
KEEP THE RECORD STRAIGHT
The revisionist ruling clique of the C.P.S.U., assisted 

by their kept stooges iir l t  num ber of countries including 
Canada, are  intensifying their campaign of slander and 
villification against China. In  the current spate of calumny 
there has been resurrected the already debunked accusa
tion that China is responsible for “splitting the camp of 
world socialism” and is sabotaging “united support for 
Vietnam”. Under cover of these false accusations the 
Khrushovites are preparing a new “World Conference” 
of betrayal. C.P.S.U. representatives touted this line at 
several Congresses in Eastern  Europe over the past sev
eral m onths and responsive stooges in a num ber of coun
tries have echoed the m aster’s call.

Obedient to  the sound of the revisionist rallying cry 
the Central Committee of the C.P. of Canada (Revisionist) 
has endorsed a resolution in support of the so-called 
“World Conference” and also has once again joined in 
beating the anti-China drum. Bert Whyte, “Tribune” 
correspondent in Moscow (one time resident correspond
ent in Peking) has w ritten an article date-lined Moscow 
which even the m ost reactionary, pro-fascist, sections of 
the im perialist press cannot out-do for, distortions, scurr
ility and outright fabrications. His follow up to this col
lection of muck w as a dispatch of world-shaking signi
ficance—the glories of a ride in a Troika during a Rus
sian winter.

W hat about all this furore over the question of "unity 
against U.S. im perialism ” which is cited as justification 
for a Moscow-sponsored “World Conference” ? Who is 
uniting W ITH U.S. imperialism, and who AGAINST it? 
Let u s  examine a few well-known facts th a t will help keep 
the record straight.

The record of China is clear to all. The Peoples Re
public of China is a t no point in collusion w ith U.S. imper 
ialism: has reached np agreements, signed no pacts, with 
the American aggressor. In all places where people are 
in struggle for liberty China extends all possible aid and 
principled support, standing shoulder to  shoulder with 
them  in solidarity against imperialism  and reaction. In 
the face of enormous difficulties the Chinese people are 
carrying forw ard their Revolution to a new and higher 
stage; rooting out from  posts of authority  capitalist and 
reactionary elements, thus m aking the greatest contri
bution of all by ensuring the stability and security of 
Revolutionary China as the firm  and unshakable base of 
anti-im perialist struggle and the world Socialist Revolu
tion.

The main th ru st of im perialist aggression led by the 
United S tates is, not un naturally, directed against the 
Peoples Republic of China and the Chinese Revolution. 
On the periphery of the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, 
on the o ther hand, there is a  significant and noticeable 
lessening of tension and an almost total absence of pres
sure of any sort; a condition that facilitates the revision
ist efforts of betrayal and, a t the same time, allows the 
American aggressors to siphon off sophisticated equip
m ent and highly trained personnel for redeployment in 
Asia, and against China.

The only "evidence” tha t the revisionists are able to 
conjure up against China is the charge tha t exposing 
revisionist collusion w ith the im perialists is “splitting the 
world camp of Socialism and aiding U.S. im perialism ”. 
We subscribe to the opinion th a t this kind of expose AIDS 
the anti-imperialist struggle and contributes to the world 
untiy of revolutionary forces.

W hat of the role of the Soviet Union? Let us cite but 
a few of the better known facts.

The Soviet Union has reached agreem ent with the 
U.S. aggressor on monopoly control of nuclear weapons, 
the “peaceful” use of atomic energy and the “peaceful” 
use of outer space, thus conveying the impression that 
U.S. imperialism is really "peaceful” in nature and can be 
trusted  by the people. Is this not confusing and dividing

the anti-imperialist front?
Soviet artists like the poet Yevtushenko tour the 

United States lauding Soviet-American friendship, sland-

m ounted  police charge an ti-A m erican  dem onstra to rs in Moscow
ering China and speaking not a word of protest against 
aggression. The French w riter, Jean-Paul Sartre, refused 
a sim iliar invitation refusing to visit the U.S. while agg 
ression against Vietnam continued. Is this not prettifying 
the aggressor?

The Soviet leading clique joins .with U.S. imperialism 
in shoring up India's reactionary Congress government 
against the opposition of the Indian masses. The Soviet 
Union supplies India with planes, tanks and guns to be 
used against China, the National Liberation Movement in 
Kashm ir and to suppress India’s starving millions fighting 
to improve conditions. Is this not colluding with imper
ialism ?

Loan paym ents due from  Indonesia are  suspended, 
new loans extended and diplomatic relations established 
w ith the C.I.A.-spawned fascist dictatorship of the right- 
wing generals, the m urderers of hundreds of thousands 
of Indonesian revolutionaries and patriots while, at the 
same moment, they expel from Moscow the representative 
of the revolutionary people of Indonesia. Is this not ass
isting the cause of fascist reaction?

Deals are being made with leading imperialist nations 
providing them with rights of exploitation in the Soviet 
Union. An agreem ent is in process of negotiation with 
the U.S.-based Rockefeller-Cleveland (Cyrus Eaton) con
sortium  and one with Japan-based interests (mostly U.S. 
dominated) for a  multi-billion dollar investm ent for joint 
exploitation of Siberia. Is this not taking the Capitalist 
road in the Soviet Union?

