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Mr. President,

Since the 27th Session of the United Nations General
Assembly, some notable events have successively taken
place on the international arena. First, there was the
cessation of the war in Viet Nam and Laos. Secondly,
there were the talks held and agreements concluded
between the two superpowers — the United States and
the Soviet Union. Thirdly, there was the convening of
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe.
In the meantime, the Third World has further awakened
and grown in strength, and the African, Latin American
and non-aligned countries held a series of important
international conferences. What is the characteristic of
the present world situation? Is the international situa-
tion really moving towards a general detente? This is
a question in which people are interested. The Delega-
tion of the People’s Republic of China would like to
state its views on this question and a number of other
questions which the current session of the General As-
sembly is confronted with.

1. WHAT IS THE CHARACTERISTIC OF
THE PRESENT WORLD SITUATION?

The Chinese Government has long held that our world
is now going through a process of great turbulence, great
division and great realignment. The basic contradictions
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in the world are all sharpening, and in particular the con-
tradiction between imperialism and cclonialism on the
one hand and the oppressed nations and peoples on the
other and the contradictions among the imperialist
countries, especially that between the two superpowers.
Although no new world war has broken out since World
War II, local wars resulting from imperialist aggressions
have never ceased. The great victory of the heroic Viet-
namese people’s war of resistance against U.S. aggression
and for national salvation has once again proved that
imperialism and all reactionaries are paper tigers. A
small nation can defeat a big one and a weak nation can
defeat a strong one, so long as they dare to struggle, are
good at struggle and persevere in struggle. It is not the
people who fear imperialism: it is imperialism which
fears the people. Revolution is the main trend in the
world today. Now that the war in Viet Nam has ended,
can it be assumed that the world will henceforth be tran-
quil? Obviously not. When the Korean war was ended
in 1953, some people thought that no more gun-shots
would be heard in the world. Not long afterwards, how-
ever, the Suez war broke out and then the Viet Nam war
started. And even today, the war in Indochina has not
stopped completely, for there is still fighting in Cam-
bodia. Tension in the Middle East has not relaxed in the
least. The colonialists and racists are carrying out armed
suppression against the African people, and the African
people are developing armed resistance against them.
The aggression, subversion, control and interference
against countries in Africa, Asia and Latin America by
the superpowers are continuing without end. A recent
case in point is the military coup d’etat in Chile. Pres-
ident Salvador Allende died a martyr at his post. We
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express profound condolences at his heroic death. At the
same time, we hold one should not forget how harmful
the absurd theory of so-called “peaceful transition” is to
the anti-imperialist revolutionary struggles of the Asian,
African and Latin American people, a theory which has
been advocated by one of the superpowers. To dismember
a sovereign country by armed force and to legalize and
perpetuate the division of a country have also become a
tendency on the part of the big powers in their attempt
to dominate the world. In the economic field, the gap
is widening between the rich and developed countries
and the poor and developing countries, and even among
the developed countries there exist many contradictions,
and hence detente among them is far from being the case.
The recent Fourth Conference of the Heads of State and
Government of Non-Aligned Countries strongly con-
demned racism, Zionism, colonialism, imperialism and
hegemonism and strongly demanded a change in the pres-
ent state of affairs in the world, demonstrating a further
awakening of the Asian, African and Latin American peo-
ples. In a word, we consider that the characteristic of the
present situation is one of great disorder throughout the
world and not tranquillity. And the main trend amidst
this great disorder is that countries want independence,
nations want liberation, and the people want revolution.

