AMERICAN WORKERS' COMMUNIST PARTY
SECOND CONGRESS

L] L] L]
Main Political Rerort
. (On Saturday and Sunday, July 4 and ‘5, 1¢ .9, he
Second Congress of the American Workers’ Communist
Party was held in New York City.
The Main Political Report and the general discussion
corroborated the correctness of the line adopted by the

Founding Congress of the Party

At the same time both the pelitical report and the
discussion devgloped further and implemented the line
and policies set by the First Congress..

- In this special issue of the M-L Vanguard we publish
in a complete and unabridged form the first part of the
Main Report of the Secend Congress.)

Introduction

The convening of the First Congress of the .american Work-
ers’ Communist Party on July 5-6, 1968, represented a nodal
point or qualitative leap forward in our movement.

It was at that Congress that
we, as a Marxist-Leninist move-
ment, finally reached the part-
ing of the ways with our own.
semi-revisionist past, which was
characteristic of the whole
“Caucus” (inside the CPUSA)
and P.O.C. (independent) per-
lods or historical phases of our
development.

Therefore, it was not until the
First Congress of the AWLCP.
was held that the process of id-
eological and political matura-
tion in our movement began to
jell.

* There is no need at this point
to go into a full re-examination
of the policies and deeisions of
the First Congress of the
AW.LCP., beyond quoting some
Founding . Congress projections
which clearly established the dif-
ference between fthe AWCP.
and the P.O.C.

At the Founding Congress the
Main Political Report. presented
an analysis of the relationship
of world forces which sounded
the knell of “Centrist” revision=
ist influence in our movement.

' Breaking away from the per-

vasive counter-revolutionsry in-
fluence of the “Great Thought”

meant, in a most basic sense,

reaching the ‘ideological and po-
litieal plateau from which we
could survey history and the
class struggle with the fullest ob-
Jectivity anc: free from all forms
of revisionist symbolism.

Hence, even if briefly, we must
refer to the Political Report of
the First - Congress of the
AWCP. in order to link the
past with the present as we
set out to chart a course for
the future.

“If our future perspectives
were to be measured by the in-
trinsic tasks facing us, we weuld
conclude that these tasks are
overwhelming, and way beyond
our power of endurance.

“And why did we in P.O.C.
choose this most difficult junc-
ture of history to constitute the
genuine Marxist-Leninist Van-
guard of the American working:
class? Simply because it is not
a matter of subjlective choice
or volition.

“Because the working class of
the whole world will carry this
same heavy burden for many
years and perhaps for decades
to come.

“And since we are not bour-
geols Intellectual geniuses or
self-styled ‘makers 'of history’
like Fidel Castro. and other such
representatives of the ‘new left,’
we humbly accept the decisions
of history and face those tasks
with proletarian humility and
with full confidence in the fu-
ture of our class. . . .

“. .. The impact of the defeat

.. ever. .

of the revolutlon in Vietnam
via ‘negotiations for peace’ tran-
cends the geographiecal limits of
that country. . . .

. .. Of course, we could
choose to put on the colored.
glasses that the revisionists of
the Right and the ‘Center’ dil-
igently and generously offer to
lend us, and conclude:that the
revolutionary forces are in real-
ity winning battle after battle
and that the American imper-
ialists are just a couple of days
away from their final demise.

-But this we refuse to do. We

will examine present social phe-
nomena with Marxist-Leninist
objectivity and draw the per-
tinent lessons of history with-
out allowing ourselves the Jux-
ury of indulging in fantasies
or self-delusions. . . .

“The revisionists aver that
the present rash of student

‘struggles’ in Europe and North

America constitute the ‘avant-
garde’ of some mythical prole-
tarian revolution.

“But forgetting the proletar-

ian revolution for the moment.

Even in terms of bourgeois rev-
olution it is sacrilegious to speak
about the ‘revolutionary’ circus-
es which made their recent ap-

pearances in several countries
of Europe and North America
in the same breath with the
epic days of '93 in France. The
revolutionary struggles led by
Robespierre, Marat, etc, were
heroic gestures of the middle
class during a period of history
in which that class could and
did play a revolutionary role.
But those days are gone for-
. Neither the middle cless
nor the petty-bourgeois elem-
ents can ever again play such

‘roles, whether they be trades-

men, college professors or un-
iversity students. . . .

“A rose- colored estimate of
the relative positions of the cap-
ftalist and soclalist sectors of
the world was presented by Ni-
kita Krushchev in his report
to the 20th Congress of the
CPSU. on February 14, 1856.
The report siated in pari:

‘“ “‘The emergence of sociallsm
from within the bounds of a
single country and its transfor-
mation into a world system 1Is
the main feature of our era. ...

“‘The prospects of capitalist
economy are in many ways de-
termined by the situation in the
capitalist world market. Here
substantial changes have taken
place during recent years.
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The United States of: America
is losing the monopoly position
it held during the first post-war
years. As a result of competi-
tion from other countries, the
United States’ share in world
exports, after reaching a peak
in 1947: (32.5 per cent), later
dropped sharply (to 19 per
cent). In 1947-48 the United
Statés accounted for nearly
three-fifths of the industrial
output of the capitalist world,
but today it accounts for only
half.- The United States has al-
ready made the most of its post-
war economic opportunities; no
new markets are in sight. There
is theretore no prospect of a
further substantial increase in
production. ...

“‘The problem of markets is

_.pecoming all the more acute,

because the capitalist world
market is steadily shrinking as
8 result of the formation of the
new-and growing soclalist world
market. -3esides, the underde-
veloped courtries, on casting
off the colonial yoke, begin to
develop their own Industry,
which inevitably leads to a fur-
ther narrowing of markets for
industrial products. All this
means that the struggle for mar-
kets and spheres of influence
will become still sharper within
the imperialist camp. ...

“¢ ..the strike struegle has
assumed much wider scope dur-
ing the post-war years than it
did before the war,

“‘What conclusion should be
drawn from the analysis of the
situation in the capitalist coun-
tries?

‘“t .. The contradictions be-
tween the capitalist states are
growing and their struggle for
markets and spheres of influ-
ence is becoming increasingly
acute. Social contradictions are
deepening, and the struggle of
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outstripped by the other imper-
ialisms; on the contrary, it con-
tinues to lord it over the other
imperialist beasts — it has ex-
panded its economic holdings
and its political influence in the
colonial and semi-colonial world.

“It Is true that the capitalist
system- is lving on horrowed
time — and that ‘exira’ time is
the direct resulf of the treach-
ery of the revisionists of the
Right and. “‘Center.) It is true
that without the_sgounter-revo-
lutionary actié f the modern
revisionists, capitaliem would
have already passed from the
stage of history.

“It is also true that the col-
lusion between the modern re-
visionists and the leaders of
the national. bourgeoisies of
Asia, Africa and Latin America
has resulted in the continued
existence of coloniallsm, thereby
temporarily stymieing the ef-
fect and impact of the con-
tradiction between oppressor and
oppressed natlons within the

-capitalist system.

“It is a fact that because of
the treachery of the modern re-
visionists the labor movement
in North America and Europe
has become a simple appendage
of imperialist peolicy, externally
as well as -internally. Hence,
the ‘optimistic’ estimate of
class forces in the present
stage of history projected by
the Soviet revisionists and re-
pcated ad nauseam by all re-
visionists throughout the world
represents a political trap that
would result in paralyzing the
revolution.

“Based on their record of de-
ception and treachery, nobody
listens to the lurid tales, or bet-
ter said, the damn lies, of the
open revisionists anymore.

periaillsm is inevitable. It also
shows that in the process of the
total collapse of imperialism
the contradictions and in-fight-
ing among the imperialist coun-
tries are intensifying daily and
that the imperialist camp is fur-
Fther disintegrating. ...

* “The bitter financial and cur-
rency war among the imper-
ialist countrles is no accldent.
The balance of forces among
them has undergone a change
in the twenty or more postwar
sears, U.S. imperialism’s position
of “strength’” has been consid-
erably weakened whereas that
of the West European countries
represented by Prance has been
correspendingly reinforced. Ime-
evitably, this leads France and
other West European countries
to challenge the U.S. hegemony
and to demand e share of this
hegemony in accordance with the
altered “strength.” ...’ (Peking
Review, No. 15, April 12, 1988,
DESZ2DESEN

“For the benefit of the trust-
ing souls that believe anything
that has a ‘revolutionary’ tag,
let us again state that the re-
visionists, whether of the Right
or the ‘Center,’ never ‘create’ any
of their demagogic sophistries
but rather borrow them from
the ideological arsenal of the
bourgeoisie, .

