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PUBLISHER’S NOTE

This speech was made by V. G. Wilcox, General Secre-
tary of the Communist Party of New Zealand, while
he was visiting China.

Printed in the People’s Republic of China

Comrades,

It is a great pleasure and honour to speak to you to-
day. An honour not only for myself personally but for
the Communist Party of New Zealand of which I am
General Secretary, a Party that in the capitalist world
is endeavouring to the best of its ability to uphold the
banners of Marxism-Leninism and prepare the way by
correct policy and practice for the future advance to a
socialist New Zealand. That we face many difficulties
you will realize. We have made some gains and we have
made some mistakes, the experience of which we have
tried to study in order to eliminate them from our theory
and practice in the future. In our own way, based on our
own experiences and understanding, we have tried to
apply the theories of Marxism to our country and its
conditions. For any Marxist-Leninist party there is no
other way because otherwise one takes the road of
sectarianism, of dogmatism. Therefore our Party pro-
gramme is based on New Zealand conditions while using
the worldwide experience of our movement both before
and since the Great October Revolution of 1917 led by
Lenin.

We have stood firm in support of the recent documents
of our world movement — the 1957 Declaration and the
81 Parties’” Statement of 1960. We have refused to
follow the illusions advanced by the revisionists that so
much has occurred since 1960 that without world collec-
tive consideration at the request of the leadership of the

1

PRERS



C.P.S.U. whole portions of the 1957 Declaration and the
81 Parties’ Statement of 1960 should either be ignored
or unilaterally altered. We have refused to accept the
revisionist concept that the League of Yugoslavian Com-
munists should be brought back into our Marxist-Leninist
fold without retracting their revisionist views or activity
in order, so say the revisionists, to save what so-called so-
cialism still exists in their country. We have refused to
accept the idea that so many things have changed since
1960 that dogmatism and not revisionism is now the
main danger in our world Marxist-Leninist movement.
No! We stand firm, upholding, as we see them, the
principles of Marxism-Leninism in our part of the
capitalist world, in so doing we have made many enemies
but we have found many friends, both in New Zealand
and in other countries. In time we will gain more friends
and the enemy will retreat and finally be overcome by
the offensive of the correct principles of Marxism.
Comrades, as the 81 Parties’ Statement put it, we are
‘in the era of the decline of imperialism and the victory
of socialism on a world scale. Today it is apparent that
this situation has brought not only gains but also new
problems. New difficulties have brought sharp contra-
dictions, struggles within our world movement and with-
in each individual Communist Party. This should not
discourage any Marxist. Without difficulties, contra-
dictions and struggle we do not advance. If we do not
recognize this first stagnation sets in and then retreat.
It is useless in such a situation to remain placid like a
cow chewing its cud and hope that time will bring a
solution without our help. No — we must fight, we must
oppose all who want to emasculate Marxism-Leninism
in such a way that ultimately it would survive as but a
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bourgeois theory. The Communist Party of New Zealand
in- its congress decision last year recognized this and
we are fighting for the principles of Marxism-Leninism.
Within our world Marxist-Leninist movement those who
today take a stand will emerge victorious and modern
revisionism will be defeated.

Today the idea has arisen that because of the strength
of the socialist world the way forward has now become
easy, that socialism can be won in the main through
reliance on the socialist world and not on the organized
fighting ability of the masses led by their own Com-
munist Parties. Looking at it in this way the class
struggle as the motive force for change in each individual
country assumes less and less importance and class
collaboration ideas grow, both in internal policy and
international affairs. This is but an expression of re-
visionism, the same revisionism that Lenin fought, the
basic idea being the same as that advanced by the
Bernsteins and the Kautskys. The modern revisionists
may express it in different language, they may try to
cloak it by talking about the “new era” but in content
it is the same old story.

In the imperialist world new contradictions are arising,
contradictions which all Marxists should welcome and
use, but do the revisionists suggest doing this? No. They
profess to see no new contradictions or else they ignore
them. They see imperialism in decline as a monolithic
whole, hence they attempt to deal with it as a whole.
That imperialist France is, in a small but nevertheless
significant way, throwing out challenges to the hege-
mony of United States imperialism is not, for the
revisionists, something to be welcomed, something that
will help our movement advance in its struggle against
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all imperialism. No! It is to them a bad thing against
which a main blow must be delivered and they end up
seeing French imperialism as the most reactionary force
in the world, and advising us to concentrate our forces
against it. What are they doing really when they advo-
cate this? They are assisting the most reactionary force
in the world, United States imperialism, to maintain
unchallenged its present dominating position in the im-
perialist camp.

