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Editorial I

THE POST - SUMMIT SITUATION

From the failure of the summit conference to
the tremendous movements of the Japanese mass-
es, a whole series of events have marked new
developments in the international situation.

Those of our readers who recall the previous
editorials in this magazine are aware that we
never had any illusions about the outcome of
the Paris conference. ~We wrote, in particular,
in the Spring issue:

Thus in the best of cases the summit
conference might end without an abrupt
break, by keeping up the dialogue even
without any real agreement on any essential
question.

In drawing up a balance sheet a posteriori,
we have almost nothing to add. Fundamentally,
the conference failed because no real agreement
was possible on any important problem. The
only exception might have been disarmament
— on this level also negotiations have now
ended — but absolutely not in the sense that total
or even a quite advanced degree of disarmament
could have been achieved, for this was and
continues to be impossible. An agreement on
a completely limited basis was not and is not
excluded, for the joint purpose of bringing about,
not disarmament, but a rationalization, so to
speak, in armaments, with a possible elimination
of henceforth useless or excessive costs.

The impossibility of reaching any agreement
whatever at the May conference obviously ex-
plains Khrushchev’s attitude — all the more so in
that on the very eve of the conference the impe-
rialists had clearly manifested their decision to
make no serious concession, and had even organ-
ized the spectacular provocation of the U-2.

Long-time apostle of “peaceful coexistence” and
of “summit” diplomacy, Khrushchev could not
reach the end of the conference — viz, the con-

clusion of the whole operation that he had so
patiently prepared and so animatedly defended
against every sort of adversary — with empty
hands.  That would have meant for him to
accept a confirmation of the bankruptcy of his
policy, which would unquestionably have brought
about a very serious weakening of his position,
if not indeed his fall from power. It must not
be forgotten that, in the camp of the workers’
states, he was quite roughly attacked by the
Chinese, whose theses very likely have a serious
audience, among other places, in the circles of
the cadres and leaders of the Soviet Communist
Party.

There has been a lot of discussion in the work-
er’s movement about the formal attitude adopt-
ed by Khrushchev in Paris.  This, however, is
a secondary question. The essential point is that
an objective basis for agreement did not exist,
that the imperialists were not ready for any con-
cessions, and that, under these conditions,
Khrushchev would have seen his line publicly
compromised, with no offsetting advantage. Fur-
thermore, if anyone is to form a judgment about
the repercussions of the attitude of the head of
the Soviet government and of certain declarations
of 'Malinovsky, he must not limit himself to the
rather negative reactions of certain worker or
petty-bourgeois sectors in Western Europe (the
PSI in Ttaly, the PSU in France, etc); he
must consider the problem from all points of
view, including that of the alarm which even the
leading strata of certain countries have mnot con-
cealed about the use made of American bases on
their territory. One may be sure that henceforth
countries like Pakistan will be much more prudent
before offering their hospitality to airplanes of
the U-2 type and similar devices.



But the fundamental characteristic of the cur-
rent international situation consists of the new
aggravation of the class struggle on the world
scale and of the new revolutionary crises that
have opened up, espccially in Asia. The events
in Korea, Turkey, and Japan show, without any
possible ambiguity, that a new revolutionary wave
has begun and that new earthquakes must be ex-
pected. The Japanese movement in particular has
demonstrated how intrinsically fragile are certain
pillars of the world imperialist system even when,
in certain aspects, their relative stability might
have been believed.

The recent revolutionary movements — where
generally the masses mobilized themselves to an
extent far beyond what their traditional leader-
ships desired, and where there was even to be
observed the visibly vanguard role played by
forces outside the control of these leaderships —
have marked in general the irruption of new gene-
rations into the political arena. What we have
here are young people born during or even after
the war, who have not known disappointments,
who have not been worn out, who do not want
to accept a gangrened society in which their pros-
pects seem to be pretty sombre, who have some-
thing to say and to put forward, and who are de-
termined to fight with extreme energy. So far,
this experience has not yet become generalized;
but advance signs exist that in old Europe too
the new generation will not be willing to rub
along in a “prosperity” that is after all pretty
limited and precarious, but will know how to
follow the example of the youth of Turkey, Ko-
rea, and Japan.

*

That all the events of these last months, from
the U-2 affair to the struggle in Tokyo, have
meant new and quite severe blows to the prestige
and even the strength of American imperialism,
nobody could question. The problem which now
arises, and which is of capital importance in all
its future implications, is the following: how are
the rulers of the United States going to act in
face of the increasing deterioration of the rela-
tionship of forces in their disfavor?

A situation of disarray and genuine ecrisis ob-
viously reigns in Washington, the confusion and
uncertainty being increased by the fact it is now
almost the eve of the elections, with the paralysis
that an outdated political system normally in-
volves on this occasion. But there is no doubt that
imperialism’s most responsible men realize per-
fectly that the game from now on will be very
closely fought, and that deadlines lie not far
ahead.
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In reality, the imperialist rulers more than
ever find themselves faced by a dramatic dilem-
ma: on the one hand, they know that time is
irreversibly working against them, but alse, on
the other, they are not unaware that a possible
war unleashed today would begin under political
conditions unfavorable to them and from a posi-
tion of visible inferiority concerning the most
homicidal weapons.