“Four years ago the American
people were treated to one of
the more or less frequent pub-
leity stunts carried out by the
‘organs of public opinion’ in the
United States. The main pitch
was the ‘Dotentlal danger’ rep-
resented by the‘negative trend’
in the balance of payments and
by the so-called gold drain. The
apologists for American imper-
ialism rang the ‘alarm’ from the
pages of the newspapers and

“And that is precisely the reg.. magazines as well as on radic

son why it is the ‘Centrists’ wha.

the working. class and the broad -have now assumed the role of

masses for their vital rights and
interests is becoming more vig-
orous. Thus, capitalism is stead-
ily moving towards new econ-
omic and social

(Main Political Report to the .

20th Congress of the CPSU de-
livéred by Nikita Krushchev.)
“Marxist-Leninists, real ones,
should steer away fast from
Brezhnev and Co.’s type of
‘Marxist analysis.’ It represents
the road projected by the Amer-
ican-Soviet imperialist Entente.
It is the road- to 'the burial

- ground of the revolution, at least

temporarily.

“That world- painted by the
modern revisionists is a false
one. Instead of the ‘collapse of
colonialism,’ neo -colonialism
refgns supreme and unchallenged
in Africa, Asla and Latin Amer-
ica. The national bourgeoisie
has sold out to the imperialists
in practically every struggle for
national liberatlon in those
areas.

“American imperialism has
not collapsed, nor has it been

‘fairy-tale’ narrators. It is they,
the ‘M-Ls,’ who at the present
time carry out the task of lul-

_ling the masses into a false
upheavals.’»; Sense of security.

“In Peking Review No. 16 of
April 12, 1968 three articles are
devoted to singing requiems to
American imperialism. That's an
éasy and convenient substitute
for fighting imperialism in gen-
eral and American imperialism
in particular. That is also a
convenient smokescreen to hide
the sell-put, in Vietmam.. °

“In one of the articles the
Peking Review blares away
‘Badly Split Imperialist Bloc
Nears Its End’ and then it con-
tinues:

“ ‘The meeting of finance min-
isters of ten capitalist nations,
held in Stockholm, capital of
Sweden, ended in discord after
flerce wrangling between the
U.S. and French delegates. The
meeting shows that the erisis
of the capitalist financial-mon-
etary system with the dollar as
its pivot is irremediable and that
the further decline of U.8. im-

and TV broadcasts.

“To ‘the end of coloniallsm,’
peddled by the revislonists, now
they attempt to add the ‘bank-
ruptcy and helplessness’ of
American imperialism. . . .

“For how can anyone believe
that such a. helpless creature
would or could harm anyone?
But facts and reality cannot be
conjured out of existence. The
American imperialist beast is
not only alive but on the prowl
with the whole colonial and
semi-colonial world as its stalk-
ing ground . . .

“Well! For a ‘poor business-
man’ who 1is presentls being
pushed around by his ‘partners’
it seems U.8. imperialism is do-
ing all right for himself. Isn't
he? Not only that, his ‘part-
ners’ appear to be nothing bet-
ter than hired hands, agents at
the most. s

“So the flimsy revisionist
case for sympathy with ‘harm-
less, harassed and badgered’
American imperialism proves to
be nothing else than a miser-
able fraud. ...

(Continued on Page 2)
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‘_‘...A.ll those who peddle the
fable that the American imperi-
alists are sctually crumbling
through ‘internal economic con-
tradictions” are in fact counter-
revolutionaries, since the impact
of such a conception naturally
is to demobilize and disarm the
the revolutionary forces of the
world. We repeat — if American

is dying, as the re-
visionists of the Right and the
‘Center’ aver, what the devil is
the use of fighting it? This is
precisely why at this point the
modern revisionists are hawking
the propaganda fraud that
American imperialism is near its
death. ...” (From the Main Po-
litical Repori to the Founding
Congress of the AW.CP, July
$-6, 1968)

It was from these theoretical
ana political premises set by the
First Congress that we started
two years ago to fulfill the tasks
assigned to our movement by
the class struggle and history.

Clearly, great and decisive as
the ideological and political leap
forward by the Founding Con-
gress was, it nevertheless left

an enormous number - of ques-

tions still unclear and unanswer-
ed

However, within the span of
time covering the two Congress-
es, our Party collective has dug
deep into the social and polit-
jeal history of the revolution-
ary movement to expose the very
roots of modern revisionism.

As a result, the present coun-
ter-revolutionary role of the
Khrushchevs, Suslovs, Breznevs,
ete.,, was directly traced to the
gpportunism of the pack of
“Bolshevik” wreckers led by
Stalin, Molotoy, Mikoyan, Trot-
skv, Zinoviev, Tomsky, Radek,
efc. .

Within that period of time
our Party collective also exposed
the counter-revolutionary ‘‘mase
line” (the United Front tactic
so-called) projected at the Tth
World Congress of the CI. in
1936. .

In the serles of articles pub-
lished by our M-~I. Vanguard en-
titled “On the Search for the
Historical Roots of Modern Re-
visionism” our Party collective
laid bare the whole process of
political putrefaction begun as
soon 8s Ilenin became too il
to fight off the gang of social-
jmperialists led by Stalin and
Co.
The counter-revolutionary roac
taken by the Parties of the Third
Tnternational was exposed to the
glare of Marxist-Leninist anal-
ysis and its virulent politicatl
content uncovered.

The fraud of the “establish-
ment of independent, non-align-
ed governments” in Asia and
Africa was exposed as the con-
crete form of the “Entente” im-
perialists’ colonial policy — neo-
colonialism.

The tendency towards the u-
nification of the world bour-
geoisie which Lenin had noted
in 1920 was completed in the
post-Second World War period
of history. The total, universal

“sell-out of the national bour-

geolsie in every nation of the
colonial world has become fully
evident.

Hence, the politics as well as
the tactics of the counter-revo-
ltion are now as clear.as noon
lieht. ;

Counter-revolution, even in its
most disguised and camouflaged
form — that of “revolution” —
now appears rationsl in iis po-

litical context and logical in its

world proletariat.

Hence, the revisionist miscon-
ceptions still harbored by us at
ths time of the FirstCongress in
regards to the socio-political
character of the Second World
War, disappeared into thin air.

At the Founding Congress We
still held to the revisionist con-
cept of the Second World War
as a socio-political hybrid —

wpart just” and “part unjust.”

Two years of study and anal-
ysis of the causes of the great
defeat of the working class have
taught us that the Second Worlé
War was nothing else than an
unjust imperialist war for a new
redivision of the world.

This “summit” get-together
the apogee of the “United Nations”

The
Britain. But, how was it

and predatory States in the world at that
¢ the forces of world reaction and f

because no such Socialist State existed then. The Soviet

political character of the .
irrevocably and indelibly imprinted by the social nature of

We further .learned that this
“Cold War” gimmick was indis-
pensable and essential 1f the
w“Entente” Powers were fo suc-
ceed in their attempt to redivide
the world and become ifs new
hegemons. ’

In fact, the “Cold War” was,
and still remains, the concrete
form and specific method of
post-war ‘“Entente” unity and
cooperation.

This is so true and resl tha$
as the “Entente” develops its
third basic prop, namely, Chinese_
jmperialism — & particular shift
in the “Cold War” tactic be-

Veni, vidi, vici! Modern style—“Big Three” at Yalia

all this new theoretical insight
and higher plane of political
consciousness that we, inevit-
ably, drew the harsh lesson of
history — to the effect that the
working class had suffered the
most massive and painful defeat
in history.

Now all the “optimistic” slo-

. ganeering of the Right revision-

ists about the “superiority of
the Soclalist system over the
capitalist system” and the one
about “the triumphal march of
the revolution from victory to
victory” becomes absolutely log-
jcal and rational.

A typical brand of the “revo-
lutionary upsurge” is found in

g
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held on the balmy shores of the Crimea marked
Second World War alliance.

«United Nations” Second World War entenie was

ist U.S.A. and Great

le that a Socialist State “joined” the two most rapacious

moment of history in‘a “common
or world democracy and
misleaders represented by Jo-

struggle
freedom”? Simply

seph Stalin and Ce. as far back as the early nineteen-thirties had already re-estab-
lished the capitalist system of production in the US.SR.

Hence the so-called Yalta Conference merely pinp
“United Nations” gang of i i
+he concrete task of dividing the war booty among

when the victorious

Also, aided by this new mas-
tery of Marxist-Leninist theory,
we uncovered the ftrue’ social
character of the so-called “fas-
cist menace.”

We discovered that “the strug-
gle against fascism” in its in-
jtial form was. but an ideological
subterfuge, & Dolitical smoke-
screen, a device used fo congeal
the emergence of the Sovigh
State 2s_an. t _world
power in the esrly '30's,

“Tater on, during the period
of the Second World War, the
“fascist /'danger” boogaboo be-
came the main propaganda pitch
used to hide the resctionary and
predatory nature and character
of the "United Nations” gang

clusion that
Second World War tactic of the

ferred from U.S.A-USSR. re-
lations to Sino-Soviet relations.