This issue, of growing divisions within imperialism,
shows clearly what is the role of modern revisionism in
practice. - Because of a wrong theory, that of dealing
with imperialism as a monolithic whole which to them
in practice means dealing with United States imperialist
leaders, they find themselves defending United States
imperialism and its interests against other imperialisms.
Is that not the explanation of our Czech comrades’ attack
on the Chinese for establishing, at this stage, diplomatic
relations with France? Of course it is. Since when,
we ask, did Marxist-Leninists act in this way? Did not
Stalin after World War II point out that divisions of
importance would again arise in the imperialist camp
and that we should welcome them and use them to the
advantage of the struggle against imperialism and for
the victory of socialism on a world scale? Who was right,
the revisionists who see imperialism as a whole and who
in fact conciliate with it in the false belief that it will
weaken and die peacefully, or Stalin? Of course it was
Stalin. Stalin did make serious mistakes but they were
small and unimportant in comparison with those of the
revisionists of today. He, not they, has a history of stand-
ing firm against imperialism.
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Comrades, I have spoken briefly of how the revi-
sionists in our world movement are trying to revise
Marxism-Leninism in such a way that it would become
just a bourgeois theory with an outer coating of Marxist
phrases. That they should continue to use Marxist
language and for that matter continue occasionally to
advance correct Marxist theory is not unexpected. A
study of Kautsky shows that that is precisely what he
did when he had passed from the Marxist camp to that
of the bourgeoisie. Lenin exposed this cunning approach
and we must do the same with the modern revisionists.
They talk big- in Marxist-Leninist language, if possible
every third word refers to the great Lenin, but when
their words have to be put into practice where are the
revisionists? They are missing!

Does this not apply to the national-liberation struggle?
The revisionists. speak as if the national-liberation
struggle is nearly ended and as if we were now passing
into a new period. This is just not correct. Hundred
of millions of people still live under colonialism or under
conditions where imperialism is still the dominating
factor in deciding their living standards and their way of
life. The revisionists refuse to see the growing danger
of neo-colonialism because to do so will bring them into
direct conflict with imperialism which they pretend to
believe is gently fading away. Their solution is to
compete peacefully with imperialism through “economic
aid.” This is what has been done in India. The leader-
ship of the C.P.S.U. persists in regarding India not as
a capitalist country, becoming more and more under the
influence of United States imperialism, but as a country
still in the process of a national-liberation struggle led
by Nehru and the Congress. Today the Congress policy
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is reactionary — it aids imperialism, prevents real inde-
pendence and leads to the further impoverishment of
the masses of the people of India. But Khrushchov and
his followers fawn over Nehru, give aid which is used
directly against another socialist country, the Peaple’s
Republic of China, and persist in the story that the
_ Sino-Indian border dispute is the fault of China! This
latter point they persist in, in spite of the fact that no
other Asian or Southeast Asian country, socialist or
non-socialist, is of their opinion. What is this in practice
but assisting in the infiltration of United States imperi-
alism into India, the strengthening of the most reac-
tionary force in our modern world, the building up of
the power that has huge stockpiles of atomic weapons
and which remains a daily threat to world peace. The
revisionists prattle about world peace, a world without
arms and without war, but through their deeds they
strengthen the forces that now and in the future, are
the main danger, as far as world war is concerned and
as far as local imperialist wars are concerned too. These
local imperialist wars are waged to protect and advance
U.S. imperialist interests and strengthen the U.S. im-
perialists in their backing of reactionary regimes by aid
and armed force in Asia, Southeast Asia, Africa, and
Latin America. :

This is revisionism in action.

Again, where armed struggle is being conducted, in
many cases under the leadership of the Communist
Party, do they show their concern for the victory of the
liberation forces? No, their main worry is to find a
peaceful way in co-operation with the imperialists.
Recent history proves this point.

. How does this affect our Party in New Zealand?

4 For a long time many comrades thought that we were
not directly involved and that the policy decided by our
national conferences, based on Marxism-Leninism as we
saw it, would proceed unhindered by the overseas devel-
opment of revisionism; that in fact this question could
be settled by others so that while we might deplore what
was occurring we could stand aside from the battle.

Obviously this was incorrect. Our proletarian duty
meant that we had to battle not only internally but en
the international front for Marxism-Leninism in- our
world movement. It soon became apparent too that the
application of our Marxist-Leninist policy in New Zealand
was hindered and made more difficult by growth of re-
visionism on a world scale.

