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DEVELOPMENT OF THE LENINIST PRINCIPIES OF THE PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE OF
TWO SYSTEMS AS EXPRESSED IN THE DECISIONS OF THE XX
AND ¥XI PARTY CONGRESSES

- USSR -

[Following is a translation of an article by I. A. Kirilin in
the Russian-language periodical Voprosy istorii KPSS (Problems
of the History of the CPSU), Moscow, Vol. L, No. i, 1960,
pages 155-166.]

The cornerstone of the foreign policy of the CPSU and the Soviet
Govermment is the Leninist principle of the peaceful coexistence and
econcmic competition of the two systems--socialism and capitalism. It
is this principle which determines the essence of the peace-loving
foreign policy of the Soviet Union.

The policy of peaceful coexistence signifies the repudiation
of war as a means for resolving issues between govermments, the obliga-
tion of all states not to attack or to violate the territorial integ-
rity and scvereignty of one another in any form or under auny pretext.
It presupposes also the repudiation of any interference in the internal
affairs of other nations for the purpose of changing their governmental
structure or way of life, or for any other motives. The principle of
peaceful coexistence signifies also that the political and economic
mutual relations between nations should be built on the basis of full
equality of both sides and mutual benefit.

The imperialist enemies of the idea of peaceful coexistence
have sought, over the course of a number of years, to demonstrate that
the Soviet Union is setting forth this concept out of tactical consid-
erations, that it is seeking to lull the vigilence of the Western
nations for the purpose of attacking them. These malicious anti-Soviet
attacks, however, have not achieved their aim.- The Soviet Union's
persistent struggle for the peace and security of peoples has topvled
this myth of bourgeois propaganda. The apologists for a "cold war"
policy then began to state that the USSR has changed its foreign policy,
and that prior to 1953 it was maintaining an aggressive course; it is
only within recent years, they say, that the USSR has set forth the
principle of peaceful coexistence. Nor do these fantasies have any-
thing in common with actuality, because from the very first days of its
existence our socialist government has conducted a stubborn struggle
for peace and for the peaceful coexistence of the two systems. With
the formation of the world socialist camp, the doctrine of peaceful
coexistence is also the basis for the foundations of the foreign




policies of all socialist states belonging to that camp. The Declara-
tion of the Communist and Workers' Parties of the Twelve Socislist
Nations, adopted at the Conference in Moscow in November 1957, states
that the Leninist principle of peaceful. coexistence is.the firm basis -
for the foreign policy of the socialist nations and the reliable founda~
tion for peace and friendship between peoples. (See Dokumenty
Soveshchaniy predstaviteley kommunisticheskikh i rebochikh partiy
tDocuments of the Conference of Representatives of the Communist and
Workers! Parties], Moscow, State Publishing House of Polltlcal Litera~
ture, p. 10.) :

% * ¥

The theoretlcal basis for the principle of peaceful coexistence
and economic competition between the two systems was first created by
Lenin even prior to the victory of the Great October Socialist Revolu-
tion. _ .

In analyzing the process of historical development, Lenin was
the first of the Marxists to show scientifically that, on the eve of
the 20th century, capitalism entered upon the higher and final stage
of its development, that of imperialism, Lenin discovered the law of
the unegual economic and political development of the capitalist ne~
tions in the era of imperielism. Out of the actlon of this objective
law of the development of society, he reached the geniuslike conclusion
(since proven by history) of the possibility of the victory of social-
ism initially in just a few or in only one individual nation. Proceed-
ing from this +thesis that various nations would drop away from the
capitalist system at various times and that the transition to socialisnm
would take an entire historical era, Lenin came to the conclusion that
the prolonged coexistence of one or several socialist states side by
side with capitalist goverrments is inescapable historically. Lenin
not only pointed out the scientific inescapability of the existence of
governments with diametrically opposite social systems, but even pro-
vided the basis for the possibility and necessity for their peaceful -
coexistence and cooperation in the ecomomic Tield. (See V. I. Lenln,
Sochineniya [Works], Vvol. 30, p. 21.)

The principle of the peaceful coexistence of socialist states
with states of the capitalist camp was embodied in the very first
decree of the Soviet state--the Leninist decree on peace. The Soviet
Government condemned war as the greatest possible crime ageinst man-
kind and called upon all nations at war with each other to cease this
bloodletting and to establish a just and democratic peace. The prin-
ciple of peaceful coexistence, however, was not then adopted by the
capitalist states. They organized a military campalgn against the
young republic of soviets.

In the pericd of the foreign military intervention and the civil
War, all of the Soviet Government's efforts were aimed at securing a
transition from a state of war with the capitalist nations to a state
of peace. During this period Lenin firmly continued to stand on the




grounds of the possibility and the necessity for the peacelful coexist-
ence of the two systems, and that, as the head of the world's first
socialist state, he should do everything possible for the practical
achievement of this principle in his relations with capitalist nations.

In Lenin's struggle for the affirmation of the principle of
peaceful coexistence, it fell upon our entire Party to overcome not
only the opposition of the imperialist powers, who had refused to
recognize the nation of socialism and who cherished the hope of doing
away with the victories of the October Revolution, but to overcome also
the anti-~Leninist views of people within the party--the "Left Commu~
nists," the Trotskyites, and the Bukharinites. The latter spoxe out
against the peaceful existence of the two systems because they did not
believe in the victory of socialism in one nation, and preached the
theory (inimicable to Marxism-Leninism) of the "spreading"” of the revo-
lution. . _

In the most tense period of Soviet Russia's struggle against the
interventionist forces, Lenin, in his letter to the Americen workers of
23 September 1919, declared the readiness of the proletarian republic
for economic cooperation with bourgeois governments, and with all pos-
sinle determination emphasized that this cooperation should take place
in the course of an entire period, "when a number of socialist and
capitalist states would exist side by side” (ibid.).

It was in December of that same year (1919) that Lenin proposed
that the Seventh All-Russian Congress of Soviets adopt a resolution to
read:  "The Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic wishes to live
in peace with all peoples amd to direct all of its efforts into internal
construction in order to place production, transport, and public admin-
istration on the basis of a soviet structure, which has been prevented
hitherto by the interference of the Entente and its blockade of
hunger." The Congress adopted this resolution and called upon the
Soviet Government "to systematically continue its policy of peace, and
to §dopt all measures necessary towards its achievement" (ibid., p.
209). : , ‘ - ‘

- In carrying out the Communist Party's foreign policy course
directed at peaceful coexistence, the Soviet Government demanded repeat-
edly during the civil war that the govermments of the USA, Great
Britain, France, and other nations ceese this imperialist piracy against
the Soviet Republic, and proposed the establishment of peaceful rela-
ions with them. In the period from August 1918 to December 1919
alone, 11 peace proposzls were made. The imperielist powers, however,
keeping up their bestial hatred of the socialist state, did everything
in their power towards its destruction.