Clearly, this interval of time
between the First and the Second
Congress of the AW.CP. has|
helped us to rid ourselves of |
other lingering remnants of re- |
visionist concepts which weré |
still with us at the time of the
Founding Congress. For instance,
the myth of the “two economic
world systems” melted away un-
der the impact of a more ma-
ture Marxist-Leninist theoret-
ical analysis.

What the Soviet and Chinesé
revisionists had peddled as “new
forms of development of Social-
ism” — the so-called “New Dem-
ocracies” — turned out to be
nothing but & set of neo-colonial-
ist regimes with “Socialist” sign«
posts. Thus the bubble of the
“Socialist sector of the world”
was pricked and exploded.

But the greatest and most de-
cisive re-evaluation of concepts
was represented by the discovery
that the Soviet Union had ceased
to be a Socialist State soon after
Lenin's death. And it was from

ointed the historical moment
marauders began to discuss
themselves.

the following excerpts from an
article in the Vietnam Courier
which read in part:

«After the Second World War

| the world situation completely

changed. Imperialism Wwas nc
more the dominant force in the
world. Together with the Soviet
Union which had asserted its
vitality by defeating Hilterite
faseism, new soclalist countries
came into being, forming a
world soclalist system, while col«
onized peoples rose up one after
the other in an irresistible up-
surge. In the big capitalist coun~
tries the worker and popular
movement for better living con-
ditions, for the defence of dem- .
ocratic freedoms and peace in-
fluenced broad segments of the
population roused against mon-
opolist capital.

“These three great currents —
soclalist - revolution, national
liberation - movement, Worker
movement and struggle for peace
=) converged to give the world
revolution an offensive posture

conditions to attack imperialism
everywhere in the world.” (Viet-
nam Courier, March 23, 1970)

Of course those slogans did not
represént any state of confusion
or ignorance on the part of the
Soviet or Chinese social-imper-
inlists. On the contrary, those
revisionist “paeans to victory”
were deliberate attempts to palm-
off counter-revolution in “revo-
Iutionary” garb.

This political shadow-boxing
has been particularly manifested
in an unending and constant
barrage of “revolutionary” rhet-
oric—denouncing imperialism in
words and by giving Up service
to every form of anti-imperialist
struggle.

Logically, “threatening” im-
and even “burying it
alive” has become an ordinary,
daily pastime of the revisionists
of the Right and the “Center.”
It is impossible to read any
so-called ‘“Marxist-Leninist” lit-
erature today without meeting
the phrasemongering challenges
of the modern revisionists. Even
that two-by-four toal of the So-
viet social-imperialists, Walter
Ulbricht, “bravely” picks up his
revisionist shovel and begins to
heap dirt on the “grave of im-
periallsm” as follows:

“Moribund imperialism, which
has long since been condemned
by world history to step down
from the stage, 18 becoming in-
creasingly barbarous and mis-
anthropic. . . .

“Imperiallsm wants to prevent
its irresistible fall and to turn
back the wheel of history, its
military-politico bloes on foreign
territories are aimed at main-
taining mtgmauonal tension and
unleashing local wars. .. ." (Wal-
ter TUlbricht’s speech before
World Assembly for Peace held
at East Berlin, June 21-24, 1968)

These “anti-imperialist” mus-
‘cle-flexing and crepe-hanging
exercises were not invented by
Brezhnev, Ehrushchev or Mao.
This concrete expression of the
“Cold War,” logically enough,
was first introduced by Stalin
and Co. after V-J Day.

In a speech made by V. M.
Molotov on March 10, 1950 he
stated the following:

“The U.S.A. capitalists did not
make bad use at all of the Sec-
ond World War. They inflated
their industry to dimensions it
had never reached in peacetime
snd crammed their pockets with
money. They took no little ad-
vantage, either, of the grave
postwar sitiation of separate
countries, especially the eco-
nomic decline of vanquished
Germany, Italy and Japan, in
order to market their wares and
stuff more gold into thelr
pockets. But before much time
had elapsed after the war, the
artificial prosperity bubble
blown for American capitalist
industry during the war, which
brought so much ruin to the
peoples of Europe and Asla, be-
gan to show signs of bursting.

«As is gencrally known from
the data that have been publish-
ed American industry during the
last few years has been working
on a lower level than during the
war. It is also generally known
that by October 1949, when in-
dustrial production sank parti-
culerly low, the level of Amer-
jcan industry had dropped
twenty-two per cent in com-
parison with October 1948. That
happened during the very same
time that the 1949 level of Soviet
industry rose twenty per cent.
The American figure, minus
twenty-two per cent, is evidence
of the beginning of an economic
crisis which is growing in all
capitalist countries. The Soviet
figure, plus tweniy per oent,
points to a further mighty up-
surge in Soviet industry. [Ap-
plause.}

“And what about the prospects
of economic dev in the

(Continued on Page §)
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countries of either camp?

“Only the Soviet Union and
the People’s Democracies, tread-
ing the path of Socialism and
relying on the support of the
U.S.8.R., can give a clear answer
to that question.” .

This tiresome litany con-
tinues without let-up today, and
is in faect a specific part of the
political and ideological “ar-
senal” of the revisionists of the
Right and the “Center.”

Just a couple of weeks ago the
Soviet imperialists unloaded
another ideological ‘“nuclear
blast” against American imper-
ialism at the same time that
they “reassured” the masses of
the world about the “favorable
position of the* revolutionary
forces in the present world.” This
latest “assault against the citadel
of world reaction and aggres-
sion” was reported by the New
York Times as follows:

‘““Moscow, June 9—The Soviet
Union, in an analysis of the
world revolutionary movement,
described the United States to-
day as torn by internal crises and
rapidly losing influence in West-
ern Europe and Latin America.

“A 5,000-word editorial in
Pravda, the Communist party
newspaper, sald the last year was ,
marked by "a favorable direction
for the revolutionary movement’
and setbacks for the United
States, which was. called ‘the
main danger for the cause of
peace, freedom and security....

. "“The United States was the ..

only ‘imperialist’ nation criticized
in the analysis, underscoring So-
viet efforts to isolate Washing-
ton in the world grena and erode
American influence.

““The editorial, presumably
written - by the party’s Central
Committee staff, said that in
the last year ‘new masses of
people have joined ‘the struggle
against imperialism, people who
but recently were far removed
from politics.” . . .

“ ‘Vivia® of the in-
creasing opposition to the im-
perialist criminal policy is
situation that has now arisen
the United States i .’ 1t sald

“ ‘American soclety is experi
encing a profound -ecrisis.
biggest power

imperjalist

monstrates a conflict between

of techniecal devel-
opment and the depths of & s0-
clal system in which the leaders
of the propertied class insolently
disregard human Ives and the
interests of the peopls’ Prav-
da said. !

“It said ‘bDroad masses’ of
Americans Were being drawn
into ‘the movement of protest,
which assumes ever greater pol-
itical acuteness.’ . . .

“‘Growing in many Latin-
American countries is’ an under-
standlng of the need for a reso-
lute resistence to the Yankee im-~
perialists and for providing op-
portunities for independent and
free national development of
these countries, for genuine eco-
nomic and social progress,” it
said. . . .

“In the last two years, the
Soviet Union has followed a more
active policy toward Latin Amer-
ica while improving its relations
with Cuba. Diplomatic ties have
been established with a number
of South American countries.

“Around the world, Pravda
said, there are grounds for en-
couragement in the support for
the Arab and Vietnamese causes,
and in such developments as
coups In the Sudan, Libya and

ments Iin power.” (New York
Times, June 10, 1970)

But what is particularly sig- - man Democratic Republic with the following commentary:

niffcant today is the fact that
this “Cold War” bombardment
is a dally feature and practice

‘of the mutual relations between

the Soviet and Chinese social-
imperialists.

The “Cold War” manifesta- redivision of the world in the

mqt
in
The
de-

members of the ‘“Entente” triar-
chy is, naturally enough, ex-
plicity projected in both Chinese
and Soviet literature. For in-
stance, in Peking Review No. 24
of June 13, 1969 it is stated:

“Israel, the U.S. imperialist
tool of aggression in the Middle
East, launched a full-scale war
of aggression against the United
Arab Republic, Syria and other
Arab countries on June 5, 19617....

“. . . The purpose was to dra-
goon the Arab countries, which
were robbed of large tracts of
territory, into accepting an un-
conditional ‘ceasefire’ and the
fait accompli resulting from
the U.S.-Israeli war of aggres-
slon. This was followed by talks
between Kosygin and John-
son at Glassboro where the two
reached a secret agreement. On
November 22, under U.S. and
Soviet manipulation, the UN.
Security Council adopted a ‘re-
solution’ based on the Glassboro
secret agreement and aimed at
browbeating the Arab countries
into ‘surrender.’ In December
the United Nations sent its ‘spe-
clal envoy’ Gunmnar Jarring to
the Middle East to peddle this
sinister UN. preduet. . . .

