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ample material as to its nature. In fact,
some important documents go back before
1848. Most of these became available in our
century in the Ecomomic and Philosophic
Manuscripts of 184.

Not only has there beer -n abundance of
material published by Coui..aunists but also
a mass of material has been made available
by investigating committees of various
states and of the national government.

One does not have to be what some people
call an intellectual, in order to understand
communism. Intellectuals can have illusions
and biases. Genuine intellectuals can be
wrong. For examplc, as late as Spring of
1929 most economists, according to Robert
S. Lynd a social scientist, were optimistic;
while but a few viewed the future with
apprehension.’ Reinhold Niebuhr, an in-
tellectual and a liberal who himself once
said that he had been wrong so often he
wondered that anybody now took him
seriously,'® maintains that the record of the
intellectuals ‘‘since the eighteenth century
has been so dismal. It has consisted in
dreaming of both harmless and dangerous
utopias.” “Considering the vanity of these
schemes dreamed up by the intellectuals,
one is almost persuaded to thank God for
the common-sense wisdom of the traditional
‘man in the street.’ I would substitute the
taxi-driver for the man in the street to
make the simile more vivid. For the taxi-
driver is superior to the ordinary intel-
lectual in dealing with the complexities of
politics, including international politics, be-
cause a shrewd awareness of human foibles
prevents him from engaging in vain dreams
or self-pity.”'® We are for real scholarship,
but real scholarship includes common sense
and an understanding of human nature.

Furthermore, one does not have to be an
economist to understand communism. One
can be an economist and not understand
communism, Communism embraces eco-
nomic aspects but it is far more than
economics. It is an entire philosophy of life.
As a matter of fact, certain of the basic
ideas of Karl Marx were formulated before
he took up the study of economics. His
“Contribution to the Critique of Hegel’s
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are opposing the march of history. Their
backing so-called national liberation move-
ments, such as in South Vietnam, is not
aggression, but, as Kosygin observed to
Harriman, ‘“‘they are in line with the his-
toric trend and when the U.S. tries to stop
them we are trying to halt history.”’41

As long as Communists are successful,
they will view their successes as scientific
confirmation of the truth of their philoso-
phy of life. Thus Mao Tse-tung said: “Social
revolution is not only entirely necessary
but also entirely possible, and that the whole
history of mankind and the triumph of the
Soviet Union all confirm this scientific
truth.”’42 Although communism has not
had unbroken successes, yet it has had
sufficient success to keep them convinced
of the truth of their philosophy of life. As
Edgar Ansel Mowrer said: “It is necessary,
if communism is to wither away, that it be
unsuccessful.

“Nobody ever deserts, I believe, a politi-
cal movement, even in the United States,
when it is winning. There is nothing like
success. We have not been successful. Our
successes have been holding a line.”’43 We
must contribute to their failure on every
possible front. First, on the home front
communism as a system of production is a
failure. We should not bolster it up eco-
nomically when it begins to sag under its
own weight. Second, through constant ex-
posure and various legal means Communist
infiltration and subversive activities should
be doomed to failure. Third, we must con-
tinue to try to keep them from dividing
us from our allies; although this will not
always be possible. Fourth, we must do a
better job in the realm of propaganda and
help bring about their defeat in this area.44
Fifth, they should meet with failure in the
national liberation wars. They view the
current war in Vietnam as a very impor-
tant test, and state that we also thus view
it.45 If they are successful there, we may
expect an intensification of this type of
war elsewhere,46 in fact, they have for years
been laying the ground work in Latin
America, Africa, and elsewhere in Asia. If
they were unsuccessful not only in South
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Vietnam, but also lost North Vietnam, it
is my judgment that they would hesitate to
launch such a war from an adjoining coun-
try.

