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Abstract

Researched that, the concept of the “three harmonies”—the foreign policy
advocated by the Soviet government during Nikita Khrushchev’s tenure—aimed to
redefine not only the USSR’s foreign policy but also the trajectory of global socialism.
This policy emphasized peaceful coexistence, competition, and transition, forming
the basis of détente between the East and West. Essentially, it sought peaceful
coexistence with Western countries to avoid war while striving to surpass the
United States through peaceful competition. However, the concept faced criticism
and did not garner unanimous approval. The concept of peaceful coexistence was
particularly groundbreaking, as it acknowledged the existence of different social
systems and sought to find common ground despite ideological differences. By
promoting peaceful competition, the Soviet Union aimed to demonstrate the
superiority of socialism through economic, technological, and cultural achievements,
rather than through military means. However, the theory of the “three harmonies”
faced challenges and criticisms both domestically and internationally. Within the
Soviet Union, hardliners criticized Khrushchev’s perceived concessions to the West
and feared that peaceful coexistence would undermine the revolutionary zeal of the
socialist cause. Internationally, foreign powers, like China, which has historically
developed its own current idea of peaceful coexistence, viewed the concept with
skepticism, interpreting it as a tactic to divide and weaken the unity of the capitalist
bloc.

Keywords: History of philosophy, political philosophy, theory of the “three
harmonies”, People’s Republic of China, Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
Peaceful Coexistence, Socialist Internationalism, Marxist-Leninist Thought.
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Introduction

The theory of the “three harmonies” represented a significant departure
from Joseph Stalin’s more confrontational approach to foreign policy. It aimed to
navigate the complexities of the Cold War era by advocating for peaceful coexistence
and competition rather than direct conflict with the West. This shift reflected
Nikita Khrushchev’s desire to pursue a more pragmatic and less ideologically
driven approach to international relations. Despite its limitations and challenges,
the theory of the “three harmonies” marked a significant moment in the history of
Soviet foreign policy. [t reflected the complexities and contradictions of the Cold War
era, as well as the Soviet Union’s evolving role on the world stage. By exploring the
philosophical underpinnings and reception of this theory, we can gain insights into
the dynamics of international relations during a pivotal period of the 20" century.

Gucheng Li in A Glossary of Political Terms of the People’s Republic of China
(1995), collection of over 560 important and frequently-used Chinese political terms
and phrases writes: “San he’ refers to ‘peaceful coexistence, peaceful competition, and
peaceful transition. ‘Yi shao’ refers to ‘reducing support and assistance to the liberation
struggles of other peoples. There is another interpretation of ‘San he’: offering peace to
imperialism, to modern revisionism, and to the reactionary factions of foreign countries
(Li, 1995:366).0n February 9" and February 29, 1964, Mao Zedong held meetings with
party leaders from foreign states. During these gatherings, he criticized Wang Jiaxiang,
the Director of the Central Liaison Department, for advocating the “San he yi shao”
approach and accused individuals in the United Front Department of neglecting class
struggle. Mao stated that their international agenda focused on implementing “three
peaceful acts and one reduction” and asserted the presence of revisionist elements
throughout the Central Committee, the Secretariat, including the Vice-Premier, and in
various departments, provinces, and branch party committees.

To comprehend the critique of this theory, it is essential to undertake a
historical study of the philosophical and ideological underpinnings of this concept,
analyzing its components in depth.

Methods

To achieve this goal, the article employs a meticulous review and analysis
of primary sources, scholarly works, and official documents within the Soviet
historiographical context. By delving into the writings of Soviet historians,
the article aims to identify the key themes, interpretations, and nuances that
characterized their discussions on the Sino-Soviet relationship. This method
involves a comprehensive exploration of historical archives, academic publications,
and official statements to unveil the evolving narrative and shifts in interpretation
over time. Through a nuanced examination of these sources, the article seeks to
contribute valuable insights into the historiographical trends that have influenced
the portrayal of this critical geopolitical relationship within the Soviet academic
discourse.
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Results

The concept of “peace” in the concept of “Peaceful Coexistence” and its
involvement in the philosophy of Marxism-Leninism

The concept of “peaceful coexistence” holds a significant place within
the framework of Marxist-Leninist philosophy, particularly in the context of
international relations during the Cold War era. Central to this concept is the notion
of achieving harmony and stability among nations without resorting to violent
conflict. This article delves into the understanding of “peace” within the concept of
“peaceful coexistence” and its implications within Marxist-Leninist ideology.