“. . . The United States and
the Soviet Union recently got
France and Britain together for
a ‘four-power meeting’ in New
York, and have been working
overtime on a ‘Middle East
Munich’ plot. They are hoping
In vain to realize their ambition
of ' UBS.-Soviet domination of
Middle East affairs.”

Already in Peking Review No.
12 of March 21, 1969 the Chinese -

social . - imperialists ‘“attacked”
their Soviet counterpart 'in an
article entitled “Soviet Revi-
sionism is U.S. Imperialism’s No.
1 Accomplice—Saboteur of Viet-
namese People’s Struggle Against
U.S. Aggression and for Nation-
al Salvation.”

The article read in part:

“For quite some time the So-

bed struggle in Vietnam, and
energetically helps U.S. imper-
jalism in its political swindie de-
slened to stamp out the raging
revolutionnry fire of the Viet-

“Rank and file” imperialist camaraderie!

namese people and realize its
criminal aim of perpetuating the
occupation of South Vietnam
and dividing the Vietnamese na-
tion. Since the Glassboro talks in
June 1967 when Soviet revi-
sionist chieftain Kosygin and
U.S. imperialist boss Johnson
mapped out the ‘blueprint’ for
Soviet-U.8. redivision of the
world; . ..

“. . . No wonder U.S. imper-
ialist boss Nixon gleefully praised
the Soviet revisionist renegade
cligue at a March 4 press con-
ference for its close ‘co-oper-
ation’ with and big help to U.S.
imperialism on the Vietnam
question. Nixon could not con-
tain his joy when he disclosed
that the Boviet revisionist rene-
gade clique, taking its cue from
U.8. imperialism, has been put-
ting pressure on the Vietnamese
people in a hopeless bid to in-
duce and compel them to termi-
nate their war against U.8. ag-
gression and for national salva-
tion, ‘These criminal moves have
thoroughly unmasked the Soviet
revisionist renegade cliqie whose
diabolic conduct regarding the
Vietnam question is sham sup-
port but real betrayal of the
Vietnamese people and sham
opposition but real capitulation
to U.S. imperialism.

“To miaintaln their nuclear
hegemony and carry out nuclear
blackmall against other coun-

. tries so as to push their counter-

revolutionary - ‘glubal strategy,’
U.S. imperialism and Soviet revi-
sioniism. have for years tried to
make”a deal over the so-called
‘nucléar non-proliferation’ ques-
tion. "They have become more
eager and impatient than before
to reach an agreement on this at
an early date ever sinee China
successfully conducted a number
of nuclear tests which struck
terror into their hearts.

“A¢ the beginning of 1968,
when and conces-
slonis h&d been made by the So-
viet revisionists, U.S, imperialism

a no—euned ‘treaty on non- -

ons’ and together manipulated
the U.N. General Assembly into
adopting it last June.

“By virtue of this treaty, the
U.S. imperialists and the Soviet
revisionists can go ahead to pro-
duce and stockpile nuclear weap-

bases, while undertaking no obli-
gation whatsoever not to use
nuclear weapons against non-
nuclear states. The non-nuclear
states, however, are totally de-
prived of their right to develop
nuclear weapons for self-defence
and are even restricted in the
use of atomic energy for peace-
ful purposes., In blunt language,
the treaty is to be imposed on
the non-nuclear states, binding
them hand and foot. -
“The Soviet revisionist clique
also joined the U.S. imperialists
in manipulating the UN. Secur-
ity Council into adopting a so-
called ‘nuclear protection’ plan
designed to turn the non-nuclear
states into ‘protectorates’ to be
centrolled and subjugated at will.

“Greatly alarmed by the re-
markable progress of socialist
China in the development of
guided missiles and nuclear
weapons, Soviet revisionism and
U.S. imperialism have in the past
few years intensified their col-

" laboration against China on the

nuclear question. In actual fact,
the Soviet revisionists have
formed a nuclear military alli-
ance with the U.S. imperlalists
against China.

“At present, further deals are
in the pot between Soviet revi-
sionism and U.S. imperialism on
the so-called question of ‘limit-
ing the anti-ballistic missile race.’
The malicious moves by the So-
viet revisionist renegade clique,

“The meeting at the Elbe” (on April 25, 1945). The much-ballyhooed propa-
i - ganda stunt purporting to symbolize the simultaneous reaching of the Elbe River by

s nat pub Jefiist Soverm  the “Hberating armies of the U.S.A. and the Soviet Union.” |
The above photograph appeared in a pamphlet published in the so-called Ger-

“The fascist beast lay in its death throes and the allies in the anti-Hitler coalition
rejoiced that victory over the common enemy was in sight. Who could have guessed at

that time that the Anglo-American imperialists,
trust and bank bosses, would shortly afterwards

in alliance with the West German
stage the cold war

the east?”

Whe could have guessed it? Those who planned the “Cold War” as a tactic for the

post-war period. Stalin knew i, Truman knew it, Chur-

tions between the two “Soctalist” chill knew it, and even Herr Ulbricht who plays dumb and asks the question knew it.

more they will generate the
awakening of the people of the
world and the more they will
hasten their own doom.

“A new historical period of
combating U.S. imperialism and
Soviet revisionism has begun to-
day. . . "

And in an article entitled “Ser-
ious Economic Difficulties of So-
viet Revisionism in 1969’ it is
stated:

“At present, grave economic
difficulties are hovering over the
whole of the Soviet Union and
are striking terror into the So--
viet revisionist renegade clique....

‘“The growth rate of national
economic indexes of the Soviet

. Union dropped comprehensively

in 1969 and the plans for major
industrial production were not
accomplished: According to the
data published by the Central
Statistical Board of the Soviet
Union, the annual growth rate
of the nationsl income in the
Soviet Union decreased from 7.5
per cent in 1968 to 6 per cent in
1969, that of labour productivity
in industry from 5.2 per cent to
4 per cent and that of the total
value of industrial production
from 8.1 per cent to 7 per cent.
As for the total value of agri-
cultural production it was 3 per
cent below 1968.

“In the field of capital con-
struction, the data published by
the Soviet Central Statistical
Board show that in 1969 invest-
ments An capital construction
were 1,900 million roubles less
than planned and that ‘there
exist also substantial shortcom-
ings in building industry.’ . ..

“The strained market supply
and the serious shortage of food
and daily necessities have most
clearly manifested the serious
economic difficulties in the So-
viet Union. ‘Pravda’ confessed
editorially on January 13 that
‘difficulties have begun to ap-
pear in supplying the inhabitants

(Hsinhua, March 30, 1969)

“Them are fighting words!”
And indeed the Chinese soeial-

choice paragraphs dealing with
the “present role of the Chi-
nese Communists” as depicted
by Brezhnev, Kosygin and Co.:
“The dissentient activity of
the Chinese leaders has been a
boon to imperialism, which im-
mediately stepped up its struggle
against socialism and the na-
tional ~ liberation movement.
Since the early sixties US im-
perialism has commitied aggres-
sion against Cuba, the Domin-
ican Republic, the Congo (Kin-
shasa) and is carrying on an ag-
gressive war against the people
of Vietnam. Hostile position of
the Chinese leaders towards the
Soviet Union and other socialist
countries made it easier for the
U.S. imperialists to escalate the
war in Vietnam. Events show
that the Chinese leaders have
ruled out any possibility of com-
mon action by the socialist coun-
tries to beat off American ag-
gression against Vietnam.
“Moreover, it became clear re-
cently that Peking is playing a
shady game behind Vietnam’s
back hoping to profit by the
tragedy of a neighboring peopie.
The war in Vietnam is one of
the political factors which en-
able the Mao Tse-tung group to
explain away many of China’s
difficulties and divest themselves
(Continued on Page 4)
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of all - responsibility for them.
On the other hand, the Vietnam
problem is wused to create the
impression that no satisfact

solution of 3l

o OF

suggesied setiling the conflic 3
direct negotiations between the
United States, China, the DRV
and South Vietnamese repre-
sentatives. In June, 1966, Mans-
field proposed a meeting between
Dean Rusk and Chen i to
discuss the question of peace in
Vietnam, It is highly revealing
that these proposals coineided
with Peking's statements to the
effect that the conflict eould not
be resolved on the basis of the
Geneva Agreements, which were
slgned by many stafes, the USSR
included. Thus, Jenmin Jihpao
wrote in July, 1966: ‘“The Gen-
eva Agreements were long ago
torn to shreds by the devil’s
claws of American Imperialism,
In view of this, how can one
speak of “resolving” the Viet-
nam question on the basis of
these agreements?’ The ' fact,
however, is that both the DRV
Government and the leaders of
the South Vietnam National
Liberation Frong constantly em-
Phasise the great significance of
the Geneva Agreements., But
Peking could not care less about
the opinion of the Vietnamese
themselves.

