n and ,the other Socialist countries takes 
full ac,co,unt of these tend1encie·s in internationa1l 
development. 

Parallel to building-up international ten·­
sions, the imperialist ciroles have been stepping 
up their ideological fight agains:t Socialism in 
an effort to g1enerate a fide that wou!ld wash 
away the foundations of 1the new social 1system, 
a tide consisting of forces ranging from rabid 
anti-Communis1ts ,to petty-,bourgeoi,s national­
ists, f rom rev.isionists to 1dogmatists. l1mperial­
ism wants to make the struggle against Social­
ism not only wlohal but ,total, and to adviance 
the fiorward line of this strugg1le into the Social­
ist countries 1themse.Iv1es. It is in f aot :try;ing t·o 
change ,the results of social dievelopment 
achieved in the firs.t half of the century, and to 
stagie a "replay" of the his1tori1caJl match whJich 
it has virtually lost. 

Marxist-Leninists are firmly convinced that 
the progr1essive ·social .changes whi1ch h:ave 
taken 'Or are ,taking place in the wonld 1are ir­
reversi b.l e, ,but that 1does n1ot warirant the as­
sumption that the ideological subversions un­
dertaken hy 1the iimperialist forces do not present 
any danger to the Socia:Hs1t ·countries and do 
not requir·e serioUs attention. There are many 
f acts ishowing that ,the Jeader.s of imperialist 
pol1cy have been 1exploiting some of the difficul­
fies in ·the idevelopment of the world Sociali.s,t 
system to promote 1their own 1ends. Thei,r main 
purpose is ito weaken the ties betwieen the So­
ci1alist countries and to separate them, 1and this 
sheds 'light on ·the intensified attacks by bour­
geois propaganda on the Warsaw Treaty Or-
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ganisation, and ,the system of political and ·eco­
nomic ties between ,t1h·e S10,cialis1t countnies. 

Bourgeois periodicals and Western states­
men and pOlliiti.cal 1lieaders have ibeen insi.sting 
that 1the c1ontradictions 1betWieen 1the 1S·o\cialist 
and the capita:list countries hav-e 1been 10S1ing 
their for 1mer sharpness 1and have been moving 
into ~he background. 'fihe impHcation is quite 
clear: 1sinoe .the Socialist countries 1ar,e no 
longer threat·ened by anyone, 1they no [onger 
need ,strong miliitary-polificail aJlLiance. 

But very diff erent ·ev-idence i:s provided by 
historical experience and actual dev.elopments 
throughout the world. Far f rom ibeing ironed 
out, 1the 1poHticaJl and ideological 1contradictions 
between 1the capitalist and · the Socialis.t 'coun­
tries ar.e hecoming mor.e acut1e, 1and 1thi,s ,is ex­
pres:sed in the sphere of iinternationail . ipolitics. 
There remains ',the danger of ibroad -imperia!list 
aggression, and eff or1ts ,to 1e~port 1oounter-,revolu­
tion have not cea;sed. That is why it i:s neces­
sary to s1tr1engthen the unity ·and coheS1ion of the 
SooiaHst ·Countries 1and continue reinforcing the 
defence capabiili.ty of the Warsaw Treaty 1coun­
tr1ies. 

The international f oreign policy front of 
struggle for Socialism has been and remains one 
of the tensest, if not indeed the tensest sector 
in the struggle against the forces of the old 
world, for there the interests of the two op­
posed socio-economic sys1tems, 8()cialis·m and 
capi1taHsm, and two pOiliicies-the poHcy of 
Socialism and ·the policy of imperialism-are in 
open 1con'te,st. 

The experience gained by the So~iet Union 
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and th1e oth,er SociaJlist c·o·untries .shows 1th1at the 
streng;th and eff eotiveness of SociaJlist f oreign 
policy are inseparabl1e from 1loyaJ1ty to itihe fun­
damentaJl princiiples of Leninism. Any ideparitur,e 
from thes1e principles inevitably depnives for­
eign poil1icy of i1ts Sociali1st 1character, iturning i t 
into 'an in1s~tr,u.ment 1of ~th1e w·ill 1and intevests o,f a 
handf ul of individual1s, as has aatualily hap­
pened in China. 
~he 1leading role of the Communis1t Piarty in 

Sociailist .society is also express,ed in the f act 
that it works out the f oreign policy line and 
sees 1to i 1t 1that ,this 1line i:s iput through. The prin­
c1ple lin Party direction of f oreign po!licy, whose 
primary importance Lenin repeatedly empha­
sised, has been and .r1emains unchalleng1eaible. 

The fioreign policy of Socialism inow has a 
hi:story of 1mor1e than 50 )Ttear.s behind i,t and in 
1that period, it has gone a !long way and accum­
uliated a wealth of experi,ence 1to wihi1ch all ,the 
S1oicial1is1t coun:tries, biig ·an1d simalll, h'ave .co1ntriib­
uted. The Leninist principles undeiilying ithis 
po~icy have stood the test of 1time. On dlle whole, 
Socialist f'.oreign poJi.cy, likJe Socialism it1self, 
has pr.oved its viability and str.engith and has 
stood the t 1ests of history with flying 1colour.s. 

__ ., 



V. Vladimirov 
!. Orlov 

Socialist Foreign Policy Promoting 
Peace and Social Progress 

Present-day international aff airs constitute an 
exèeptionally complex and many-sided process; 
inherent in it are definite stages of mounting and 
abating political tension, and occasional new 
phenomena whose importance and consequences 
are hard to assess Îmlllediately. 

But no ma,tter h·ow · ,complex in1te·r:natio·nal 
re!lations or the dif ficulities conf ron:ting the rf orices 
of ipeace and sooial progriess, the main trend of 
mankind' s historical develo:pment is crys,tallis­
ing .more and 'more unmi1stakably. The maiin 
oontent, direction iand features of this 1develop­
ment a:ne heing increasingly determined by the 
fonces fighting imperialiism and working for the 
So.cialist ,trans,f ormation of s10 1ci1ety. 

· That these foflces have a growing paiit to 
play 1in woriLd aff air.s i·s now eviident in the pro­
f ound 1changes taking ipiliace 1in international 
relations, changes which .promote itl:1e ·success­
f ul struggl,e agains.t imperialism, for peaoe and 
social progress. The_ , influence exercised by 

\ 
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wo,rl1d Socialis,m o·n intern.ational relatio1ns has 
increased tremendously !in connection with .the 
task of averting q thermonuclear war. W orl·d 
SociaHsm alone is capable of solv.ing ,the 
prohlem and of r:escuing mankind from catas­
trophe. 

Over the last f ew years, international events 
have provided confirmation of Lenin' s idea 
that So:c~alism and peace are indivis1ibl1e. Lenin'·s 
ideas about So,ciali1s1m' s historie role in 1the 
strugg1le for peace and .social progr.es:s in .this 
age . of ours iar1e embodied in the ooncrete en­
deavour of the peoples and pa:rti·es in the Social-
• • i.st 1C·oun,tr1es. 

The influence So1cialis.m exer.ts on ,world 
dev1e1opment is determined above aU by the 
very fiact that the new socio-econom·ic forma­
tion is being ·consolidated and is scoring suc­
cesses in ·economic and po.Iiitical ,developm·ent, 
and .sati.sf ying the mateniail and spiritual needs 
of ,men. This influen.ce .is a;lso manifes1ted in th·e 
implementaition of new Socialiist principles in 
international re1ations and in active foreiign 
policy aimed at .settling ·international problems 
in the interests of the peop.l1es. 

"This policy," ithe Tiheses of the C.P.S.U. 
C:entral Committee, 50 Y ears of the Great Oc­
tober Revolution, emphasised, "is des1igned to 
b11ing together aiH the anti-imperialist peaceilov­
ing for ces in the .struggile agains,t the for.ces of 
reaction and war. The policy of peaceful coex­
istience of ·state.s wi.th ldiff:er.ent 1social system1s is 
an integral part of i.t. This pOOicy is aim.ed 
against the imperiaLists' starting a new world 
war, and against international provocations 
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and 1the export of counter-revolution, and de­
signed to promote favourable conditions for the 
peoples' exercise of their sacved dght independ­
ently to determine their national development, 
and carry forward mutuaUy 1advantageous 
econo·mic, saie:ntifi~c anid technical ·coop1eration 
and cultural exchanges hetw.een .ai1l countries." 

The greate.r ithe might and 1successes of 
world ·So:cialis,m, the br·oader the po.s.sibilitie.s 
open to the Socialist states in conduoting an iac­
tiv1e and effective international policy. On the 
other hand, a correct policy pursued by the So­
cialist countries ensures favourablle conditions 
for the further growth of worild Socialism and 
for new 1achievement.s in ,th·e oonstr·uctio,n ·of th1e 
n,ew social system. 

A most i1mportant e·conomic condition for 
the successf.ul f oreign policy of the Socialist 
co1untries is a firm miaterial f oundation. E.cono,m­
ic and miilitary strength make the peacef ul 
aspirations of ithe Socialist countries particu­
lanly potent. 

l·n th.e b·asic econo·mic indice1s, th,e Socialist 
countries are moving closer to .the level of pro­
duction in the oapitalist .countriies. The Econom­
ist admit1s that ''Ther·e has in f.act rb1een a marked 
improvement in the .efficiency of ·Communis.t 
managen1ent". ~:-

The main :production f acili.ties in Socialist 
1industry consist of new equipment, of which it 
has a gr.eater proportion than many West Eu­
rope.an industries. In ifess than two .decades, the 
CMEA oountries have incr,eased ,their sh~are in 
wov1d industria:l output f rom one-1sixth to one-

~:- Economist, Apr. 20, 1968, ·p. 64. 
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third. Industrial output per head of the popula­
tion in th·e CMEA cou·n.trie's is aJ1mos,t .thre1e 
times 1the world averag,e. In 1968, industiïial 
production in these .oountries was more than 
8 iper cent higher than in 1967, as oompared 
wï1th rless than 5 per cent increas,e in ,the 1capi1tal­
is1t ·countries. 

As ·the system of their close economic co­
operation is developed and improv,ed, the for­
eign policy of the Soaialist countries wiH con­
tinue ,to ·hec·ollle more ,effective. By now they 
11ave "'''orke.d otlJt forms for joint So,ciali1st ec:o­
nomic operations on .a broad soale, allld are 
tacl&ing many economic priohlems in alosie co­
operation involving 1mutual assistance and co­
ordination of econo1mic p!l1ans. 

Of great impo:ritance in bui1lding 1lllp ,the eco­
nomic potential of the Socialist worl1d Îls iact1ive 
participation in 1the international Socialiist divii­
sion of .labour by the Soviet Union, with its 
powerful and highly developed economy and 
its cons:tant readines·s 1to eXit1end 1alilr1ound co­
operation. More than 820 projects, icarried out 
with S10Vliet !assistance, have jb,een icoinpleted and 
are being sucoessfully operat·ed in the Sociailisit 
countries. The refining f aciilitiies set up in these 
countries make it possible to handle 8.2 million 
tons of cru.de oiïl a year, smeilt 13.5 million .ton:s 
of steel, extract 22 mill1i1on tons of co,al, oibtaiin 
over 660,000 tons of .sulphuric acid, ov.er 
100,000 tons of synthe1tic rubber, and ,many other 
proiducts. 

The results of the ·economic integration of 
th·e So.cialist countries which ·are m1ember1s of 
the CMEA, and their successes in conso:Ii'dating 
their mat1erial and techni,cal basis open up fa-
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vourab1e -prospeots for Socialism' s victory in its 
economic competitiion with the capitalist coun­
tries, and consequently produce more f avour­
able conditions for conducting a 1successful for-
eign policy. . 

Of co,urs,e, So,cialist oonlstruction, and the for­
mation and development of a new type of r·ela­
tions between the · Socialisit countries Ls a .long 
and complex historlcal process connected with 
the surmounting of disparities in economic and 
social development inhenited fiiom .the past. At 
some stagïe·s, some SocLaJHst countries may be 
f aced with difficulties, 1and there could 1be Jd1if­
f erences between them. However, ,the fraternal 
parties invariably hold rthe view .that rthese dif­
ficulties · 1and differences cannot result from 
Insoluble contradictions and can theref ore 
very well ibe e1Hminated. 

Th·e existence of some 1difficulties a·nd 1diver­
gences within the Socialist communi.ty should 
not hamper the unity and solidarity of 1all the 
Socialiist countries in their struggle against the 
threat coming f rom imperialism. The friaternal 
parties are aware of these problems and are 
trying .to .solve them on the basis of ,the piiinci­
ples of scientific Communism. 1 t is of the utmost 
importance that these principles should be cor­
rectly understood and defended. 

In bis work~ ''The Reviolutio,n Teach1es'', 
Lenin wttote: ''Diff erences within or betwee·n 
political parties are usua1ly resolv·ed not only 
by polemics over prinoiples, but also hy the 
course of poilitical developments. In particular, 
diff erences on a party',s tactics, i.e., i1ts po1litiical 
conduct, are of ten r1esolved by th ose with incor­
rect opinions going over in f act to the · c.orr1ect 
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path of struggle, under the pressure of the 
counse of developmentis that simiply brushes 
aside erroneous opinions, making them point­
l·ess and devoid of any intere.st." He urged that 
the adopted taotioal deaisions should be rtested 
a:s frequently as poSsible 1in the light of fresh 
political de\Tielopments. He added: "Such v1eri­
fication is necessary f rom the standpioint of both 
theory and practi.ce: from the standpoint of 
theory in order rto ascertain in fact whether the 
d·ecisions taken haV!e been correct, and what 
amendments to ;thes1e decisions subsequent po­
li tical events make necessary; from the stand­
point of practice, iin order to 1earn how to use 
the d.ecisions as a proper guide, .to 1l1earn to con­
sider ·them as directives for practical applica-
t. '' ...... ion. '• 

The ,ability of the Socialist oommunity suc­
cessful.ly to play 1the part of chief guarantor of 
peace is connected wiith a consolidation of the 
solidarity, cohesion and mutual assistance be­
tween rthe Sociali:st 1countries, bas1ed ,on thle 
great principles of proletari.an internationalii1sm. 
A profound ana:lysis and evaluation of the 
importance of SociaJList internationalism in the 
present situation is contained in the decisions 
of 1the Apri1l, July and Q.otober P1enary meetings 
(1968) of the C.P.S.U. Central Committee. The 
Soviet Communist Piar.ty has ·expres.sed its 
resolute determinatiion to continue developing 
fraternal ,relations betw1een the So,ciali1st ooun­
tries and in ·every way to strengithen ithe wor.ld 
So.cialiist 1system and the cohesion of the Social-

* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 9, Moscow, 1962, 
p. 146. 
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isit countries on the basi:s of the principles of 
proletarian internationa1ism. The decision of 
the JUily Plenary Meeting said, in part, that 
''success in C·o1m1munist construction in thi1s 
oountry m·eets the interests of the f raternaJl So­
ciaJ1ist countries, a11 revolutionary forces, and 
the interes.ts of the st:riugg,le agains:t interna­
tional imperiailis.m, .for peace, national inde­
pendence, democracy and Socialis·m". 