2. WHY IS THERE NO TRANQUILLITY
IN THE WORLD TODAY?

We have always held that all countries in the world, big
or small, should be equal; that all countries, irrespective
of their social systems, should establish normal state
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relations on the Five Principles of mutual respect for
territorial integrity and sovereignty, mutual non-aggres-
sion, non-interference in each other’s internal affairs,
equality and mutual benefit, and peaceful coexistence;
and that international disputes should be settled peace-
fully on the basis of these principles without resorting to
the use or threat of force. This should apply to relations
between big powers, to relations between a big power
and a small country, and all the more so to relations
between a strong and a weak, or between a rich and a
poor country. It was on these principles that China
started to improve her relations with the United States
and established diplomatic relations with Japan. In their
joint communique issued in Shanghai, China and the
United States further declared that they should not seek
hegemony in the Asia-Pacific region and were opposed to
efforts by any other country or group of countries to
establish such hegemony. The same principle was
reaffirmed in the Sino-Japanese statement on the estab-
lishment of diplomatic relations between them. In our
view, the above-mentioned principles are the minimum
criteria of equality of all countries in international
relations and indicate the correct way to the relaxation
of international tension.

As sovereign states, the United States and the Soviet
Union are fully entitled to take measures they deem
appropriate to improve and develop their bilateral rela-
tions. However, we cannot but point out that the Agree-
ment on the Prevention of Nuclear War signed by them
goes far beyond the scope of bilateral relations. One may
ask: Who has given them the right to enter into what
they call “urgent consulfations” in case of a dispute
between either of the parties and other countries and even
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between any other two countries? The phrase about dis-
putes which “appear to involve the risk of a nuclear
conflict” is open to any interpretation, and their so-called
“urgent consultations” are bound to be followed by actions
dictated by their own interests. Does not this mean that
they may interfere at will in the relations among all
countries on the strength of the huge numbers of nuclear
weapons in their possession? China absolutely will not
go begging for nuclear protection from any country, nor
is she afraid of nuclear threat from any country. But we
feel duty bound to state our views on this matter since
it concerns all the people of the world.

The signing of such an agreement by the Soviet Union
and the United States is by no means accidental. It is
derived from the so-called principle which they agreed
upon in 1972 that the Soviet Union and the United States
have “security interests based on the principle of
equality.” What is meant by “security interests based
on the principle of equality”? To put it bluntly, it means
rivalry for world hegemony — wherever one goes, the
other will do the same. What they have done is simply
to wrap up this content in the form of an agreement.

In fact, this agreement is a mere scrap of paper. It
contains no explicit undertaking on the non-use of
nuclear weapons, still less does it envisage the complete
prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear weapons.
The U.S. Government was more frank when it stated that
the agreement was only a general statement of policy
which did not involve any particular positive actions that
either side had to take, and pointed out that agreements
were not always maintained and there was nothing self-
enforcing about this document.



However, the Soviet leaders have made a great fanfare,
lauding this agreement to the skies, alleging that it
ushered in “a new era” in international relations and
opened up “historical vistas for strengthening universal
security as a whole,” and that it was “indeed of historic
importance for all mankind.” They have their motives for
so eulogizing the agreement. One may recall Khrushch-
ov’s famous remarks: “Even a tiny spark can cause a
world conflagration,” and “we (the Soviet Union and the
United States) are the strongest countries in the world,
and if we unite for peace there can be no war. Then if
any madman wanted war, we would but have to shake
our fingers to warn him off.” In this way, if the Soviet
Union could be bound together with the United States,
would not the whole world have to cringe to them? How-
ever, in our view, things may not necessarily turn out that
way.

It is not so easy for the Soviet Union to bind herself to
the United States. Shortly after the signing of the agree-
ment, the Soviet Union pressed forward with her under-
ground nuclear tests and hastened the development of
missiles with multiple warheads. The United States will
not take this lying down. Why? DBecause the desperate
struggle for nuclear superiority and world hegemony still
goes on. The contention between the Soviet Union and
the United States now extends all over the world. A vivid
proof can be found in the recent subversion of a govern-
ment in Asia and another in South America. Their
scramble is becoming increasingly fierce. This is the rea-
son why there is no tranquillity in the world today. So,
what peaceful coexistence is there to speak of? There is
only a travesty of peaceful coexistence; the substance is
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coexistence in rivalry. But whether such coexistence can
last is of course another question.