“With the escalation of the

war in Vietnam, the Chinese
leaders began more openly to
renege on their ‘firm’ promiss

wr B Ate:
American imperialisn: encroach
at any time on the territory. ter-
ritorial waters or air space of
the DRV, the Chinese people
will be unswervingly true to their
promise to render most resolute
support to the just war of the
Vietnamese people against U.S.
AEEressors.’

“Such statements are forth-
coming to this day. But what do
they actually mean? The Chi-
nese leaders, who persistently
reject common action with other
socialist countries, are, in effect,
stabbing the Vietnamese people
in the back. They imply that the
U.S. aggressors may pursue their
war against the Vietnamese as
long as they please, and that
China will not interfere unless
her own territory is attacked.
Early in 1965, Mao Tse-tung told
Edgar Snow that ‘Chinese armies
would not engage in war outside
their own territory’ and that ‘the
Chinese would fight only if the
Americans attacked them.’ The
same idea was voiced by Chen
Yi, on September 29, 1965, and
Chou En-lai, in April, 1966. In
September, 1966, U.S. Defense

Secretary McNamara, whe nat-
urally spoke on behalf of his
country’s ruling circles, hastened
to reassure the Chinese leader-
ship that ‘U.S. Hmit ;

forces, socialism and

ticnal-liberation meovement, on
the one hand, and its most reac-
tionary force, U.S. imperialism,
cn the other. The attitude to
the struggle of the heroic peogple
of Vietnam, to the unity of
revolutionary forces in defending
Vietnam from aggression, is to-
day the most crucial test of
the truly internationalist posi-
tion of countries, parties, move-
ments and organizations form-
ing the anti-imperialist front.
The Mao-led Chinese leadership
has not stood this test.” (Werld
Socialist System and National
Liberation Movement.)

In a speech made during a
session of the Supreme Soviet
on July 12, 1969 Andrei Gro-
myko ‘“fiercely attacked” Soviet
imperialism’s two,other partners
in the “Entente.” He was equally
“forceful in econdemning” “great
bower” China as he was “critic-
al” of “super-power” U.SA,

- In regards to the U.S. Gro-
myko stated:

“Military groupings are not
cur device. The big states of the

West, our former allies in the
war, began establishing them . . .

“Animosity towards socialism,
siriving for expansion, took the
upper hand in the West instead

© . SCGe

fermation  of
North Atlantic .
“The growing might of the
Warsaw Treaty Organization
serves the cause of peace and
security in Europe. Bui let all
those concerned know that this
organization will never allow
anybody to encroach on the sec-
urity of its members, on the
gains of socialism in these coun-
tries.”
And referring to
China” he added:
“Not even our most rabid
enemies ever used such unseem-
Iywa.ysandinsuchascopeas
the Chinese leaders do now.
The Chinese leaders are striv-
ing to slander the activity of
the Soviet Union and other
countries of the socialist com-
munity, their peace-loving for-
eign policy. Peking often makes
allegations that the Soviet Un-
ien, by fighting for peace, against
imperialist aggression, is mak-
ing a deal with imperialism . o
“Leaders of the - PRC are
reviling our policy and our pro-
gram of the construction of com-
munist soclety. They are actu-

oLt

“Mao’s

ally merging forces with thoge
who from the very start of t
existence of the Soviet stat
tried to fight it . . .

Gera g

Thereiors it is mof ¥
vrising that the greac-power,
anti-Leninist iine of the PRC
merges with those who zll the
time have been trying to under-
mine the unity of. the socialist
states, to break up the anti-im-
perialist front, that the PRC
merges with rabid imperialist
reaction.”

After listening to these “twn
sides” of the “Socialist Cold
War” tirades the first impulse of
any honest but naive or politic-
ally immature individual would
be to declare “both bastards are
right” and to conciude that the
only rationsl thing to do would
be to declare “a plague on both
your houses,”

But for a politically conscious
person, for a real Marxist-Lenin-

_Ist, the proposition is much more

t and complex,

There are not “two sides,” at
all, involved in the projections
of the revisionists of the Right
and the “Center.” There is only
one side—the side of the “En-
tente” interests, the side of the
counter-revolution,

Section ‘1

“Cold War” Thaw

Main Immediate Tactic
Of Imperialism

We, too, and not too long ago either, fell into the subjective

trap of characterizing
“traitors to the working
traitors and renegades was

the Soviet and Chinese revisionists as
class.” But, that’s

wrong. That stage of

bassed decades ago during the period

following Lenin’s death. Today they are something different, They

are leaders of imperialist “great powers”

role that the Kennedys, Johnsons, Nixons, Rockefellers, McNamaras

Rogers, ete., play in the USA.

If this basic distinction is not
grasped clearly, the prevailing
revisionist illusions about a pos-
sible return to Socialism in the
Soviet Union and to revolution-
ary struggle in China without a
previous proletarian upheaval,
most certainly will prevent the
world working class from mount-
ing a massive. counter-offensive.

Who ever heard anyone call-
ing Churchill, Roosevelt, or Tru-
man traitors?

Each and every one of them
was a criminal imperialis, but
No one can accuse them of being
traitors to their class.

Neither should Khrushchey,
Stalin, or Brezhnev, Mao 'Tse-
tung or Chen Yi be conceived as
belng traitors to their relative

‘imperialist states. The truth is
/that they have dcone yeoman

service for their reactionary,
predatory, criminal, raling
classes. Why then refer to them
as traitors to a class which they
exploit and oppress on = world
scale? :

The gimmick of mutually
“downgrading” the economic
and political strength of the
other members of the “Entente”
trlarchy, as we have often ex-
plained, is yet another expression
of the “Cold War.”

Thus, since the end of the
Second World War and behind
the “Marxist-Leninist” forecasts
of “the impending collapse of
imperialism,” American finance
capital has spread its economic
and political tentacles all over
the world

And behind the slogans of “So-
cialist inefficiency” and “lack of
know-how,” the American im-
perialists together with their
European partners, have facil-
itated and conditioned the aec-
celerated spread of Soviet and
Chinese imperialisms in Africa,
Asia and Latin America,

At one time this type of “Cold
War” propaganda blared forth
the “fzilure of the big leap for-
ward and its catastrophic ims
pact on China.” ’

Another time it was the “di-
sastrous balance of payments
and monetary crisis in the U.S.”

At present, “Cold War” propa-
ganda is concentrating on a so-
called. “economic stagnation”
siant which is specificelly di-
rected at the United States’ and
the Soviet Union’s economic
power.

During a “Luncheon Confer-
ence” held at Brussels last Jan-
uary (1970} with Clvde H.
Farnsworth, European economic
correspondent of the New York
Tirmes acting 'as’ “host” and at-
tended by J. Robert Schoetzel,
American ambassador to the
European Feonomic Community,

Jean Francois Deniau, commis- '

sioner of external affairs of the
European Economic Community,

John Davis, former director gen- -

eral of the Confederation of
British Industry, ILouis Camu,
chairman of the Bangue de
Hruxelles Edward B Seaton,
European director for Monsan-

to(b.,JnhnD.Phﬂlphmn,mp-
resentative of Chase Manhatian

Overseas, the British represen-
tative (John Davis) recited a
whole series of arguments pur-
porting to prove that American
corporate capital had reached
the end of its economic rope in
Europe,

Following is what Mr. Davis
stated at the Brussels confer-
ence:

“I think that on the question
of protectionism one of the
things which is more and more
evident is that the United States
has passed through a period
when, by applying its own gen-
ius in productivity, it could com-
bete despite its labor costs. It
1S now moving more and more
into areas where its ability to
compete is restricted to thoss
industries which are at the pin-
nacle of technological advance.

“Its labor costs are beating it
in the conventional industries,
We haven’t had any mention at
all of textiles, but in fact the
one undertaking President Nix-
on. gave at the {ime before the
election was to the textile in-
dustry in the United States, and
this is an industry which occr«
pies something like four million
Deovle and where in fact it is
being beatzn by the outside
world. That’s irue of textiles
now; it’s perhaps even true of
steel now. ; :

“Tre whoie coricept of a vol-
untary program of restraint of
exports is & non-tariff barrier.
Ever in the steel industry the
United States is going to be
beaten and is being beaten now
by the outside world in compet-
itive terms.

“The ability of America to
compete in the outside world in
almost any industry, because of
its productive genius, is disap-
pearing. And I think that this
is a fundamental problem for
the United States to face.” (New

York Times, January 16, 1970)
It appears that the British,
as well as other third rate Euro-
pean partners of the “Entente”
Powers have been handed the
task of acting as “professional
wailers” for both American and
Soviet “ecomomic wakes” Re-
cently, that organ of British
imperialist bropaganda, The
: begun to con-
duct & propaganda campaign
precisely on the subject of “ser-
lous economic crises” in both the
Soviet Union and the U.S.A,

The American press has been
quick to pick up The Econo-
mist’s “alarum” angle and has
spread it far and wide.