Th·e Socialis1t co.un·tries havie been condu,ct­
ing a long and persi1stent struggle to es·tablish 
normal relations and develop cooperation be­
tween staites belongiing ito differ.ent soaial syis­
tems, to ensure internationaJl securi.ty and 
achiev.e agreements to .provide organisational 
f or,ms for the guarantees of the mankind's pea­
ceful development. This aotivi1ty of SociaJlist for­
eig.n po1icy is one of its most imporitant aspe.ots. 

In the conditions that have taken shape, the 
prospect1s for internait-ional securi1ty and co­
operation between countries of the two systems 
can be e1laborated graduaHy, through the con­
sistent .solution of a number of 1patticular prob­
lems. That is why the Socialist countries have 
put forward proposaLs for the conclusion of par­
tial agreements, above all, on specific disarma­
ment probl,ems. Such agreement1s oan create a 
f avouriable aitmosphere for broader and more 
f ar-reaching agreements. 

The Soeiiailist states wiM not stop 1their strug­
gil,e for peace even after a siettlenlent of some 
important internaitional issues, whlich is pos­
si bJe and ·attain.ahle. T 1he Socialist countries ar·e 
aware .th.at forces o.pposing international securi­
ty will continue ·to step up their activity ~n the 
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politiical circles o.f the imperia:list states. That 
is why the f raternail par.fies insistently caLI for 
grieater vig1lance in face of the mov.es of wol'lld 
reaotio:n, conso,lidation ,and extention of the 
united front in the sfaugg;le against imperial­
ism, and concerted action in this struggle. 

The need for coordinated action by 1the So­
ciaiHst countries in tackJing 1common basi,c prob­
lems and in ensur,ing security 1throughout the 
worfl1d does not cancel 1ou·t .activ·e initia­
tiVie on 1the part of each Socia:list country in 
putting forward and .so'lving various speci:fic 
tiasks. The impor1tant thing hefle i1s a:biHty cor­
rectly and consist·ently ito correlate the naitiona!l 
inter1es·ts o·f I !th1e indiviidual c,ountries and th·eir 
common 1international \tasks on the basis of 
Marxiism-Leninism and proletarian internation~ 
alism, and the observance of the principles of 
equality, respect for sovereignty, mutual ben­
efit and f raternal mutual as1sis1tance. 

The foreign policy of the C.P.S.U. and the 
Soviet ·state provides numerous striking ex­
amples of oonsistent i,mp!lementaJtion of .the fiun­
damenta:l prinoiples of Socialist f oreign polliicy 
eLaboraited by Lenin, whi1ch ,make for indis­
soluble ties between international tasks .and .state 
intel'!ests in any approach to the soilution of car­
dinal international problems of today. The 
C.P.S.U. has !Ïnvariably .abided by L·enin's de­
mand 1that in SociaList fioreign policy there 
shouLd be "a mini·mum of gïeneral assurances, 
sOl11emn promises and grandiloquent f ormuJlas, 
and the greatest possible number of 1the sim­
plest .and most oihvious deoi:sions and measur·es 
that would ceritainly ~ead ito peaoe, i.f not to ,the 
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comiplete elimination of the war danger" * 
Present-day international deVïelopments fur­

ni1sh increasing evidence of the growing role 
played hy Socialism, and 1the utmost i1mpontance 
of the cohesion and unity of action hetWieen .the 
Sociail1i1s1t countries in the struggle for peace and 
agains.t 1imperiaHst aggr·ession. 

In his critical appraisal of the postwar policy 
of the U.S.A. and other Western powers in 
respect of 1the Sociailisit countries, the well known 
publicist Cyrus Sulzber·ger wro~e: "We have 
v:acHlated ibetween f1ake slogans of 'contain-

' d 'l.b . ' f c . t_,• ment an1 
: 11 erat1on rom ·ommun1s1rn .ac11~1ev-

ing nei1ther. . . . W e have stra)Tied ito an apparent 
dead end f rom whitoh neith.er of our f1avouri1te 
poJ1icy slogans, oonta:inment or liberation, can 

t . t '' ~" .. e:xt r1,oa ,e us. " •• 
Having fai1led in thei1r frontal aittacks 

against Socialism, the i,mperia1i:sts decided to 
undermine the Socialist countries f rom wii.thin, 
and to wrest them one by one f rom the SociaJHst 
commun1ity. 

The y.ear 1968 wiJ:l go down in hisitory as one 
in which the i1mperialist counter-offens'Ï;ye 
ag1ainsit the forces of Socialism and p:riogr,ess in 
the international arena, prepared long and 
painstakingly, .suffe:red a major set-back. l its in­
i tiators based theiŒ" poliitical and shriategic cal­
culations on various economic and politicail fac­
tors, whi1ch they believed gave them grounds .to 

:~ V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 33, Moscow, 1966, 
p. 386. 
~f-* C. Sulzberger, What's Wrong with U.S. Foreign 
Policy, New York, 1959, .. p .. p. 13-14, 239. 
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expect suocess in their anti-Sooial1i1st plans. 
Imperiailist ,circles .took account of the relative­
ly s.taJhle grow,th ·of industrial production in the 
U.S.A. and in most of the 1large capitalist coun­
tnies sinoe the fir.s,t half of 1961. At ithe same 
time, ithey hoped that some of ,the difficulti.es 
appeariing in a number of Soc~aiJist ieounitries 
which had attaine1d a 1d:efi.nite level of 1eco.no1mic 
development 1demanding the eLabor.atiion and 
implementation of new methods of economic 
management, would become permanent, weak­
ening 1the economic st1rengith of the Soci1alist 
sys1tem and its capacity to 1maintain ,the high 
and div.ersified m1i1litary-t·echnical potential 
requir,ed for effective struggile against imperial-
• • 1s1t aggres;s11on. 

In the poli.tical sphere, the imperialist 
strategis1ts pinned ;their hopes on the Mao Tse­
tung's group splitting the Socialist system and 
th,e world Cio·mmunist movemen,t. 

International dev1elopments over 1the las.t fiew 
years, 1968 in particular, has proVlided sufficient 
proof that ,in pushing the wotld into another 
period of dangerous political tensions to help 
the big mono:poly hourrgeoisie achiieve iits olass 
aims, impe11ialis1m has failed to hoLd back the 
change of the wo!ild balance of power iin favour 
of SociaHsm. The imperialist strategists have 
undouibtedily overrated various negativie eco­
nomic and political features in ,the deVielopment 
of wo11l1d Socialism and the wocld revo:lutionary 
prooess. 

Meanwhi,le, as was to have been expected, 
the grow.th of industrial rproduotion 1in the 
U.S.A. and .some other capi.taJ1ist oountries has 
al:so proved to be transient. The monetary and 
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financLal upheavals suff.ered by the Western 
countries in 1967 and 1968 clearly showed that 
the capi.taHs,t economy was unstable, .and that 
it was incapable of curing its iUs either through 
state monopol y ,regulation or by s·etting up 
interstate monopoly associations. 
· The cris1is of imperialist strategy in r.espect 
of the Socialist countries e:xitended to the spher·e 
of int·ernational aff airs. U.S. policy in Vtiet­
N am, which in recent y,ears bas ta~en the f orm 
of open and unpriecedentedly broad-soaJle ag­
gression against a Sociali1st country and a peo­
ple fighting for national Hberation, proVied to 
be a fias·co. A heavy blow was also dealt at 
anti-Sooialist plans and poJiiaies in Europe, 
where ·the imperialists concenitrat.ed on eroding 
thè Socialiist system thriough iideological sub­
version and provocation, and reviivial, encour­
agement and support of local counter-revoJu­
tionary for ces in ·the Socialist countries, and by 
inflaming nationalisrn, revisionism and anti­
Sovietism. 

The Soaialist countries dis1pLayed .their soH­
dari1ty in ,the sum,mer of 1968, when :the forces 
of international imiperialism and reaction, ex­
ploiting the complicated internai political sHua­
tion which had arisen in Cz·echioslovalcia, tried 
to Wir,est the country from the Socialist com­
munity. The parties and goyiernmienifJs of five 
Socialist countries took the reqlllir1ed steps, in­
cluding the despatch of miïlitary ai:d to the · 
Czechos1lovak people, if:o saf eguard the Socialisit 
gains agains·t encroachments by 1internial and 
external 1enemies. 

The ·extraordina:ry measures taken i~ ·Oon­
nection with the events ·in Cz·echos1lovakia w,ere 
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the r.esulit of a prof ound and al11round analysis 
of 1the situation by the f raternal parties and 
~oViernments. This analysis was piut on record 
in the c·ours·e of f urther Soviet-1CzechosJovak 
negotiations and wr.ititen into the .:releva111t docu­
ments. In particuilar, the r·esolution of the 
N ovemher Pl1enary Meeting of the Centriail Com­
mittee of the Czechoslovak CommuniSlt Par,ty 
notes: "The C.C.P. Central Committee entir·ely 
supports the prinaiples expres.sed in the Mos­
cow agreements of Augus1t 26, 1968, in ithe 
communiqué on the talks between rf:h:e C.P.S.U. 
and rthe C.C.P. 1of October 3-4, and also the prin­
ciples contained in the Sixth Party Declaration 
issued at Bratis1la va on Augus1t 4, 1968, and 
emphas1ises the responsibiHty of aJlJ Commu­
nists, especiaUy on a natironwide scale, for the 
praotioal imp:lementation of the principles laid 
down in these documents.'' 

The imperialis,t politicians f aiJ·ed to wrest 
Cz·echoslovaroia from the Sooialist communi.ty. 
A heavy blow was dealt at anti-Sccialist schem­
ing. U.S. foreign policy strategist, Herbert Kahn, 
couLd not conceal his .disappointment ov.er the 
fa:~1ure of .the imperiailist plans in respect of 
Cz·echoslovakia. He has made some rat1her in­
terestiing admissions on 1the pages of the No­
vember issue of Fortune, wriiting: " ... many 
American S1tudents of the Soviet Uni on mys1elif 
indluded continue to underrate 1the ability of 
the leadership [of 1the Soviet Union] to aot r,eso­
lutely in defience of its interests." 

However, impe:rialism has not abandoned 
its new long-1term strategy in respeot of the So­
cialist oountr,ies. Le Monde noited that ''there is 
wailing, periturbation and indignatiion in Wash-
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ington, but no burning of bridges". 
The notorious "bridge-building policy" has 

been .clearly designed not as a itacficail expe­
dient but as a long-tenn globaJl pol1i,cy for world 
imperiaJlism in its struggle against .the Sociail­
ist communi1ty. That is why, afit·er recov·ering 
f rom the la test shock, the imperiaJl1ist strategisits 
have been trying to revive .their f orm.er poliicy 
as soon as possible and set i1t moving again 
along the shattered "bridges". At the same 
time, reactionary and miliitaristic cir.dlies of U.S. 
and West European imperiaLism have heen try­
ing hard to fan tension throughout ,the worild, 
goad .on the ar.ms race, and obs'truct ithe devel­
opment of normal Œ"elatiions between the coun­
tri.es belonging to the two :systems .and the lay­
ing of foundations for internationail and Eu­
rope an securii1ty. The possibility of their resor.t­
ing again to "baJlancing on the bnink of war" 
cannot be ruiled out aHogether. The imperial­
isits' priaictiioe of overrating ·their own foiices 
and underirating .those of the adV'ersary has 
repeatedly been the ·Cause .behind the failure of 
the aDJti-Socialist strat•egy. However, it coul!d 
lead to gamb:les presenting a great danger to 
world peace. 

The influence which Socialist f oreign policy 
exerts on social and political processes out­
siide the Socialist countries is not aJlways 
straightf o.rward or direot; this is a .complex and 
many-sided phenomenon ·consti.buting one of .the 
mos1t important aspects of the olass struggle in 
the int.ernat,ional arena. The internationalist 
orientation of Socialist policy is reflect·ed in its 
eff.orits to create favourable condi1tions for the 
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r1evolutionary struggle. H·owever, :the scope and 
results of the struggle in the various countr.ies 
depend on internaJl factors, above aJlil, ,the level 
of organisation and pollitical .consoiousness of 
the ·l'levolutionary for.ces and :the mass naitur.e of 
the m·ovement. 

Sociai11ist f oreign po!licy has enormous 
advantages because ·its character, basic ,trends 
anld aims .are in complete accorid wit~ the viita!l 
in1teres:ts of the vasit masses of mankind, appr.e­
ciated and supported by all peaceloving peo­
ples. The strugigle for .the peace and security of 
naitiions, in which Sooialist fioreign po:licy has 
now become a powerf ul accelerator of the world 
iievolutionary proces:s, is bringing Sociailism's 
historie viiotory on a world sicalle ever nearer. 

Thiis influence of Socialist foreign po[icy on 
the woTild si1tuation, f aoilitatirig .the sbugigile for 
sooiail progress and national independence, has 
nothing in common with f orci.hle "expolit of 
r·evolution". Socialisit policy is based on the 
fir1m foundation 0 1f Marxisit-Leninist doctrine, 
whose letter and .spirit reject the eXiport-of­
revolution itheory. ·Of course, the wor,Ld capi1ta:l­
ist 1Syst1em is ·I"Îpe for social revolutiion, but such 
a rievollution cannot win out overnigiht, hlllt afiter 
a series of class batt:les waged over a lonig his­
toricaJl period. In this age these batûles have 
assumed unprecedented propor.tions, and there 
are now radical changes ·to be observed in the 
worlid balance of power between \the two sys­
tems.. However, the growing .might of wol'lld 
SociaiLism i1s no subsititute for revoluHonary 
si1tuations. External f aotor.S, whaitever they may 
be, 1cannot cause revolution in ,the absence of 
the appropriate local .conditions. Marxism-Le-
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ninism teaches, and this has 1been éonfirmed by 
the revollutionary practice of the 20th century, 
that Soaial,ist an1d :national lliheratiio.n revolu­
tions develop out of acute class struggile wage.d 
by ithe workiing mas:ses. 

That is why one of the main tenets of true 
Sooiailist pol,i.cy has been and is .the exhortation 
that ther1e must . be no promotion of revollution 
in any country by violent means or the use of 
arms. Lenin resoluitely opposed any su.ch ".prod­
ding" and .ir.responsible juggling of the "rev­
olutionary war" · 1slogan, and relen~lessly ex­
posed "Left-w.ing" adventurer:s. He defined 
the ways .in which the Sociallist state can exeflt 
an influence on the wor.l·d r.evolutionary pro­
ces'S, but added: "Of course, there are people 
who heli1eve that ·revolution can break out in a 
foreign country ito order, .by agreement. These 
people are either mad or rt:hey are provo­
cateurs." ~:· 

In rejecting such an approach, Lenin em­
phasised that i1t was the principal natii0naJl and 
international 1task o.f ithe Socialiist sitate and iits 
people, itogether with the P.ar1ty 1l1eading ithem, 
to carry on economic construotion, create the 
economic condi1t1ions ne.oessary to ensure aJl­
round progr.ess in Sociailis.t si0ciety, and to pro­
tect 1i,ts gains against externa:l threats. H·e said 
thait ithis problem had to be sol•ved 1if Socia1J,is111 
was to win ouit on an int1ern·ational s:oale. 