From a philosophical perspective, peace encompasses a multidimensional
concept that extends beyond the mere absence of conflict or war. Philosophers
have approached the notion of peace from various angles, considering its ethical,
political, social, and metaphysical dimensions.

Johan Galtung’'s book Peace by Peaceful Means: Peace and Conflict,
Development and Civilization (1996) is a seminal work that explores various
dimensions of peace, conflict, development, and civilization from a holistic and
interdisciplinary perspective. In this book, Galtung draws upon his extensive
experience as a peace researcher, mediator, and theorist to offer insights into the
complex dynamics of contemporary global affairs. “To start with, two compatible
definitions of peace: Peace is the absencelreduction of violence of all kinds; Peace is
nonviolent and creative conflict transformation. For both definitions the following
holds: Peace work is work to reduce violence by peaceful means; Peace studies is
the study of the conditions of peace work. The first definition is violence-oriented;
peace being its negation. To know about peace we have to know about violence. The
second definition is conflict-oriented; peace is the context for conflicts to unfold
nonviolently and creatively. To know about peace we have to know about conflictand
how conflicts can be transformed, both nonviolently and creatively. Obviously this
latter definition is more dynamic than the former” (Galtung, 1996: 9). Transforming
world conflicts nonviolently and creatively requires a multifaceted approach that
addresses the root causes of conflicts while promoting reconciliation, justice, and
sustainable peace.

Theideaof eternal peace, also known as perpetual peace or everlasting peace,
is a philosophical concept that envisions a state of global harmony and absence of
conflict that endures indefinitely. This notion has been explored by philosophers,
political theorists, and activists throughout history, reflecting humanity’s aspiration
for aworld free from the scourge of war and violence. Immanuel Kant, the renowned
German philosopher, articulated his vision for eternal peace in his seminal
work titled Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch (“Zum ewigen Frieden: Ein
philosophischer Entwurf”), published in 1795. He advocated for republican forms of
government, suggesting that democratic states are less likely to engage in war. Kant
also proposed the establishment of a “federation of free states” based on principles
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of equality and collective security. Additionally, he emphasized the importance of
international law and the recognition of cosmopolitan rights to regulate interstate
relations. Kant believed that perpetual peace hinges on moral and intellectual
progress, stressing the need for education and enlightenment to overcome violence
and prejudice. “A peace treaty nullifies all existing causes for war, even if they are
unknown to the contracting parties, and even if they arc assiduously ferreted out
from archival documents” (Kant, 2003: ). His ideas continue to influence discussions
on global governance and peacebuilding.

From a philosophical standpoint, the concept of “peace” is polysemantic.
Various definitions of “peace” can be categorized according to three principles:
the inner world of an individual represents peace within the soul, the external
world of individuals represents peace among nations, and the metaphysical realm
signifies peace in the transcendental sphere. Some of these concepts intersect. For
instance, “Satyagraha” (Gandhi, 2001), Mahatma Gandhi’s philosophy of nonviolent
resistance, integrates multiple interpretations of peace.

Idea of “Peaceful coexistence” emerged as a response to the heightened
tensions of the Cold War, particularly after the death of Joseph Stalin and the
subsequent leadership of Nikita Khrushchev. It represents a departure from
Stalinist confrontational tactics towards a more pragmatic approach to international
relations. At its core, “peaceful coexistence” advocates for the cohabitation of
socialist and capitalist states without the necessity for armed conflict.

In the context of Marxist-Leninist philosophy, “peace” within “peaceful
coexistence” is multifaceted. It encompasses not only the absence of war but also
the promotion of mutual understanding, cooperation, and respect among nations
regardless of their ideological differences. This notion of peace is rooted in the Marxist
principle of historical materialism, which posits that social progress is driven by class
struggle but can ultimately lead to a classless and harmonious society. Historical
materialism is a foundational concept in Marxist theory that serves as a framework
for understanding historical development and societal change. Coined by Karl Marx
and Friedrich Engels, historical materialism posits that the material conditions
of society—such as the mode of production, social relations, and the economic
base—determine the course of history and shape human consciousness and behavior.
In 1938, a pivotal moment occurred with the endorsement of A Short Course in the
History of the All-Union Communist Party of Bolsheviks (1939) by a special resolution
of the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist Party of Bolsheviks. Notably,
Joseph Stalin (Rappaport, 1999: 130) played a significant role in its creation, adding
weight to its authority. Of particular importance was the inclusion of the chapter “On
Dialectical and Historical Materialism”, which effectively became the benchmark for
philosophical understanding within Marxism-Leninism. This text set the standard
for interpreting key aspects of the history of the CPSU (Bolsheviks) and Marxism-
Leninism, dismissing alternative viewpoints as incorrect. The Short Course exerted
considerable influence on the ideological direction and was compulsory reading
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in party history classes. Central to its narrative was the enduring spirit of struggle,
recognized as a perpetual force within its pages.