I have spoken of the concept of dealing with imperi-
alism as a monolithic whole while ignoring the growth
of divisions within imperialism and I have stated how
this leads some to think that People’s China should not

recognize imperialist France because France desires to

challenge the United States monopoly of the nuclear
weapon for its own imperialist purposes. Here, straight
away, we have a difference in policy in N.Z. Not only
do we welcome France’s recognition of People’s' China
but we do not consider that French imperialism, because
it desires to test nuclear weapons in the Pacific thus
ignoring the partial test ban agreement, immediately
become the most reactionary force, against which the
main blow against imperialism at this stage must be
dealt, in countries bordering on the Pacific. Yet that is
what some Parties with revisionist leadership are doing
in that area. They are taking the heat off U.S. imperi-
alism which is the most reactionary force in the world
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today. They demand protests against the French tests
but they carry out no effective campaign for the total
end to all testing, manufacture, and stockpiling of nuclear
weapons and the destruction of existing stockpiles which
is the only effective guarantee against nuclear war.
These Parties call the Chinese Government’s appeal for
such action premature. It is apparent that they are
beginning to accept the United States proposal that there
be only two nuclear powers, the U.S. and the Soviet
Union, and that they are going to pretend that that is a
secure basis for world peace. .

Our Party says, yes, we should protest against French
tests in the Pacific right at our front door but we should
.also make plain that the main enemy is U.S. imperialism,

which tested and perfected atomic weapons at the same

front door. , »
While protesting against the French tests we should
link such a protest with the demand that all nuclear
tests be stopped and all stockpiles be destroyed. The
revisionists do not agree, so at this stage unity in action,
both in N.Z. and between Parties bordering the Pacific,
is damaged by revisionism.
- In the countries of the South Pacific and those
bordering the Pacific, the question of Malaysia is of im-
mediate concern. In New Zealand our Government, like
that of Australia, is committed to aid the armed forces
of the British imperialist puppet, Tunku Rahman, if
called upon to do so. At any moment we are faced with
the danger of being involved in war with our neighbour
to the north, Indonesia. But do the revisionists recognize
this danger as an urgent one? No, they are too concerned
about concentrating their fire on French imperialism and
they do not realize the fact that tied up in this issue is
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a revival of more open conflict between British imperi-
alism and the present dominant imperialism, the U:S.A.
The U.S.A. does not want effective British suecess in
Malaysia, it wants its own imperialist influence to be

* the major factor there, hence its approach through

R. Kennedy recently, the talks with Sukarno, etc. The
United States moves are not genuine moves designed to
preserve peace in Southeast Asia and the South Pacific
but are intended to check the interests of British imperi-
alism while of course they hope to extend their own.
Fortunately the Indonesian Government realizes that
such differences can be used to advantage but the re-
visionists cannot see any possibilities in such a situation.

What is the position now in New Zealand?. Our
Government is pledged to aid by armed force, if called
upon, the newly created Malaysia but it is making it

- very plain that it does not want to be called upon to do

so. The reason is obvious. The domination of British
imperialism, as far as N.Z. foreign policy is concerned,
no longer exists. The mew factor, U.S. imperialist in-
fluence in our area, enters and the result is to some
extent confusion and no decisive action. Our Party can
of course use such differences arising in our ruling class
to advantage. It can use this situation to ensure that
no troops go to Malaysia by raising -opposition not only
from the working.class but from sections of the bour-
geoisie. Can the revisionists in the countries of the
Pacific see this? No they cannot, because they only re-

'gard imperialism as a monolithic whole. To them, in the

“new era” divisions within imperialism either do not
exist or are unimportant.

Where do the revisionists stand on what is for us in
New Zealand the basic question of correct strategy and
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tactics fowards social democracy? They  confuse the
‘mass working-class base of social democracy in countries
such as ours with a mass working-class ideology. In
fact they are starting to argue that if a Labour Party has

an overwhelming majority of workers in its member-

ship it must follow that it has a working-class outlook
in policy, or at least that correct policy can be achieved
without an ideological battle to win the workers to an
understanding of the basic principles of Marxism-
Leninism and of the necessity for a Communist Party.
In fact, they persist in ignoring the historical fact that
social democracy nowhere in the world has led the
wdrking people and their allies to the achievement of
state power and the creation of a socialist society. It is
only where a strong and decisive leadership has come
from the Party of the working class, the Communist
Party, has that been achieved. The modern revisionists,
claiming that we are in a new era and that things are
different to what they used to be, say that now we can
work in a different way and somehow or other through
parliamentary road with little additions here and there
achieve a socialist society. In fact they say we can do
it without the establishment of the dictatorship of the
proletariat. Utter and complete nonsense! ‘They expect
to achieve socialism by a Labour Party, assisted by a
few injections from the present membership of the Com-
munist Party. This leads to the negation of the correct
concept of the leading role of a Communist Party and in
fact starts it on the road to liquidation. In the mid-
1940s the Browder line, advanced for a time in the
Communist Party of the U.S.A. suggested organizational
steps towards the liquidation of effective communist
organization based on Marxism-Leninism and many of
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the present revisionists opposed it then. Today they are
taking the Browder road. At the best they treat the
Labour Party as a two class Party, but all Marxists
know that such a thing is an impossibility. They refuse
to learn from Lenin who categorically declared that social
democratic political parties, labour parties, are capitalist
parties. .