The Soviet people, under the direction of the Communist Party,
defeated the interventionists and the internal counterrevolution, and
won their right for the existence of the socialist state. Having de-
fended its freedom and independence in bitter battles against interna-
tional imperialism, the Soviet nation won a victory of world historical
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importance, having demonstrated its growing strength, which its
enemies had now to take into consideration. .

Thus, the first sudden attack of the imperialist camp upon the
socialist state was repulsed, and the bourgeois goveruments were forced,
contrary to their efforts to overthrow the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, to recognize the Soviet nation and to enter upon peace talks
with it. Thus was .achieved that well-known balance of power, which
Lenin characterized simply as a breathing period and as nothing more
serious than that. '"We have," he said, "a. new period, when our basic
Lnternatlonal existence within this net of capitalist states has been

~won" (V. I. Lenin, Sochineniva, Vol. 31, p. 385).

Having put an end to the forelgn military intervention, the
Soviet nation then did everything possible to retain and strengthen
the peace which had been won at so great a price from the capitalist
nations. At the Ninth All-Russian Congress of Soviets, Lenin declared:
"We shall with all our force defend peace in the future, we shall not
hesitate to make serious concessions and sacrifices in order. to defend
that peace" {V. I. Lenin, Sochineniva, Vol. 33, p. 123). He emphasized
that the possibility of the existence of & socialist republic in a
capitalist encirclement, in the political and milltary respect, was
already a fact (ibid., p. 126}. Lenin pointed out that its existence,
in the economic respect, was just as possible. Thus in an interview

with the American correspondent Lincoln Hiram in February 1920, Lenin
said: "I do not see any reason why a socialist state such as ours
cannot have unlimited business relatione with capitalist nations. We
are not against the use of capitalist lccomotives and agricultural
machinery, so why should they be opposed to the use of our socialist
grain, flax, and-platium? Socialist grain has the same taste as any
other grain' (Kommunist, No. 15, 1957, p. 12).

Lenin linked the problem of the economic cooperation of the
socialist state with capitalist nations together with the question of.
peaceful economic competition between the two systems. In rejecting
a policy of aggression, and in declaring the basis of the foreign
volicy of the socialist nation to be a policy of peace and peaceful
coexistence, Lenin emphasized with full force that the outcome of the
historic "argument" between socialism and capitalism should be decided
not by war, but by peaceful economic competition.

In 1621, when our nation shifted to peaceful socialist construc-
tion, Lenin pointed out that now "we shall demonstrate our chief influ-
ence upon the international situation through our economic policy."

"In this field the struggle has been shifted to a world-wide scale. If
we resolve this task we shall then win out for certain and once and

for all on an internstional scale" (V. I. Lenin, Sochineniva, Vol. 32,
p. 413). Lenin was convinced that, in a competition between socialism
and capitalism, the socialist system would be the victor, as it is the
moss progressive system of social structure, opening before mankind an
unprecedented range for the development of his creative and moral
forces, and providing him with the very highest of living standards.
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The possibility and the necessity for the peaceful coexistence
of the two systems was based by Lenin on the presence of objective
factors which constitute the law of developument of the historical
process. He included as first among these factors the need for economic
tics between states. Lenin pointed out "there is a force that 1is
greater than the hopes, will, and decision of any inimical government
or class, and that is the force of general, peaceful economic relations,
which will corpel them to enter into such relations with us” (V. I-
Lenin, Sochineniya, Vol. 33, p. 129}. These "general, peaceful eco-
romic reiations" are what comprise the economic base of the peaceful
coexistence and economic competition between the two systems.

An importent objective factor which dictates to the capitalist
nations the need to coexist peacefully with socialist nations is the
weskening of imperialism. This has found clear expression in the fact
that, as a result of the victory of the Great October Socialist Revolu-
tion, its greatest power--Russia--has fallen away from the copltalist
svstem. The world has split into two opposite systems--socialist and
capitalist. The Octcber Revolution laid the beginnings of the crisis
of the colcnial system of imperialism. It set into motion hundreds of
millions of workers of the colonial and dependent nations, which had
started off down the path of the struggle for national liberation from
the yoke of imperialism. Together with this, the soclallst revoiution.
in Russia trought forth a mighty revolutionary movement within the
inperialist states themselves., These powerful revolutionary forces,
joining into one, dealt imperialism a fatal wound, fettered the imperi-
alist aggressors, and forced them to abstain from military ventures
against the nations of socialism and to enter into peaceful coexistence
with taem.

The contradictions between the imperialist nations, preventing
them from unifying their forces in the struggle sgainst the soclallst
systen, are playing an important role in the weakening of imperialism
and the creation of the prerequisites for the peaceful. coexlstence of
the two systems. These were of particularly great significance in the
period when the USSR was the sole soclalist government in the world.
"We were able to be victorious up to this time," Lenin said, "thenks
only to the serious dissension between the imperislist powers amd
thanks only to the fact that these dissensions were not just chance
disagreements within parties, but were a very profound and ineradicable
difference in economic interests among the imperialist states, which,
in defending private ownership of land and capital, cannot conduct that
rapacious policy, under which their efforts to unite forces against the
Soviets proved futile™ (V. I. Lenin, Sochineniya, Vol. 3i, p. 436).

The decisive objective factor Torcing the capitalist nations
into peaceful coexistence with socialist states, is the strengthening
of their economic and military might, and their international influence
as peace-loving powers. True, in the first years of its existence the
Soviet nasion was weaker economically and militarily than the imperi-
alist states. In retuin, it immeasurably surpassed them in a moral-
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rolitical respect. The workers and peasants of the Soviet republics,
thanks to the unity hammered out by the Communist Party and by dint of
their whole-hearted devotion to their socialist motherland and the
fraternal aid of the workers of all nations, defeated the horde of
interventionists, although the latter were well armed and supplied with
everything necessary to carry out the intervention.. )

In citing the results of the civil war, Lenin pointed out that
the imperialists, had they been united, might have won a victory over
us comparatively gquickly, because we were immeasurably weak as far as
maseriel was concerned. But our enemies did not win out, nor will they
ever win out, Lenin emphasized, because as for as morsle is concerned,
i.e., in the sense of aligmment of the actual force of all classes in
all states, we are stronger than all of them" (V. I. Lenin, Sochineniya,
Vol. 31, p. 385, and Vol. 33, p. 125).