'the resuJlts of the las.t f ew years show that 
the Socialiist countriies have been siteadily im­
oilementing Lenin's iprecept. 

~!- V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 27, Moscow, 1965, 
p. 480. 
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lt is the task of Socialist foreign pollcy .to 
secure the best possible exiternal condi1tions for 
Sooialis1t and Communist con·s't1ruotion in .the 
Socialist coun1tr;ies. At thie sam1e time, there is 
also the impo:ritant task of promoting the crea­
ti on .of favo1urable c·onJdi1ti,ons for th.e advanoe iof 
the world rev01lutionairy rprocess in the- non-So­
cialist part of the worl:d. These two Œntercon­
nected fiunotions i1lilustrate the olass essence of 
Socialis1t f oreign policy and show rthait national 
and international tasks are closely linked~ 
In the pres·ent si,tuation, ithe revolutionary 
strategy and taotics of the Socialist states, and 
the influence they exert oil the ·class struggle 
in the capitailist countries and on the national 
liberation movement acquire paritiiculair Ï·mpor­
tance, because the influence e~erted by the So­
cialist .system on wonld pol1itics and econom:i.cs 
has assumed v;ast proportions. At the same 
time, 1there now exist ol1oser links rbetwee·n · the 
struggle for peace, which is led by the Socia1ist 
states, and .the struggile for national liberaition 
and social emancipat1i1on, and also between the 
deployment of class forces within the indiviiduaJl 
countries and their deplo~ment in the interna­
tio11al arena. 

Sociali.sit foreign policy, which aims to con­
solidate peace and international seouriity, is 
f ulily compatible with the interests not only of 
the Socia\list s1ta1tes thems·elv.es, but 1also of ·th,e 
other principal detachm·ell!ts of the revolution­
ary forces of today, primaci.ly, the working.:. 
class movement in the capi:talist countries and 
the national \1iberatiorn movemenrt, because rthe 
preserv,ation and consolidation of peace help to 
cr.eate favourable conditions for the popular 
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struggile to achieve national liberation and so­
cial emancipation. 

Tihe struggle for peace, in whioh SociaHst 
for.eign po1licy has such a w,taJl parit to play, iis 
a str.uggile against miiliitarism and imperial­
ism. Re1lying on the ,changes in ,the wor1ld 
balance of power in f avour of Socialism, the 
popular masses ar.e now aible to isolate ,the ex­
tremi1sit ,oircles of imperiialism to pr1event them 
f rom using war as a means of maintaining im­
periaJ1ist domination, to ensure the triumph of 
the principles of peacef ul coexistence in inter­
national relat,ions, and in these conditions to 
work for fresh successes in the s1truggile for so­
cia;l progr·ess and national independence. 

The policy of the Sooiali,s1t stat·es, notahly, 
the poJ.icy of peacef ul coexiistence, is sipear­
headed agaiinst the most aggressive, militarist­
ic oircles of monopoly c~pital, that 1is, the arch 
enemies of the working people. For its part, the 
struggle in detence of the interesits of the work­
ing class, for .democracy and against monopoly 
oppression, a struggile which is led hy the Com­
munist parties of the capitalisit countries, is 
direotly connect1ed wHh the struggle against the 
threat -of war for peace and securiity. 

Sociail1ist foreign poHcy is of unques1tiionable 
importance in relation to 1the success of the na­
tional 11beration movement. Foreign armed in­
tervention has .always been ·the main . obstacle 
in 1the way of peoples fighting fior their national 
liberation. 

Tioday, the e~orit of counter-revolution by 
world imperiaJJ.Lsm has heen made more .dif ficul1t 
by ·the existence of the 8ocialist countries and 
their soHdari.ty w.ith the peoples fighting for 

45 



thei.r freedom. The ooialist states regard the 
r1ight of the oppressed peoples to nationail inde­
pendence as a sacred one, and support every 
folim of their sitruggile to a hieve it, ·induding 
wa1is of li.heration. 'fihe Socialiist states oppose 
amned intervention by 1the imperiaLists in the 
În}te·r.nal aff airs of countries whioh h,av1e won 
thei,r pol:i·ti:cal independence. 

Recent ·evenits 1hav.e sihown that a ,mos!t im­
portanJt factor in 1the successfuil Sit1Duggle againS1t 
imperialism and every f orm of coliorrial1ism is 
the .S·ocial.ist C·ountries' economic, s,oientific, 
technical and miliiitary assis,tance (1the latter in 
weapons and mÎllitary equipmenJt) to the na­
tionail Liberation movement and ithe young so­
vereign states, together with aJl,Iround poliitical 
SUtppor:t i~ interinationail aff airs and vigorous 
aotion by Socialiiist diplomats. Every stage of 
the Jnatrional '11i1beration movem,en·t ha·s shown 
that .the main condiition for Ïlts fur·th1er advanc·e 
in every sphere is joint action in the anti-im­
perialist struggle by the . Socialist and devel­
oping countries in world aff airs, and their 
mutual support. The great strength of world 
Socialism, which prevents world impe­
rialism from boundlessly escalating its inter­
ventionist actions, together with the Socialist 
countries' direct military and political assis­
tance, has become the main external factor with­
out which national liberation revolutions could 
not have scored the successes that have trans­
f ormed the map of the world in the postwar 
decades. · 

The most striking manifestation of the So­
cialist countries' international solidarity with 
the fighting peoples in recent years has been 
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the allround assistance and support which they 
have given the Vietnamese people in beating 
back the aggression of U .S. imperialism, un­
parallel ed in scale and intensity. Wladislaw Go­
mulka said in his report to the Fif th Congress 
of the Polish United Workers' Party that the 
war in Viet-Nam, while actually remaining a 
local one, has virtually become a great world­
wide battle between Socialism and imperialism, 
between the international forces of liberty, pro­
gress and . peace, and the for ces of colonialism, 
reaction and war. Last year, the U.S. aggres­
sors suffered a serious defeat in this battle as a 
result of joint action by the forces of Socialism 

· and the national liberation movements. 
International developments confirm that a 

stronger alliance between world Socialism and 
the national liberation movement is a necessary 
condition for consolidating the independence of 
the newly liberated peoples and · eliminating 
vestiges of colonialism. Any effort to undermine 
this alliance or to isolate the national libera­
tion struggle from world Socialism weakens 
this struggle and the world's forces of progress 
as a whole. 

That is why it is the earnest desire of all the 
. main revolutionary forces of our day to achieve 
closer cohesion and allround cooperation and 

· coordinated action in the struggle against im­
perialism. The Moscow Conf erence of Com­
munist and W orkers' Parties scheduled for May 
is bound to become an important milestone on 
the way to this goal. 

The present situation is distinguished by in­
creasingly acute political and ideological strug-
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gle between the two systems in the inter­
national arena, and makes the most stringent 
demands on Socialist foreign policy and dip­
lomacy, on whose activity and e:ff ectiveness the 
fortunes of peace and progress depend. 

The f oreign policy of the Socialist countries 
is peaceable, active and effective because their 
governments have been analysing world devel­
opments in the correct Marxist-Leninist light. 
The conscious activity of the Socialist states in 
international affairs and its scientifically-based 
f oreign policy are, in terms of their impact on 
the world situation, a most important manifes­
tation of Socialism' s global influence on the 
future of peace and progress. 

The foreign policy of the Soviet Union and 
other Socialist countries shows that they have 
been true to the principles of proletarian inter­
nationalism and have always carried out 
Lenin's precepts. This policy helps to unite the 
Socialist community, provides protection for its 
common interests and strengthens its security, 
extends help to peoples engaged in the struggle 
for national liberation and social emancipation. 
It is a consistent struggle against imperial­
ism and aggression, in defence of the principles 
of peacef ul coexistence and the campaign to 
promote disarmament and prevent another 
world war. The results achieved by Socialist 
f oreign policy and the whole of international 
developments over the last few years demon­
strate that this f oreign policy is full y in line 
with the interests of the peoples of the Socialist 
countries and the interests of the world's prog­
ressive forces. 



V . Trukhanovsky 
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Proletarian lnternationalism and Peaceful 
Coexistence Foundation of the Leninist 

Foreign Policy 

Lenin went down in history as the f ather and 
leader of the first Socialist state in the world. 
His doctrine on the ways of building Socialist 
society and the -immeasurable ideological wealth 
of his legacy have become a reliable instrument 
of our Party and of the world revolutionary li­
beration movement. Leninism is the theoretical 
basis for solving important problems of the re­
volutionary struggle and the building of the new 
society. 

The principles of the f oreign policy of the 
Socialist state formulated by Lenin are a major 
component of the Leninist legacy. For more 
than half a century, the f oreign policy prog­
ramme of building Socialism elaborated by Lenin 
bas been steadily carried out by the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union and the Soviet Gov­
ernment. The C.P.S.U. is developing and en­
riching this programme as applied to the chang­
ing conditions within the country and through­
out the world. 
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Leriin procceded f rom the premise that two 
basic principles must underline the activity of 
the Soviet state in f oreign aff airs: the principle 
of proletarian, Socialist internationalism in rela­
tions with other Socialist countries and the 
woi-king people of the capitalist world, and the 
principle of peacef ul coexistence in relations 
with bourgeois countries. 

In elaborating the question of proletarian 
internationalism, Lenin drew on the works of 
Marx and Engels. The idea of proletarian inter­
nati onalism was pithily f ormulated by the f ound­
ers of Marxism in the slogan: "W orkers of all 
countries, unite!" Thus, as early as the mid-
I 9th century, Marxism, in the name of the work­
ing class which had independently entered the 
historical scene, opposed proletarian interna­
ti onalism, a cardinal revolutionary principle, to 
bourgeois nationalism and chauvinism. 

The theory of Marxism provided scientific 
substantiation of the international solidarity of 
proletarians in diff erent countries, the appear­
ance and operation of which is an objective ne­
cessity. The need for rthis solidarity Î1s dictated 
by the very conditions in which the pro1etariat 
lives and wages ithe cla.ss .strugg1le against the 
bourgeoiSiie, against thie ·exploiting society. 
Ma·r~is1m bases its1elf on the principle that the 
living ·conditions of the w.orking ·class in dif­
f er.ent states are almost identical; consequently, 
Iif e itse1f con·f ronts them with th.e same funda­
mental aims and itasks. W orkers of diff e.rent 
countriies encounter a united !Clas·s enemy, the 
international bourgeoisie. Since ·the workers are 
opposed by a united wovld front .of the bour­
geoisie, .their class str!Uggle becomes interna-
' 
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tiona!l eVJen if it is wageid in ithe ·cooor,ete situa­
tion of a given state. H 1ence 1ÎJt 1i.s 1cliear that such 
a strugwle can be successful only .gi·ven :int.erna­
t1 onal solidarity .of the working 1alas·s. "As the 
c,o.nditioin of the wo~rke1~s is ïthe same in all :coun-

. '' E 1 . d '' h . . tries, 1 nge is 1po1nte, oUJt, as .t, .e1r 11nteres1ts ar:e 
the same, and their enemies atie the same, ithey 
must fight together and they must counterpose 
to 1~he frat;ernail union of the hour,geoisie of all 
nations the frater.na! uni,on 10,f ·th.e workers of 
111 • ' ' a ll nations. 
Tihe ,forunders of Marxis,m hel,d t:hat the \eman­

cipaition of the working clas·s is a .task of . inter~ 
. 1 ''Th . . f 1 h '' nat1ona s~cope. . e :emanc1,pat1on ·Oi _ a 01ur, 

they iSay, "is neithe-r a locail nor a national, but 
a sociail prohlem embracing all countries 1in 
which modern society 1exists." Marx and Engells 
considered prol1etarian int·ernatio.nalis1m one :of 
the most impontant prerequisites for the success 
of the iproletariaJf.s class struggle, for the a;boli­
fion of the icapitaHst isystem and the vii·atory of 
the Socialist revolution. "Past 1experience: h~s 
shown," Marx wrote, "how 1disregatrl of that 
bon:d of brothe~hood whiich ought to exist · be­
tween the workme.n ·01f diff erent C·Oiun!tries and 
incite them to stand firmly by each other in all 
thei1r struggiles rfo.r emancipation will be 
chastised by the common discomfiture of their 
incoherent efforts." ~· Marx and Engel1s r1egarded 
betrayal of prdletarian internationailism as 
be:trayal of the ·cause of the working people, 
the cause .of So,cialtism. 

:~ Marx and Engels, Selected Works, Vol. 1, Moscow, 
1958, . pp. 386, 384. 
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Lenin adhered to 1the same position, develop­
ing ithe idea of proletarian · intemationailism as 

1. d h d. . ''C . l '' h app 10 to .t e niew c.on i·t·1ons. 1 ap.1ta , e 
noted, "is an international force. To vanquish 
i1t, an ,inter.na1tional wo1rkers' aJlliancie, an inter­
natio.nal workers' 1brroth1erhood, is needeid. We 
are opposed to national enmi,ty and discorid, to 
national exrclu.sive.ness. We aiie internat1ional­
ists. '' :~ Lenin ·noted that, in order to undermine 
the internationaJJ. so.lidarity of the workin:g peo­
ple, 1the hourgeoisie firequently plays on nation­
alist and chauvinist s,entiments and pass·ions. 
He idemonstrated the f undamenrtal, prof ound 
d.ff b h ,,. t• 1 • '' f 1 ·eren·ce etw,een t e 1nt1erna 1~ona11sm o 
hourgieois nationalists and the solidarity of 
workers of di:ff erent countries. "Petty bour·g,eois 

. 1· '' L . '' 1 . . nat1ona 111sm, e.n1n wrote, proc a11m's as 1ll!1:er-
naitionaJlis·m the m·ere recognition of the equaliity 
of naitions and nothing more. . . preserves na­
ti ona:l self-interest intact, whereas proletarian 
internationalism · demands, first, that the inter­
ests of ithe proletarian strugg.Ie in any one coun­
try shoruJ1d be siuborctinated to the interiests of 
that s1trugg11.e on a world-wide scale and, s1econd, 
that a nation whi1ch is achieving viotory over 
the bourgeoisie should be abl.e and wiJl:ling to 
make the greatesit · national sacrifices .for the 
overthrow of international capital." ::·~r-

Lenin repeatedly stressed the very close 
link betw,een the national and . 1.nternational 

~· V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 30, Moscow, 1965, 
p. 293. 
:r:i- V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, Moscow, 1966, 
p. 148. 
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tasks of the proJetariat. Struggle for the libera­
tion of the prol1etariait, for Socialism within a 
country was inseparahle for him if rom the strug­
g:le for Socialism throughout the world. In 1917 
Lenin ·wrote: "Thooe is one, and only one, ~ind 
of 1real international.i·sm, and that is working 
whole-hea11tedly for the 1developrnent of :the rev­
o1utionary moViement and the revolutionary 
strugg.11e in one' s own 1country, and S!Uppor.ting 
(by propaganda, sympathy, anJd material aid) 
this .struggle, thi1s and only this, iline in every 
country without exception." ~:- The working class 
of any country, in solving its naJtional revolu­
tionary problems, thereby · assists the int1erna­
tional proletaiiiat and thus discharges its inter­
naitionalist iduty. At the same time, the ·rèvolu­
tionary .movement in other countries 1creates for 
the working olass of a given country favourable 
international conditions for reViolutionafy 
changes and the success.f u1l aocomplishment of 
the Socialist r·evolution Wli1thin state an\d natio­
nal bounds. 