social democracy in this revisionist way. We see the
necessity to work and unite on immediate issues of
struggle with all sections of the workers including those
most strongly influenced by and supporting the Labour
Party, we also see the need to conduct side by side with
such united front work a continuing educational ideolog-
g ical battle to win the workers to Marxism-Leninism and
' to an understanding of why no social democratic party
ever leads them to socialism but in fact merely strength-

with these sections but we do not unite ideologically. On
the contrary we bring out strongly the leading role of
our Communist Party, the reasons why it must be
strengthened and its influence widened if we are to
effectively lead the struggle for a socialist New Zealand.

In other words, in dealing with social democracy we

this the revisionists in the world movement say we are
dogmatists, Left sectarians and that we do not under-
stand the changed situation in the world. They say
we do not realize that, as with the nature of imperialism
in our present era, so also the nature of social democracy
f has changed. Lenin has thus become outdated! The
revisionist leaders of the Second International, Kautsky
in particular, when they passed from a correct Marxist
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The Communist Party of New Zealand does not view’

ens the stranglehold of capitalism. We unite in action

unite with but we also struggle against. When we do -
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approach to onc of revising Marxism becaugse they say
that it was outdated and did ool maesl Lhe new cnnditions
of the strong imperialisl world of those days guickly
passed fromn revising Bacxisin o complote opposition
to a1l aspects of Marxist theory and praectice. They rup-
idly become sgocial democrats as we understood il In
the yeurs ol about 1903 to 1915-16, most of lhem went
overbosrd bul were still hanging on to Marxism at the
oulbreak of Waorld War L '

Crne can well say of the modern revisionists that unless
they quickly relurn to the principles of Marxism-Tenin-
istm they too will ccase tn be revisionists of Marxism-
Leninism and will become complete opponents of all
aspects of Mardsm-Leninism. They will become ag
ardent sofiml demoprerats ws leaders of otr labour partles
in the eapitalist world.

And some Conununist Parties of Euwrope loday, the
Communpist Party of Italy in particular, are very much
near Ehal position,  There i3 oo middle road beobsreen
Marxism-Leninizsm and soclal democracy Tor revisionisis.

Viewing them in this way, what sre our Comsaunist
Partics in the classic counleies of zoclsl dernccracy in
fact bweemming? Wothing mere than a Left wing of soeial
demoeracy, a useful tool of the capitalist class for pre-
serving a liltle longer their privileged clasa position and
their exploilation ol the madses. In the cra of the docline
of imperializma and the wictory of socialism on a warld
scale they are, in the stronghelds of imperialism, helping
imperiglism to live a little longer. '

- The incorrect idralogical approach tn secial democracy
had immediale repercussions as far as policy and activity
in the trade uvaton rmovetnent - {lhe mowement that Lepin
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referred tn as the mass orpans of struggle of the warkers)
Was concerned.

Wew Fesland is the eountry that Lenin deseribed as
the parndise of the Second Indernationsl. The social
detmnocralic ideg of a workers’ caopitalism, the =o-called
welfare state, was founded in our country eway hack in
the 1800y Ly legislative actiom by the Liberal-Labour
governments of that time. This was when the concept
of class uollaboration between the worker and the em-
ploger in the industrigl field theouph goverament legisle-
lion aroee, For Lhe majorily of the wotkers induslrial
conciliation and arbitrgton became the only way to
advance c¢laims [or higher wagea, beller condilions, ete.
The idea, spread successfully by the ruling elass, is that
the wurkers could rely on indusivial issues in any dispute
repeiving Ippartial jnstice from an appointes of the
eapitalist siale if agreemenl could not be tcached be-
tween the workers and employers. Needless to say, the
Tesalt has always been class justice — justice favouring
ihe employing elass, '

Sacial democratic ideclogy bas kopt such illusions as
“irnparHal justice from the capitalist stale” strong in the -

_minds of our workers snd has up to now been aecepled
by the majority of frade uniens.” Recenlly however the
deepening erisis of capitalism on a world scale has begun
io allect the economy of Mew Zealand in a more direct
way. Although our living standards remain possibly
the highest in the caplialis! world, the workers, amabl
farmers and small businessmen have found that their
living standards are down compared with len or fifleen
vears age and that they are still falling. The growing
infiltrafion of international monopoly into New Zealand,
togelher with the fact that our economy refics upon the
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price - recvived from ihe exporl of larm products {a
doubtiul factor on ihe world market today), bas meant
that prices have risen, increasing the east of Hving, but
bo ncresse in income has pecurred In the trade wnion
mavement thiz has piven birth to a more militant policy,
the heginoing of a nationwide mewe ie break from. the
stranglebold of clasz collaboraltion and lhe wider vwsoe of
the strike wenpon agalnat the employing class,  Last
year more workers went on sirike than for many a long
year. Conditions for our Perty te devclop, inside the
trade union movement, a clzarer class understanding and
more progressive working class polities have ‘.I:re::nrne
more favourable.