Lenin not only laid the foundations for the possibility and
inescapability of the peaceful coexistence of the two systems, he also
pointed out the means and methods for strengthening and developing this
coexistence. He pointed out that, with the appearance of the Soviet
Union, there was born a new diplomacy, conducting a policy on the
scientific basis of Marxism, on sober consideration of the actual forces
answering the vital interests of all workers. The peace~loving foreign
Policy of the Soviet Union is one of the most important factors active
in the direction of peaceful coexistence. ’

Lenin considered recognition of equal rights of the two opposing
soclal systems as the basis for relations with capitalist nations. He
saw in it the sole correct way out of the difficulties, chaos, and the
danger of war under conditions of the coexistence of the two systems.

t was for this reason that Lenin welcomed the conclusion of the Treaty
of Rapallo between the RSFSR and Germany in 1922, in which the real
equality of the two systems of property ownership was set into law, and
which recognized only this type of treaty as the normel one in rela-
tions between the Soviet Union and capitalist states. . (See V. I. lenin,
Sochineniya , Vol. 33, pp. 319, 320.) = '

In speaking out for peace with all nations without exception,
Lenin considered it particularly important in internmational relations
to devote a great deal of attention to the interests of the various peo~
rles (natsii), as only such a policy can eliminate grounds for conflict,
eliminate mutual distrust and the danger of any sort of intrigue, and
create the confidence without which neither peaceful relations between
reoples nor the successful development of all that is valuable in
modern civilizations is at all possible (ibid., p. 349). v

Lenin attached an important role in the strengthening of peace
on this basis to the establishment of friendly relations with the
largest capitalist nations, above all, with the USA. Along with: this,
he particularly emphasized the need for observing the principles of
nonaggression, noninterference in internal affairs, and respect for
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sovereignty. "Let American capital not bother us. We will not bother
it," Lenin said to a correspondent of the American newepaper New York
Evening Journal in Feb;uary 1920 (V. I. Lenin, Sochineniya, Vol. 30,
p. 340).

Lenin attached great significance to the development of trade
and business ties on the basis of mutual benefit in the strengthening
of peeceful relations with capitalist nations.

As the principal adherent of peace and peaceful relations, Lenin
particularly valued real, concrete steps in this direction, and derided
pacifist chatter, phrases, and avowels not supported by deeds. It must
be kept in mind, he said in an interview with an Observer correspondent,
that pacifist phrases, talks, and avowals, sometimes even vows againsi
war, resound throughout the world in unusually great number, while we
see very little readiness to take actual steps, even the most simple
ones, to guaraniee peace in the majority of states, particularly, modern
civilized states. We should like to see, in this and in similer ques-
ticns, fewer such declarations, comraedely promises, and magnificent
formulas, and more straight forward and very clear decisions and meas-
ures which would really lead to peace, without even mentioning the .com-
pleti ﬁemoval of the danger of war" (V. I. Lenin, Sochineniya, Vol. 33,
D. 349).

The peace-loving foreign policy of the Soviet Union, based on
the Leninist principle of peaceful coexistence, has been conducted and
is being conducted undeviatingly by our govermment desplte the opposi-
tion of the imperialist powers.

But the existence of the objective prerequisites for the peaceiul
coexistence of the two systems, and the desire of the Soviet Govermment
to live at peace witk the capitalist nations &id not mean that the lat-
ter would maintain the same sort of policy in their mutual relations
rith the Soviet Union. With their sober approach towards en eveluation
of the actual situation, the Communist Party end the Soviet Government
knew that the imperialists would do everything they could to destroy
this socialist government so hated by them, through either a direct
military attack upon it by trying to use any military conflict provoked
by them to drag the Soviet Union into war. Under these conditions, the
struggle of the Communist Party and the Soviet Govermment for peaceful
coexistence boiled down, practically, to a struggle for a peaceful
breathing space, in order to make that peace last as long as pocs1ble°

Thanks to the Soviet Union's persistent struggle for peace, this
peaceful breathing space lasted 20 years. It was utilized with great
effectiveness by our party. Under its direction, the Soviet people
restored the national economy destroyed by World War I, the civil war,
and the foreign intervention, and successfully constructed a socialist
society. Great achievements were attained in an economic competition
between socialism and capitalism. The Soviet Unicn was converted into
a mighty socialist power, with economic and military potential and
political influence with which the imperialist aggressors could not
reckon.
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The victory of socialism in the USSR, however, was not a final
one. The Soviet Union was not guaranteed against the danger of the
restoration of capitalism with the aid of foreign aggression.

The attack of Hitler's Germeny upon the USSR put an end to this
peaceful breathing space. The war, prepared by the forces of world
imperialist reaction and begun by the fascist aggressors, had as its
most important aim that of the destruction of the socialist state, en-
slavemeny of the peoples of the Soviet Union, and resolution of imperi-
alist contradictions at the expense of the USSR. But these aims were
not fated to be fulfilled. The heroic Soviet people not only defended
the freedom, honor, and independence of their socialist motherland, tut
also made a decisive contribution towards the destruction of the danger
of fascist enslavement which hung over the peoples of all nations.

Formed during World War II was an anti-Hitler coalition, headed
Dy the USSR, which played an important role in the victory over fascism
and the organization of the postwar peace. Thus life itself once more
confirmed the correctness of the Leninist thesis on the possibility of
the cooperation of states with various social structures. True to its
vows to Lenin, the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, in the new
historical conditions which unfolded following World Wer II, developed
and enriched Leninist teachlngs on peaceful coexistence.

* % *

A great contribution to the development of Leninist teachings
on the p0581bllity and necessity for the peaceful coexistence of two
systems with differing social structures, is the basically new thesis
expressed by the XX Party Congress that in our modern era, there is
no fatal inevitebility of war.

This does. not in any case signify an incompatibility with the
Marxist-Leninist thesis that, so long as imperialism exists, war is
inevitable. In its time, this thesis was absolutely correct. As is
known, this thesis was expressed during a period in which, first,
imperialism was the all-encompassing world system and, second when
social and political forces, which were not interested in war and which
spoke out against’it, were poorly organized and had not the means to
compel the imperialists to desist from war. Under these conditions,
the imperialist powers had the opportunity to unfold two world wars
without gbstruction. At the present time, also, so long as imperialism
exists there continues to exist the economic basis for war which is
inherent in its very nature. Under today's conditions, however, there
exists the possibility of preventing a new world war and of counteract-
ing the unfolding of so-called local wars by the imperialists.