The Great Octo:b·er Socialis·t Rlevolution is a 
splendid .exampl1e of .dialecti.cal 1combination of 
the ·natiio:naJl an1d int1ernational ele:ments in the 
policy of the Bolshevik Parity. When i·t was lead­
ing die working ma:sses of Russia to ovierthrow 
the power of the landowners and capi taliists, to 
estaMish a SociaJ.iist system iin Russia, it pur­
sued nOit only national aims. Lenin and the 
Party understood the rtasks of the revolution in 
a much broader manner; \th1e Russian r,evo!lu-

:~ V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 24, Moscow, 1964, 
p. 75. 
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tion had to open the road to Socialism to al'l 
peopl1es, to be-corne :the beginning of the world 
r1evolutionary procesiS designed to put an end to 
capitalism th:roughout. ·the wor1ld. 

A year after the Great Ü1ctober ~evolllltion, 
Lenin wro'te: ''The B.olsheviks' tactics . . . wer·e 
the only 1internationalist tactics, because they 
did the utmost possible in one country for the 
development, support and awakening of the 
revolution in all countries." ~: .. 

.Since then, the prooess of the revolutionary 
transformation of the worlid has spread all over 
the globe. In hi1s !book, The Soviet Union: The 
Fifty Y ears, Hamrison Salisbury, an Ameri.can 
journalis1t, wr.o.te 1that as the r·esult o,f ~h·e 10ctobe1r 
&evolutlÎon, ''The social · f ablii1c of Western 
Europe, the Jife of painted warriors 1in Af rica, 
the aspira;tions of .men and women in the rice­
fields of Asia . . . metamorphosed. The wor1d of 
kings, emperors and czars . . . vanished." ::-::-
~enin wa;s abl1e as no one .else to make a det1P 

anaJlysis of the obJectiv.e processies of society's 
sooio-economic and spi1ritua!l 11if e, to examine 
fr.om every angil1e t~l'.e relation of class for ces and 
·the !Concr.ete distinctions of 1caah histori1cal m.o­
ment. He pointed 0U1t that the ·Oictober Revolu­
tion, having idivided the wor.Ld into :two syStems, 
the Socialiist and the capitalis~t , has shifted ·the 
basic contradiction of the epoch, 1the 1Contradic­
tion ibetween moribund capiitalism and ,growing 
Socialism, into the sphere of internationaJl 

* V. I . Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 28, Moscow, 1965, 
p. 292. 
** H. Salisbury, The Soviet Union: The Fifty Years, 
New York, 1967, p. 4. 
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relations. Struggle betwecn 1the two opposite 
sooial systems has 1become the principal process 
in Wor;ld history. This basic contradiction in ·the 
wolild afiter the ·October Revolution impeils 1the 
capiitalist governments :to set up a united front 
of bourgeois states to fight agains·t Social1ism. 
Lenin stress.e'd 1t1hat, at the same 1fî1lne, contradic­
tions between •the imperialist powers ar·e operat­
ing in the contemporary world, weakening the 
uni1ty of the anti-Socia:liist front of the bour-

• • geo1s,1e. 
A comprehensive analysis of international re­

lations af ter the October Revolution enabled 
Lenin to f ormulate the basic principles of the 
foreign policy to be pursued by the first Socialist 
state in the world. ln relations with other Social­
ist countries-in the emergenCe of which Lenin 
had prof oundly believed and with good grounds, 
as history has shown-and also with the work­
ing people of the world, it is proletarian interna­
tionalism. In relations with capitalist countries, 
which, in a definite period of history-up to the 
worldwide victory of the Socialist revolution­
will exist side by side with the Socialist state­
it is peacef ul coexistence. Sin ce th en, both these 
principles have determined the. Soviet Uni on' s 
foreign policy. . 

Af ter the victory of the October Bocialist 
Revolution in Russia, Lenin ·headed the first 
Socialist government in the World, and his 
understanding of proletariati internationalism 
was embodied in the f oreign policy of the Soviet 
state. Lenin held that chatter about interna­
tionalism, solidarity in words, was not worth 
anything. He. taught "to. ·be able to be an in­
ternationalist in deed, . even when times are most 
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trying" * 
The position of Lcnin and the Bolshevik 

Party on the conclusion of the Brest Peace is a 
mode! of such internationalism at a desperatc 
time for the young Soviet state. Lenin wrote: 
''The bitterness, resentment, and violent in­
dignation provoked by this peace were easy to 
understand, and it goes without saying that we 
Marxists . could expect only the class-conscious 
vanguard of the proletariat to appreciate the 
truth that we were making and were obliged to 
make great national sacrifices for the sake of the 
supreme interests of the world proletarian revo-
1 ution''. •• 

History proved how necessary the sacrifices 
made in th ose hard years were both for the 
world destinies of Socialism and ultimately for 
the vital interests of Russia' s working people. 

The decision of the All-Russia Central 
Executive Committee of November 13, 1918 
annulling the Brest Peace, signed by Lenin and 
Sverdlov, outlined some of the main features 
of future relations between Socialist countries. 
The decision stated that such relations could be 
based "only on principles conforming to 
f raternal relations between the working people 
of ail countries and nations. . . . Relations be­
tween peoples established on these f oundations 
will be not only peaceful relations. This will be 
an alliance of the working masses of all nations 
in their struggle for building and strengthening 
the Socialist system on the ruins of the system 

* V. 1. Lcnin, Collected Works, Vol. 24, Moscow, 1964, 
p. 82. 
** V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 28, Moscow, 1965, 
p. 187. 
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of militarism, imperialism and economic slav-
ery. '' 

The principle of proletarian internationalism 
was embodied in the mutual assistance and 
support which the working people of Soviet 
Russia and other countries began to render each 
other immediately after the October Revolution. 
The Soviet state was prepared to render even 
armed aid to its clas·s brothers in their revolu­
tionary struggle. This position was both reason­
able and just, because the international bour­
rgeoisie had no compunction in helping with 
'troops and arms the capitalists of countries 
where revolutions broke out. A striking example 
was the def eat of the Hungarian revolution in 
1919. 

During the years of Civil War and in­
tervention, the international solidarity of the 
working people of Soviet Russia and other coun­
tries was of great importance for the cause of 
Socialism and progress. The gains of the Octo­
ber Revolution were preserved in the U.S.S.R., 
and the first Socialist state in the history of man­
kind was firmly established. In the bourgeois 
world, the working people scored big victories in 
the struggle for their political and economic in­
terests, which clearly would not have happened 
had there been no October Revolution in Russia. 

Af ter the end of the Civil W ar, the Soviet 
Union was engaged for about twenty years in 
building Socialist society. In that, its peoples 
made an inestimable contribution to interna­
tional revolutionary p.roletarian solidarity. The 
building of Socialism created conditions for the 
further development of the Socialist Revolution. 
The Party and the . Soviet people f ulfilled the 
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directive of Lenin, who as early as 1921 said: 
"W e are now exercising our main influence on 
the international revolution through Our econom­
ic policy." :r-

Simultaneously, the Communist Party in­
variably discharged its internationalist duty, 
rendering assistance to the working-class and 
revolutionary movement in f oreign countries. 
The 14th Party Congress, held in December 
1925, instructed the Central Committee ''to 
strengthen to the utmost the alliance of the 
proletariat of the U.S.S.R., as the basis of world 
revolution, with the West European proletariat 
and the oppressed peoples". The same line was 
pursued in the decisions of all subsequent con­
gresses. On the eve of the Second World War, 
the 18th Party Congress called for "strengthen­
ing the international ties of f riendship with the 
working people of all countries". 

The Soviet Union supported all the biggest 
actions of the proletariat. We can recall such in­
stances as the Soviet support of the 1926 gener­
al strike in Britain and the great assistance 
rendered to the re;volutionary people of China 
from 1924 to 1927. When the people of Spain 
rose to fight a national revolutionary war, they 
received every assistance f rom the Soviet 
Union. The U.S.S.R. has always supported the 
peoples of the colonial world in their struggle 
for national liberation. 

Lenin held that the principle of peacef ul 
coexistence must underlie relations between the 
Soviet state and bourgeois countries. This idea 

~1- V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 32, Moscow, 1965, 
p. 437. 
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was elaborated by Lenin even prior to the 
victory of the Socialist revolution in Russia. 
Peaceful coexistence was proclaimed by the 
Communist Party as one of the principles of its 
f oreign policy immediately after the victory of 
the October Revolution. 

When the Decree on Peace was adopted at 
the Second All-Russia Congress of Soviets, Le­
nin noted that the secret treaties concluded by 
the bourgeois government of Russia also in­
cluded "economic agreements and various other 
clauses on good-neighbourly relations". In this 
connection he said: ''We shall welcome ail 
clauses containing provisions for good-neigh­
bourly relations and all economic agreements, 
we cannot rej ect these." :~ This means that, in 
laying the cornerstone of its foreign policy, the 
Bolshevik Party in the very first hours of the 
Soviet state' s existence was thinking of the 
forms of peaceful coexistence with capitalist 
countries. Later on, many bilateral and multilat­
eral agreements of Russia with other countries 
were confirmed by the Soviet Government, and 
a number of them remain in force to this day. 

The Leninist principle of peaceful coexis­
tence pro vides first of all for peace in relations 
between states. But this does not exhaust its 
. content. Coexistence means not only renuncia­
tion of war as a means of resolving disputed 
questions, but also cooperation. Lenin had in 
view cooperation of Socialist and bourgeois 
states in the political, economic and cultural 
spheres~ He attached particularly great import-

* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 26, Moscow, 1964, 
p. 255. 
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ance to international trade, considering it a 
prime means for consolidating peace and peace­
f ul coexistence. 

Even when the imperialists compelled the 
young Socialist state to def end, arms in hand, 
its right to existence, the Bolshevik Party did 
not rule out the possibility of cooperation, in 
the interests of Socialism, between Socialist 
and bourgeois states on definite conditions, not 
only in the political, but also in the military 
sphere. 

At the beginning of 1918, when Germany 
was mounting an offensive on the Russian 
front, Lenin was ready to negotiate with the 
Entente countries to get arms and military as­
sistance from them. On February 22, 1918, when 
the Central Committee of the Party discussed 
the off er of the French and the British to help 
the Soviet Government in the war against the 
Germ ans, Lenin spoke up "for accepting po­
tatoes and weapons f rom the brigands of 
Anglo-French imperialism". In 1918, Lenin 
and the Party took a f undamental decision on 
the possibility of cooperating · with bourgeois 
states even in the military sphere. This possibil­
i ty was translated into reality more than 20 
years later, during the Second World War, 
when the U.S.S.R. entered into a military and 
political alliance with other members of the an- · 
ti-Hitler coalition to defeat Nazism. 

When the Civil W ar ended, a period of 
peacef ul coexistence of the Soviet state with the 
capitalist world began during Lenin' s lif etime. 
It was a new stage in implementing the prin­
ciple of peaceful coexistence. Lenin said: "W e 
are in the position of having won conditions 
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enabling us to exist sicle by sicle with capital-
• '' !'9 1st powers~ ·· 

The activity of the Soviet Government at the 
1922 Genoa Conf erence off ers an outstanding 
example of struggle for the triumph of the idea 
of peaceful coexistence. The Soviet delegation 
declared: "Adhering to the principles of Com­
munism, the Russian delegation recognises that 
in the present historical epoch, which makes 
possible the parallel existence of the old system 
and the incipient new social system, economic 
cooperation between states representing these 
two systems of property is an imperative ncces-
. '' s1ty . ... 
To preserve and strengthen peace, the So­

viet Union took steps to establish normal 
diplomatie relations with the capitalist coun­
tries. The Soviet Government kept up its efforts 
in this sphere for man y years and they were 
successfully consummated in 1933, when diplo­
matie relations were established with the 
United States. The Soviet Union's consistent 
and constructive disarmament campaigns in 
the 1920s and the 1930s are generally known. To 
f acilitate its struggle for peace, the Soviet 
Union joined the League of Nations in 1934. 
Treaties were concluded with some bourgeois 
states and definite meas11res were taken with 
the object of setting up a united front to curb 
fascist aggression. The Soviet Union advocated 
the development of broad economic cooperation 
with the capitalist countries, acting on the 
principle that trade, as a factor consolidatiD.g 

* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 81, Moscow, 1966, 
p. 412. 
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peace, is in this case not only of economic, but 
also of political significance. 

The successes of Soviet f oreign policy in the 
1920s and 1930s are indisputable. The U .S.S.R. 
succeeded in preserving peace for 20 years ; 
during that time it built Socialist society and 
prepared for the impending armed clash with 
the most reactionary imperialist forces. This 
was in both the national interests of the Soviet 
people and the supreme interests of the Social­
ist revolution, as was conclusively demonstrated 
by the Second World War. 

Even the most inveterate enemies of the So­
viet Union must recognise the grandeur of the 
f eat perf ormed by its people in the Great 
Patriotic War, a f eat without equal in history. 
The immense sacrifices made by the Soviet peo­
ple for victory preserved the national f reedom 
and sovereignty of the U.S.S.R. Thereby a re­
liable bulwark of all the forces fighting for f ree­
dom, progress and Socialism, a bulwark of the 
world working class was preserved. To gain an 
idea of the importance of the Soviet Union's 
victory in the Second W orld W ar for the cause 
of progress, it is enough to ask: what would 
have happened without that victory, what fate 
would have been in store for the peoples of 
Eastern and Western Europe, and not only 
Europe? Fascist barbarity would have descended 
on many countries for long years. The Soviet 
Union dispelled this danger and therein lies the 
revolutionary and international importance of its 
feat. 

The Soviet Union made big sacrifices to 
liberate a number of countries in Eastern and 
Southeastern Europe f rOm the Nazi invaders 
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and their allies. Hundreds of thousands of 
sol di ers laid down their lives to f ree the peoples 
of Poland, Germany, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, 
Rumania, Austria, Bulgaria and Yugoslavia 
from the fascist yoke. As many as 144,000 So­
viet servicemen perished only in battles for the 
f reedom of Czechoslovakia. This also was ful­
filment by the Soviet people of their interna­
tionalist duty. 