Hence the Christian Science
Monitor of March 24, 1970 start-
ed to toll the bells announcing
the knell of Soviet imperialjst
bower when it editorialized thus-
ly:

“If The Economist is right,
then, something is terribly
wrong in the Soviet Union. For
Britain’s (and perhaps the
world’s) foremost and most gu-
thoritative economic magazine
has printed figures which, if
correct, must be terrifying to
those who have the Soviet Union
in hand. These figures show that
between 1967 and 1969, the year-
1y growth rate per man in in-
dustry sank from 6.6 percent tc
4.4 (it had already sunk to 5.0
in 1968). Thus the percentage
growth in man-hour efficiency
was more than one-third lower
last vear than it had been twoc
vears previously.” ¥

Then, in order to add cradi-
bility to The Economist’s “obit-
uary note” om Soviel economy,
the Christian Seience Monitor
editorial continues:

“Farlier this year these col-
umns quoted a most inferesting
prediction from the well-Enown
French journalist and political
thinker, Jacques Servan-Schrei-
ber. He said that the ‘real con-
test’. between .the United States
and FEurope would eventually
turn out to be over ‘which of
the two will be able to supply
effective industrial aid to Russia
when the tlme comes,” since the
latter remains ‘notably vulner-
able both in the economic and
social fields.’, ’

- Russia,

« “The contin revelations as
to the Soviet 's bad show-
igﬂg mi?e both industry and agri-

lend increasing weight
to the Servan-Schreijber thesis "

(Christian Science Monitor,
March 24, 1970)

As a matter of fact, the Chris-
tian Science Monitor had already
begun the * " rites
in preparation for the “passing
away” of Soviet imperialisg
economic power when in another
editorial written almost a year
ago it stated:

“Meanwhile, and to the sur-
brise of many, there are growing
indications that the Soviet Union
may, within a few years, be
heading into a petroleum short-
age. Some ‘experts believe that
_ heretofore considered
well-off where ofl production was
concerned, may even become an
oil-importer during the 1970,
This occurs, embarrassinely, ai
a time when the Western world's
oil output and wealth are Brow-
ing prodigiously, and is clearly
one explanation of Moscow’s
strong interest in the ofl spoug-
ing Middle East.” (Christian
Science Monitor, June 18; 1969)

After this apocalyptic - press-
age every anti-imperialist as well
as every “anti-communist”
should be getting ready to enjoy
the funeral! and burial of ths
Dredafory regime of Brezhnev,
Kosygin & Co.

“But wait —
hasty,” warns the New York
Tiines, “Soviet  imperizalism’s
econgcmic power is not quite dead
— it is just badly hurt!”

“...important as are current
Soviet economic woes, they should
be seen in perspective, however.
Moscow still controls “vast re
sources and its productive ap-
paratus is far from mired in
stagnation. A reminder of this
reality is provided by the ex-
traordinarily ambitious program
announeed last week to develop
the extremely rich oil and zas
resources of Western Siberia.
The billions of rubles required
for that effort dwarf Western
oll companies’ projected spending
on Alaska’s North Slope.” New
York Times, January 19, 1970)

As for the American “econo-

(Continued om Page 5)

don’t be too
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mic crisis” the same New York
Times editorial explains:

“Tight money has brought the
nation’s economic growth to &
halt. In the final quarter of 1969,
Gross National Product increas-
ed by $10.3 billion — but the en-
tire gain was due to inflation. ...

“What is needed now is a
broad program that will bring
wage demands back closer in
line with reasonable expecta-
tions of productivity growth;
that will restrain the use of mon-
opoly power by either labor or
business; that will end Govern-
ment anticompetitive policies
that boost prices ‘or wages, and
misallocate resources. At the
same time, the Administration
should focus more attention on
efforts to increase productivity,
which is both a powerful anti-
inflationary force and a source
of real economic growth.” (Ibid.)

It is quite interesting to ob-
serve that the content of the
statement made by John Davis
at the Brussels ‘“luncheon con-
ference” was an ‘‘open secret”
by the Amer-

For instance, the U.S. News
& World Report of -December 2,
1968 carried an article entitled
“Europe lLosing Lure for U.S.

Firms” and which read in part: -

“Money being poured into new
‘Burepe and in America — is
undergoing important shifts.

“U.S. executives suddenly are
cutting back on the amount of
new funds they are investing in
Eurgpean plants. :

“European firms, in contrast,
are showing rising interest in
building plants in the US. to
tap the world’s richest market.

“What explains these invest-
ment trends? Why are Amer-
fcan firms changing their
minds? What's it like to do
business in Europe now? :

“The fervor of American bus-
iness for setting up ventures in
Western Europe is fading.

“For the first time in 10 years,
American firms are cutting back
on funds being poured into Eura
opean plants.

“About 100 million dollars less
will be invested in Europe this
yvear than last — a reversal of
a trend that had seen such in-
vestments climbing by 330 mil.
lion dollars annually since 1958.
Talks with executives on the
scene indicale even sharper re-
ductions may be coming in 1969.

“At the same time, European
companies are discovering Amer-
ica as an attractive place to
build factories. Money ilowing
from™ abroad into the U.S. —
up to 80 per cent this year — has
pushed foreign ownership of
plants on U.S. soil to nearly 10
billlon dollars, as the chart on
page 45 shows.” (U.S. News &
World Report, December 2, 1968)

The chart referred to above
is the following:

“GROWING FOREIGN OWN-
ERSHIP. OF U.S. FACTORIES

“Direct investment by foreign-
ers In U.S. plants at beginning
of 1968 —

United Kingdom $3.2 billion

Canada 2.6 billion
Netherlands 1.5 billion
Switzerland 1.1 billion
West Germany .3 billion
France .3 billion
Sweden .2 billion
Belgium .2 billion
Latin Amerijea .2 billion
Italy .1 billion
Japan .1 billion
All other .1 billion

Total: $9.9 billion”

(Ibid.)

We will go into this particu-
lar subject of ‘“forelgn” Invest-
ments in the U.S. later on in
this report; for the present let
us proceed by quoting from the
same U.S. News & World Repor$
article and find out what are
the true perspectives of Amer-

factories ‘and enterprises — in

ican finance capital in the Euro-
pean commodity and money
markets:

“The great majority of U.S.

firms, however, are sticking it
out. Profits, although squeezed
richt now, generally are higher.
than those made by their FEuro-
pean competitors.

“ ‘Chalk it up to more effiri-
ent management,’ says a Lon-
don-based management consul-
tant. He adds: ‘The trouble with
many European companies 1Is
that they are run by family
members who are more inter-
ested in salting away profits
in a Swiss bank account than
they are in building a modern
business. ; 3

“Many ' American executives
talk about the future of Europe
in glowing terms, The rubber
industry is said to be growing
in Burope at twice the rate of
growth in the U.S. The big rea-
son is that Europe is taking
to wheels — though the ratic
of autos to population still lags
far behind America’s. One tire-
company official prediets: "Bur-
ope now has 62 million cars. BY
1977 it will have 113 million.
That is a lot of tires.’

“The marketing chief for a
consumer-goods firm in Brussels
has this to say:

“ ‘Per capita, Europe has only
a fraction of what Amerlcans
already have of practically any

item you can name. The mar-
. ket potential is huge.'” (¥bid.)

If American imperialism is
really sick it is absolutely un-
aware of its own malady. Maybe
it's a case of self-delusion! Who
knows? But the fact is that its
own outlook on the possibilities
for their continued mastery of
the whole world together with
its “Socialist” partners remains
not just hopefully but decidedly
confident.

On April last the Bureau of
Labor Statistics, reflecting the
cocky outlook of the American
ruling class, published a ten-
year prognosis of American econ-
omy which, as reported by the
U.S. News & World Report,
stated:

“A trillion plus. ...between
1969 and 1980, the economy is
expected to grow 59 per cent
in ‘real’ terms to 1.4  irillion
dollars, after taking out the an-
ticipated effects of inflation,
That indicates an average growth
of 43 per cent a year in this
new decade — more than the
gains being nailed down in 1868
and 1970.” (U.S. News & World
Report, April 27, 1970)

Obviously, there is a discrep-
ancy between the “Cold War"-
ish predictions of “economic
cataclysms” and political Arm-
ageddon Wwith the confident out-
lock of the future put on display
by each of the three imperialist
.political entities forming the

* “Entente™ triarchy.

In the present world and in

the .historical conditions created

Political ltusion and Historical Reality!

“‘Dark Ages’ whose creeping shadows begins already to haunt the ima-
gination of curreni thinkers, will yet be defeated . . ..” (Fascism and So-
cial Revolution, R. Palme Duit)

by the worldwide victory of the
counter-revolution, neither the
United States of America, the
Soviet Union or China has any
reason to fear the present, nor
the immediate future.