The book Stalin’s Master Narrative: A Critical Edition of the History of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks), Short Course (2019) edited by
David Brandenberger and Mikhail Zelenov focuses on the critical examination and
analysis of the Short Course in the history of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union (Bolsheviks). The Short Course was a key ideological text during Stalin’s
era, providing a narrative of the party’s history that reflected Stalin’s perspective
and policies. This critical edition offers insights into the construction of historical
narratives, the manipulation of history for political purposes, and the role of
ideology in shaping historical understanding (Brandenberger & Zelenov, 2019). It
aims to provide readers with a deeper understanding of the ideological mechanisms
employed by the Soviet regime under Stalin.

The concept of “peaceful coexistence” reflects a pragmatic understanding
of international relations within the Marxist-Leninist framework. It acknowledges
the geopolitical realities of the Cold War while striving to advance the interests of
the socialist bloc through peaceful means. However; it also underscores the belief
that the ultimate victory of socialism is inevitable, albeit through gradual and non-
violent processes. Moreover, “peaceful coexistence” aligns with Leninist principles of
proletarian internationalism, which advocate for solidarity among oppressed peoples
worldwide. By promoting peaceful relations with capitalist states, Marxist-Leninist
regimes soughtto consolidate their influence on the global stage and foster alliances with
other anti-imperialist forces. Despite its idealistic aspirations, the concept of “peaceful
coexistence” faced criticism from within the Marxist-Leninist camp. Hardline factions
argued that it amounted to capitulation to bourgeois ideology and compromised the
revolutionary integrity of socialism. Additionally, Western powers viewed “peaceful
coexistence” with skepticism, often interpreting it as a tactic to undermine the unity
of the capitalist bloc. The concept of “peace” within “peaceful coexistence” embodies a
central tenet of Marxist-Leninist philosophy, emphasizing the importance of non-violent
cohabitation and cooperation among nations. It represents a pragmatic response to
the complexities of international politics while remaining rooted in the fundamental
principles of Marxism-Leninism. Despite its challenges and criticisms, “peaceful
coexistence” remains a significant aspect of Marxist-Leninist thought and continues to
shape discourse on international relations and conflict resolution.

The Concept of “Competition”: Philosophical and Political Analysis in
International Diplomacy

The 20™ Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union stands as a
watershed moment in both historical and philosophical terms. Its condemnation
of Stalin’s personality cult marked a critical shift in Soviet politics, acknowledging
past abuses and initiating a process of de-Stalinization. Concurrently, the Congress
introduced the ideology of peaceful coexistence, advocating for amicable relations
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between the socialist bloc and the capitalist West, in stark contrast to the
confrontational stance of the Stalin era. Moreover, by recognizing the diversity
of paths to socialism, the Congress acknowledged the potential for countries to
pursue socialism according to their unique contexts, rather than rigid adherence
to the Soviet model. This acknowledgment allowed for greater flexibility and
experimentation within the socialist bloc. Overall, the Congress profoundly altered
Soviet domestic governance and international relations, shaping the course of
socialism, communism, and global geopolitics for decades to come. Vyacheslav
Molotov,aprominentfigureinSovietpoliticsand alongtime associate ofJoseph Stalin,
held skeptical views regarding Nikita Khrushchev’s policy of peaceful coexistence.
Molotov believed that Khrushchev’s policy of peaceful coexistence compromised
the principles of Marxism-Leninism and undermined the revolutionary struggle
against imperialism. He viewed peaceful coexistence as a form of capitulation to
capitalist interests and argued that it weakened the international communist
movement.

China’s reaction to the 20" Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union was mixed and evolved over time. Initially, Chinese leaders expressed
cautious optimism about the Congress’s condemnation of Stalin’s personality cult,
viewing it as a positive step towards rectifying past injustices within the Soviet
Union (Tucker, 1979).