This most important theoretical conclusion was made on the basis
of a profound analysis of the radical changes which have occurred, fol-
lowing World War II, in the position of political and economic forces
on the international scene.




In what do these changes consist? They consist in the gigantic
growth in the power of socialism, and the critical weekening of impe-
rialism. '"The principal feature of our era is the emergence of social-
ism from the boundaries of one nation and its conversion into a world
system” (N. S. Khrushchev, Otchetnyy doklad Tsentral'nogo Komiteta
Kbmpunisticheskby vartii Sovetskogo Soyuza XX s''vezdu Partii'[Regular
Report of the Central Committee CPSU to the XX Party Congress], Moscow,
State Publishing House of Political Literature, 1956, p. 6) -~ as was
ncted in the Central Committee CPSU report to the XX Party Congress.

Up until World War II, the Soviet Union was the sole socialist
state, with about 17% of the territory, about 9% of the population, and
up to 10% of the world production, After World War II, as the result
of the defection of new nations from imperialism and their entrance
upon a socialist path of development, the world system of socialism
wes formed, a system which now has over one third of the world's popu~
lation and one fourth of its territory. At the end of 1958, socialist
nations were responsitle for over one third of the world’s industrial
production; to them belonged about one third of the world's production
of pig iron, steel, tractors, wool fabrics; 47% of the coal mined;
almost 4O% of the world production of timber; about 40% of the world's
cotton-fiber resources; and almost one half of the world's grain re-
sources (Pravda, 28 November 1959). ,

Of extremely important significance in the growth of the world
system of socialism are the achievements of the Soviet Union, where
soclalism was fully and completely victorious. Thanks to the advantages
of the socialist method of production and the inexhaustible creative
energy of the Soviet people, the USSR produced achieveménts of world-
historical importance in the construction of Communism; in developing
economics, science, and culture; and improving the general well-being
of the workers. Whereas in 1913 Czarist Russia was responsible for 3%
of the world's industrial production, and was fifth in the world in
the production of industrial goods (after the USA, Great Britain,
France, and Cermany), the Soviet Union at the present time holds second
place in the world (after the USA) in the volume of industrial produc-
tion, and in 1958 was responsible for gbout 20% of the world's producs
tion of industrial products. '

The Soviet people, thanks to the constant concern of the Communist
Party and the Soviet Government for the development of science and
engineering, were the first to launch artificial earth satellites and
cosmic rockets, thus layling the foundation for the conguest of the heav-
ens by man, and have attained great successes in the peaceful use of
atomic energy. With the growth of the economic might of the Soviet
Union, its military might--guarantee of the security of all the nations
of the socialist camp and a decisive factor in the maintenance of gen-
ersl peace-~-continues to increase also. In a speech given at a recep-
tion for Soviet journalists on 14 November 1959, N. S. Khrushchev
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declared that the Soviet Union nossesses mlghty weapons, but that "these
weapons are in the hands of the greatest. peace—lov1n6 state in the
world, and in the hands of the Communist Party and of our people, who
are. defendlng peace. They aré formidable weapons against those who
wish to start a war. They are, therefore, a support in the- struggle
for peace". (N S. Khrushchev, Sovetskaya pechat' dolzhna byt'samoy
sil'noy i samoy boyevoy! [The Soviet Press Should Be the Strongest and
Most Militant!]. Moscow, State Publishing House For Political Litera-
ture, 1959, p. 8). |

The tremendous successes of the world socialist system are a
consequence of the advantages of the 5001allst over. the capitalist sys-
tem. These advantages find clear expression in higher rates of develop-
ment of the national economy of the socialist states as Oomnared with
those of the capitalist nations. These higher rates of development are
paxrt of the general law of development of socialism, which have found
confirmation in the experience of all nations of the socialist camp.
The average annual rate of increase of industrial production throughout
the entire camp of socialism over the past 5 years (l95h-l958) was 11%,
while that of the entire capitalist world was less then 3p- Industrial
production of the socialist nations in 1958 increased by 5 times over
that of its prewar, 1937, production, while that of the capitalist
nations barely doubled.

The strength of the socialist camp consists not only in its
economic might, but in the monolithic unity of the peoples of the social-
.ist states, in their fraternal friendship and cooperation. Socialist
nations build their mutual relations on the principle of a full equality
of rights, on a respect for territorial integrity, state independence
and sovereignty, and on noninterference in the internal affairs of others.
But these principles do not exhaust the entire essence of the mutual re-
lations between them. An inalienable part of their mutual relations is
fraternal mutual aid, in which are manifested the principles of social~-
ist. internationalism.

Embodied in this fraternal mutual aid of the socialist nations
is a new type of international relations, peculiar only to the socialist
world.. The cooperation and mutuel aid of the peoples of the socialist
camp, side by side with the defense of socialist attainments and the
territorial integrity of their nations from the encroachments of the
-imperialists, has as its aim the strengthening of the power of the
socialist camp and the facilitating of a general upsurge in their econ-
omy and culture and, on this basis, the all-possible improvement of
the material and cultural level of the workers., A component part of
this mutual aid is the rendering of aid to nations saddled with a back-
ward econowy as their inheritance from capitalism, so that these can
catch up with the leading socialist states as quickly as possible, in
order to permit all socialist nations to emerge into the higher phase
of a communist society more or less simultaneously.
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A different picture may be observed in the imperialist camp. The
defection from the copitalist system of a number of nations of Europe
and Asia, and thelr entrance upon the socialist path of development, has
led to a sherp narrowing of the sphere of domination of imperialism,
ard has deprived the capitalist nations of important sources of raw
material, markets for the sale of their products, and spheres for the
investment of capital, which cannot help but bring asbout a deepening of
the general crisis of the entire capitalist system. The éefection from
capitalism of new states, and the formetion of a world socialist system
is the principel feature of this second phase in the general crisis of
cepitalism, which began during World Wer II.

The situation of the world capitalist system after World War II
also became considersbly complicated as a result of the fact that, in
the colonial and dependent natioms, there developed a mighty national
1iberation movement, which raised the question of the complete liguida~
tion of the colonial system of imperialism. '

Tn the postwar years, in addition to the great Chinese people
and the peoples of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam and the Korean
People's Democratic Republic, over 700,000,000 persons have cast off
colonial enslavement. As & result of & persistent struggle against
imperislism, the peoples of Indonesia, India, Burma, Ceylon, the United
Arab Republic, the Sudan, Irag, Morocco, Tunis, Chana, Guinea, and
other nations have won their freedom. Still remeining in colonial en-
slavement are about 150,000,000 people, who are waging a tenacious
struggle for freedom and independence.