The Soviet leaders noisily proclaim that as a “socialist”
state, the Soviet Union is the “natural and surest ally” of
the developing countries. In the past, some people in
China also believed this because they saw that the Soviet
Union was the homeland of the great Lenin and the
Chinese revolution a continuation of the October
Revolution. How could the Soviet Union, as a
socialist state, fail to give the developing countries
wholehearted internationalist assistance? But since
Khrushchov rose to power, thanks to the long and direct
experience gained as a result of the Soviet Union’s
demand for the establishment of a joint fleet in the
China Sea, withdrawal of experts, tearing up of con-
tracts, border intrusions, subversions, elc., it was realized
that this was not the case, and that what the
Soviet Union practised was not internationalism, but
great-power chauvinism, national egoism and territorial
expansionism. Therefore, we will not blame those
friends who have so far failed to see this for lack of
experience. How can a socialist turn into an imperial-
ist? There is in fact nothing strange about it if one goes
a little into the history of the international communist
movement. Wasn’t Karl Kautsky once a somewhat
well-known Marxist? But he later betrayed Marxism
and capitulated to imperialism. It was Lenin who passed
the final historical verdict on Kautsky in his well-known
pamphlet The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade
Kautsky. People can change, so can a state. It has
changed, and what can you do about it?

Lenin pointed out: “We judge a person not by what
he says or thinks of himself but by his actions.” This
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applies to a state as well. What has the Soviet Govern-
ment done to other countries in these years? This is clear
to the broad masses of the people of Czechoslovakia,
Egypt and Pakistan, to the people of Cambodia who are
fighting dauntlessly, and to other peoples who have been
subjected to its aggression, subversion, control, inter-
ference or bullying. The actions of the Soviet Govern-
ment have amply shown that it is “socialist in words,
imperialist in deeds,” as Lenin said.

The Soviet-U.S. Agreement on the Prevention of
Nuclear War cannot hoodwink many people or intimidate
the peoples of the world, but can only arouse indigna-
tion, misgivings and disillusionment. The tide is mount-
ing against the hegemonism and power politics practised
by the superpowers.

3. WHO IS REALLY AGAINST DETENTE?

Shortly after the war in Viet Nam came to an end, the
U.S. Government pronounced 1973 to be “the year of
Europe.” This was followed by the first stage of the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe —
a conference advocated by the Soviet Government for
many years. All this indicates that Europe is the focus
of contention between the two superpowers, the United
States and the Soviet Union, and that the so-called
European security conference is nothing but one of the
forms of contention. Its proceedings showed, however,
that it went far beyond the scope to which the two super-
powers wished to confine it. At that conference, many
countries stated pointedly that deeds and not empty
promises are called for in the matter of security; that
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European security must be based on the safeguarding of
national independence and sovereignty; that one must
not become mentally disarmed and off guard simply be-
cause the European security conference has taken place;
and that in order to guarantee European security, military
bloes must be disbanded, foreign military bases disman-
tled, and foreign troops withdrawn, so that the relations
between European countries may be established on the
principles of mutual respect for independence and
sovereignty, complete equality and non-interference in
each other’s internal affairs. Moreover, some countries
pointed out that the security of the Mediterranean and
the security of Europe were inseparable and that there
could be no security for Europe when the Mediterranean
is under the armed threat of, and the contention by, the
two superpowers. All this is tantamount to a direct blow
at those who seek by means of this conference to con-
solidate the occupation of many European countries,
which resulted from World War II or the events there-
after, and to proceed further to disintegrate Western
Europe and dominate the whole of Europe. The
European security conference is still going on. But
judging from the proceedings of its first stage, it will fur-
ther expose the ambitions of that superpower which
seeks to divide and disintegrate Western Europe.

While stepping up her arms expansion and war prep-
arations and her worldwide contention with the United
States for spheres of influence, the Soviet Union is
clamouring for “spreading the zone of relaxation to the
whole world.” Accordingly, she has lately picked up
once again the long-ignored trash known as the Asian
collective security system. This is most amusing. It
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reminds us of the American by the name of John Foster
Dulles who, after the war in Indochina was brought to
an end by the first Geneva conference in 1954, hastily
rigged up the so-called Southeast Asia Treaty Organiza-
tion, which was directed against China and whose mem-
bers were mostly non-Southeast Asian countries. The
Soviet Union is a European country and the chief of the
Warsaw Pact alliance. Why should she be so eagerly
concerned about the “collective security” of Asian
countries? Has the ghost of John Foster Dulles gone to
the Kremlin? Actually, would it not be less devious and
more direct simply to expand the Warsaw Pact to Asia?