However, as the Soviet Union embraced the ideology of peaceful coexistence
and advocated for coexistence with the capitalist West, tensions between China and
the Soviet Union began to emerge. Chinese leaders, including Mao Zedong, viewed
peaceful coexistence as a betrayal of revolutionary principles and accused the
Soviet leadership of deviating from Marxist-Leninist ideology (Zhang, 2023).

Furthermore, China’s leaders were wary of the Soviet Union’s efforts to
maintain stability within the socialist bloc and promote détente with the West. They
believed that such actions compromised the revolutionary struggle and weakened
the global socialist movement.

In response to these perceived ideological deviations by the Soviet Union,
China pursued a more assertive and revolutionary foreign policy stance. This
included supporting revolutionary movements in Asia, Africa, and Latin America,
as well as advocating for a more militant approach to confronting imperialism
and capitalism. Overall, China’s reaction to the 20" Congress and its results was
characterized by a growing ideological divergence and eventual estrangement from
the Soviet Union, leading to the Sino-Soviet split and the emergence of two distinct
branches of communism in the Cold War era.

The theory of peaceful coexistence was perceived as Marxist revisionism
by some within the communist movement because it deviated from traditional
Marxist-Leninist principles and strategies for achieving socialism. Marxist-Leninist
theory historically emphasized the inevitability of class struggle and the necessity
of revolutionary action to overthrow capitalist systems and establish socialism.
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According to this perspective, socialism could only be achieved through the
revolutionary overthrow of the bourgeoisie and the establishment of a dictatorship
of the proletariat.

The theory of peaceful coexistence, however, proposed that socialist
and capitalist states could coexist peacefully without the need for revolutionary
upheaval. It suggested that socialism could be achieved through gradual reforms,
diplomatic negotiations, and peaceful competition with capitalist countries. Critics
of peaceful coexistence argued that this approach represented a departure from
Marxist principles by downplaying the centrality of class struggle and revolutionary
change. They believed that peaceful coexistence amounted to accommodation
with the capitalist system rather than its overthrow. Additionally, some critics
saw peaceful coexistence as a form of capitulation to capitalist interests, allowing
capitalist powers to maintain their dominance while undermining the revolutionary
aspirations of the proletariat.

The Concept of “transition” to Socialism: Ideals, Realities, and Challenges

The idea that the working class of capitalist countries could gain power
through parliament and peacefully transition to a socialist system was a central
tenet of Marxist theory, particularly as it evolved in the early 20" century. This
concept, known as “parliamentary socialism” or “democratic socialism”, posited
that workers could achieve political and economic power through the democratic
institutions of the capitalist state, primarily through participation in elections and
the legislative process.

The notion was based on the belief that the capitalist system contained
inherent contradictions and injustices that would eventually lead to the radicalization
of the working class. Through organized labor movements, political parties, and trade
unions, workers could mobilize and use the electoral process to elect representatives
sympathetic to socialist ideals. Once in power, these representatives could enact
legislation and implement policies aimed at gradually transforming society
towards socialism. This transition might involve nationalization of key industries,
implementation of social welfare programs, and redistribution of wealth to reduce
economic inequality. The concept of “peaceful transition” to socialism through
parliamentary means gained traction during periods of relative political stability and
economic prosperity in capitalist countries. Proponents argued that violent revolution
could be avoided, and socialism could be achieved through peaceful, democratic
means. However, the feasibility and effectiveness of parliamentary socialism have
been the subject of debate among socialist thinkers and activists. Critics argue that
the capitalist state is inherently biased against socialist transformation and that
attempts to work within the system ultimately lead to co-optation and compromise.
Nonetheless, the idea of parliamentary socialism remains influential in socialist
thought, and many socialist political parties and movements continue to advocate for
progressive change through democratic institutions and grassroots organizing.
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The concept of the initial stage of socialism, as articulated by Chinese
economists Yu Guangyuan, Xue Muqiao, and Sun Yefang, referred to a transitional
period following the establishment of socialism in China. This concept emerged in
the 1950s as China embarked on its socialist transformation under the leadership of
the Chinese Communist Party (CCP). The initial stage of socialism was characterized
by the coexistence of socialist and capitalist elements within the Chinese economy. It
recognized the need to utilize market mechanisms and incentives to drive economic
growth and development while gradually transitioning towards a fully socialist
system. This approach allowed for the coexistence of state-owned enterprises
alongside elements of private ownership and market-oriented reforms.

