
“The Analysis” 

 

In the years that followed the great World War of 1937 to 1945, the international balance 

of forces has shifted.  World conditions and climate now favor socialism and are 

unfavorable to imperialism and the reactionary forces of the world. 

 

The main indication of this change is that the world no longer holds only one socialist 

nation, that fully one third of the world's population live within the boundaries of nations 

capable of forming a mighty international socialist camp.  The contradiction between the 

socialist camp and the imperialist camp is a contradiction between two fundamentally 

different social systems: socialism and capitalism. 

 

The point of address of the international proletarian movement today is the question of 

the correct attitude toward the powerful bloc of countries that comprise a potentially 

overpowering socialist camp.  The socialist camp is the outcome of the struggle of the 

international proletariat and the international working class.  It belongs to the 

international proletariat and the international working class, as well as to the people of 

the socialist countries. 

 

It is the duty and order of address of the communist parties of all countries within the 

socialist camp to uphold and strengthen the unity of the international communist 

movement.  The Soviet and Chinese parties bear a heavy burden for the unity of the 

socialist camp and must therefore address themselves to the international communist 

movement and the unity of the international proletariat. 

 

Proletarian internationalism is demanded of all parties, whether large or small, whether in 

power or not in power.  The emerging struggle within the socialist camp has harmed the 

interests not only of the fraternal parties, but also the international proletarian movement. 

 

We hereby remonstrate those parties in the larger countries in the socialist bloc 

particularly and the larger parties in the world with the teachings of V. I. Lenin, who 

warned them never to commit the error of great power chauvinism. 

 

A number of major differences of principle now exist in the international communist 

movement.  Yet, however serious these differences, we should exercise caution in our 

denunciations, and attempt to remove the differences so we can unite our forces and 

struggle with a common and universal enemy.  Methods of communist debate and 

decision lay available to those opposing forces within the socialist camp.  We urge these 

powers to address themselves to these methods as a prerequisite to them addressing 

international communism. 

 

We issue this order of address as a Central Committee of national intent and international 

implication and as communists of pure tendency and as firm Marxist-Leninists and 

genuine Marxist-Leninist parties.  They must never barter away principles in a pattern of 

never-ending strategies and tactics, encouraging revisionism and right-opportunism.  We 



call upon fraternal parties to cease attacking each other in the face of the enemy and settle 

differences through interparty consultation, as befits fraternal parties. 

 

Relations between socialist nations are international relations of a new type and must not 

rely on the device-ridden relations of the past era of imperialist nations.  Relations 

between socialist nations, whether large or small, whether developed economically or 

politically must be based on principles of complete equality, respect for territorial 

integrity, independence and non-interference with each other's internal affairs.  These 

relations must be based on the principles of mutual support and respect in the light of 

revolutionary emulation, rather than bourgeoisie competition. 

 

We, the Committee of issue of this document, declare this issue to be the point of original 

address within the socialist camp in striving toward a new international communist 

movement.  The general line of the international communist movement must take as its 

guiding principle the Marxist-Leninist revolutionary theory concerning the historical 

mission of the proletariat and must not depart from it. 

 

The historical mission of the proletariat is not peaceful coexistence.  Neither is the 

historical mission of the proletariat to lend vanguard status to other classes in narrow 

wars of non-class origin.  At present, this international confusion seems to be perpetrated 

among the peoples of the proletariat. 

 

Lenin’s principle of peaceful coexistence is very clear and easily stated to the proletariat 

by the communist and worker’s parties of the international communist movement.  It 

indicates a policy between countries between different social systems not between the 

two major camps engaged in economic and political struggle. 

 

It is necessary for the socialist countries to engage in negotiations of one kind or another 

with the imperialist countries.  It is possible to reach certain agreements through 

negotiations by relying on the correct policies of the socialist countries, and on the 

pressure of the people of all countries. 

 

However, the necessary compromise between the socialist countries and the imperialist 

countries does not require that oppressed people and parties follow suit and compromise 

with imperialism and its lackeys.  No one should ever demand in the name of peaceful 

coexistence that oppressed peoples and nations give up their revolutionary struggles. 