No other country would have made such 
sacrifices. Prime Minister Winston Churçhill, 
for example, f eared that the Soviet Army, hav­
ing expelled the enemy from its territory, would 
stop at the border, preserving its forces. Pro­
bably the government he headed would have 
acted that way had it been f aced with su ch a 
problem. But the Soviet for ces continued the 
offensive and did so not for the sake of conquest, 
but to ena.ble the peoples of a number of coun­
tries to take their destiny into their own bands 
and to steer the development of their countries 
onto the road of f reedom, progress and Social-
• 1sm. 

Af ter the Second W orld W ar, the main line 
of historical development was determined both 
by the triumph of the ideas of the October 
Revolution and the defeat of. the fascist states 
in that war. This created conditions for the con­
version of Socialism into a world system, for the 
rise of a Socialist community of states, and the 
disintegration of the colonial system. 

The Second W orld W ar brought about a 
sharp change in the balance of world forces. The 
Soviet Union emerged from the war more power­
ful than it had entered it. At the same time, 
the most aggressive .. imperialist powers were 
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def eatcd. As a result, the positions of Socialism 
were greatly strengthened. The wave of Socia~­
ist revolutions which unfurled after the war led 
a number of European and Asian countries onto 
the Socialist road. This was also facilitated by 
the colossal successes of the Soviet people in 
developing their economy, science and teclinolo­
gy and in building up the state. The consolida­
tion of Socialism simultaneously meant the 
weakening of imperialism' s positions, which, 
moreover, were greatly undermined by the dis­
integration of the colonial system and the 
spread of a powerful revolutionary democratic 
movement in the capitalist world. All this is 
objective reality. 

But it is just as much of a reality that capi­
talism still possesses huge material and techni­
cal resources and military strength, displays 
cunning ingenuity in fighting the revolutionary 
forces and remains a powerful and dangerous 
enemy of the Soviet Union, of the entire Social-
• • 1st commun1ty. 

The history of the Second W orld W ar and 
the postwar period conclusively shows that, as 
Socialism grows stronger, the hostility of the 
imperialist forces mounts. This intensifies and 
deepens the main contradiction of our time, the 
contradiction between Socialism and capitalism, 
in consequence of which the class struggle in 
the sphere of international relations grows much 
sharper. As capitalism is weakened, it by no 
means becomes more good-natured and tracta­
ble; it grows more aggressive, more vicious and 
hostile towards progress and Socialism. 

Representatives of the Western political and 
scientific world speak directly and openly about 
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the deepenîng of contradictions between the 
two socio-economic systems. U.S. President 
Kennedy wrote in 1963: "Two great forces-the 
world of Communism and the world of f ree 
choice [i.e., capitalism.-V. T.] have, in eff ect, 
made a 'bet' about the direction in which history 
is moving." ::- The innocuous word "bet" implies 
struggle between Communism and imperialism, 
a struggle "viewed as mortal", U.S. Prof. H.S. 
Dinerstein remarks. *:- Another American expert 
on foreign affairs, R. psgood, stresses that 
American f oreign policy has been dominated 
by the general objective of containing Commu­
nism. Intervention is the means for achiev­
ing this end. "Intervention is here de:fined," 
Prof. Dinerstein explains, "as the use of force 
by the United States, directly or indirectly, in 
order to prevent. . . Communist assumption of 
power in a state, or in order to overthrow an 
established Communist regime." ::-::-::-

Nor is there a lack of such admissions by 
British bourgeois leaders. Foreign Secretary 
and subsequently Prime Minister Harold Mac­
millan stated in 1955 that the ultimate aim of 
British policy is "reconversion of the Commu­
nist world'', ~: .. ~: .. ~: .. ~:· that is, the destruction of Social-
ism as a state system and the restoration of the 
capitalist order throughout the world. Another 
British ex-Prime Minister, Anthony Eden, firm­
ly believed that "in a con test for the survival 

!:· Look, Jan. 15, 1963, p. 18. 
!:·:'9 H. S. Dinerstein, Fifty Years of Soviet Coexistertce, 
Washington, 1967, p. 8. 
*** H. S. Dinerstein, Intervention Against Commztnism, 
Baltimore, 1967, p. V, 3. 
::·~:·:: .. ::. The Times, Sept. 23, 1955. 
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of a f ree civilisation ... the Communist threat is 
b 1 t '' ... ~ a so u e ... , 
The exacerbation of contradictions between 

Socialism and capitalism prompts bourgeois 
governments to look for ways and means of 
somehow settling and easing the international 
squabbles disuniting the imperialist countries 
in order to maintain and reinforce the anti-Com­
munist front. lt goes without saying that even 
the wisest bourgeois leaders are unable to abol­
ish the inter-imperialist contradictions. But it 
would be short-sighted to underestimate their 
efforts aimed at pooling efforts to fight Corn-

• mun1sm. 
Af ter the Second W orld W ar, the sharpening 

of the class struggle on the international stage 
made the policy of peacef ul coexistence more 
dif ficult to pursue. Soviet readiness to maintain 
relations with the United States and Britain in 
the spirit of the anti-Hitler coalition after the 
war was answered by the cold war against the 
U.S.S.R. and other Socialist countries. 

But Soviet successes in science, technology 
and industry, which resulted in the development 
of the most modern me ans of clef en ce, restrained 
the imperialist politicians from turning the cold 
war into a hot one and compelled the bourgeois 
world to accept peaceful coexistence or at least 
coexistence with the Soviet Union and other 
Socialist countries. American Professor D. F. 
Fleming \vrites: "W e cannot conquer or rule 
the Soviet Uni on, any more than she can sub­
due or control North America. . . . W e literally 
have no alternative except to live on the 

:: .. Foreign Affairs, January 1961, p. 170. 
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same ... planet with the Soviet Union and learn 
to adjust oUr differences with her without war. 
It is a matter of life and death to us." :z. Strausz­
Hupé explains the spread of such a view of 
peaceful coexistence in the United States and 
other capitalist countries by the U.S.A. having 
lost its ''freedom of decision'' whether ''to stay 
at peace or go to war". With the development 
of the Soviet nuclear-missile technology, the 
right of decision went over to the Soviet 
Uni on. ~~~!-

The Soviet Government, pursuing a policy 
of peacef ul coexistence in the interests of the 
U.S.S.R., the other Socialist countries and the 
entire international Communist movement, is 
trying to save mankind from the threat of a 
devastating nuclear war. lt acts on the prin­
ciple that peaceful coexistence of countries with 

• • • oppos1t1e soc10-·econ1orn1c ,systems rneans ,renun-
aiation of war as a means of .resolving disputed 
issues 'hetwe.e,n states. 

But peaceful coexistence is a dialectical 
phenomenon w.hich contains elements both of 
cooperation and of struggle. For us Î't i,s above 
alil a .speoi:fic f orm of the class s1truggle in the 
international arena. L:enin desicribe,d 1the co·n­
cessions f orm of economic cooperation as 
a f or.m ''of econ~omic war'' lbetween Socialism 
and capitalism. *:-~:- As for the ideological sphere, 
here any cooperation whatsoever is precluded; 

* D. F. Fleming, The Gold War and Its Origins, 1917-
1960, Vol. 1, London, 1961, p. 3. 
** See American Strategy for the Nuclear Age, New 
York, 1960, p.p. 46, 48. 
:'":'":~ V. 1. Lenin, Collected ·works, Vol. 31, Moscow, 1966, 
p. 456. 
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here consi:stent and persistent class struggl.e ii.s 
waged wiith iever inorieasing intensiity. On ldeo­
logical questions the.re can be no compromises 
for Marxists. 

Such an interpretation of the concept of 
peacef ul coexistence rules out any contradiction 
be.tween it and proletariian internationalism. 
Moreover, peaceful coexiis1tence facilitates the 
provision of conditions for realising the princi­
ples of proletarian inter.nationali1sm. The policy 
of peaceful coexi1stence is aimed at preserving 
worllid peace, at securing peace for all 1th.e peo.ples 
of .the SoaiaJList countries and providing the ex­
ternal political conditions necessary for the 
conslhmctive labour of the peoples in the Social­
ist community building Sooialis.t and ·Communis,t 
society. Tihi1s fuHy ·meets the aiims ipursued by all 
true MarXJis1t internatio1nalists. 

,Sin,ce the S1econd W orld War, the Leninist 
principl1e of proletairian 1int1ernationalism has 
been strikingily embodied in the relations of the 
Soviet U·nion with iother countr1ies of ,the So­
cialis1t community. Pal'!t and parcel of these 
relation,s is f'raternal mutuaJl assistance, which 
is a 1powerful ·manifestation of the prinoiple of 
Socialist ~nternationalis·m. When 1the peoples of 
these countries ,undertook .to carry out a S1o;cia1l­
ist revolution, it was the tPol1i!tiical and miliitary 
might of the Soviet Union that protected them 
f·rom .the 0e:xiport of 1counter-revolution f oom the 
West and 1ensured f avourable external pollitical 
co.nditions f 01-- the victory of th.e revolution. The 
U.S.S.R. a!lso played a similar part when peo-

* V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, Moscow, 1966, 
p. 456. 
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ple's rule was as.serting itself 1in the young So­
ciali1st :sitates. Soviet e'conomic assistanc,e f acil­
Î'tated the building up of the economy in other 
Socialis1t ·co1unt1nies. T ,he 1economic achievements 
of ·the Sooialist countries are also due in large 
measll!fe ito .the Soviet Union' s assumption of 
a ·Considerabl1e share of the exp.enditure for the 
joint defence of the Socia:lis!t community, indud­
ing the developm.ent of nuclear-missile weap­
ons, whiidh involves tremen1d·ou(s material out­
lays and ithe efforts of sciientists, technicians 
and workers. 

The ,fiormation of -the Sociclli.st system of 
s1tates signified that the principle of Socialist 
interna!tionalism, preserving all its old f unc­
tions, the operation of whiich has been greatly 
exten:ded in the new conditions, became a prin­
ciple ·regulating relations hetween states in the 
SociaJlist ·oommunity. 

TI1e 1relations o·f t1he Soviiet Union with the 
worlcing people of the capiitalist countri.es con­
tinue to be based on the principle of rprolietarian 
internationalism. But with the ,soviet U nio:n 
intcreaS1ingly influencing wor.ld 1developm·ent, the 
spread of Socialist and national-liiberation rev­
olutions, the riise in th·e political consci1ousness 
and activity of the .masses and the further ex­
pansion of 1fjhë varions sitreams of the mass .pro­
gr1essive ·movement, the iinternatûonal ties be­
tween the U.S.S.R. and the worroing people of 
the non-Socialist s1taites have assumed a ·tru:ly 
unparalleled scope. The principle of proletarian 
internationalism also regulates relations of 
other Socia:list ·sitates with ?the working people 
of ·the capitalist world. 

A characteristic feature of postwar world 
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politiics is ithe concentraJtion of :fio:rices of the 
bourgeoisie :for struggle against Socialis1m and 
the (revo1lutionary mov,ement, a ,ooncen1tration 
without equal in 1the pas1t. Tihe numerous ag­
gressive miHtary blocs buHt up tby the main 
counter-Œ"evolutionary for ce of our time, .the 
United States, consititute an important e'lement 
in 1con:tem1porary in1ternationa~ relations. 

Political Jieaders of 1the ibourgeois world are 
driviing for furthe1r integ,ration of !the economic, 
miliitary and political resour.ces of the priincipal 
ca:pitalist states. As early as 1961 Anthony 
Eden demande:d: "Faoed with 1this chaJMenge, 
the 1firee nations must unite and integrate .more 
closely rt:han .ever before 1in war or peace." For 
"we are engaged in a ,conflict for ·the surviival 
of a rf,ree 1civiliization [thaJt is how Eden qualifies 

.t 1 ~ V TJ'' ~,.. cap1 ai-1sm.- . . . . · 
Another British political leader, Douglas 

Home, assured the :publ1ic in 1962 that "our one 
pul'1pose is to try to ·crieate the intelidependence 
of naJtions and briing the ·Communist nations 
into the f old with the f ree peoples". *i- What he 
implies is ,the abolition of the Soaialis1t states 
and :the restoration of the capi1ta1ist ,system -on 
their ter,ri,tory. 

The f oreign policy puTsued by the bourgeois 
staites requires that 1the Socialist oountries, and 
t,h,e 1en1:1ir.e world C1ommunist movement, further 
extend and strengthen revolutionary interna­
tionalist ti.es and joint action. The bourgeois 
counJter-revolutionary front, which is s1tepping 
up i1ts aotivity, 1must be 1met by the mighty 

