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)omt U.S.-Russia statement on the summit
‘an_total a void as the summit itself, The

. attempt to cover over thia veid by

as “the new reality” only further laid

.of achievement, which in turn will

; autlewr Bohomoths to conmtinue their
lmglemyolthewoﬂd.mnlfthatre-

e destruction of civilization. Inthe face of this
an"'the non-stop smiles of Reagan-Gorbachev
umpu:ﬁed"nurutfutme when the two
tbrmthenemptydn\ogm.withcor-

Wuhm;tonmlm :

a Jook at those one-to-one talks when
exoepttbebmhbnmpmntnttheﬂugsn—
: Gi‘ﬁ'héhwmuhnp.ltuwumlytmethatthemws
blackout kept. the world's people frots Wibwiig anyihing
* about what was occursing. But was it really true that it

;W8S an’ unmeorded event? A seemingly distant column

- uhingﬁon'hlk”N.Y Times November 23) reporis
("thz they weren't just translators, they were interpret-

--'-;mRmnhadﬁveolﬂumMofthemalone
" *Moteover, these interpreters took notes and made com-
. ‘iments, and were checked by security. What is the im-

pnrtnnttruﬂ:,nﬁmtuchofﬁhasemlenmﬂdumom
; ulyonthennhudyhuvﬂypujud:ced memories

‘write that histor
T thlpprznedontheweofthemmmn.()n
l.he Wembergu letter, written

. Se ,
- "Pcnhgon’ lesk” was outright
v mmmg«umthww-uo-
" Carthyite witch-hunt for anyone “soft™ in the
Rugm m
It turned oul that Weinberger's vicw was precisely
Rupnn -view, His “Hell, No" amt:eu to an%ﬁnn:m;::‘
. ed that it was man who w
Wembuger llm:'ho Secretary of State, the National Se-
umty Ad\naer or the five other key spokesmen for the
; admnmuon who were present al the summit and got
listed in the very fist paragraph of the jnint Aummil

statement—who set the line. Reagan's comment defend-
ing Weinberger was said despite Reagan's pre-summit
vow to the Russians that precisely there would be no
retreat from abiding by the Salt II agreement though it
was unratified.

On the Russian side, the official newspaper was as
virulent against the United States as any Reagan state-
ment about Russia as the evil empire.
EISENHOWER-KHRUSHCHEV-MAOQO,
NIXON-BREZHNEV-MAO

Did other summits which were recorded, and were
more or less open, and that did come out with concrete
treaties, really determine what the ruling interests of
the capitalist countries, private or state, followed?

Take the great Camp David spinit of the 1050 Blzen-
hower-Khrushchev meeting that led to the 1960 meeting
that was to prepare for a summit. Eisenhower didn't let
that spirit stop him for one single second from the usa-
al imperialistic spy-plane reconnnltenng even on one of
those greatest holidays in Russia, May 1. So when
Khrushchev stormed out of the 1960 meeting, it wasn't
his bad temper that scuttled that sumnnt-to-be it was
the fact that the Russians had succeeded in shooting
down that U-2 spy plane.”

Thus & was Eisonkower 'r.-hs .:t‘.ua.!, hzlped Khrush-
chev to cover up the budding Sino-Soviet conflict by
creating an opportunity for Khrushchev to call upon the
world’s 81 Communist Parties to give a unified rebuff to
U.S. imperialism. Thereby, Khrushchev was able to
keep Mao from developing his April 1960 critique of
Russia, and thus prevent Mao from showing that the
great unified Sino-Soviet orbit wes about to be sharply
divided into the Sino-Soviet conflict.

‘The games that rulers play--whether they represent
private capitalimn (statified) or state-capitalism (priva-
tized), both of which are deeply rooted as well as conti-
nually expanded as their “national” interests—are best
exemplified by the Nixon spectacular to China in 1972,
dedum;itumporhntuthmmmdg!ubalpow

Nomdmmmtitwuumtlchimmmt

 point iz that U.S mpendmform;lowm.
hiﬁms.ﬁdthhkthattheSm-SomCmﬂmmnt
that Mao would accept an

not Nixon had been inspired for that spectacular
JourneybeuuseBmhnevlel the cat out of the bag on
the question of how sh:  was the Sino-Soviet conflict,
or because he feit frustmued at not being abie to win

outﬂ;htalliuwemththe:
United States against Russia. It didn't matter whether

the Vietnam War without hz!p frem China and ‘Russia.:
When that U.S.-China alliance proved elusive,.the: ||;|ee-‘ﬂi
tacular change of line hardly yielded the ‘resulis; thiats

Maohade:pectedfromthnsh:ﬂmthebchnu’ ’%fi
global politics. -

That is precisely what is the. mewlth tha
non-summit. Did it at least then change the d:maee"‘lt
Cmthososmﬂumddnngemﬂwﬁunc&om:the‘lwel
of “evil empire” to a “fresh new approach” mean: that{
we are more secure? Does non-tllktng but’ ve:ry eontl-
nuous actions on so-called research for Star- Wars; bea-’
peuknaoﬂenlngorrehtionsbetweenthmtwonudw
Behemoths?

ABSOLUTE OPPOSITES AT HOME i

The question is not one of denying the diffsrences be-
tween mere dialogue and statements versus - actual-
agreements, but as we showed in pointing to the “mc-
cessful” sumimits, these two terrible powers are national’
enemies, but not abeolute opposites. The shaolute oppo-
sites are not the United States and Russia; but are thi
absolute opposites that exist within each country. i
tween the rulers and the masses. That is what ix decl-.
sive in each case. The two, totally _Opposite worlds aré
Lhoeewhwhemtmeveryland.'l‘hatmwhatmmml
as against questions of Russia and Afghanmn or the
United States and Nicaragua, where'it is the national
ambitions of the rulers which is the determinant.

There were at Geneva itself signs of the many opposi-
tions to this helter-skelter run for nuélear confrontation,
The thousands who marched againat both' nuclear and
anyhndofmcertunlydldnotletthenﬂmforget
that the people in every country do not’ stand idly by,
Neither was there any way for eithér of the superpawer
rulers or the rvlers of their respective ‘ally cmmlrieo—
NATO and the Warsaw Pact—to forget. the oncmna.
undeclared civil war in South Aftiea,

Andmtopltoﬁwuwhatugomonwiﬂﬁnuch :
country. Here in the United States, the growth of ithe -
unemployed army continyes; thé numbsar ‘of homeloss
increasing. The hungry children mmtmin’Ahu,
theremsemuscondiuonlofundmmhmmtﬁght ‘
heremtheusqemeqﬂlymngﬂhchmm. :
mgofthueeommyenendsvuymudxtnuwuiu -
agriculture among the American farniers.” e

What is truly new and decistve is the movuunt
onthepnrtol’peophluthel}nltedﬂtmw,
uvnemplovient, agsinat hunger, against vuclear or °
any other kind of war, all of whom refuse to ¢
sider peace as merely the absence iof war
are determined to oppose the .
retreat on civil rights, Women’s Uba-a.ﬁoﬁ. “and:
the envimnmentmﬂhu!thmdufetybothhmd
outside the workplace.
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