However, if we-accept the revisionist ideasz we cannot
ntilize these fovourable condiiions. Collaboration with
imperialism at the top, and walting for it io be peace-

fully compeled oul of existence, leads incvitably to.

accepling the idea of clags peace and not class struggle
in our own internal affairs.

And =a lepgving the guestion of social democeracy it is
no wondder these revisioniats say that we are supgesting
aornething outsids of the ganeral line af our world move-
ment when we insist that today the storm centres of
world revolulion are in Asia, Soalhesst Asia, Alrlca ahd
Latin America. Suslogw told our delegation this when it
was in Mescow for bilateral talles with the Central Com-
mittee of the C.I°8.10. Since when have Marxist-Lenin-
icts expeeted the next break-throuph, the next advanpe
pf secialistn, to occur in the strongpoints of irmperialism?
In actual practice the fuviher success of the rewalulion-
aty movemenls in the weak links of Impetialism- will
greally aid our strugple against imperialismy snd help
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. ta break the stranglehold of social demceratic ldeulug}f_

on the minds of our workers. .

In actual life, what Suszlor, Khrushchov and oihar
leadars of the C.C. of the C.P.3.11 are saving t0 us: lock
to the strongpointz of imperialisma to bresk throush.
What doeys thal mean? In Tact they num away from reve-
lution -~ No wonder they turn to concilislion with inope-
rialism.

To return to social demorracy. Lenin oudlined the
reasons for. its rise in the ranks of the workers' mowve-
trents and in Marxist parties many long years ago. He
pointed out that with lhe development of imporialism
the ruling class in imperialist countries wete able by
thelr ewcessive exploitaton of their new colonial em-
pires to buy off seclions of the workers in their own
pountries by ghning them slighily higher living standards,
crumbs from the rich man's table. They were able to’
buy off workers' leaders by {lattery, by hoomours and
knighthoods and by straight out bribery, This could be
dane without in any woy affecling lhelr vwn profils;
in fact the dampeniog dowe of ciass struggie, the devel-
opment of theories of class collaboration acd clase pesce
ir the imperialist ecuntries alwaya showed a good divi-
dend on any profit and los: balance sheet:  Social
democeratie ideclogy and social dearocralie political parties
were thus crealed am:}ng the working class In the capi-
lalist world,

‘What becomes of social democralic ldeclogy and its
politiral expression ememg the workers in the period
ol imperialist decline? If Lenin was right, and we con-
zider that he was, should we not expect a decling in this
particular brand of bourgecis theory? We think so but
the revisionistz do not agree. In Lhe eta of the decline

-
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of imperialism they see social deinocracy remaining but
changing like imperialism which they now say can be

made through its weakness to accept a peace policy and

die gracefully without struggle. In their opinion, social
democracy, labour parties, will become parties with
which not only can we unite and work on certain limited
issues in the interests of the masses but with which we
can unite in the struggle for socialism in our own
countries.

~ What utter nonsense! As the struggle in the imperialist
world grows social democracy becomes an ever more
vicious servant of capitalism in each individual country.
Its mass support must be won to a working-class outlook
and to support of the Communist Party. It is obvious
that the decline of imperialism produces naturally the
opposite to what Lenin saw occur in the days of its rise
and that the hold of social democratic ideology in the
ranks of the working class diminishes. That is so in
N.Z. today. No longer do the mass of the workers ex-
pect the Labour Party to provide a solution to their
problems, much less lead them to socialism as they used
to believe in former years, social democracy’s hold on
them is based on the thin hope that they may prove a
little better than other bourgeois political parties. In
many cases the hope has gone and many workers have
supported other capitalist parties as may be proved by
an analysis of the results of the last two general eléc-
tions in N.Z.