:f- Foreign Affairs, January 1961, p . 169. 
~~~~ The Times, Oct. 24, 1962, p. 13. 
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revolutionary for ce of proletarian internation­
alism. 

The Soviiet Union is carrying 0U1t its inter­
nationaliist druty embodied in 1the plans of build­
ing Communist so:ciety in the U.S.S.R. Thereby, 
the Soviiet peoples are not only aocomplishing 
their naitional task, bU1t also stimulating the 
wiorkii:ng people in other countries 1to struggl1e 
for 1the S10.cialist ,vev·olutiion. ''Wje 1have ,said, and 
still say, thait Socialism has the force of exam­
ple," Leniin wro1te. " ... W e must show the 
significance of Communism in practice, by ex­
ample." ::-

The suocess.ful building of ·Communism in 
the Soviet Union shows the working people of 
the wor\ld 1the direction f ollowed by world so­
cial 1development. It also 1reveals the his1toriic 
doom of capitalism. Our conS'truotive aotivity 
rai.ses the econom1ic and 1political 1might of rt:he 
world Socialist sys!tem, helps it to outstrip ,caip­
italii.sm in ma1teuial production. Our .economic 
achievements r.einf or·ce the ·def ence potential of 
the Social1is1t .camp and 1crieate more f avouirable 
possihilities for aver.ting another world war and 
cuHing shorit the :e){)port of counter-reviolution 
and neoco1lonialism by the iÎ1mperialûs1t powers. 
AchieVïemenits iin building Communism, the 
grow.th of the economy and ouliture, the exten­
sion 10f democracy and improvement of ithe liv­
ing standard of the Soviet peop'le enrich the 
theory of Marxism-Leninism with .the e~per1i1ence 
of 1transi1tion f rom lSoaialism to Com1munism. T .he 
worl1d 1revolu:tionary process is .thereby aocele­
rated. 
* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, Mo~cow, 1966 
p. 457. 
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The working-class movement in (the capitalist 
world in recent yeairs has been .largely indebted 
for Œ1ts gains to 1the achievements of the Soviet 
people. In face of the g.rowing might of Social­
i1sm, .the bour.geoisie is ·compelled 1to manoeuvre 
and make concessions to the working people, 
who are stepping up the struggle for democ­
racy, for their economic rights. 

The C.P.S.U. -is working for the O:nternational 
unity of the revolutionary vanguard of the wor.1d 
working ·cl·ass, .for unity of aotion hy all Com­
munist Parties. The loyality of :the Soviiet Union 
to proletariian internationalism is displayed 1in 
the great moral, poliitical and ,material support 
the Sov1i.et Union is giving the national-ilibera­
tion ,movemenit and the peoples of new 1sitates 
whiah have won nationaJl independence. 

The assistance rendered by the .Soviet Union, 
Poland, Hungary, the German D1emocratic Re­
public and Bulgariia .to Czechoslovakia in 1the 
summ.er of 1968, when 1the gaiins of SociaJlism in 
that .country were endangered by the intriigues 
of internai and external counter-revolutionary 
forces, i.s a stniking ·manif1es1t'ation of internation­
alism on 1the part of Sooialist countries. The 
C.P.S.U. an1d t 1he Soviet Gov·ernment aoted in 
perfect .conformity with the Leninist concept 
of internati,onalism. L1enin believ1e'd that the 
working class of the Soviiet S1tate woruld 
"suppor1t the f1raternal 1revioluti0:nary movement 
of 1the proletariat of al1l countries w·ith all 
its strength and with every 1means at its idis­
posal." ~:- The outbur,sit of f renzy in the bourgeois 

!~ V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 27, Moscow, 1965, 
p. 119. 
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woirld 1in this connection was conv1În:cing proof 
how justified 1this action was on the part of the 
Warsaw T1reaty 1oountries. 

The ;conid1itions 1today are such (that the mem­
bers of .the Sorcialist community do not have 1to 
make sacrifices as ,great as ;those horne hy the 
Soviet Union in the initial period of its existence 
and in 1941-1945 in the interests of Socialism. 

1lhe ·relations 10 1f the 1Sovie'.t Uni on with o·ther 
countrie·s of lthe Soaialist communli1ty are ibased 
on if raternal ·cooperation and 1mutual assistance, 
stniot consi1derat1i,on ·foir t1h,e interes1ts o·f every 
country and 1their pnoiper ieombination wi1th the 
general int1er1ests of ·the ·wiorlid Socialist :syistem. 
But ito ass,ert these relations is 1an 1int1ri1ca1te and 
none too .ea:sy task. Numerous diif:fioulties of an 
O!bj.eative and subject;ive natur.e must ·be elimi­
nated. lit is impoS!sible to create at once a 
volluntary allianc.e 0 1f So,cialist nati1ons, 1base:d on 
ful1l confi·dence and 1clear awareness 10 1f 1th,e need 
for [raJternal unity. For this puripose it 1is neces­
sary graduaHy and paJtiiently to elimina:te "1dis­
trusit inheiriteid from centurie·s o·.f l1andoiwn.er and 
cap1talist opp.res1sion, !Centuries of iprivate rprop­
erty and the enmity caused by its divisions 
aDJd redivlisions''. ~~ N ati1onalis1m and 1ohau1vin:is1m 
are among such adverse consequences of capi­
talis1m. 

Besi1des objective difficulties, the :esta:bLiish­
m1ent 01f inte:rnatio1n·alis1t relatiions wi1t1hin the ·So ... 
cialist communi:ty is also impede1d by the greatly 
initerrsified intrigues of Soa1ailism' s enemies. By 
political, ideologii1caJl rpropaganda and, aJt lf:imes, 
also economic means, they try ito set the Social-

~~ Ibid., Vol. 30, p. 293. 
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ist countnies against eaoh other, and espeoial1ly 
against .the Sovi.e;t Union, aware lthat the 
U.iS.S.R. is the b,ulwark 0 1f the e1nti1re wo·rlid So­
cialis1t 1system. They .doggedly ·canry on subver­
sive work ·to disun1i1te t.h·e .S10,cial1ist countries and 
the worl1d Com,munis\t 1m1ove1m.en1t from t1he n·a­
tional-liberation movernent. 

Contemporary Riight-wing Social-Democracy, 
that long-standing and consis·tent enemy of in­
ternaJbtonialism, plays an unseemly pant in lthis 
respect. Betrayal by the Rngh!t-wing Sooial­
Democraitic ,leaders ihelped ·the ÎrmperiaJlis·t forices 
to unleasih two world wans. Tioday, Rii1giht-wing 
Social-Democracy, hand in hand wi1th ithe impe­
rialisits, participatf:es in the campaign against So­
cial1i1st internationalism. In 1966, Geor,ge Brown, 
one of the British Labour Party leaders, solemn­
ly ploclaimed ait the party's conf.erence: "We arie 
internaJti.ona:lisits." But the Stand taken by ithe 
Wilson Governiment in 1conneoti1on with the 
evenits i1n 1Czechosl1ovaki1a [eaves no noom f o·r 
doubt on 1this s·core. The leader.s of ·t1he B·ri1ti1s~h 
LaJbour Party inde1ed aJot as "internaif:ionaliS1ts", 
not of the Socialis·t camp, but of 1the anti-·Com­
munist 1internationaJl 1couniter-revolutionary fŒ"ont, 
headed by 1the U.S. i.mpenialists and 1tihe Bonn 
r1evian1chis1ts. 

The splitting activity of itihe Mao Tse-ttung 
grouip is idoing greait harm ·to 1the :cause of So­
cialist 1solidaniity. It can hardly be doubted if:hat 
haJd 1the giroup not weakened the uni·te:d Social­
i1st firont, 1th,e U ni1te1d S1tates wou.1d have not be en 
aJble to apply its aggressive poHcy tin South­
eas·t A·si1a and especia:Hy to stant 1the ·pirafical 
war in Viet-Nam. 

I·mpenialist pnopaganda is elated iover ithe 
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"special" s·tand of Yugoslavia on the Czeohoslo­
vak 1ques1tion. The imp.e11Î1all1ists have cause for 
rejoi.aing. The Yugoslav leadens are rpaying itrib­
ute 1to nationalism to :the 1deitrime111t (and i1t is 
always only to ·the detriment) of Social1is:m. 

The results of the Soviet Uni on' s half-century 
development conclusively demonstrate the 
co:t'lrectness and viitality of the Mar~ist-Leninis1t 
dootnine, 1the correotness of the road foUowed by 

- the Sovi,et p.eop.le under 1the leadership of rthe 
Communis1t Party. These 50 year.s prut to the 
tes1t 1the L1eninis1t prinoiples of ithe ifioreign rpolicy 
of 1the Sociailist state-proletariian internati10nal­
is.m and peaoeful ·coexistence. 'Ilhe ha1f-1century 
exipe11ience has rervealed 1the vii1tal imporitance of 
these rprinciples .for Socialism. The suocesses of 
th.e ,Soviiet Uni on in So1cialist and C'oimmrunist 
construction cl,early .prove ithe 1correctness of 
the interna! and ex1t1ernal pofitical 1oourse ,oharited 
by the founder and leader of 1the first Soaialist 
state Œn 1the w.o·rl!d. 



A. Gorokhov 

Leninist Diplomacy: Principles. 
and Traditions 

Soviet diplomacy born of the October Revo­
lution has travelled a long and extremely com­
plicated path of development. The experience 
it has accumulated is diverse and, to a certain 
extent, unique-it reflected the process of the 
establishment of Socialism and the steadily in­
creasing role and influence of the new social 
system in world development. 

The charaoter and 1mos.t i,mpor·tant :peculiar­
ities of .Soviet .dipl1omacy were and stiill are de­
it:enmined by the revolutionary and class .content 
of Soviiet f oreign poliicy, which 1rests on the ;solid 
b·asis of Marxisit-LelllÎ,nlÏs\t science. In their 
works, K. Marx, F. Engels anld V. I. Lenin ex­
pounded and vindicateld 1t!he genuine scientific 
unidenstanding of the most significant rtJheor.et­
ical prob:lems of 1internatii1onal re'laitions and for­
ei1gn poLicy. 'Ehey f orimulaited ;the basi1c princi-
ples of the pnoletariat' s f orei1gn po.licy and Œ"e­
vealed the ·content and essence of iproletarian 
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internationalism. V. I. Lenin 0U1t1lined :the chief 
aims and di1re·ctions of a So1cialis,t s1tate's fo1r­
ei1gn poLicy under ,the conditions of s~mul1taneous 
existence of 1two opposing .siocial syst·e.ms-So­
cialism and oapiitalism. 

The whole history of the U.S.S.R.'s f oreign 
poHcy, whioh has aJlways .focused 1the atten­
tion of the Panty and 1its l1eaiding ho.dies, is 
an example of loyality ·to 1the aiims and pninci­
ples heqrueathed hy Lenin. The sU1coesses scored 
by the Soviet . Uni on in ·fioreigin ,policy 1are 1the 
direcït ·result 1of 1the L\en1inist 1course and of rthe 

' P a11ty' s activ~ty !hased on Lenin' s .diJred:iions. 
At .each ·stage of 1the Soviet Union'1s devel­

opment, the wori1d situation was di:ffierent; so 
were iits ,fior1eign policy tasks. A .creative ap­
proaoh to the implementaJtion of these itasks 
or·gamioally .comhining loyalty ito the Leninist 
principles and itraditions and flexib'le uti11i1sation 
of 1t1he new ,f avouraJble condi1tions enables 1the 
C.P .iS. U. an1d th.e So.viet Governm·ent 1to ac.hi1ev,e 
the main forieign po11cy 1gioal iprese:rivaitiJOn of 
peace for Communist construction. 

Our Par1ty hias made a siginificant contriibu­
ition ,to 1the rf:.heoirettical elabonation, f u111t1her .de­
velopment and practical appliicaition of Sociailist 
f oreign policy pninciples. The cr.eaJtiv.e 1develop­
ment o,f 1the L·en!inisit i,d,e.as .and tradition1s in for­
eign policy was necessi1tated hy lif e and ,the 
need to ·take Îinto acc·ouint ·the n·ew feaJtuiies an·d 
phenomena in . international aff airs w.hLch 
emerged ,due 1to .radical ·chariges in 1the igenera:l 
balance -of forces in f avour ,of ·S!o-cial1is1m. 

On the eve of the Great October Revolution 
and in the years immediately following it, 
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the Bolsheviik Parity guided by V. I. Leniin ~a­
borated and declared the programme of Socialist 
for,eign policy. The Lenini.st f or1ei1gn poHcy is an 
obviously new .stage in the hisitory of interna­
,fional 1relations and idLplomacy. Len in wrote: 
"The f oreign policy of the pro'letariat is aJlliance 
wi1th the 1revolutiionaries 'O·f 1the adiv1anced coun­
tries and with all .the oppr.essed naitions against 
all and any impeni1aJlis:ts". ~:- . 

The younrg Soviiet stat.e regar.ded as the chief 
a:im of iits if or,eign policy the attainmient JOf a 
democraitic and j,ust peace. In both its content 
and ~t.s piraot1iaal methods, Lenin' s 1doctrine of 
peace was irevolutionary f rom the beginning to 
the end and iÎnseparaible from the s:trugigle for 
Socialism. Ait ithe same tiime, it is impossible to 
achieve ia democratic peace and create faviour­
able external .oonditions ,for Social1ist and Com­
munis,t .consitruction wi1thorut a \C1ons·is1tent an1d 
deaisive s1truggile agains1t imperiaLism and iits 
poliicy of pr·eparing and unleashing pr.edatory 
Wlars. 

Soviet foreign policy is internationalis't 1in i1ts 
viery ,essence and is 1deter1mined by 1the .olass na­
t1u1r.e of \the 1So,cialis1t sitarf:e. The i 1deas to~f interna­
tionalism inspire not only the main goals and 
directions of Sociallist foreign poHcy, but (also 
i1ts ev:eryday praictiical 1aations. 

W1i1th th·e exis1ten1ce of ,tihe S·ocialist co1mmu­
nity of nations, the iinternationalism 1of Social­
Œst foreign po'licy is determined by the faot thait 
1th1es1e natio,ns ,have an [1d·en1tical economirc basi1s 
and state s:truoture, a common rideology, 1com-

* V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 25, Moscow, 1964, 
p. 87. 
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mon interes;ts in «:lefence of their revolutionary 
achievements and national :indepenldence 
against 1mperi:alist encnoaohments. The Soci1al­
is1t cou1ntries have a ·001mmon ·,aim :C·o:m1munis,t 
construction. The principle of proletarian inter­
nwti1onal1is1m is the 1corners1ton:e ·olf So,ciallist for­
eign poliicy and determines i•ts ,conten1t 1and 
essence. Thiat 1is why ,the qruestion of ithe 111ole and 
signifiaance of prol1etarian internationaLis.m ân 
the Socialist 1count11ies' f oreign poliicy is of the 
u·tmost imporitance. . 

Tihe pirinaip[e of proletarian internatiional­
ism, in which 1the ideology and politi.cal aims of 
ithe workiing clasis 1are embodii1ed, has iits peculiar-
1ties and manif esits itselif in diff erent spher,es, 
including ithe class struggle, int1e11national rela­
tions, :domes:t:iic and foreign policy. 

It wouLd be er,roneous to rega11d pro'letal'lian 
internati1onalism as no ,more ithan a principle of 
working clasis solidarity in :the struggle againsrt: 
eXJploitation and oppression. This pri:nciple im­
poses upon 1the workers of ithe wor.Ld :the duty of 
pooling effort,s on an intiernational S!cale agiaiins1t 
aggressiive wars and for peace among nations. 
I t was this peculiari1ty of proletari1an 1interna­
tional1ism that extended :i:ts scope and off ered 
an opportuni1ty for ra1lying under the working 
class banner 1the lbroadest .seations op.posed to 
war. 'the anti-war trend of pr-011,etarian interna­
tiona1ism has :always been 10ne of â.ts 1most im­
portant f eatrures. 

Today the role played by intemationaHsm 
in aill spheves of sooiJal life, especially in the 
peo1ples' s:truggle to avert a new war and to 
thwart the mi1itary s:chemes of ithe imperi1alists, 
is considerably enhanced. Thlis r·esUlts first and 