Communism Includes a Code Language

The dialectic framework explains much
of their vocabulary. For example, peaceful
coexistence is that period of time during
which the Communists are bringing about
the quantitative changes which will lead to
the revolutionary seizure of power. Peaceful
coexistence is neither new, peaceful, co-
existence, nor perpetual. The dialectical
approach also explains why they call us
warmongers and themselves peace lovers.
They maintain that war is inherent in
capitalism; therefore we who wish to per-
petuate the capitalistic system are guilty of
perpetuating war. Communism will bring
peace when the Communist victory has
brought the transformation of man on a
world-wide scale so that the cooperative man
is created by the new cooperative eco-
nomic order. Thus they are for peace since
they are for the Communist society, the
only society in which peace can exist.47

Communism Is Moral Relativism

Communists reject God and the moral
law. They maintain that morality is but a
means of justifying, protecting, enlarging,
and perpetuating the interests of a class.
For the Communist, class interest is de-
fined by the party and anything is right
which advances the will of the party.48
Their class interests are diametrically op-
posed to ours and therefore their moral
system 1is in opposition to ours. What is
good for us is evil for them and what is
evil for us is good in their eyes.4® ‘“Thou
shalt not steal” is viewed as the law of a
property holding class; therefore, they be-
lieve it is right to steal if it advances the
interest of the party. “Thou shalt not com-
mit adultery” is viewed as a means by
which man protects a woman as his private
property; therefore, commit adultery if it
advances the interest of communism.
“Honor thy father and thy mother’’ is based,
they say, on the assumption that the child-
ren belong to the parents; therefore, dis-
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win the world.62 On June 2, 1965, M. A.
Suslov, Secretary of the Central Committee
of the CPSU, said: “The internationalist
education of the Communists and of all the
working people is more important now than
ever before. Any attempt to artificially
fence off ‘one’s own’ Communist Party from
the problems and tasks arising before the
world Communist movement ultimately
leads to a weakening of the party. The Com-
munist movement is International by its
very nature, and none of its national con-
tingents can solve any task (to the end)
if it isolates itself, closes itself up in a
national shell, and passes over to a platform
of national egoism.

“Lenin said, ‘There is one, and only one
kind of internationalism indeed: working
wholeheartedly for the development of the
revolutionary movement and the revo-
lutionary struggle in one's own country,
and supporting (by propaganda, sympathy
and material aid) such, and only such, a
struggle and such a line in every country
without exception.” (Works, Russ. ed., Vol.
24, p. b4.)

“This is an axiom for a Marxist.”’é3

This international movement has a com-
mon line, although the time, place and
tempo may vary. This line is the statement
of 81-Communist Parties which was adopt-
ed in Nov.-Dec. 1960 and further analyzed
on Jan. 6, 1961 by Khrushchev. The 1960
Statement is currently endorsed by Brezh-
nev,64 by the Chinese Communists,55 and by
the Communist Party in America.66 There
is, of course, some squabbling between the
Soviet Union and the Red Chinese, but it
does not concern basic goals or basic tactics.
It involves questions of leadership, of aid,
of time and of tempo.67 Even Tito main-
tains that the Communists in the Soviet
Union are his brothers. He agrees with their
stand on the main international problems.
They have ‘“‘common aims — the building
of socialism and ultimately communism.”’68
He further said: “The adulation we quite
often hear from various sides, the allega-
tions that we have our special and peculiarly
national brand of socialism which is easily
accessible and attractive to non-Socialist
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of the economic and social tasks to be
carried out during the planned period, as
the sum total of all aspects of human life.”74

In other words, this type of planned
society embraces the five ‘“p’s.” First, the
party which controls the total life of the
people in so far as it is possible. Second,
the planners who labor under the illusion
that they are wise enough and good enough
to plan the life of the nation. Third, the
plans which may change. Fourth, the people
who are the planned. One does not plan
economics; one plans the activities of man.
Fifth, the police to enforce the plan if the
people cannot be persuaded by other types
of pressure.

As an economic system it is a very poor
one. It cannot adequately clothe, feed and
house its own people.”’5 As Walter Lipp-
mann once pointed out, no group of plan-
ners is wise enough, good enough or power-
ful enough to wisely plan all of society; and
that the planners left to themselves would
be unable to plan the entire proccss of
getting breakfast on our tables.76

Communism Is Socialism

Not all socialists are Communists, but all
Communists are socialists, and thus they
work for socialism in non-Communist
countries even before they take such coun-
tries over.??” Various non-Communists have
recognized their system in the U.S.S.R. as
socialism. Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr. called
it “Soviet socialism.”78 In 1945 Senator Ful-
bright spoke of “the Russian experiment in
socialism.”7? On November 10, 1964, the
Arkansas Gazette quoted his identification
of Communist Yugoslavia as ‘‘a socialist
country.”