The twc greatest proceszes taking place in the political life
of peoples after Worid War II--the victorious procession of socialisem
and the unprecedented {both in scale and force) national liberation
movement in the colonial and dependent countries--stepped up sharply
the collapse of imperialism. Of tremendous influence in speeding up
the collapse of the imperialist system is the further building up of
contradictions between the capltalist nations and between the capital~
ist governments themselves. '

In the postwar years the exploitation of the working class and
the lowering of the standard of living of the workers of capitalist
nations have increased sharply. In the period from 1950 through 1958
alone, the cost of living in the Federal Republic of Germany rose by
19%, in France by 57%, in Great Britain by 47%, end in the United
States by 20%. The scourge of the workers of the capitalist nations
is mass unemployment, depriving the families of the unemployed of a
crust of bread. According to official figures, the percentage of un~
employed at the beginning of 1959 was: in Canads, 8.9%; Italy, 8.9%;
Belzium, 7.2%; United States, 6.1%; and West Germany, 5.6% of the
entire gainfully employed population. In connection with this, the
struggle of the working class against the capitalist yoke is becoming
ever more active and persistent, with the number of strikes rising,
and with the proletariat speaking out ever more decisively on basic
political questions. '
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The bourgeoisie are doing everything possible in order to destrcy
the political and social victories of the workers, won in prolonged and
persistent struggle. In a number of ‘countries, the Communist pariies
have been outlawed, the rights of trade unions curtailed, and laws in-
troduced forb*ddlng strikes. But all of these measures, directed
against the working class, are not producing and cannot produce the
desireC. results. The proletariat of the capitalist nations, led by the
Communist and workers' parties, is carrying on a persistent struggle
for its vital rights, for democratic freedoms and peace, and for sociale-
ism. Despite the persecution and repression, the influence of the
Communist and workers® parties on the broad masses is increasing ever
more. Whereas on the eve of World War II there were b, 000,000 persons
in the ranks of Communist and workers' parties, some 33 OOO 000 Coummu-
nists are now struggling under the banner of Marxism-Leninism through-
out the entire world.

The economlc struggle between capitalist nations for supply
merkets and for spheres of influence is flaring up with even greater
force at the present time. The USA, which became stronger during the
war and the postwar period, is losing its monopoly over the world
cepltalist market as a consequence of the growing opposition of other
nations, primarily Great Britain, but also West Germany, France, and
Japan. Thus capitalism is steadfastly moving to encounter new econcmic
and social shocks.

Capitalists are going all out in seeking to avert the 1nexorable
process of the weakening and collapse of the imperialist system. To
this end, a monstrous arms race is being conducted, all types of ag-
gressive blocs and alliances--aimed against the socialist nations--
are being formed, = "cold war" policy is being waged, and a course
drawn which is bent on the suppression of the workers', democratic,’
and national liberation movements. For the sake of preserving their
domination and their profits, the imperialists are prepared for the
most monstrous of crimes against menkind, up to and 1aclud1ng start;ng
a new world war in which nuclear weapons would be used.

How can we avoid war?

The XX Party Congress, in formulizing its thesis on the possi-
bility of preventing a new world war under modern conditions, has
answered this question. It pointed out the unprecedented growth of
the forces of peace in the postwar period. Marxism-Leninism teaches
us that, with the development of human society, an ever-increasing
number of people are drawn into conscious historical activity, and
their activities are beginning to have an ever-greater influence upon
the course of historical events, The XX Congress emphasized that,
right now, when the mighty cemp of socialism has made its appearance
and is being strengthened, the struggle of the peace-loving social and
political forces can play a decisive role in preventing war.
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Personification of the conscicus, active beginning in the strug-
gle to avoid war, is the peace-loving foreign policy of the nations of
the camp of socialism. Possessing almost a billion people and rich
resources, the camp of socialism possesses material strength sufficient
to dampen the aggressive, fecble impulses of anyone seeking to violate
the peace. The camp of socialism is exercising decisive influence on
international relations, directing them into the path of peaceful
development. It represents an inviolable bulwark of peace, a new factor
in international relations such as histcry has never before known.

"The fortune of mankind lies in the fact," N. S. Khrushchev said at the
31 Octcber 1959 session of the Supreme Soviet USSR, "that in our time
the great scientific discoveries and technical achievements of the world
ware uncovered and are being developed rapidly by a socialist system,
vith a striving for peace inherent in socialism. The more rapidly the
forces of the socislist nations grow, the greater the possibilities for
the retention and the strengthening of peace.” (See N. S. Lhrushchev,

0 mezhdunarodnom polozhenii i vmeshney politike Sovetskogo Soyuza,
Doklal na Tret'vey sessii Verknovnogo Soveta SeoR |The International
Situation and the Foreign Policy of the Soviet Union. A Report to

the Third Session of the Supreme Soviet USSR], Moscow, State Publishing
House for Political Literature, 1959, p 6.) ‘

The forces of peace have grown significantly in connection with
the appearance on the world scene of a group of peace-loving states
which have declared nonparticipation in military blocs a principle of
their foreign policy. To such nations belong, first of all, the
majority of the new states of Asia and Africa, which have been formed
as the result of the victorious conclusion of the liberation struggle
against colonialism. They consider, and justly, that their inclusion
in aggressive military blocs and in the merry-go~-round of arms races
will not only interfere in the strengthening of their political inde-
pendence and economic construction, but will lead, inescapably, to
the restoration of the former colonial regime under a new mask.

As a result of this, there has been formed on the international
scene a broad zone of peace, including both nations of the socialist
camp as well as nonsocialist nations adhering to a peace-loving foreign
policy. This zone encompasses a tremendous area of the earth's sphere
and the majority of the people on our planet. '

The workers' movement within the capitalist nations has now be-
come a tremendous force. A policy of militarism is inherently foreign
and profoundly inimical to the working class. The revolutionary
Marxist-Leninist parties of the working class, expressing the basic
interests of the workers, have declared the struggle for avoiding war
their paramount task. : .

F¥inally, the partisans of the peace movement, which is now the
broadest and most massive movement of modern times, uniting hundreds
of millions of people regardless of their political views and convic-
tions, reached an historically unprecedented scale following World War
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II. TUnder conditions in which the destructive forece of military equip-
nent has reached the point where entire states can be wiped from the
face of the earth, all peoples are struggling for peace and against the
danger of war w1th even greater determination.