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fore1most ·fr,01m 1t1he inten·sifie.d internationaJlisa­
tion of sioci1al lâ.fe, the sharpeniing of the strug­
gle hetween the iforices of Soci1alism and of im­
penialism, the s1trengtheDIÎng of 1the intierrela­
tions and inter.depen!denc·e of the thr,ee · streams 
in the worl.d revolutionary process-the Social­
is1t system, the worker1s' movement in ,capi,talist 
countries, and the nationaJl-liberaition sitruggle 
of the peoples. The pressing neoess1Î'ty to pursue 
an international foreign po'licy is dictated by the 
f aat 1that 1at present the war menace of impe­
ria1ism i1s continuaJlly growing. Tih.is menace 
shoul\d be 1countered .by the 100.nsolidation of ,all 
f.or.oes wh.Jich are opposed to imperialism and its 
aggïressive policy iand advocate ipea;ce among 
nati,ons. 

Ait each stage of historical development, the 
content of proletarian internJationaLism has heen 
enriched, the f orllls of its Illanif estation becolll­
ing 1more varied and pe!ifedt. The establishm.ent 
of t1he Wiülil1d S.010Î1allÎ1St sysite1m ushered in a n·eW 
stage in the development of proletarian inter­
nationalism, whi1ch h!as now beco1me ithe .basic 
principile of int1er-st,ate reliaitions betw.een Social­
ist countries. Thi1s s'ub.st1a·nt1ially \ÏDJcreas,ed its 
sphere of activity which in itselif is of 1trem·en­
dous importance. The f unctions of ithe pr.ole­
tarian int1ernati1onalism hav,e also become more 
complex and i1t now detenmines not only the 
relations hetween the working cl1ass of the So­
ci1alist ·coun1tries, but ·aJlso the r\el1ati1ons 1betwie·en 
the peoples of those countries and ithe relations 
betw1een :tho1se states, that is, it 1deter1mines bo1th 
cLass and int,er-state relati101ns, w1hi1ch i1s ce.ritain­
ly a mos1t complex 1task. 

One of the most important requirements log-
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k ally arising f rom the pninciiple of prol·etarian 
initernationalism is t.h1e ,So.ai1alist 1countries' co­
ordinait1ion o,f aotion in internatio1nal ,affiai.iis. '"Dhe 
S1ocialist countries' 1consoli1dati1on 1of efforts an1d 
coondination of action in f orei1gn po1liicy are par:­
ticular l y necess;ary nolt only beoause ·they are 
oppo.sed on the key issues by the i:rnperiaHst 
bloc. Unirty and coordination of action inarease 
the Socialist countries' strength and are the 
most .essentiaJl condiition for the ltniumiph of 
peace, democracy, natÏ'onal inrdependence and 
Social1i1sm :over war, r.e.aotioln, colonialisim an,d 
imperialism. As V. I. Lenin :poiinted 'ÜUt, "com­
plete vict'Ûry over oaipitalism cannot \be wion un­
less ·the proletari1at and, fol1lowiing i1t, the mass 
of working people in aU ;counJtries and nations 
throughout the worl1d, voluntartily strive :fror 
alliance and unity." ::-

B-esid1es, the Soicialist c1ountries arie rf aced 
\\TiÎ1tfh such issues as 1thwarting the aggr.ess1ive 
schemes of the imperi1alist cir.cles, .rendering 
mo.st eff eotive assistan1ce to the nati1onal-l1ibera­
tion movement, preserving peacef.ul coexistence, 
solving such internaltional priohlems as .di1sar­
mam1ent, crea:tioln ·of la reliiaJb1le colleative s.ecuri­
ty ·system in Europe and 01ther areas. All these 
tasks :can be solved only if the!ie 1is unity of ac­
tion and ao·or1di.nate.d eff or1t o.f 1the 1Slo1ciaJlis1t icoun­
tries. Both the charaoter 1anid the s1oope of ithese 
tasks make it urgent for ithe 8ocial1ist coun­
tries to pool ,their efforts and coordinate itheir 
action. This neces&i..ty also f ollows f rom the 
significance and .oomplexHy of the priohlems fac­
ing 1the SociaList staites. Many nationaJl problems 
~z. V. 1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, Mo,scow, 1966, 
p . 151. 
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of .ceritaiin SocialiS1t countries (e.g., ensuring in­
divti.idual SociaList 1oourrtries' national securiity) 
can be solved only 1through joint effort, agree­
ment and unity of action of the Socialist aoun­
tries. 

1Cüor,di.nation of action and joint effort by rthe 
SiociaJList s1tates in itheir ,strugigle against :the i~­
perialii1st policy of 1aggires.siion an!d war to .giua­
rante·e the mos1t faVïourabl1e external conJditions 
for Soicia1ist and Communist 1construation are 
diatated by the obJeative 1demands of lif e itselif. 
Aocording11:y, the Warsaw Pact 1counlfa1ies have 
oommitited ,themselves '',to 1consrult one 1ano,th,er o.n 
a11 tÎmportant international issues relat1ed Ibo their 
co1m1mon inte.re.sts .... " In ifulfilment 1of this co,m­
miitmelllt, regular .consultations on all key inter­
national issues 1are held, and the .general ~ine and 
posiitiion of 1the Sooialist srtates ·are ·elaborate.d. 

W1i1de-scale diplomatie aooperati1on of the So­
cialist ,s,tates do es not 1mean, how,eve1r, 1that th,e 
diplomatie activi1ties of these .countries have no 
specific feaJtures of their own, arising from ia 

number of poliifical, economic, his1torical, geo­
graiphical ·and i01ther f actioriS. The Foreign Min­
ÏJster of the Polish .People's Repuhl1ic, .Adam Ra­
paicki, says: "The .community iof foreign pol1icy 
principles and aims [of the Socialist countries­
Ed.] does not mean application of 1some stereo­
tyipe in the Socia1ist aountries' di:pl'Omatic ac­
tivi1ties in .the :in1ternational ai~ena. E1ach S1oci.al­
ist 1staite has its own 1Specific intere.sts, its his­
torically shaped economic 1ties wiith other coun­
tries, centain 1special 1method:S and forms of ac­
tion. These 1peculiaritiies can be and are refleated 
in the f oreign pol1icy of all SociaJlisit states and 
are heneficial to the peop.les ·Concerned as weH 
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as to 1the common polii.cy of the entir·e Soaialist 
camp and 1the common cause of peacef uil coex -
. '' 1sten1ce. 

lt ,can be ad(ded that, wirthin the fr,a1rnework 
of the oommon 1ine, the diplomatie posi1tions of 
the SocialŒslf: sltates may not collljpletely coincide 
on centiain particular questions. Here i·t 1is of im­
poritance to elaboraite by collective efforts a gen­
er·aJ position which meets the inJter·esits of each 
Socialist country and of the entire Socia1ist 
camp. Proletarian interna!tionaliism neiitl1er 
ignores :the diversi1ty of ithe present-id:ay wor1d 
nor cal1s for au toma tic i.dentity of methods in 
foreign ipo1licy; it presupposes effor1ts and ahiHty 
t10 fi.nid ·a solut1ion o,f 1th1e co·mmon ÎI11terna:t1ion,al 
problems under specific national conditions. Far 
firom weakening the •coor1dinaition of foreign 
policy acts by the S0:ci.aLis1t com·muniity in oppos­
·Ïng the gilobal s:traitegy of imperial1ism, this 
make·s it .still more imper,ativ·e. 

SocialiiS1t diplomacy is no:t stagnant. Proceed­
ing from the changes ,in the ·international siitua­
·tion, i·ts pninaipal concepts are ;creatively elab­
orated and deveiloped; on the basiis of the ex­
perience acoumulated, ,tadtics and methods are 
be'ing perfected, and diiplomafic personnel are 
being trained and :tempered to ipUt inlto pr,actice 
the ideas of peace and Sooialis·m. Sooial1i;St dip­
l'Omacy has unmasked 1the fillthy machinations 
of imperialism and enahled the broaid maiss·es to 
play thetir part in worl1d poli1tics. 

The entire history of Soviet foreign policy is 
convincing proof of our country' s firm and 
co,nsistent .eff'orits to f ulfil i,ts in·ternaJtional1is1t 
duty. The Soviet Union 1does not shirk the res­
ponsihil1ities im;posed on it by the principles of 
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pnoletaflian · internaitionalism. T 1his was ·the case 
1in the finslt yeairs of Soviet power, when foreign 
policy W1aJS directed personally by V. I. Lenin; 
i it was the case als10 in the l 930s land ithe 1har1d 
years of the ·Second W orJd W ar; an1d ~:t i1s :Still 
true in the postwar period. 

The exiperience gained by Soviiet id1plomacy 
i,s the basis which enahles our coullltry to W1ork 
eff eicltively for peace and social progresis. L. I. 
Brezhnev said in his s1pee1ch at the Karlovy Vary 
conf eo:-eDJce: "Iif i1t is 1true that the strugigl.e for 
peace promotes the struggïle for Sooia1i,sm, ii1t is 
no less tvue that the strug.gle aga1ins:t imperial-
1i.sm and reactionary elements for democracy and 
siocial p.rogress 'Îis an imporitant condition for 
consoHdatJing peace and international secu11i:ty." 

In his report on peace at the Second A!l1l­
Rusis1ia Congress of 1the Soviets of the W orker.s' 
and Soldiers' Deputies on Ootober 26 (N ovem­
ber 8), 1917, V. I. Lenin set 1the :task: " ... 1to helip 
the peopleis to intervene in question of war and 
peace." ~:- The yearrs that have pas.sed since then 
have heen years of .sltrenuous and consis1tent ac­
tion by our country for peace in the anti-impe­
riialiist struggle, whioh has united the mas.ses 
and 1increasingly involved them in the peace 
movein·ent. 

Today, the S1truggile for peace is ·Sltill .fior us a 
class and revo1utionairy task, since :fighting for 
peace means isolat1ing the mo.st 1militant and ag­
gres:sive air.ales of the irmpenialist bourgeoi1sie. 

Tthe .struggl1e ag.ainslt 1the threa;t of war aris­
ing .from imperiaLism hais always been concrete 

:~ V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 26, Moscow, 1964, 
p . 252. 
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in charaoter; Hs ways, fo~ms and 'methods are 
deternllined by real 1cÏricumstances and the ne­
cess1ity to counter impelt'ialism':s .aggressive acts. 
Dur.ing 1the Korean war, the peoples concen­
trated - their efforts on cuflhing 1the ag1gressors 
and makiing them stop the predatory war. To­
da y, !the chlef efforts of peace supporters are 
aimed ·ait putting an end to the baribarous war 
waged by .the A.merican 1imperialists agains:t the 
Vietnamese people. I:t is tyipical that the anti­
war wave is gaining 1strengith in 1the U.S. ,itself. 

Year after year, .the peoples are mor.e aotiive-
1 y intervening in questiuns of war and peace. 
V. I. Lenin f oresaw the ,gr1eat dJifficulties which 
w1oul1d have to be ov.erco1me on the r·o·ad tio las1t­
ing peace. fanpooialis.m, losing i1ts posiitions one 
af1ter another, wi'll not voliuritarily withdr.aw 
from the ·struggle. Moreover, the lait:est events 
testify that it is even trying to mount a counter­
off ensive. 

Ail the:se eff or'ts, however, ,ar1e d101om·ed to in-
evi:table f ail ure. Toiday, the intiernationail work­
.ing class and i.ts creation-the world Socialist 
S)TiSltem whioh is continuaLly increasing irt:s po­
liJt1ical, economic and miliitary ,mi,giht, is the .m1ost 
important anti-war for.ce. The history of the 
postwar peniod has prov:e,d that the Sooialist 
countries possess the necessary resources and 
po.ssibi'~ities to curib the i1mpeliialist (pOlicy of ag­
gressli1on and war. 

An esisentially new postwar factor is t1he 
part .played in ,the anti-war mov.em-ent by .such 
a pow.erif ul fiorice as the youn:g S'Overeign ·states 
of A.isfüa and Afü,ica whioh have emer.ged on the 
ruins of the 1colonial empii1res. 

While stressing that the pninoiple of prole-
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tarian internationalism in f oreign policy is ex­
pressed, firis.t and 1fioremosit, in the velations be­
tween the Sod.aJlisit countr.ies, it 1is neces:sary to 
note ithat thi:s does .not exha:ust ·the sphere of its 
manifestation. The Socialist countries' policy 
towar1ds the n·ational-1li1beration movement i1s an­
other notable field where this pr-inciple is re­
flected. 

V. I. L·enin regard~d the national-liheration 
struggle as an i1mportiant parit .of the general 
worLd revolutio.nary process. He connedted the 
s·u,ccesses of the national-liber,ation mov·ement 
directl y wiith the assistance 1i1t recei.ved and 
wollll(d receive from the .for,ces of organised So-
. i· '' Th. 1 . f c1a 11s1m. . . . 1s .revio, ut1on.ary movement o 

the peoples of the East can now develop eff ec­
tively, oan reach a suocessful issue, only by 
direct association w.i1th .the revolut1ionairy s1trug­
g le of our SoVJiet Republic against 1international 
im1perialism." ::· In these conditions, V. I. Lenin 
considered iit neces1sary to appriove a new slogan 
"W orkers of All Countrûes and O:ppresseid Peo­
ples, Unite!" w:b.iich e~presses the un:breakable 
or.ganic ·Nnk of the national-liiberation move­
ment with the Social1ist f orices and the inte'.rna­
tional worker,s' rno1vement. 

In compliance Wli.th thi1s .sliogian, one of the 
most .impoITTtant tasks of Soaialist f oreign policy 
has always been all-round assistance and sup­
port to the nat1ional-l1i:beratiion struggle of the 
peoples against i,mperial1ism and col1onialism. 
Thl.s fiolliows f rom the principle of pro1l1etarian 
in1terna1tionaLism. 

* V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 30, Moscow, 1965, 
p. 151. 
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Among the fiorms and tyipes of assistance 
rendered by the Socialiis1t coun1triies to the na­
tional-libera:tio,n movement a1re direc1t mate­
nial support, both economic and miEtary, to 
the oppressed peoples, poli1tical and diploma;t1ic 
support in the international sphere; frus:trat:ion 
of t·he imperi.al1i1st powers' aggressive aotions 
against the peoples fighting for liberait1ion; pre­
ven1tion of the e~port of counter-1revolut1ion, and 
br101ad-séale .s,c1ienti:fi1c anrd techn1ical ass1iistan1ce 
to 1the developing .oounitries. 

The choice of 1t1he vario·us fio:nm1s of ass1istan1ce 
to the nation.al-l(iberat1ion movement an:d the 
emerging states is 1condilf:,ioned hy conoret.e hi1s­
tonical cilicum1stances, the peculianities of the 
si~tuat1i1on in th,es,e c1ountries, 1t1heir ne.eds, et1c. But 
wha1tever the f or1ms and method1s of the ,S.ooial­
ist countnies' assisjtance to the national-libera­
tion movement and the developing counihiies, 
their ess,ence 1:s the sam·e the genuine interna­
tionali1s1m underlyiing the poHcy of the Sooialist 
co,mmuni,ty. 

A.ss1is1tance and support of the naltit0nail-l1ib­
erait1ion movem.en't ,b:y· t 1h 1e world Socialist 1sys!tern 
and the working claiss in the oapi1talist coun­
tries are of Vlital i1mportance fior 1compldte an:d 
final l1iqiui1dation of ·coloniialiism. l 1t woul1d be er­
ri0neous, 'however, to viiew: this assi,s1tance ais 
unilateral .anid to ·ignore ithe fact that the peo­
ples' naJtional-l1iberatiion s:truggile ,i.s subs1tanti1al­
ly sltrengthenling the general posi:tions of the 
Socialist countries and the enitire wor1l1d wo1rk­
ers' m 1ovemen1t. 

P1r·o·let1arian i.nterna1tional1i1sm rnuist noit be in­
teripreted in a diogmatiiie and narrow seota:riian 
manner. If the principle of proletar1ian in-

87 



ternationalism and iits influenoe on f oreign poli­