Nehru said: “Perhaps we Indians believe
in the communist ideal. For us — and I
mean by that the majority of the Indian
people — communism as a social ideal is
not a hobgoblin. And we do not have any-
thing against socialism either; there is
hardly a difference here in theory.”’8°

Communism Is Constant Conflict

As a philosophy of ceaseless war it em-
braces the strategy and tactics of total war,
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can be found in the words of Mao Tse-tung,
Chairman of the Chinese Communist Party
who reportedly said that it was necessary tc
liquidate 800,000 ‘enemies’ to solidify com.
munism in China. Another pattern is the
plight of countless families in satellite
countries who were torn apart and tran-
sported to the oblivion of Soviet labor
camps.”

“No citizen would escape some form of
suffering under a communist regime. One
need but to compare his own worth, his own
ideals, his own religious beliefs with the
atheistic doctrines of communism to deter-
mine his priority on the list of liquida-
tion.”’®9

Communism Is The Philosophy of the Grave Diggers

They view themselves as our grave dig-
gers. “Whether you like it or not,” Khrush-
chev said, “history is on our side. We will
bury you!”190 This burial is more than an
economic burial, as bad as that would be.
Khrushchev illustrated what he meant with
a statement made by the Red Army men
during the conquest of Russia. ‘“ ‘We have
one issue in dispute with the Whiteguards
on which we cannot agree, the simple issue
of land. The Whiteguards want to bury us
and we want to bury them. Who will bury
whom first, this is our little issue in dis-
pute.””’ Khrushchev went on to comment:
“We have a similar issue with capitalism.
It wants to bury the socialist system and
we not only want to bury capitalism but
have also dug quite a deep hole, and shall
exert every effort to dig this hole deeper
and bury the capitalist system for ever,
the system of exploitation, wars and plun-
der. That capitalism will collapse, of this
there is no doubt. But it will not collapse
of its own accord.” 19" When they are tired
of digging our graves, shall we rush up and
say: “Here is wheat to eat.”?

Communism s Revolution, Not Reform

In harmony with the instructions of
Stalin, in a book currently recommended,
Communists utilize reforms and promises
of reforms for revolutionary purposes.192
The revolution is three-fold. First, the
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purposes of ruthless efficiency by Stalin
and the present-day leaders.

“There is nothing too sacred — friend-
ship, integrity, church or family — that
it escapes the attention of the Soviet Com-
missar or the Communist bureaucrat.”’ 106

McNamara further stated: ‘The missiles
in Cuba represented but a small part of the
total Communist threat to freedom. Crises
or probing actions all over the world —
in Cuba, South Vietnam, India, Berlin,
Africa — are simply more obvious mani-
festations of the Communist drive toward
their basic objective of world domina-
tion.” 197 No wonder J. Edgar Hoover said
that communism is total imperialism which
is insatiable.’® Thus President Johnson
said: ‘“We are also there because there are
great stakes in the balance. Let no one
think that retreat from Vietnam would
bring an end to conflict. The battle would
be renewed in one country and then
another. The central lesson of our time
is that the appetite of aggression is never
satisfied. To withdraw from one battlefield,
means only to prepare for the next. We
must say in southeast Asia — as we did in
Europe—in the words of the Bible: ‘Hither-
to shalt thou come, but no further.” 102

The United States Is The Main Enemy

Since we are the main road block in
their drive to world conquest, the Commu-
nists view the United States as the main
enemy. Thus we are told that President
Johnson is “the most cruel war criminal in
the present era,” and that he “must answer
for his crimes before the tribunal of man-
kind.”11© “The whole world condemns the
hangmen at the White House.”!!'! Com-
munists in the United States also breathe
out this same hatred. In a speech in Novem-
ber 1964, the Communist Anna Louise
Strong spoke of our soldiers as, ‘Bayone-
tters of babies, rapers and torturers of
women, poisoners of grain fields, devas-
taters of lands beyond the seas that never
injured America.”’t'2 Gus Hall, General
Secretary of the Communist Party, spoke of
the United States as conducting military ag-
gression in Vietnam and that ‘“For millions,
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