The task of a Communist Party is to win them away
from all bourgeois theories to a working-class ideology,
to support of Marxism-Leninism. This will not be
achieved by the false call for unity in everything (includ-
ing ideology) just because the workers still constitute the
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mass of the social democratic parties which is what the
revisionists are doing. No! It will be achieved in a
Marxist-Leninist way by unity only on immediate issues,
in action, in struggles, which will lift the understanding
of the workers. They will learn by experience that way
that the capitalist today, as always, concedes nothing
unless the workers fight for it and that no capitalist
intends to hand over state power to the working people
and their allies without a struggle. They will learn to
think about the ideological outlook and policy advanced
by the Communist Party, an outlook based on Marxism-
Leninism.

. This is the road to the strengthening of the Commu-
nist Parties in the capitalist world where social democ-
racy still remains a major problem. It is the road to

. victory. The revisionist road is the road to the liquida-

tion of the Communist Parties as far as playing any in-
dependent role, or giving decisive leadership is concerned.

When our delegation to the bilateral talks in Moscow
raised this question, so important not only to us in N.Z.
but to our whole world movement, because as yet a
major break-through against social democracy has yet
to be made in any of the countries where social demo-
cratic ideology has been dominant among the ranks of
the workers, what did Suslov have to say on behalf of
the C.C.C.P.S.U.?

He said: “Why blame us? This is your problem. You
must solve it.”” What a Marxist-Leninist attitude to
adopt! Should we adopt the attitude to the struggle for
national liberation and socialism in Southeast Asia, of
saying that is not our problem and therefore does not
concern us? Of course not. Any Marxist must be con-
cerned because collectively the correct policy on all
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these matters means that we will achieve what the 81
Parties’ Statement said we would and that is the world
victory of socialism. :

You see these revisionists as was apparent in our
discussion in Moscow, when they do not want to deal
with a thing, say that is your problem. But, then as
Suslov did on behalf of the C.C. of the C.P.S.U. in the
conclusion of his talk to us, he had no hesitation in say-
ing: you are wrong. We had hope that you might change.
If you change, you will remain. within the ranks of the
fraternal werld Parties of Marxism-Leninism. But if
you do not change, then of course, you will be outside
and excluded.

In other words, social democracy is our problem, but
they decide who is going to remain in the framework of
fraternal Parties.

Then again, when we spoke of the fact that their ac-
tions in regard to policies to socialist Albania, to socialist
China and to other Communist Parties throughout the
world, had shown that they were adopting an attitude
that we could only sum up as great-nation chauvinism.
When we said that, they had no effective answer. When
in discussion we said, as we see it, your concept is by
exploiting the rest of the socialist world you are going
to advance to communism. In other words, they are
going to advance to communism on the backs of the so-
cialist world and the people and Communist Parties of
other countries. When we said that, no effective reply.
But what was the answer that came after a little while:
In effect it was, Comrade Wilcox, we are very perturbed
at the position of the Communist Party of New Zealand
and your position in leadership. You are little-nation
chauvinists.
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In any case the statement that the C.C.C.P.S.U. leader-
ship has no concern and no responsibility in the formu-
lation of communist policy for the eradication of social
democratic idealogy from the ranks of the workers in
the capitalist world is false. Their general policy since
the 20th Congress, because of their former special posi-
tion in our world movement and because since the Great -
October Revolution of 1917 they have held a particular
leading role, has meant that they have played a big part -
in aiding the revisionist confusion between tactics in
work among the masses under social democratic influence
and action to achieve the strategic aim of defeating social
democratic ideology in the workers’ ranks and replacing
it by Marxism-Leninism. Like other revisionists they
cannot dodge that responsibility.

I say once again that the struggle against revisionism
is in N.Z. a struggle for the survival of our Communist
Party as a Marxist-Leninist party and that this basic
problem affects all aspects of our policy.

From my experience in Moscow and elsewhere, if they
told me that black was black, I still have an idea that it
might be white and have a very careful look, because
they certainly lie very, very effectively about everything.

I have discussed the problem of strategy and tactics
for overcoming social democracy. This raises the ques-
tion of what is the fundamental strategical and tactical
aim of our world movement today.

The Communist Party of New Zealand considers that
the strategical aim of our world movement is the elimi-
nation of monopoly, of imperialism, the achieving of
state power by the working class and the building of
socialism from that point; the main tactical concentration
at this stage being on the prevention of imperialist world

19



war, particularly nuclear war. That is how we expressed
it at the bilateral talks in Moscow last September.