cy are thus viiewed, va11iious errors are inevit­
able. 

I 1t is common knowledge, for ex ample, .thiat 
ass1istance to ,the oppressed peoples struggliing 
for their liberaJtion from nat1ional oppressi'On i1s 
one of the most signifioant requiirements of pro­
letarian interna;t.ionaliism. Here the priinoiple of 
proletaf!ian internationiaH1s1m is in full f oirce. But, 
af ter the victory of the national-liberation move­
menJt and the .fiormation of a national ill\depen­
dent .state, a new si1tuat,ion arises, slince power 
goes rto a government whiich opposes i1mper1ial­
i1sim and at t:he 1Same t1ime express1es the interests 
of the naHonal bourgeoisie. Can it be sa!id, in 
suoh a .case, that the prinoip.le of proleûarian 
inter,na't1ional1ism is 1ob.served to a centa:in exten,t 
in rielatiions between these ooun\tri1es and the So­
oiaLis1t coun,t,ries? 

If we view .the question from the broa;der 
ang,le of what principles ·cooperatlion between 
the Soci1aJlis1t and the emer1g;ing oounit:vies resits 
on and whether it is hased on the prin­
oiiple of peacef ul ooexistence alone or out­
grow.s the framework of that pr·incipl1e, it is 
ohvious that it would be absolutely wrong to 
define those relaJtions on .the basis of peacef ul 
ooe~istence alone. The as:S1i1stance and supporit 
whi;ch hias · been and is being rendered by the So­
cialist countries to the young national states 
are dictated by genuine internationalism. 

T 1he relationis betw.e.en the Socialist anid the 
emerging countries are such thiait 1they (aannot 
be detelimined by peacef ul coexis1tence ailone. 
Rel1a;tiorns of s1incere f,riendship, mutual confid­
ence and Silllpport, S'ol:idar\ity and fraternity iin 
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their commi0n struggle agains1t imperialism and 
ooloni:al1is·m, for independence, pe.ace and f ree­
dom of all peopl.es, are 1developing and streng­
thenting. But that does not mean that the whole 
complex of relations between the Sooialis1t arrd 
deveiloping oountries 1is based on the pninciple 
of proletarian internJatiionalism. Such an ap­
proach and 1such an asses.sment woul1d ignore 
the key difference in the social Sltructures of the 
Soaialist countries and of the young national 
sitates. Whil1e ·:it wou1ld be ervo.n·eous n1ot to see 
dif f erences between them, it wouLd also be a 
m1is1take to attach param·ount impontance to those 
diffierences and to pay no attenltion to the pro­
f ound soci10-economic proceisses taking place in 
some Of those s1tates al1ready today or matur1ing 
in others. When analysing the relations be­
tween the Social1ist and the developing coun­
tr.i.es, one shouJd prioceed from the ooncrete oon­
diirH·ons, and, 1in 1the firsd: place, take into con­
sideration what paith of socio-eaonomic develop­
ment th~s or that Af rican or A1sian oountry has 
ch,o·sen. 

Events sho.w, that real ,oon,di,tions ar,e to 
h.and for bringiing doser together the So:cialist 
and the emerging countries and an objeotive 
f oundatiion · is availahl.e for sitrengthening their 
soli.darity in the struggle agiainst Î1mperiaHsm. 

The Sooialist Sitaites play an exceptionally 
important role in th\\Tiariting the Lmperiali.st 
powers' attempts to restore thetir 1i.nfluence and 
con1tr1o:l ove1r their former colonies and semi-col­
onies and to halt by military force the widen­
ing and deepening of the national-liberation 
struggle. The f ail ure of the tripartite aggression 
against Egypt in 1956, ·the flop of the imper.ial-
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i.st plot against Syr.ia in 195 7, the defeait of the 
imperiali$1: aggress1ion agaiinst Iraq and Jor­
dan in 1958, and the assistance given by the So­
cialiis.t .slf:aites to the Arab countries 1in their strug­
gle against the Israeli aggression tin 1967 are all 
str.iklÎng examples show:ing the .efficacy of ipro­
letarian internationaliism, its pro.foundly vital 
f Olice in the struggle against imperia:Ji.sm and 
colonialœsm. 

Since the national-lfuberation struggle has 
now reached a qualitatively new stage in its 
development, when ·the e1imiina1tiion of the eoo­
nomic b·ackwar·dness of the former colon~es and 
dependent countries has become the main task, 
the economic assi1stance and support rendered 
by the U .S~S.R. and other SooiaHst oounJtr.ies to 
the young national states assum·es speoial 
signifioance. The internationa1ism of the Social­
ist countnies' poliicy is manif ested in their eco­
nomic aid to the national st1ates. Bo:th tthe 
volume and the character of this aid are well 
known, as is also the role it playis tin developing 
and consolidaJting the emerging councf:.ries' econ­
omy. 

One of Soviet diplomacy' s f.undamental tasks 
is to draw the peoples and States of the East 
into worJJd pollitics and .the solution of key inter­
national issues. The SoVIÎiet propœal1s drawn up 
by Georgi Chicherin shortly before ithe Genoa 
conference (1922) and approved by V. 1. Lenin 
ran: "The novelty of our internaitional .scheme 
should lie in the fiact that the Negro as well as 
other col'Onial peoples should patiticipate .in con­
f erences •and committees on an equal footing 
wt1th the European peoples and have the righit 
to rejeat interference in their internai life." 
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At that time, this was but a programme. Now 
the developing countries' foreiign poli:cy and dip-
1omacy arie playing an ever grow1ing role in in­
te·mat1ion.al 1affai1r.s. 'fihe conf erence·s an1d me·et­
iingis they hold and aA: wb.iich step.s and measures 
are dis,cussed for the strugigle for universail 
peace and against impe11i1ali1s.m and oolonialis·m, 
the diplomatie adtivities of ·the non-al,igned states 
in the Unit1ed Nations, etc., are prioof of this. H 
is notew.orth:y that when the U niitt'd N 1ations 
Ü1IiganisaJt:ion was esta:bl~shed (1945) there w1ere 
12 Asi1an an,d A:f11ican m·embers o,ut o·f a tiotal 0 1f 
51; by 1955, their number had increased to 26, 
and itoday about 70 seaJts out of 123 be1ong to 
A\fiiiaan an1d A1sian counitries. The fact that 
states f1ree:d f rom the imiperialiist yo~e, as 
well as millions of working people vi­
tal[ y intereS1ted in .ensuring juis!t and democratic 
peace, are being involved in acûvity ·to solv1e key 
international issues undoubt·edly .s.trengthens 
the Soci1alist .commun:ity',s posiition and promotes 
succes.siful actiV1ities in 1the internati,onal arena 
by rthe diliplomaicy of both giioups of countries. 

Relations with capitalist countries form an 
important field of Soviet f oreign policy. Soviet 
diplomacy spared no effort to make them nor­
mal. For example, on April 30, 1925, the Soviet 
Ambassador to France, L. Krasin, reported· to 
the People's Commissariat for Foreign Affairs: 
''I told Briand that the Soviet Government's 
directive given to me when I left for France 
was aimed at restoring not only normal diplo­
matie relations, but the closest possible relations 
between the two peoples ... " · 

The Soviet Government attached great im­
po~tan1ce to n1ormal1i1sat:ion 1of rela:tion1s Wti,th the 
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U.S.A. Deputy People's Commisisar for Foreign 
Affa1irs wno·te j,n his inistru!ct,ions tio the S·oviet 
Ambassador in France 1on February 20, 
1926: ''Y·ou 1sh1oul1d 1s:tate ·Î:O the U.1S. Ambaiss.ador 
~in P1a~is-Ed] ... that since the viery first day 
o.f its ,e~is,tenoe the S\oviet Government ha1s been 
oontinually seeking an opportunii1ty to estabHsh 
normal relations wi1tih the great American peo­
ple and settle the existing misunderstanding." 

1S'ov1iet-Geriman relations in 1the l 920s and 
early 1930s deserve apprecia:tion, since they werie 
marked by develiopment of broad economlÎ!C 
and political cooperafion between the two big­
gest European states. These relations wer1e for­
m:alised by the oonc1usion of the agreements of 
Rapal1o (1922) and of Berlin (1926) and a num­
ber of mutually advantageous t.rade and eco­
nomic treaties. · These agreements were in ac­
cor1d wit1h t·he natiion:al interes:t of the German 
people as wel.l. Even bourgeois poEticians had 
to admiÏJt the oon,st1ructive natur1e of S,oviet-Ger­
man cooperation. Thus, the former Counisellor 
of the German Embassy in Moscow G. Hilger 
and the American histori1an A. Meyer pointed 
out that in the 1920s there was ''no s,mall f11ic­
tion an.d confli,ct'' between the U .1S.1S.,R. and 
Germany and added, "It is nevertheless impor­
tant .to un·derstand that these co·nfl1ict1s were 
settled, even if after long and drawn-out nego-
. . '' '~ tiat1ons. .., 

In the period between the two w.orld war.s, 
bus~ness ties between the U.S.S.R. and the cap-

* Gustav Hilger, Alfred G. Meyer. The Incompatible 
Allies. A Memoir-history of German-Soviet Relations 
1918-1941, New York, 1953, p. 151. 
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italist countries expanded, and the trade turn­
over increased Soviet diplomats took part 
in international conferences and stepped up 
their activities in defence of peace in the League 
of Nations. Practice has confirmed the possibili­
ty and necessity of the peaceful coexistence of 
states with diff erent social systems. The anti­
Hitler coalition which emerged during the Sec­
ond W orld W ar due to the decisive contribution 
of the Soviet Union is proof of the possibility 
of f ruitf ul cooperation between the states with 
different social systems. 

Despite vigorous opposition f rom militant 
imperialist reaction, the policy of peacef ul coex­
istence is making headway in present-day inter~ 
national lif e. ln recent years a number of prob­
lems have been solved (the Moscow Treaty of 
1963 on banning nuclear tests in the three me­
dia, the 1967 Agreement on the Peaceful Use of 
Outer Space). Negotiations on the conclusion 
of a non-proliferation treaty have made a con­
siderable step f orward. ln international 
practice, negotiations are the only reasonable 
and real way of reaching agreement on urgent 
questions. 

The Soviet Union resolutely repulses the at­
tempts of certain Western countries to interpret 
the principle of peaceful coexistence in a man­
ner which completely distorts and practically 
rejects internationalism. As a matter of fact, 
the conceptions of the ideologiical and political 
opponents of Communism boilis down to the fol­
lowing: If you strive for peaceful coexistence, 
you should di1s1card the principle of · pro­
letarian intern·ationalism. The f·orm in which 
this is expressed may vary, but its essence re-
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mains the same. 
In stepping up their aggreS1SÎon in Viiet-N am, 

U.S. ruling ,oir.cles hoped that the Soci1alist coun­
tries woul1d be unable to r.ebuff their ac1tio1n . 
Hopes of disunity and lack of solidariiity in the 
Soai1al·ist conlimunHy have been and sti11 are 
playing an imporitant role in the strategy of 
U .S. imperiaUsm. 

Pursuiing the policy of direct aggression 
agaiinst a Socialiist country the Democrat1ic Re­
pubLic of Viet-Nam, the U.S. ru1ing ciriales at 
the same time make statements in which they 
e:x;preS!s the desi1re for s1teps to improve Soviet­
U .S. relations. The idea behind them 1is qlllite 
clear: if the Soviet Union want1s peaceful coex­
ist1ence wit1h the U ni1ted Sit1ates, i1t sh'o1ul1d ab·s1tain 
f rom any action whi1ch oould "hamper" the pro­
ce·s1s of norm:a1lisation of reliations wi!th [1t. ln 
other wo~ds, for .the s1ake of improving r1elations 
wit1h 't,he U.S.A. the Soviet Uniion sh1ould rem,ai1n 
inidifferent to U.S. ag,gr.ess1ive actions and dis­
cavd the principle of p:tioletanian interna­
tiionalism. 

All these calculat1i1ons are buiil1t on sand. The 
Soviet Union resolutely opposes impePiali!s!t at­
tempts to inte.rpret peaceful aoexiisitence in such 
a way as to 1imit i1t to Soviet-A.menican rela­
tions and exclrude individua·l Siocia1ist co.u1ntries. 
The Len~nist concept of peacef ul ooeXJÎ1stence of 
states wi1th ,different sio·c[.al str,u:ot1u1re1s is ab~so­
lutely incompatible with such an interpretation. 
The pninciple of peaceful coeXJÎ:s1tence is equally 
applicab.le to big and small states belonging 'ûo 
different sooial systemis, and in thi,s respect no 
eXJceptions or r.es1tri.1otions are possible. 

N 10 phrase-mongering by Washington poli-
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·ti.cians about their desîre to iÎmprove relatîon:s 
with th1e Soviet U n1ion ican be considered sincere 
as 110ng as they wage the dirty war agaiŒllst a 
Sooi:al1i.st courrtry-1the Democratic Repuhl1i1c of 
V1iet-N am. T·he th,esi1s \of the indivis)i,bil\i­
ty of peace for:mulated by Sov1iet diplomacy 
in th1e l 930s is n·o less aotual now that then. 

The new diplomacy born of the October Rev­
olution is · characterised by entirely new rela­
tions among those who implement the Leninist 
general course of f oreign policy. The work of 
Vladimir Ilyich Lenin is the best example. 
He would often have long talks with Soviet 
diplomats; he brief ed them himself bef ore 

1they lefü fior abroad, paid ·close attention to their 
~ork from Mosoow, critiici.sed them in a fiiiendly 
manner, th us f orm~ng the personllel for the for­
eign pol1icy servi,ce. AU this establ1ished quite a 
fa·iendly working atmosphere. 

The Party has educated a numher of promi­
nent diplomats and created the sichool of S.ovie1t 
Soieialist diplomacy. The Com·munisit pa11ty care­
fully preserves and deve.Jops the LeniniSJt styile 
and method in direct.ing Soviet di,plomacy. The 
key issues of Soviet f oreign policy are lieguliarly 
discussed at C.P.S.U. Congresses and C.C. plen­
ary sessions. Foreign policy issues hold an 
impontant pJace in the ev.eryrday aotiv;i·ties of the 
Party'1s Centnal Comm1ittee. 

Tih1e Inteirn'atiional Worke·r,s' and Co,mmunlisrt 
movement and all p~ogressive people of the 
world highly asisess the foreign pol1icy aotiviities 
0 1f th1e Co,mmunis1t Party and th·e S'oVliet Govern­
ment. Soviet diplomacy has passed the diffioultt 
50-year-long examinafion with flying colours. 
It managed, as V. Lenin put it, "1to maintain 
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loyalty to its principles, its class, its revolution­
ary task''. 

Soviet f oreign policy and diplomacy, resolute 
in the s1truggle agia:inst the iaggres1sive imperial­
i:sit forces, and consistent in followiing the Leni­
nist course of peacef ul coe:xiistence of s·tates 
with different social systems, pvomote the 
f urther strengthening of the Soviet Uni on' s in­
ternational posiitions and suhstantially contri­
bute to the defence of peace, the ,seourity of na­
tiions and the workting peoples' struggle for 
f re.edom, peace and sooi1al progress. 
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