 

In regard to the other apparent error in the misinterpretation of the historical mission of 

the proletariat, there is no document of communist origin, nor practice of communist 

strategy, that advocates supporting the slaughter of communists by feudalists or 

bourgeoisie dictators to inflict tactical discomfort upon a non-enemy ideology. 

 

The proletarian party must be flexible as well as highly principled, and, on occasions, it 

must make such compromises as are necessary in the name of the revolution; but it must 

never abandon principled policies and the goal of revolution on the pretext of flexibility.  

It must expand on the international sense and not shrink into the national context.  It must 



not isolate itself within narrow, nationalistic confines.  All this must be taken into 

consideration in a call for an international manifestation of the socialist camp. 

 

The general line must call for workers of the world to unite with revolutionaries of all 

nations to form a broad united front with the socialist camp and the international 

proletariat in the vanguard position of that front, to oppose the imperialists and 

reactionaries of the world, currently headed by the United States.  To oppose these 

reactionaries through the strategy of the united front by tactically arousing the masses 

through a bold action as a demonstration of organization, of winning over the middle 

forces as a demonstration of ability and isolate the reactionary forces as a demonstration 

of determination and perseverance.  This in our view is the general line of the 

international communist movement at this stage. 

 

The reactionary forces are currently headed by the United States.  In 1945 the United 

States, by nature of its production and wartime gains, took over the imperial 

encroachments upon the oppressed nations of the world; the oppression which had been 

in the possession of the fascist nations.  At the insistence of Churchill, spokesman for the 

European imperialists, the United States began conducting propaganda for war against 

the Soviet Union and the emerging nations of the socialist camp.  This was part of a 

worldwide capitalist conspiracy to deprive the newly awakened peoples of the world of 

their hopes for a socialist system that would afford no profit for the imperialists, in 

specific, or the capitalists, in general.  Throughout the worldwide campaign against 

fascism, communists had consistently provided leadership in both strategic and moral 

roles. 

 

The United States immediately began a strategy of dominating the middle zone between 

the emerging socialist camp and the United States.  It began to put down popular 

revolutions of peoples under the control of despots.  It began to attack the socialist 

countries.  U.S. imperialism became the biggest exploiter the world has ever known.  It is 

pressing its policies of aggression and war all over the world and currently is the 

stronghold of world reactionary forces. 

 

It would be timely for U.S. revolutionaries to heed the words of V. I. Lenin, who said, 

“The revolutionary movement in the advanced countries would be sheer fraud if, in their 

struggle against capital, the workers of Europe and America were not closely and 

completely united with the hundreds upon hundreds of millions of colonial slaves.” 

 

Clearly in the face of international tendency reaction that reaches out on the one hand for 

so-called ‘peaceful coexistence’ and on the other hand to the oppressed nations of the 

world to arise under bourgeoisie leadership, the revolutionary movement in the advanced 

sector is denied access to solidarity with these colonial slaves.  In the words of V. I. 

Lenin, it is condemned to the position of ‘sheer fraud’ in its attitude toward the 

international proletariat. 

 

It is impossible for the working class, in the European and American capitalistic 

countries, to liberate its self unless it unites with those specific oppressed peoples.  In a 



sense, therefore, the whole cause of the international proletarian revolution hinges on the 

outcome of the struggles of people in these areas.  Therefore, the anti-imperialist struggle 

of oppressed people in Asia, Africa and Latin America is definitely a matter of overall 

significance in the areas in which they are being led by organizations aware of the 

international implication of the struggle. 

 

In other areas of the struggle within the region, minority forces aware of the international 

implication must be granted the beacon of revolutionary awareness, along with the 

support and aid of the international communist movement and the vanguard parties of 

that movement. 

 

The proletarian parties, in imperialist or capitalist countries, must maintain their own 

ideological, political and organizational independence in leading revolutionary struggles.  

At the same time, they must unite all the progressive forces that can be united and build a 

broad united front against monopoly capitalism and against imperialistic policy of war, 

exploitation of national exterior interests and aggression in general. 