But in Moscow when I put this forward, how did
Suslov reply on behalf of the C.C.C.P.S.U.? He said, “You
know the problem of preventing thermonuclear war
occupies an important place. The Declaration and State-
ment adopted by world Communists says: ‘That Com-
munists consider the struggle for peace their primary
task.’ Frankly, do you agree with this? It was far from
your speech. You diminish the role of the struggle for
‘peace, but the 81 Parties’ Statement says that the prob-
lems of war and peace are the most urgent problems of
our time, that we have great responsibility for preventing
a world nuclear war, first of all on the world working
class. The fight for peace is not just a tactical matter
but one of the basis of strategy of the international
communist movement.” “

Comrades, our approach is the classical Marxist one
and in spite of the spate of words in Moscow last Sep-
tember we still consider it correct. Suslov’s concept
opens up loopholes for social democratic revisionism to
enter. . Our objective, our strategic aim, assumes less
importance and other things take their place, not just
as far as immediate tactics are concerned but from a
strategical approach too. The next step will be to ask
for peace at any price from imperialism, complete con-
ciliation and finally capitulation.

In N.Z. this issue assumes immediate importance for
our Party. In the struggle for world peace and the draw-
ing of the N.Z. people into maximum effort in that direc-
tion and in the struggle to get a peace.policy on the
international field from our Government, what is in-
volved? We have to decide whether we must fight against
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imperialism in all aspects of its activities and influence
as the basis of the struggle for peace or whether we as
a Communist Party restrict our activities to certain
forms of the struggle for peace. If we do the latter we
will find that we have handed the leadership in the
struggle for peace to bourgeois pacifist leaders and have
ourselves become pacifist in outlook. We will ignore
the inherent nature of imperialism, the nature that is
the cause of modern war. Before long we will start
prattling about the peaceful intentions of some impe-
rialist leaders, overestimating the importance of top-level
negotiations and underestimating the role of the working
class, the .role of the masses in the struggle for world
peace. In other words we would turn away from the
strategic aim of our Party which is the overthrow of
imperialism, and make peace at any price our objective.
That is what the modern revisionists have actually done.
‘Of course it leads not to peace but to war. The imperial-
ists have no peaceful intentions, they are not. indulgent.
They welcome the revisionist approach as a sign of
weakness in our world movement. At this stage we
become easy victims, lambs for the slaughter. The im-
perialist lions will never lie down with the socialist
lambs and allow them slowly and peacefully to economi-
cally compete imperialism out of existence. No, we
must build bigger, stronger, fiercer lions ourselves. So
says the Communist Party of New Zealand.

And now let me turn to the question of open polemics.
The Communist Party of New Zealand called in the early

stages for the dropping of open polemics as in our

opinion at that time it was harmful. The leadership of
the~C.P.S.U., headed by Khrushchov, would not agree.
We called for a world meeting to discuss, in an objective
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"and dialectical manner, the issues in dispute. Other
Parties including the Communist Party of China did the
same. But what occurred? The revisionists in the leader-
ship of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. persisted
in open polemics. They have continued to do so. At
the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U. a violent attack was
made on the leadership of another fraternal Party, the
Albanian Party of Labour. While cooing like doves around
the imperialist leaders the C.P.S.U. told the world that
the leadership of the Albanian Party of Labour were
betrayers and traitors. Having publicly fired these heavy
shots they for a time became a little quieter. Then at
the end of 1962 and the beginning of 1963 a series of
Party congresses in both the socialist and capitalist sec-
tors of Europe took place. Again open attacks were
launched, a disgraceful, uncomradely attitude was
adopted towards the fraternal delegates of the Com-
munist Party of China and others who stood firm on
Marxism-Leninism, one which culminated in the diatribe
of Khrushchov at the Congress of the Socialist Unity
Party in East Germany and in the welcoming of the
representatives of the Yugoslav revisionists. _

A call then came for the stopping of polemics although
they themselves carried them on openly and this call
‘has been repeated. Let time solve the problem and prove
who is right, they say.

It is our opinion that at this stage open polemics can-
not be stopped. The issues involved are too fundamental,
they affect the future not only of our Parties but of the
whole socialist world, the future of humanity. The
polemics can only be stopped now if the revisionists give
up their revisionism both in words and deeds. If they
do not we will suffer great losses. What kind of Marxism-
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Leninism is it to say “let time solve the problem”? The.

whole essence of Marxism implies active aid in the solv-
ing of problems. A whole new world is being born, we
are in the era of the victory of socialism on a world scale,
do we assist in its creation or do we stand aside as the
revisionists are asking us to do?