Mao Zedong supported the concept of the initial stage of socialism as a
pragmatic approach to economic development in China. He acknowledged the
necessity of utilizing market forces and allowing for the development of productive
forces during this transitional period. “At the First Zhengzhou Conference in
November 1958 Mao Zedong mentioned the “initial stage of socialism” when he
discussed the necessity of commodity production” (Li, 1995: 400).

However, Mao’s support for the initial stage of socialism was not without
reservations. He remained committed to the ultimate goal of building a classless
society and eliminating capitalist influences. Mao emphasized the importance of
maintaining the leading role of the Communist Party and preventing the emergence
of capitalist tendencies that could undermine socialist principles.

Overall, the concept of the initial stage of socialism reflected the complex
and evolving nature of China’s socialist transition. It provided a framework for
balancing economic development with socialist principles and guided China’s
economic policies during this critical period of its history. One of the principles
emphasizes mutual respect for sovereignty and territorial integrity. In the context
of China’s socialism, this principle underscores the importance of safeguarding
China’s territorial sovereignty and integrity.

The “Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence” originated from the diplomatic
negotiations between China, India, and Myanmar (then Burma) in the early 1950s.
The “Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence”, also known as the Panchsheel Treaty,
are a set of principles that outline the basis for peaceful relations and cooperation
among nations. These principles were first formally articulated by China and India
in the 1954 Sino-Indian Treaty and have since become fundamental to China’s
foreign policy approach. The five principles are:

1. Mutual Respect for Sovereignty and Territorial Integrity: Nations should
respect each other’s sovereignty and territorial integrity, refraining from interfering
in each other’s internal affairs.

2. Mutual Non-Aggression: Nations should commit to resolving disputes and
conflicts through peaceful means, refraining from the threat or use of force against
each other.
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3. Non-Interference in Internal Affairs: Nations should respect each other’s
political systems and refrain from interfering in each other’s internal affairs.

4. Equality and Mutual Benefit: Nations should engage in relations based on
equality and mutual benefit, promoting cooperation and collaboration for shared
interests.

5. Peaceful Coexistence: Nations should seek to coexist peacefully, fostering
harmonious relations and mutual understanding to prevent conflicts and promote stability.

These principles are intended to guide interactions among nations,
emphasizing the importance of diplomacy, dialogue, and mutual respect in
international relations. The Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence reflect a
commitment to peaceful coexistence, cooperation, and the resolution of disputes
through peaceful means, contributing to global peace and stability (Murphy, 2022).

Conclusions

The theory of “Three Harmonies” of the USSR and the “Five Principles
of Peaceful Coexistence” of China are related in their overarching principles
of international relations, particularly in the context of promoting peace and
cooperation among nations. The theory of “Three Harmonies” was a foreign policy
approach adopted by the Soviet Union, it emphasized the principles of peaceful
coexistence, peaceful rivalry, and peaceful transition. The Soviet Union aimed to
coexist peacefully with Western countries, engage in peaceful competition, and
promote peaceful transitions to socialism around the world.

On the other hand, the “Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence” were first
articulated by China in the 1950s as the foundation of its foreign policy. These
principles include mutual respect for sovereignty and territorial integrity, mutual
non-aggression, non-interference in internal affairs, equality and mutual benefit,
and peaceful coexistence. While the specific principles articulated in the theory of
“Three Harmonies” and the “Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence” may differ, both
frameworks share common objectives of fostering peaceful relations among nations
and promoting cooperation while respecting each other’s sovereignty and interests.
In essence, both they reflect attempts by the USSR and China, respectively, to establish
guidelines for international relations based on principles of mutual respect, non-
aggression, and cooperation, thus contributing to global peace and stability.

Modern China looks boldly into the future; it is actively interested in the
problems of globalization and peaceful coexistence. Which in turn activates issues
of peaceful security. “Since the end of the Cold War, China’s thinking about national
security has changed greatly. During the Cold War, China viewed its national
security mainly in terms of its struggles against the hegemony of one of the two
superpowers or even against that of both superpowers and their followers. At
present, China has been attaching most importance to the trend of globalisation,
which has had positive and negative impacts on the country’s national security...
So, although military security is still very important for China, it is increasingly
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concerned about non-traditional security issues, such as energy, food and
environmental security, financial security, information security, and so on. In order
to resolve these issues, China and other countries have to cooperate more with
each other” (Liping, 2009: 103). This quotation discusses the evolution of China’s
perspective on national security since the end of the Cold War. During the Cold
War era, China primarily focused on its national security in terms of its struggles
against the hegemony of the two superpowers, the United States and the Soviet
Union. However, in the post-Cold War era, China’s approach to national security has
shifted significantly. In the contemporary context, China places greater importance
on the trend of globalization, which has both positive and negative impacts on its
national security. While military security remains important, China is increasingly
concerned about non-traditional security issues such as energy security, food
security, environmental security, financial security, and information security. There
is a need for international cooperation to address these non-traditional security
challenges effectively. China and other countries work together to find peaceful
solutions to common security issues in the era of globalization.
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®1JI0COPChKHI AHANI3 TEOPIi «TPbOX TAPMOHIM» ¥
MIZKHAPOAHO-ITOJITUYHUX NTOITITAAAX KUTAIO TA CPCP