It is therefore true that very serious obstacles
stand in the way of imperialism’s march toward
war. But it is also true that, just because of the
later increased deterioration in its position, im-
perialism might be driven to war by despair or
by panic (quite apart from the always existent
risk of a conflict “by accident”). With all the
more reason, it might be tempted to try, by new
partial wars, to dyke any new advances of the
revolution in Asia or Latin America.

This is why the international workers’ move-
ment must more than ever condemn the lamenta-
ble illusions about a “coexistence” that could be
described as “peaceful” only by a misuse of words.
In particular, the idea that a basic agreement
could be found between the imperialists on the
one hand, and the workers’ states and the revo-
lution in all its forms on the other, and that the
so-called “spirit of Camp David” could finally
become a reality and force itself to be recog-
nized is an untenable utopia. In other terms, if
propaganda is spread about a possible concilia-
tion with imperialism and, as a result, a “peace-
ful” transition to socialism, the workers’ move-
ment is disarmed for the most important tasks
that it must accomplish in the period into which
we have entered.

Even at the risk of being accused of “dogmat-
ism” by open or camouflaged revisionists, we
must constantly repeat this primary truth, that
as long as imperialism exists, the danger of war
is not absolutely removed. And we must force-

" fully emphasize that a war, under the present

conditions of nuclear armament, would have the
most terrifyingly murderous consequences for all
the inhabitants of our planet.

It must not be feared that such a constant re-
minder of reality may demoralize the masses. On
the contrary, they will be all the more spurred
on to a resolute fight against an enemy who,
although condemned to inevitable defeat, still
has redoubtable means at his disposal. In the
last analysis, it is only by such a struggle— in
which the problem of the destruction of the cap-
italist system itself will be posed — that it is
possible to check the danger of war, which no
summit meeting or spirit of Camp David could in
any way exorcize.
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Editorial Notes I

POLEMICS BETWEEN

Far from lessening, the polemics of the Chinese
Communists against certain Khrushchevian posi-
tions, to which we already drew attention in
our Spring issue, have developed in a more open
and acute form. After the series of articles that
appeared in different party organs and leaders’
speeches, either at mass meetings or at official
receptions, in June there was noted the massive
attack by the Chinese delegates at the Council of
the World Federation of Trade Unions, held in
Pekin. In both the plenary sessions and the
commissions, these delegates criticized the
Khrushchev line, and, despite the final formal
vote, remained practically in opposistion by
rejecting the idea of the report shared by the
delegations from the U S S R, the people’s demo-
cracies, and most of the other countries. Only
the representative of the strong Indonesian trade
unions lined up on the Chinese side.

On the Soviet side, as is known, the answer to
the Chinese was given by certain more or less
overt articles, especially in the one devoted to
the anniversary of the publication of Lenin’s
celebrated pamphlet, Left Communism, an
Injantile Disorder. The choice could not speak
for itself more clearly: basically it is of ultra-
Jeftism that the Chinese are being accused today.
Finally, at the Bucharest Congress, Khrushchev
increased the dose, not only by reconfirming his
theses, but alse by clearly proclaiming that on
such questions it would not be possible to have
two different positions inside the Communist
movement.

Due deliberation reveals that it is an important
part of the theses of the XXth Congress that the
Chinese are bringing back into discussion. True,
they accept the idea that, under certain conditions,
it might be possible to avoid war, but they
constantly stress instead the other aspect, namely,
the fact that imperialism has not changed its
nature and that consequently, as long as it
continues to exist, the war danger will not be
absolutely eliminated. But above all, they argue
against the possibility that the imperialists may
really accept the idea of a general “peaceful
coexistence,” they mever believed in “the spirit
of Camp David,” and they condemned any attempt
to present Fisenhower as a friend of peace. On
this last point in particular, the contrast with
certain attitudes of the French and Italian Com-
munist Parties is very clear.

MOSCOW AND PEKIN

The Chinese leaders do not seem enthusiastic
either about the Soviet campaign in favor of
disarmament. Granted, they declare themselves
completely in agreement with Khrushchev’s
proposals, but they hasten to add that they are
convinced that the imperialists will not accept
them — which will permit unmasking them even
further in the eyes of the entire world. It must
be admitted that this is a very special kind of
“support.”