Imperialist reaction, frightened by the growth of the movement
for peace, is doing evervthing possible to weaken the might of this
movement. Its agents are resorting to various subterfuges for this
purpose, are seeking to raise doubts ameng the mascses as to the strug-
gle for peace, and to sow an attitude of fatalistic doom and pessisism.
Opinions are disseminated whose essence boils down to this: that the
mass of people of the capitalist nations cannot play a significant role
in the struggle for peace, inasmuch as problems of war and peace in the

nations of the imperialist camp are decided by the govermments, which
express the interests of the exploiting classes.

- But history demonstrates that the struggle of the working class
and other social forces against imperialist wars has more than once :
presented a serious obstacle to the military adventures of the sggres-
sors. Serving as an example of this might be the declarations made by
workers of the entire world under the slogen of "Hands Off the Soviet
Union!," which played en important role in cutting short the imperialist
interventlon against the Soviet Union. And this was at a time when the
forces and means directed against war were yielding to the forces and
means of aggression. Under today's situation, the significance of
the struggle of the masses against war has increased immeasurably; the
role of the international movement in the defense of peace would be
difficult to overestimate.

After World War II, the imperislists started over 10 "small"
wars (Korea, Vietnam, Suez, etc. ), but thanks to the resolute struggle
of the socialist camp and of all peace-loving forces for the mainte-
nance of peace, the efforts of the eggressive forces to kindle the
flame of a new world war came to naught.

The growth in the forces of peace is the logical and natural
process of the social development of our time. This process finds
clear embodiment in the further strengthening of the might of the
world socialist system, in the world-wide historical achievements of
its competition with the world capitalist system, which will facili-
tate, vo a tremendous degree, the fulfillment of the Seven-Year Plan
for the Development of the National Economy of the USSR over the
period 1059-1965, as adopted by the XXI Party Congress, as well as ful-
fillment of the national economic plans of other socialist states. - As
a result of the realization of these plans by 1965 or perhaps earlier
than that, the socialist economic system will procduce over one half
of the world's industrial production. Thus will the superiority of the
world socialist system over that of the world capitalist system be
realized in that most decisive sphere of man's activity--material
production.
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This will be a victory of world historical importance for social-
ism in its peaceful economic coupetition with capitalism, a victory
which the great Lenin envisaged back in the first deys of the Soviet
state's existence. It will lead to a new radical change in the correla-
tion of forces on the international scene, to the further growth of the
forces of peace and the weakening of the forces of war. Proceeding from
an analysis of these changes, the XXI Party Congress, confirming the
correctness of the thesis formuisted by the XX Congress of the absence
of a fatal inevitability of war, introduced a new thesis to the effect
that from the moment the world socialist system surpasses the world
capitalist system in material production, there will be born the real
possibility of excluding world war from the life of society as a means
for resolving international problewms, even prior to the complete vic-
tory of socialism on earth and throuoh the retention of capitalism in
vart of the world.

The conclusions of the XX and XXI Party Congresses cn the possi-
bility of avoiding war at the present time, and of its exclusion from
the life of society in the very near future, is a further expansion of
the Marxist-Leninist thesis on the actualness of the struggle for the
confirmation of the principles of the peaceful coexistence of the two
systems. They provide an optimistic and strictly scientific prospect
for all peace-loving forces speaking out against war. Of extremely
vractical significance, side by side with this, is the conclusion drawn
ty the XX Party Congress and expanded in the speeches of N. S.
Khrushchev since that Congress, that the peaceful coexistence of the
socialist and capitalist systems, in our time, has become an historical
necessity and a real Tfact.

Taking into consideration the unfolding correlatlon of forces
on the international scene and the level which military technology has
reached in its development, Marxist-Leninist science notes that under
present conditions there is no other path for the development of rela-
tions between states with differing social and political’systems save
peaceful coexistence. "There are only two paths," N. S. Khrushchev
declared at the XX Party Congress, "either peaceful coex1stence or the
most destructive war in history. There is no third path." (See N. 8.
Karushchev, Otchetnyy doklad Tsentral 'nogo Komiteta Xommunisticheskoy
partii Sovetskogo Sozyuza XX s yezda partii [Regular Report of the
Central Committee CPSU to the XX Party Congress], Moscow, State
Publishing House of Political Literature, 1956, p. 39.)

The camp of socialism and all peace-loving peoples do not want
war, and so far as they have the opportunity to decide the fate of the
world, then the only real path to follow in international relations
remains that of peaceful coexistence alone.

But the existence of political forces and the material means
capable of preventing war does not at all mean that we can rest upon
our laurels. The militant imperialist circles of the Western powers,
Who are interested in war, have not as yet put aside their schemes. In
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their hands are considerable material force, plus political and mili-
tary levers, and there is no guarantee therefore that they will not
ring these into action and will not start a war. The XXI Party Congress
emphasized with full force the fact that "at the present time the possi-
bility of war being started by imperialism still exists, and we should
not underestimate the danger of war. All socialist nations and all
peace-loving forces should therefore malntaln great vigilance, and step
up their struggle for the retention of peace." . (See Materialy
vneocherednogo XX s"ezda KPSS [Materials on the Extraordinary XXI
Party Congress, Moscow, State Publishing House for Political Litera-
ture, 1959, p. 158.)

To the peace-loving foreign policy oif the Soviet Union--the -
nightiest power of the socialist camp--belongs the most important role
in the struggle for the maintenance of peace and confirmation of the
principles of peaceful coexistence. The peace-loving foreign policy
of the USSR is no fortuitous phenomenon in the life of the Soviet peo-
ple, predicated on some sort of diplomatic concepts or on the econcmic
and military weakness of the Soviet Union. Our motherland is one of
the strongest powers of the world, economically and politically. The
peaceableness of the Soviet Union stems from the internal nature of
the USSR's triumphant social structure, and is conditioned by the
ection of the basic economic law of socialism, the principal feature
of which is satisfaction of the constantly increasing requirements of
its entire society through the uninterrupted and rapid development of
socialist production on the basis of advanced techniques.

Destroyed forever in the Soviet Union are those causes and
premises waich, under capitalist conditions, lead to war and the con-
ducting of an aggressive policy. The economic basis of the USSR is
the socialist system of economy and socialist ownership of the means
of production. In distinction from capitalist nations, the Soviet
Union does not have the social classes and social groups which would
be interested in war as a source of profit, thanks to the destruction
of the exploiting classes,

The Soviet Union has no need to seize the lands of others. It
possesses tremendous territory and great resources of useful mineral
deposits. The planned conduct of its economy and the uninterrupted
improvement in the solvent demands of urban and rural workers facili-
tate 'a normal supply of manufactured goods. Eliminated from the Soviet
Union are those principles which give rise to inescapable economic
crises in capitalist nations--a way out of which the bourgeoisie con-
tinues to seek, as a rule, through foreign political adventures.