Soviet support and collusion w ith U. Thant and the 
Pope are well known and both are  ardent supporters of 
the "Johnson peace hoax” as is another firm  friend of 
the revisionists, Wilson of Britain. Soviet ships entering 
the port of Haiphong exchange “friendly greetings” with 
ships of the U.S. aggressor that are being used against 
Vietnam. Should one not label this as aid to the cause of 
aggression in Vietnam?

When the Soviet leading group issue a call for a 
“World Conference to promote unity” they are  speaking 
of “unity” around THEIR program —a program  of peace
ful co-existence and collusion w ith the im perialist aggres
sor and opposition to the liberation struggle of the people 
of Asia, Africa and Latin America. “Unity” such as this 
can only be of service to im perialist aggression and 
China’s rejection of tha t call to “unity” is not, as the 
Soviet leaders and their apologists in other countries 
charge, weakening the front of anti-imperialist struggle.

B A N K E R  RO C KEFELLER, D A U G H T E R  N E V A  &  K H R U S H C H E V  

LAYING THE BASIS FOR U.S.-SOVIET COLLUSION

The Canadian revisionists’ endorsation of the C.P.S.U. 
call for a so-called “World Conference” and their resol
ution villifying China, issued in the name of “unity” is 
in opposition to the fundamental interests of the Canadian

LENIN: WHAT WOULD HE SAY?

people, a m easure which can only facilitate further U.S. 
imperialist penetration of Canada and should be firm ly 
rejected. Once again the Kashtan group have shown them 
selves to be no more than a sorry collection of apologists 
for Moscow’s beleagured and demoralized revisionists.

DIALOGUE WITH GARAUDY
A favourite diversion among revisionists over the 

past several years has consisted of making a loud uproar 
over “dialogue”. Dialogue is promoted as a substitute 
for revolutionary action—they are going to talk capital
ism out of existence.

This proposed “dialogue’ it seems, is to be confined 
mostly to discussions between “catholics and communists” 
with, perhaps, an occasional excursion into other sections 
of the Christian community. One never hears proposals 
for “dialogue” with Buddhists, Moslems or the like, but 
only with Catholics and other Christians who constitute 
but a small fraction of the world’s peoples and are an 
insignificant minority in the main centers of revolution
ary  struggle—Asia and Africa. It is no doubt significant 
that it is precisely this “Christian Church” that provides 
one of the main pillars of support for the social order of 
capitalism and imperialism—particularly U.S. im perial
ism—with whom the revisionists are  trying to establish 
a working agreem ent as they discard revolutionary strug 
gle.

L ast year there came to Canada’s Christian shores 
in search of this Holy GraB. of “dialogue” one Roger Gar- 
audy, France’s revisionist expert on culture and a lead
ing spokesman in the dialogue with the church. Included 
among the places where Garaudy spoke was St. Michael’s 
College, the Catholic section of the University of Toronto 
(where Professor Dewart, who w rites on Cuba and Christ
ianity, is located).

At the tim e Garaudy delivered his address at St. Mich
aels there was a notable gap in the ranks of the assem 
bled audience. Father A. Gibson, of the Vatican Secretar
ial for Non-Believers was absent in Rome on church busi
ness. When F ather Gibson returned he read an account of 
the Garaudy address and several other pieces authored by 
him. After perusing the contents of these masterpieces 
Father Gibson apparently felt compelled to offer comment 
and has addressed an open le tter to Garaudy.

A copy of this letter, which has not yet been publish
ed, has come into possession of the editor of P.W. Our 
information it that it has been submitted for publication 
in the revisionist journal “World M arxist Review'”, an 
interesting event if it should ever occur since what we 
would consider the most im portant section of the “Open

Letter” is openly and frankly condemnatory of Soviet 
and revisionist attitudes toward China.

In fairness to Father Gibson (since we do not intend 
to publish the entire document i we will refrain  from com
ment on the general contents with which we have many 
fundam ental disagreements. We will limit ourselves at 
this time to publication of the section on China since we 
consider it to be a significant contribution on the subject 
and also indicative of the attitude of an important body 
of Canadian opinion on developments in China.

The first consequences of bureaucracy and exces
sive preoccupation with collectivization is the syndrome 
we are b o th . showing: that there is basically only one 
right way to do things or a t very least only one right wav 
to articulate the truth. This sympton complex is capable 
of an infinte subtle variety of degrees. W ithin the Catholic 
Church today many are preening themselves on their new 
found freedom, not only relative dissent but above all 
geographically conditioned variety of solution of many 
problems. W ithin the Communist West you know as well 
as I that more and more independence of Moscow has been 
and is being shown by many national Communist Parties 
who nevertheless certainly feel themselves entirely dev
oted and loyal to Communist principles. But always comes 
the point when righteous indignation and fear of anar
chist splits takes over from sound reasoning and a kind 
of panic pushes to outright condemnation as opposed to 
sym pathetic understanding and restraint. Then suddenly 
the relative anarchists loudly invoke conformityand mono
lithic loyalty. China represents the critical point. I believe, 
for her present agony is being condemned by too many 
Communist voices as a breach of discipline and by too 
many Chistian voices as the subhum an ranting of a 
dubious race.

. Must China then adopt the stance fashionable with 
the m ajority of her already somewhat bourgeoisized 
comrades in the WTest in order to pass m uster with them? 
Must sire adopt the hypocritical mincing politeness of 
W estern diplomacy in order to win a place in the Assembly 
of Nations, a place that has long been rightfully hers? 
Must China in other words sacrifice to a drastic extent
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