Lately, the Soviet leaders have tried to pin an addi-
tional label on China, namely “opponent of detente.” As
the Chinese saying goes, this is putting Mr. Chang’s hat
on Mr, Li’s head. Since you say you are so anxious to
relax world fension, why don’t you show your good faith
by doing a thing or two — for instance, withdraw your
armed forces from Czechoslovakia or the People’s Re-
public of Mongolia and return the four northern islands
to Japan?

We hold that imperialism means war. There is danger
of war so long as imperialism exists. Today, when the
basic contradictions in the world are sharpening, the
danger of a new world war still exists, and the people of
all countries must be prepared and must not let them-
selves be misled by the temporary and superficial facade
of detente. Only thus can we better strive for a bright
future of the world. In the final analysis, the destiny of
mankind is decided by the people in their hundreds of
millions who persevere in struggle and unity, and not by
the one or two superpowers.
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4. THE CAMBODIAN QUESTION

The Chinese Government resolutely denounces the
U.S. Government for continuing to support in various
ways the puppet regime in Phnom Penh and wantonly
interfere in the affairs of Cambodia. The regime of the
traitorous Lon Nol clique, which is now installed in
Phnom Penh, was imposed on the Khmer people by the
U.S. imperialists and their allies and has been illegal from
its very inception. The Royal Government of National
Union of Cambodia under the leadership of Head of State
Prince Norodom Sihanouk is the sole legal government
of Cambodia. The People’s Armed Forces of National
Liberation of Cambodia under its leadership have
liberated over 90 per cent of Cambodia’s territory with
over 80 per cent of the population. The Royal Govern-
ment of National Union of Cambodia has been recognized
by nearly 50 countries. The participants of the recent
Conference of Non-Aligned Countries in Algiers have
declared that the Royal Government of National Union
under the leadership of Prince Norodom Sihanouk is the
only legal government of Cambodia, and earnestly re-
quested all countries which love peace and justice to give
it formal recognition. This is a voice of justice. The
Chinese Government holds that the continued usurpation
by the traitorous Lon Nol clique of the seat in the United
Nations is a contempt for all countries that uphold justice,
for the Fourth Conference of Non-Aligned Countries
and for the United Nations itself. The Chinese Govern-
ment firmly maintains that the present session of the
General Assembly should take a decision immediately
to expel the representatives of the traitorous Lon Nol
clique from the United Nations and restore to the Royal
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Government of National Union of Cambodia under the
leadership of Head of State Prince Norodom Sihanouk
its rightful seat in the United Nations.

5. THE KOREAN QUESTION

There are now before the General Assembly two
draft resolutions on the Korean question — one spon-
sored by the United States, Britain, Japan and other
countries, the other sponsored by Algeria, China and
other countries. Regarding the former draft resolution,
the Chinese Government considers that the position for
retaining the United Nations Command and the U.S.
forces in south Korea and for the entry of both north
and south Korea into the United Nations is unreason-
able and contrary to the Joint Statement of North and
South Korea issued on July 4, 1972, although it con-
tains the positive element of dissolving the so-called
“Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of
Korea.”

The withdrawal of all foreign forces from Korea and
the peaceful settlement of the Korean question are long
overdue. According to the provisions of the Korean
Armistice Agreement of July 1953, a high-level political
conference for the settlement of the Korean question
ought to have met within three months after the
armistice agreement became effective. The conference
was not held only because of the obstructions put up by
the U.S. side at the time. Subsequently, the question was
again discussed at the 1954 Geneva Conference. The then
U.S. Secretary of State Mr. John Foster Dulles peremp-
torily rejected all reasonable proposals, thereby blocking
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