Thanks to the successful realization of the Leninist policy on
nationalities, the peoples of the Soviet Union have created an example

of fraternal friendship and cooperation among themselves hitherto un-
known to history, and have thus eliminated forever the policy which,
under capitalism, builds up the prosperity of the economically and
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militarily stronger states through the oppression of waaker states,
and through destruction of the national independence of other peoples.

On the international scene, the USSR is incapable of conducting
any policy other than a policy of peace and cooperation between all
peoples of the world, and recognition of the right of every one of them
to an indevendent state existence and noninterference in their internal
affairs. The Soviet people also need peace because they can build a
Communist society, deveiop thelr economy, and increase their material
and cultural level only under a durable peace.

New confirmation of the peace-loving aspirations of the Soviet
Union is to be found in the adoption and introduction at the present
time of & Seven-Year Plan, whose peaceful bent even the enemies of
Communism cannot help but notice. R. Nixon, Vice-President of the
United States, after having visited our nation, admits that "the reso-
luteness of the Soviet Unilon in seeking a better and richer life is
cause for great hope," because "such a life can thrive only under con-
Aitions of peace and mutusl cooperation between nations and peoples”
{Pravda, 10 December 1959). The policy of peaceful coexistence being
conducted by the socialist nations 1s receiving the ever grester
ecknowledgment of the peoples. It found its expression, in particular,
in the proclamation in June 1954, by the prime ministers of the Korean
Teople's Republic and India, of the five principles of peaceful coex-
istence, subsequently supported by 29 Asian and African nations at a
conference in Bandung held in April 1955. o

Events of recent months demonstrate that, among the ruling
circles of the imperialist powers, there can be noted a certain shift-
ing towards recognition of the principles of peaceful coexistence, as
witnessed by a recent speech made by C. Herter, the U. S. Secretary of
tate. . ‘ ‘
This recognition signifies that peace between nations on the
basis of the peaceful coexistence of socialism and capitalism, proposed
by the great Lenin and so steadfastly refused by the imperialist powers

over the course of a prolonged period of time, now has become an his-

torical necessity because of the tremendous achievements of world
socialism. . = ‘ ‘ '

Comrade N. S. Khrushchev pointed out at the Third Session of the
Supreme Soviet USSR that '"peaceful coexistence in our time has become
an actuasl fact, and not some sort of request or wish. It is an objec-
tive necessity stemming from the situation in the world today, from the
present stage in the development of human society. The two chief social
systems which now exist on earth both possess weapons which would have
fatal consequences were they to be put to use. He who now speeks of
nonrecognition of peaceful coexistence and argues against it, is actu-
ally speaking out for war." (See N. S. Karushchev, O mezhdunarodnon
polozhenii 1 vneshney politike Sovetskogo Soyuza. Doklad na tretiyey

Sessil Verknovnogo coveta SooR [The International Situation and the

Foreign Policy of the coviet Unionj. A Report to the Third Session of




the Supreme Soviet USSR, Moscow, State Publishing House for Political
Literature, 1959, pp. 7-8.)

If the peaceful coexistence of the socialist system with the
capitalist system in our time has become an historical necessity, then
on what basis is its realization possible? The XX and XXI Party
Congresses answered that question, pointing out that the sole correct
basis is not to resort to war as a means of solving international prob-
lems, not to interfere in the internal affairs of other nations for the
purpose of changing their political and economic structure as well as
ideological views, and to develop cooperation on the basis of peaceful
economic competition. The essence of these theses, in short, boils
Gown to this: we must coexist on a reasonable basis while creating the
conditions for coexistence in accordance with a principle "according to
vhich each nation would select for itself and borrow from his neighbor
that which it itself thinks it needs, without any pressure of any kind"
(ibid., p. 8).

" Achievement of these principles of the coexistence of states
with differing social and political systems urgently requires than an
end be put to the "cold war," that normal good~neighbor relations be-
tween socialist and capitalist nations be strived for, and that there
be eliminated from international relations everything which the "cold
war" gave birth to and which creates the threat of an armed clash.

The Soviet Government is decisively and persistently introducing
its Leninist policy of peaceful coexistence, opening the way to peace
between states, mutual understanding, consideration of the interests
of one another, and to wise mutual concessions and compromices.

All the world knows the practical steps taken by the Soviet
Union in the interest of mollifying international tension. In the past
1 1/2 years alone the Government of the USSR has introduced such pro-
posals as the proposal to cease nuclear weapon tests, the creation of
an stom-free zone, the liquidation of the consequences of World War II
through the conclusion of a peace treaty with Germany, the calling of
a conference of heads of state to review the more pressing international
problems, and universal and total disarmement. Much has been done to
improve the Soviet state's relations with the largest capitalist na-
tions--the United States, Great Britain, and France, thanks to which
the first cracks appeared in the ice of the "cold war." A particular
important and far-reaching step in the direction of a radical improve-
ment in relations between the USSR and the United States and the gen-
eral lessening of international tension, was the visit to the United
States of the Chairman of the Council of Ministers USSR. The exchange
of opinions between N. S. Khrushchev and President Eisenhower on a
number of important international questions brought about a certain
degree of mutual understanding, rapprochment of points of view in the
evaluation of the developing situation as a whole, in the approach to
certain specifically important questions, and in the recognition of
the need to improve relations between the USSR and the USA. Of great
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significance was the putting down into a communique of the joint pcint
of view of N. S. Khrushchev and Eisenhower that unresolved international
problems snould be resolved not through resort to arms, but through
peaceful means, through talks. In such a way, the ruling circles of
the United States officially agreed with the principle which the Soviet
Government has always espoused.

~In the course of his visit throughout the country, comrade N. S.
Khrushchev brought to the consciousness of the American people the
great truth of the great socialist power. He earnestly exhorted the
veople to fight unstintingly for peace and peaceful coexistence, and
o develop friendship and cooperation between the United States and the
USSR. The historical significance of the Chairman's trip to the United
States lies in the fact that there is now being cleared a path for an
ebout-face in Soviet-American relations on the basis of mutual under-
standing, peace, and cooperation. Since the relations between the two
largest world powers are of tremendous significance for international
relations as a whole, this step serves to create the premises for the
triumph of the pr1nc1ple of peaceful coexistence throughout the entire
world.