 

Proletarian parties must lead mass struggles within the imperialist countries to awaken 

the working class of these countries, and the working people of these countries.  They 

must unite all classes who hold common interest with the working class and have historic 

antagonisms with the ruling class. 

 

In order to lead the proletariat and working people in revolution, Marxist-Leninist parties 

must, as an order of primary address, master all forms of struggle and be able to 

substitute one form for another quickly, as the conditions for struggle change.  The Party 

must not use forms of struggle that are confined within the limits set by bourgeoisie of 

the area of national origin in which the party dwells.  Circumstances of history, not 

circumstances of bourgeoisie appeal, dictate the form of struggle, whether it is peaceful 

or armed, open or secret, legal or illegal, parliamentary or mass struggle.  It is wrong to 

refuse to use parliamentary and other forms of struggle when they can and should be 

used.  It is equally wrong to refuse to master and engage in other forms of struggle. 

 

It is the primary duty of the Party to prepare its members and cadres to lead in all forms 

of struggle.  A Party unprepared to offer this leadership is not a party at all, but a pressure 

group.  A Marxist-Leninist party should always prefer to bring about the transition to 

socialism by peaceful means.  In certain historical conditions, Marx and Engels did raise 

the possibility that the revolution may develop peacefully.  V. I. Lenin stated however, 

that the peaceful development of revolutions is an opportunity seldom met with in the 

history of revolutions. 

 

There is not one historical precedent for the peaceful transition from capitalism to 

socialism.  The Marxist-Leninist party must never base its thinking, its policies and its 

practice of revolutionary advancement on the groups that the capitalist class will accept 

the peaceful transitions to socialism. 

 



The Party must be prepared from the beginning to deal with two eventualities; that of 

peaceful development of the transition from capitalism to socialism, and that of a non-

peaceful development of the transition to socialism. 

 

As a primary order of address, it should concentrate on the slow, meticulous work of 

accumulating revolutionary strength so that it is constantly able to seize victory when the 

conditions for revolution are ripe, or to strike powerful blows at the reactionary forces in 

the face of surprise attack, for the cause of the international proletariat.  Failure to make 

such preparations paralyzes the revolutionary will of the party, disarms it intellectually as 

well as physically into a totally passive state of non-readiness and therefore, non-

advocacy of revolution.  It will increase the ‘sheer fraud’ of the Western European and 

American bloc, as described by V. I. Lenin.  Rhetorical advocacy by inept intellectuals is 

not enough. 

 

A refusal to come to terms with this basic tenet of communist practice dooms the party to 

the vain boasts and senseless, powerless posturing of the social democratic movement.  

Currently the aligned and non-aligned parties of the non-socialist, Western European bloc 

are in general, within the control of a burgeoning social democratic influence, fostered by 

the lack of ideology radiating from the socialist bloc.  Social democracy is a bourgeois 

ideological trend. 

 

Lenin pointed out long ago that the social democratic parties are political detachments of 

the bourgeoisie, its agents in the working class movement, and its principle social prop, 

or ‘left cover’.  Communists therefore at all times must draw a clear line of demarcation 

between themselves and social democratic parties on the question of proletarian 

revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

 

Marxist-Leninist parties must liquidate the ideological influence of social democracy in 

the international working class movement, and among working people, in general.  In 

performing this task, the individual parties are faced with the task of transforming the 

ideology of the general line of the international proletarian movement into the tactics and 

strategy of the mass line through the bold stroke into the masses of the national area of 

contention for power. 

 

Day to day struggle against the imperialists on the national level must include organizing 

the masses in their own historic self-interest against the imperialists and in conjunction 

with the revolutionary struggle of the oppressed people of the world.  Their domestic 

struggles must deal direct blows to monopoly capitalism, fill the day-to-day necessities of 

the masses, advance the revolution and continue to organize revolutionaries from the 

masses to the party.  Any capitulation to the social democratic forces, within the 

framework of the struggle, will result in serious setbacks for the proletariat.  