Pesome

JocnipKeHo, 1110 KOHLeNLis «TPbOX FAPMOHIW» — 30BHILIHS OJIITHKA, IKY
nponaryBaB paJsHCbKUN ypsaA niJi yac npaBaiHHg MuknTu XpyiioBa, MaJjia Ha MeTi
MepeoCMHUCIUTH He yinlie 30BHilH0 noaitTuky CPCP, a i TpaekTopito rj106abHOTO
coyiasizmy. Ll nostiTrka Harosi01yBaJia HA MUPHOMY CIIiBiCHyBaHHI, KOHKYpeHLii
Ta nepexo/i, GopMyr4u 0CHOBY po3psaaku Mixk CxozoM i 3axogom. [1o cyTi, BoHa
nparHyJsia Jjo0 MUPHOTO CIiBiCHYBaHH4 i3 3aXiIHUMU KpaiHaMu, {06 YHUKHYTH Bi-
WHU, OJHOYACHO NparHy4yu nepeBepuin Ty CnosydeHi llTaTn n1sxoM MUPHOI KOH-
KypeHLii. OHaK KOHLEMNLis 3ITKHYJIacs 3 KPUTUKOIO | He 3HaK1Ia OHOCTAWHOT 0
cxBaJieHHs. KoHIenIliss MUpHOro crniBicHyBaHHs 6ysia 0CO6JIMBO HOBAaTOPCHKOIO,
OCKIJIbKM BOHA BHM3HaBaJ/la iCHyBaHHA PI3HUX COLiaJIbHUX CUCTEM 1 HamaraJacsd
3HAWTHU CIiJIbHY MOBY, He3Ba)KalouM Ha ifieosioriyHi po3bixkHocTi. [Iponaryouu
MUpPHY KOHKypeHUito, PaasHcbkuii Cow3 MaB Ha MeTi NpPOLEMOHCTPYBaTH
repeBary coljasizamMy yepe3 eKOHOMIUHI, TEeXHOJIOTIYHI Ta KyJIbTYpHI JOCATHEHHH,
a He BilcbkoBUMU 3acob6amu. [IpoTe Teopis «TpboX rapMoOHiW» 3iTKHyJsacs
3 npob6JjieMaMyd Ta KPUTHUKOI fIK ycepeAWHI KpaiHH, Tak i 3a KopJoHOM. Y
PagsincbkoMy Coro3i NPUXUJIBHUKHU }KOPCTKOI JIiHII KpUTHUKYBaJIU YSIBHI IOCTYNKU
XpyioBa 3axo/ly Ta 60SIIUCS, 1110 MUPHE CNiBiCHYBaHHS MiJ{ipBe pPeBOJIIOI[IMHUAN
3anaJj couiajicTU4HOl cupaBu. Ha MixkHapoZHOMY piBHI iHO3eMHIi JepxaBH, fK-
oT KuTal, KUl iCTOpMYHO PO3BHUHYB BJACHY i[lel0 MUPHOIrO CHiBICHYBaHHS,
CIPUKHSAJIM 1110 KOHLENLil0 CKENTUYHO, IHTepNpeTy04H Ii IK TAKTHUKY PO3KOJIy Ta
noc/abJieHHs €HOCTI KamiTaJliCTUYHOTO GJIOKY.

Kiro4osgi cioBa: icropis ¢isocodii, nosituyHa dinocodis, Teopis «Tprox
rapMoHii», Kutalicbka Hapoana Pecniy6.tika, KomyHicTruuHa napris PagsHcbkoro
Coro3y, MUpHe CIiBiCHYBaHHS, COLia/liCTUYHUM IHTEpHALI0HAJIi3M, MApPKCUCTCHKO-
JIeHIHCbKa AyMKa.
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