Now, why do they at this stage want to stop open
polemics? Such an approach is but a trick. Their tactics
are those of firing in a frenzied manner all possible
shots, of poisoning people’s minds everywhere against the
defenders of Marxism-Leninism and then saying please
don’t you start using your heavy ammunition. We’ll all
stop now and let time solve it. The fact is they are not
too happy about the way increasing numbers of members
of all Communist Parties and supporters are beginning
to see through their revisionism, to see that it will lead
to defeat and not victory. They fear a reply. They

. fear the offensive of Marxist-Leninists throughout the

world. They want to carry on revisionism while all
remain silent and wait for time to solve the question.
No, we cannot accept such a proposal. Our world move-
ment must consider the questions in dispute. Marxist-
Leninists everywhere must be given aid and support.
Recently Ted Hill, former Member of the Secretariat of
the Communist Party of Australia, a leading Marxist-
Leninist, visited New Zealand. What were we supposed
to do: Ignore him and only talk with the revisionists?
No, we would talk with anybody in the interests of
developing our Marxist-Leninist movement, on correct
principled basis, in New Zealand and throughout the
world. That is what we did, in spite of the fact that some
revisionists apparently considered that they are protected
by the 81 Parties’ Statement which in their interpreta-
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tion, we can talk to nobody but to them. Revisionist
leaderships of some Communist Parties must be forced,
by the offensive of those holding firm to Marxism-Lenin-
ism, to allow their membership to read and study not
only what revisionism today has to say about Marxism-
Leninism and about those who oppose revisionism but
also what Marxist-Leninists have to say. In the Com-
munist Party of New Zealand the leadership has consis-
tently tried to provide its membership with all known
facts and varying opinions. The views of our Party, as
presented by our delegation to Moscow last September
to discuss ideological issues in dispute bilaterally with
the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U., have been given
to every Party member to study but we did not act like
the revisionist leaders, we did not stop with our own
views. Every word of what Suslov, the leader of the
Soviet delegation at the falks, said was also given to all
members at the same time together with a report adopted
by our National Committee after our delegation’s return
to N.Z. in which we explained why we cannot accept the

views advanced by Suslov on behalf of the C.C.C.P.S.U. .

International documents expressing varying views have
been widely distributed. We have encouraged the attempt
to obtain material on ideology béing issued by the lega-
tion of the U.S.S.R. in Wellington, New Zealand. We
have placed no black ban on our members reading and
studying what the revisionists have to say, why do not
the revisionists in the leadership of Communist Parties
act in the same way? Why do they not tell their member-
ship the truth about the Bucharest meeting called by
the C.P.S.U. leaders after the Rumanian Congress in
1960? Why do they not tell the truth about the issues
that had to be debated at the 81 Parties’ meeting in
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November 1860? The reason is obvious. They fear the
widespread knowledge of the facts. Is this Marxism?
When have Marxists ever ignored, misrepresented, or
evaded facts? Every Marxist must consider and study all
known facts. Widespread open discussion, after consid-
eration of all opinions, will lead quickly to the victory
of Marxism-Leninism, hence the present tactics of abuse
and blackout.

We must not be despondent because such a situation
faces us. Certainly not. Today millions are studying
Marxism-Leninism, are studying the problems that arise
after the victory of socialism in a number of countries.
They are losing their idealistic illusions that class strug-
gle, contradictions, the clash of opposites, inevitably
vanish as the motive force for progress after socialist
victory. They are reaching the conclusion, too, that the
nature of imperialism has not changed, that in the capi-
talist world class struggle not class collaboration is still
the primary factor in the fight for socialism and the
defeat of imperialism.

A worldwide ferment is taking place in Marxist ranks.
A new blossoming of creative Marxism will emerge that
will guarantee the victory of Marxism-Leninism on a
world scale. Let the revisionists shout and rave, let
them manoeuvre how they may. We stand firm, know-
ing that there will be no victory for socialism on a world
scale, no final defeat for world imperialism, while revi-
sionism is dominant in important sectors of our world
movement.

You all heard of the cult of the individual. I have had
a lot to say about this. It can explain failures in the
countryside, lack of bread, problems in industry, bad
literature, poor painting. It can explain everything. Of
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course, Comrade Stalin died .in 1953 and Khrushchov
had been around a long time since and they do not
explain that one.

Comrades, may I conclude by paying tribute to the
great Communist Party of China and its leader Mao Tse-
tung in their firm Marxist-Leninist stand on this issue.
It has given heart to countless thousands, encouraging
them in the battle for Marxism-Leninism in every
country of the world.

We know that the masses make history. We have lived
and are living in a period that demonstrates the correct-
ness of this Marxist approach, but in each time and age
great thinkers and leaders do have their role. It has
been always so in our world movement. - We have the
example of the creative thought and practical activity
of Marx and Engels, then of Lenin and to a degree of
Stalin. Now, in the era when we face the problems of
keeping firm the class struggle base as the motive force
for change in the capitalist world as well as the problem
of how to deal with the conflicts and the class struggle
still existing in socialist .society again we find a great
creative Marxist-Leninist leader — your leader, Comrade
Mao Tse-tung. Proletarian history will record his
achievements and those of your Party in letters of gold
when the puny leaders of modern revisionism are in
their right place — the dust bin of history.
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