They are not, as imperialist
powers, at odds with each other.

They are living through a par-
ticular historical period and a
specific mpment of the class
struggle that permits them to
share the colonial and semi-
colonial world amongst the tri-
archy, the second echelon of im-
perialist marauders such as Bri-
tain, France, Belgium, etc.,, and
their tenth rate partners, the
national bourgeoisie of the col-
onies.

Hence, the “Open Door’” pol-
icy is the economic expression of
that predatory unity.

The imperialist states under
the economic and political heg-
emony of the “Entente” know
that at present there is lots of
room for economic expansion in
the colonial areas of the world.
Hence, neo-colonialism with its
main economic feature — the
direct exploitation of the colon-
ial working class through the
mediim of a truncated industri-
alization, has become the pivot-
al ingredient of present history.

The imperialists know - that it
is only and only in the colonial
areas of the world that possib-
ilitles for capital expansion re-

Therefore, better than anyone

~ The hammer and sickle, the symbol of working class revolution, “waving” over

the German Reichstag on May 2, 1945.
Of all political illusions this has been the most deadly and harmful to the world
working class in its entire history.
For it was not, nor could it be, the working class that had “triumphed over the
forces of reaction and fascism” in that predatory, unjust war. .
The hammer and sickle over the Reichstag in reality represented the victory of

the imperialist “United Nations” powers over their Axis rivals. Yet that partisan victory

of one gang of imperialist cut-throats over another was

palmed-off by the ideologists

and propagandists of the newly arisen “Entente” as a “great victory for the working
class and the peoples of the world.” _
' But the fact remains that such a deliberate distortion of the social and political

character of the Second World War became imperative and i

ble to the task of

shifting tactics based on an imperialist war policy to these of an imperialist peace.

else are they aware of the fact
that stabilization of capitalism
depends, in the absolute sense,
on the exploitation of the colon-
jal workers and peasants.

The apologists and ideologists
of the imperiallst states speak
glibly about the “expansion” of
their home market. But that is a
dream, that can be realized only
by multiplying a thousandfold
the extractlon of surplus value
from the proletarian masses of
the so-called ‘“under-developed”
nations of the world.

For all of these reasons the
number one hegemon in the “En-
tente” triarchy, nemely. the
United States of America. has
enunciated a policy of “live and
let live” and of slicing the co-
lonial pie according to the eco-
nomic. political and military
pover that each of the imper-
ialist states can muster.

This period of inter-imperi-
alist “peace” and ‘“cooperation”
will last as long as the limits
of industrial expansion in the
neo-colonies permit, and noc
longer. The moment that the
economic saturation point of
that expansionism is reached,
the imperialist love-fest and po-
litical idyll will be over. When
that economic saturation point
is reached, the “Open Door”
policy will turn into its very
opposite, into an - imperialist
free-for-all and door-slamming
over their particular spheres of
influence.

Imperialist wars and prole-
tarian revolutions will again be
on the agenda of histtay. As
Lenin put it nearly sixty years
ago: :

“Therefore, in the realities of
the capitalist system, ... inter-
imperialist’ or ‘ultra-imperialist®
alliances, no matter what form
they may assume, whether of
one imperialist coalition against
another, or of & general alliance
embracing all the imperialish
powers, are fmnevitably nothing
more than a ‘truce’ in periods
between wars. Peaceful alliances
prepare the ground for wars,
and in their turn grow out of
wars; the one 15 the condition
for the other, giving rise to al-
ternating forms of peaceful and
non-peaceful struggle out of one
and the same basis of imperi-
alist connections and the rela-
tions between world economics
and world polities. ...” (Lenin,
Imperialism The Highest Staze
of Capitalism, p. 119)

“Cold War" rhetoric and dema-
gogy will be around for some
time in the foreseeable future as
a convenient smoke-screen for
the “Entente’s” still unfinished
drive for world expansion. How-
ever, as the task of redividing
the world among the imperialist
marauders approaches its com-
pletion, the need to coordinate
their predatory plans more free-
ly forces the “Entente” triarchy
to assume more open, united
and cohesive relations. Political
and ideological rationales which
attempt to explain that accel-
erated process of “unity” be-
tween the three-imperialist states
conpstituting the “Entente” tri-
archy exist by the tens and even
by the hundreds.

Among those rationales there
is the so-called “convergence”
canard simultaneously projected
from “East and West.”

Referring to this particular
ideological burp of the revision-
ists and the lberals Time mag-
azine stated In a recent issue:

“dThe only choice is either
bourgeois or soclalist ideology.
There is Do middle course.’
— lenin .

“Should Lenin be taken at
his word? Some Western poli-
tical theorists and even a few
Russians think not, and in de-
fense of their belief they have
propagated what has become
known as the convergence
theory. In essence, the theory
proposes that capitallsm and

(Continued on Page 6)
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Communism — driven by the
irresistible sclentific and tech-
nological foreces that control
modern industrial states — will
eventually coalesce into a new
form of society, blending the
personal freedom and profit mo-
tive of Western democracies
with the Communist system’s
government control of the econ-
omy.

“Convergence prophets argue
that the theory has universal
application, but contend that it
applies particularly to the United
States and Russia. Despite their
manifest differences both na-
tions are post-industrial powers
grappling with the problems of
advanced technology. According
to the convergence theory, Mos-
cow and Washington should
meet some day at the omega
point somewhere on the outskirts
of Belgrade, the capital of a na-
tion that has — so far, success-
fully — introduced elements of
capitalism into a doctrinally
Marxist society.

“...The definitions of ‘bour-
geois’ and ‘socialist’ ideologies
have changed over the years —
and no doubt will continue to
change — but in the long run
Lenin may well prove to be
right. i

“The future is always' prob-
lematical, but the weight of evi-
dence suggests that Communist
and non-Communist socleties
will continue to develop on sep-
arate but parallel tracks. For-
tunately, - though, basic differ-
ences no longer imply the inevi-
tability of a cataclysmic show-
down. The pragmatics of survi+
val may well be the one respect
in which the U.S. and Soviet
Russia are really meeting. That
may be a more helpful and hope-
ful prospect than the euphoric
vision of convergence.” (Time

—Magazine, January 12, 1970)

This summary of the “theor-
ies” of the Andrei Sakharovs
and Pyotr Kapiizahs in the So-
viet Union and of the John Ken-
neth Galbrajths and George F
Kennans in the U.S. conveni-
ently serves as the introduction
to the more practical suggestion
of “pragmatics of survival”
(meaning recognition of com-
mon inter-imperialist interests)
which Time Magazine stresses.

But whichever demagogic ra-
tionale is used, the end result
is the same — a call for “more
unity among the great powers as
a means of guaranteeing world
peace and security.” )

Even that dyed-in-the-wool
American imperialist organ of
“public opinfon” — the Wall
Street Jourmal — detects some
“socfalist”’ trends in American
soclety and in fact approves of
them.

Referring to the impact of
“inflation” on capital goods out~
lays and the present inadequacy
of those outlays, the Wall Street
Journal stated:

“Those requirements for capi-
tal, after all, are not fantasles
dreamed up by profit-hungry
capitalists. They reflect the
needs, present and prospective,
of the whole population — for
Products, jobs and income.

“One way or another those

needs are going' to be mef. If
“the private economy cannot gen-.
erate enough savings to do the
Job, the Government in one way.

or another will try to do it. And
if that sounds like soclalism,
that’s exactly what it 1s.” (Wall
Street Jourmal, June 9, 1970)
After this, Communism, eh!
Last January, Joseph Fromm,
the Senior European editor of
U.S. News & World Report put
in simple and quite explicit
terms this “new” trend towards
the “unity” of the so-called
‘“‘great powers of the Entente.”
Joseph Fromm's opinions wers
contatned in an “interview” by

the staff of the “U.S. News’:

“Q Do you get the feeling
that the world next year is going
to be a little safer than it has
been in the past?

“A Yes. I think that the 1970s
should be safer than the years
since World War II and that
the United States can expect to
face fewer problems and daneers

“around the world. We are mov-

ing into an era of change in
our relationships both with our
adversaries and our msin allies.
And the changes, as T see thenx
taking shape, should make the
world a more comfortable place
for the United States. ...

“Q Are you saying that the
U.S. and Russia are developing
a better understanding of their
mutual interests?

“A Exactly — that’s one rea-
son for the changing relation-
ship. In recent years, there has
been a growing awarenhess that,
as superpowers, the U.S. and
Russia have certain parallel in-
terests that are equal to the in-
terests they share with their
allies — and in some cases even
transcend in importance these
allilance interests. ...