Another idea of the XXth Congress — the
possibility of a “peaceful” and even parliamentary
transition to socialism — is in substance rejected
by the Chinese. Though they do not exclude
“the extremely rare possibility” of such a transition
(they pretend to be basing themselves on a
quotation from Lenin), they nevertheless lay
stress rather on the need for a revolutionary
break, referring, among other things, to their own
experience. At the same time they take, toward
the national bourgeoisie of certain colonial
couniries, a much more critical attitude than do
Khrushchev and certain Communist Parties: it
suffices to recall their present hostility toward
the Nehrus and Sukarnos. Nor is it possible to
forget the Chinese position concerning the
Algerian revolution, which they now very vigor-
ously support — at least politically. = Whereas
Moscow has not yet recognized the G PR A — in
the hope of getting on with de Gaulle — an
official representation of that same G P R A will
henceforth be established in Pekin. It must also
be recalled that on the question of the communes,
the disagreement between Khrushchev and the
Chinese — to which we have already referred on
other occasions — is far from being overcome,
and that it has not failed to have an influence
on all the attitudes of the leaders of the Chi-
nese C P.

The polemics opened up by the Chinese
therefore have considerable scope, and in fact it
is a matter of the most important polemics
occurring in the workers’ movement in recent
years — because of a whole series of factors (the
might of China and the powerful influence of
its revolution, the objective context and the very
terrain of the debate), it is far more important
than that begun in 1948 between the Kominform
and the Jugoslav CP. It is self-evident that
a whole series of the Chinese criticisms are
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drawing near the criticisms which our movement
has constantly developed, and which through
these new channels are being spread on a much
wider scale, even though in a deformed way.
We may add that the idea sometimes put forward
by the Chinese leaders — that, to hit at impe-
rialism, the workers’ states should try to profit
more by the present favorable conditions — is
fully justified.

Nevertheless, it must be said that the Chinese
positions are not exempt from a certain sche-
matism, and that many times when the grounds
of their reasoning is correct, their way of
proceeding is absolutely non-dialectical.  There
is something that recalls the old Stalinist school,
in which the dogmatic form covered up a basic
empiricism. Only the future will prove whether
the present Chinese attitudes are not dictated
by the exigencies of particular contingencies,
however well-founded these exigencies may be
when taken by themselves (for example, their
opposition to their being excluded from summit
conferences).

As for the war question, apart from any other
consideration, the impression is given that in any
case the Chinese underestimate the possible
consequences of a nuclear conflict, which would
be extremely grave also for those who emerged
as victors (as we point out in the editorial in
this issue, the consciousness of the extent of the
danger should not necessarily demoralize the
masses, but on the contrary push them to fight
harder against imperialism and war).

But the most negative side of the Chinese
polemics is their attitude toward the Jugoslav
communists. We have for a long time now
criticized a whole series of positions of the
Jugoslavs about international policy, and we do
not share certain judgments made at Belgrade
after the failure of the summit conference. But
the Chinese pull the polemics down to an
essentially Stalinist level, viz, that Tito and his
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“clique” are agents of imperialism, and as such
must be fought. In other terms, despite all that
they themselves wrote in 1956-57, the Chinese
are trying still once more to explain what may
be the dialectic inside the workers’ movement as
if it were determined by the doings of the
imperialists or of their agents. This attitude
toward the Jugoslavs must be all the more con-
demned in that, in most cases, when they criticize
Tito, it is in reality Khrushchev they are aiming
at. For the Chinese leaders do not forget their
bureaucratic habits: they avoid direct and frank
polemics — which, in the communist movement,
should be normal practice with absolutely nothing
scandalous or ruinous about it — by preferring
deformations, reticences, and procedures of a
very Byzantine savor.

Despite all reservations, it should not be for-
gotten that the theses put forward by the Chinese
leaders are, in the last analysis, the reflection of
a profound reality. This is the reality of the
Asian revolution, of the colonial revolution in ge-
neral, which cannot accept positions that are not
those of a fundamental fight against imperialism,
and which cannot be satisfied either with yarns
about « peaceful coexistence » which might from
now on be possible, about the spirit of Camp
David, and about an irreversible détente. 'What
that revolution needs is recourse to the inexhaust-
ible springs of the dialectical and revolutionary
thought of Leninism; and the polemics of the
Chinese leaders — despite the whole bureaucratic
strait-jacket — confirms this in its own way. It
may be believed, in any case, that these polemies,
which will continue, will have very important
repercussions in the workers’ movement, where
they will in particular stimulate more and more
critical attitudes on the part of Communist mili-
tants and cadres. It is the task of revolutionary
Marxists to aid and promote this process by their
intervention, more active than ever, in their re-
spective sectors of work.

TURNING-POINT IN THE CUBAN REVOLUTION

The Cuban revolution has reached a crucial
point in its development. As a result of the
advances already achieved, it has gone consider-
ably beyond bougeois-democratic limits by
adopting measures that affect the capitalist reg-
ime itself.

By basing itself on a peasant mobilization
begun before the fall of Batista, it is not only
carrying out an agrarian reform, but also organ-
izing production on the basis of peasant codpe-
ratives. In this direction it has gone farther

than the Guatemalan and Bolivian revolutions,
which limited themselves to the distribution of
the land, thus halting the reform midway.

Furthermore, by employing as cadres the
officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army,
the Cuban revolution is developing a policy of
struggle against illiteracy, of construction of
dwelling-houses, and of raising the living level of
the people.

Against the pressure of capitalist encirclement
and interior counter-revolution, Castro has taken






























































































































































































