‘ Worthy of the warm support of people in all nations of the
" world was the proposal on universal and total disarmement introduced
by N. S. Khrushchev in the name of the Soviet Government for the con-
sideration of the United Nations. The problem of disarmement 1s the
problem of problems of modern times, and upon its resolution lies the
- future of mankind. Were the'Soviet proposal to be adopted, peaceful
coexistence would be firmly secured, new possibilities would Pe uncov-
ered for the development of economic, trade, and cultural tles; and new
possibilities would appear for the regulation of many, now seemingly
unresolvable, international problems.

The imperislist prophets of the "from a position of strength"
and "cold war" policies, whose aim is the sowing of doubt in the minds
of the peoples about the need for peaceful coexistence, state that
coexistence under the conditions proposed by the Soviet Union and
other socialist states is unrealistic, because it does not call for

cessation of the ideological struggle. ~
- Actually, the principle of the peaceful coexistence of socialism
and capitalism does not signify an end to the ideological struggle be-
“tween them, because we are speaking not of the coexistence of states
with identical social systems, but of the coexistence of states with
two diametrically opposed social systems, each of which expresses the
interests of various social classes: the socialist system personifies
the interests of the working class, while the capitalist system repre-
sents the interests of the class of bourgeoisie. Going on between
these classes is an implacable struggle, both within the capitalist
nations as well as on the international scene--between the two social
systems. This struggle encompasses all aspects of life: economic,
pollfical and 1deolog1cal, and is the chief substance of the historical
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era we are living in. The struggle between the working class and the
tourgeoisie was not invented by anyone: it is the natural law of
social development, has existed since the appearance of a capitalist
society, and will continue to exist until that society is completely
destroyed. The dispute between the two systems, which began from the
moment the October Revolution was successful in our nation, has not
been ended but is at the apogee of its development, and will continue
until the time socialism replaces capitalism throughout our entire
planet. "Our struggle for peaceful coexistence," N. S. Khrushchev
said in a speech to the Seventh Congress of the Hungarian Socialist
Workers' Party on 1 December 1959, "for a lasting and durable peace
is linked inescapably with the defense of the great victories of
socialism."

"We have spoken out for, and shall continue to speak out for,
the resolution of all controversial or unresolved questions dealing
with relations between states in a peaceful manner and through talks.
We have sought for and shall continue to seek in the future such paths
as would be acceptable to both capitalist and socialist states in re-
solving controversial questions in order to avert war. But, of course,
we shall never yield our ideological principles. We are waging and
shall continue to wage an irreconcilable struggle for Marxist-Leninist
1deoiogy, for the triumph of the highest idea‘s of Communism" (Pravaa,

2 December 1959).

This does not mean that the socialist states are striving for the
destruction of capitalism in order to aid "the export of revolution,"
as bourgeois propaganda likes to spout forth on the subject. The idea
of the "export of revolution" is foreign to Marxism-Leninism. Lenin
wrote: "Such a 'theory' would be a complete break with Marxism, which
has always refuted the 'pushing' of revolutions which have arisen
through the maturing of the sharpness of class contradictions which
gize)birth to revolutions" (V. I Lenin, Sochineniya [Works], Vol. 27,
P 49).

No less strange therefore are the requests made by representa-
tives of the bourgeois world towards nations of the socialist camp
that they provide a "guarantee" against the dlssemlnatlon of Communist
ideas in capitalist nations.

Communist and workers' parties would be betraying the working
class and the great struggle for Communism were they to repudiate
their ideological struggle against the bourgeoisie.

The importance of the defense of the purity of Marxist-leninist
ideology at the present time has particularly increased, because bour-
geols ideology as well as representatives of Right Socialist oppor-
tunism and modern revisionism are seeking to utilize the lessening of .
international tension to distort the position of socialist nations on
questions of principle involved in the peaceful coexistence of the two
systems. They have invented a "theory" about the "organic rapproch-
ment" and "increasing resemblance" between states with socialist and
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capitalist structures, about the smoothing over of the differences in
the class nature of both systems in the period of thelr coexistence,
etc. Behind all these "theoretical" contrivances are concealed the
hoves of certain circles regarding the possibility of changing the
social structure in socilalist nations, as well as calculations that
peaceful coexistence will lead to a wegkening of the cauwp of socialism.
Such "theoreticians” should remind themselves that the process of
history cannot be turned back, and that thelr hopes for a change in the
social structure in the USSR and in other socialist nations are ground-
less. '

Comrade N. S. Khrushchev, speaking to the National Press Club on
16 September 1959 during his visit to the United States, declared:

"The Soviet Union stands for the development of relations between
nations on the basis of the principles of peaceful coexistence. These
principles were willed to us by Vliadimir Ii'ich Lenin--the great fouuder
of the Soviet state. We are faithful to those principles. We think
that differences in world outlook should not spoil relations between
nations. Close economic and cultural ties should be introduced between
all nations. This will enable nations and their state figures to better
kncw and to better understand one another., It will facilitate the
establishment of mutual faith and peaceful cooperation." (See Zhit!'

v mire i druzhbe! Prebyvaniye Predsedatelya Soveta Ministrov SSSR N. S.
Rnrushcheva v _SOhA 15-27 Sentyabrya 1050 g. | 'Live in Peace and Friend-
shipi"” The visit of N. S. Khrushchev, Chairman of the Council of
Ministers USSR, to the United States, 15-27 September 19591, iosccw,
State Publishing House for Politicael Iiterature, 1959, p T79.)

* ¥ ¥

Thanks to the efforts of the Soviet Union, of the entire soclal-
ist camp and of all peace-loving peoples, the dangerous policy of "cold
war' at the present time, under the pressures of 1life itself, is clearly
teginning to yield, gradually giving place to the wise policy of peace-
ful competition and cooperation between states. Thanks to the strength-
ening of the peace-loving forces in the world, a situation has been
crested in which it is possible to speak of the actual possibility of
securing a stable peace on earth, of the possibility of entirely exclud-
ing war as a means for the resolution of disputes between states.

The chief credit for this belongs to the world socialist system--
the inviolable support of peace throughout the entire world. The peo-
ples of the entire world see in its strengthening and development the
chief guarantee of the liberation of mankind from the danger of a
destructive catastrophe.




Becoming true are the prophetic words of those great teachers
of the international working class, K. Marx and F. Engels, that "in
contrast with the old society, with its economic poverty and political
folly, there is arising a new society, whose internationsl principle
will be peace, because every people will have one and the same sovereign
--labor!')' (K. Marx and F. Engels, Sochineniya [Works], Vol. XIII, Part
il, p. 9).
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