“The Middle East negotiations
offer another example of this
kind of tacit understanding about
crisls management. I don’t see
much hope that the U.S. and
Russia can find a settlement to
the Arab-Israell conflict, but
both are. acutely aware of the
danger of being dragged into
a confrontation by their client
states (our emphasis) in the
Middle East. And I think there
now iIs better understanding of
how they would behave if an-
other major round of fighting
broke out between Israel and
the Arabs.

“There is some evidence to
indicate that the Russians are
working to deter the Arabs from
crecipitating a major war. This
certainly is the view that I found
emong diplomats in Israel not
long ago.

“The Russians are walking a
tightrope: doing their utmost to
avoid a war but doing nothing
that would jeopardize their in-
fluence in the Arab world. At
the same time, the U.S. is un-
willing to impose terms on Is-
rael that might jeopardize the
security of that country.

“But at least both America
and Russia are fully aware of
the dangers. Both are intent on
preventing another major round
of fighting which might drag
them into a confrontation. If
fighting nonetheless does erupt,
I would expect the two super-
powers to move, in the United
Nations and elsewh<re, to end
it quickly and without the kind
of panicky situation that erupt-
ed when the 1967 Arab-Israeli
war broke out. . . . '

The imperialist_king is dead—long live the

“For? the past two years the
Russians have been pouring mil-
itary and economic ald into Ni-
geria to support the Federal
Government. Several years ago
this would have produced almost
automatically a panic stricken
American reaction in the form
of massive intervention, but on
this occasion the U.S. has play-
ed it cool, on the theory that
its vital interests aren’t really
jeopardized. . . .

“Q How does this new under-
standing between the U.S. and
Russia manifest itself in Viet-
nam? Why aren’t the Russians
doing more to help us out of
that war? . | i

“A On balance, I suspect that
Soviet leaders might prefer to
see this war wound up. But as
they see it, the net advantage
that they could gain by helping
the United States wind it up is
appreciably less than the net
disadvantage they would suffer
by applying a ‘military embargo
or taking other action to force
Communist North Vietnam into
a settlement against its will.

“Q As you look ahead, how
do you assess the American-Chi-
nese relationship?

“A Well, our relationship with
China also is beginning to un-
dergo a change which could be
very important in the years just
ahead. You see, instead of the
bipolar world we've known in
the past decade or two—a world
of only two great powers—we
are moving into a much more
complex situation. A triangular
relationship between the U. S,
Russia and China is just begin-
ning to emerge, . . .

“I would expect Japan to pur-
sue a flexible policy toward the
three powers—China, Russia and
the U.S. The Japanese, I be-
lieve, will seek to establish close
and productive relations with all
“Q The sum of almost every-
thing you've said is that the
whole era we’ve known since the
end of World War II is ending
and that were entering a new
lltm in world affairs. Is that
t?

“A That's precisely what I'm
saying, I've been abroad as a
foreign correspondent for this
magazine for almost & quarter
of a century. During that period,
we’'ve  withessed incredible
changes in the world order, and
these changes have involved
great chaos and dangers.

“We've seen the collapse of
two global empires—the British
and French. We've seen the
emergence of scores of new na-
tions in Africa and Asia. There's
been the rise of Communist Rus-
sia as a world power and the
take-over of China by the Com-
munists — with the temporary
prospect of & great new S8ino-
Soviet power bloc.

“We've seen Western Europe
rebullt as a prosperous and se-
cure non-Communist area. And
we have seen the United States
for nearly 25 years play the
role of the world’s only real
superpower. It's been a period
when the United States has had
to face great dangers and as-
sume great burdens around the
world.

“Now, with a new world ord-
er pretty well established [our
emphasis] we are moving into .
a new era. And, as I see it,
there’s a reasonable chance that
in the decade ahead we will be
less preoccupied with forelgn
problems, foreign dangers and
burdens abroad.” (U.S. News &
World Report, January 5, 1970)

Extending their wholehearted
approval to the “unity” tack of
the “Entente triarchs” the edit-
ors of the Christian Science
Monitor commented on the pur-
pose of Nixon’s political junket
last summer as follows:

“The single greatest inter-
national issue in the decades a-
head will be the working out of
the triangular balance of rela-
tionship between Americans,
Russians, and Chinese. This is
what long-term foreign-policy
planners in Washington, Mos-
cow, and Peking are almost cer-
tainly giving simultaneous pri-
ority to. And it is this issue that
gives a thread of rational con-
tinuity to the waypoints on
President Nixon‘s’current round-
the-world trip, from the mo-
ment he lands at his first ma-
Jor stop in Manila until he takes
off from the last, Bucharest. . . .

“ . .. Mr. Nixon has a num-
ber of reasons for deciding te
end his tour in Romania—not
the least being that President
Ceausescu invited him. But one
of them 1is probably to tell Asi- -
ans and the Russians that the
United States intends to keep
its options open and play a
three-way super-power game in
the years ahead, not just a two-
.way one with the Russians.”
(Christian Science Monitor, July
25, 1969)

And in a more recent editorial
the Christian Science Monitor *
re-emphasized the benefits of a
bolicy of “triangular unity” for
the U.S. imperialists:

“The United States s, of
course, still at the top of the
world superpower league. And
being there, the two other con-
tenders in the league—the Sov-
iet Union and China—have a
common Interest in trying to
cut the American lead, if not
oust the United States from its
commanding position altogether.
But neither the Russians nor
the Chinese want to do this for
the other. . . .

“ ... Each of the powers in-
volved is continental in size.
Each comes to the negotiating

imperialist king!

It was at Potsdam that the “Entente’s” blue-print for the redivision of the world

as secretly agreed to the American and Soviet partners.

chﬂl,whoattendedthegstmofthe Potsdam Conference was later withdrawn
Clement Attlee replaced him as representative of British
urchill’s “pelitical furlough” as Britain’s

Winston Chur-
Note that

tative lasted until all arrangements

had been made for his Fulton, Missouri “Cold War” diatribe in February of 1946,

table encumbered with a comb-
ination of traditional interests
and commitments. Each is in
fact a juggernaut. And a jug-
gernaut has almost as much dif-
ficulty in sharply altering course
as a leopard does in changing
its spots. Yet this does not make
the three sets of talks—in War-
saw, Peking and Vienna—any
the less welcome a way to give
a keynote to the 1970’s.” (Chris-
tian Science Monitor, January
20, 1970)

Hence the “thaw” in the pho-
ney tactic of “Cold War” be-
comes more evident as the tri-
angular shape of the “Entente”
powers forge ahead towards the
establishment of total hege-
mony over the whole world.

Referring to the so-called
“Nixon foreign policy,” Roscoe
Drummengd in an article entitled
“Where Is U.S. Foreign Policy
Headed?” stated last February:

“He [Nixonl is fully aware
that the United States cannot
and should not be the world’s
lone policeman, but to step back
from the wrong way to Kkeep
the peace could create a danger-
ous vacuum unless new steps are
taken to create a new means for
the free nations to: keep the
peace together. .

“What we need to understand

is that since the United States
is cutting back its part in keep-
ing the peace alone, then the
United States must lead in plans
to keep the peace collectively or
the peril of war will be increas-

ed, not Ilessened.” (Christian
Science Monitor, February 17,
1970) : i

Assessing American imperial-
ist foreign policy in the light of
the “Cambodian incident,” Jo-
seph C, Harsch in an article en-
titled “A Complete Circle” wrote
as follows:

“China is talking both to Rus-
slans and Americans. China is
also talking with the West Ger-
mans, although less formally.

“The Russlans are talking to
Chinese, Americans, and West

“Americans are talking to
Russians, Chinese, and Waest
Germans.

“No one is left out of the
circle of conversation. . . .

“Today there are three great
powers, and Britailn and West
Germany. )

/“France, Italy, and Japan are
regional powers concerned only
with their relations with their
immediate neighbors.” (Chris-
tian Science Monitor, December
18, 1969)

And still pursuing the same
subject, Mr. Harsch in another
article entitled “The Peace of
Asla,” stated:

“Peace, or a relative absencs
of hostilities, is usually kept any-
where and at any time in his-
tory by a relative balance of
forces. . . .

“The US. is, of course, im-
portant in maintaining a balance
of forces in Asia which in turn
will, more or less, keep the peace.

“But what happens {n Cam-
bodia or even in Vietnam is of
minor relevance to the balance
of forces. . . .

“. ... The role of the U.S. is tc
see to it that a balance between
Russia and Chins is sustained.”
(Christian Science Monitor, May
26, 1970) v ) ‘

Making the ‘“Socialist” inter-
imperialist conflict aspect of the
“Cold War” the starting pre-
mise of American foreign policy

. of “big power unity,” James E.-

Sheridan in an article review-
ing Harrison E. Salisbury’s book
War Between Russiz and China
stated last November:

“ . . . A Sino-Russian war
would be disastrous for the whole
world, and Salisbury recom-
mends an imaginative use of
American power as the best
means of preventing it. . . .

“ . . . the prereduisite to the

(Continued on Page 7)
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