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'WHERE DO WE GO

 FROM HERE?

With this speciel issue News and Letters Committees are breaking
totelly new ground for the Marxist movement. Publishing the Draft
Perspectives. Thesis for our coming national-gathering directly - in
_the.'pagm of our paper is unprecedented, not only for all other organi-- -

" zations, but even for our own. We do it because. our age i5'in sich
“total ‘erisis, facing & choice between aksolute terror or ‘absolute free-
dom, that a - revolutionary organization can no-iénger allow any
separation -hetween theory and practice, philosophy and revolution,
workers and. intellectuals, “inside” and “outside™. We ask you to
join in.iho discusiion of these Perspectives with us. We are not.pre-
senting any "pat’answers” to the question, “Where Do We Go Frem
Here?' We are ralsing the questions that demand answers — and

“we ‘ask you t6 help us'in working them out. S :

! Thenew this year sheuid have signaifed a-new era of ravolutions.
With the final defeat 6 American imperlalism in Yietmam, and the erustion
of the spontaneous, teast-expected ravolution in_fascist Portugol in 1974
{at first “led” by a neo-fascist General Spinola and developing into o social
revolution that not only overthrew Spinola but undermined NATO itselt),
no one could doubt thot the world was standing on the brink. Above all’
there is the totality of the world economic crisis ‘which is especially deep
In the richest fand, the U.S.A. Capitalisra as a world system can hardly
recommend itself even.as wealth, when millions die from starvation in
Africa and In Asia ot the time technology knows:no.bounds on earthor in
the skies.: At the saome time there is the abgrsmul political disarray every-
where: among the “ordinary” capitalist lands from West Europe to Asia,
an';i f;om U.'Sl.A. to apartheid South ‘Africa as well as within the Sino-Soviet
orbit in.conflict. - o ) '

Why, then, are there 5o many question.marks over these revolutions
‘while U.S, imperialism is riding high despite tis total defeat by. the Vietcang
and. North Vietnom;, despite the foct that it is barely out from under the
heavy-laden .corruption -of Watergate revelations. that forced .Nixon out,
and despite the.fact that it ‘is mired in the worst recession in 34 years?
Why Is:the happiness over Vietnam's victary tempered by: whot next? as if
not what is—victory—Iis what counts, but- the -question, what next? Why
was Eurape, which. resented: Kissinger's arregant declaration thot 1974 was
the "'Year of Europe,”ready to copitulate to Ford. ln‘=l9752-And_”‘"why' is the

Movementitself ina,dilsmmia o to where)lt Is/golng: fremheneRiasiniorsr

it seams [nexplicable unless’ we ook deeper into the theoretic void.

“Isn't 1t @ foct that revolutionaty dialectics which give action ‘its"direction
seem also 1o have stopped at first negativity, that Is to say, at thé destruc-
tion of the old withuu? warking out, os o totality, a philesaphy of libaration
and revolution? Can any forward movement develop without putting an end




-y

to the separation of philosophy from revolution? Or even assure no retro-
gressive movement appearing once the mightiest of ell imperialisms, US.A,,
still stands very nearly intact? To uproot that Titan, we need both revolu-
tionory forces and a totolly new banner thot meets the challenge of those
from below trying to de just thot, but needing to know where do we go

from here?
- & "

THE MOVEMENT KNOWS, of course, that the closs enemy is at home,
within each country. It knows full well that ecch existing state power is
weighted down with fear of revolution. And it does not fail to eppreciate
thot, no matier how deep the intra-imperialist rivalries, capitalist class
solidarity holds tightest and strongest ‘agoinst its own people. It is true, of
course, that the economic crisis generates new forms of revolt, and with it
the objective foundation for the self-development of the masses. The passion
for philosophy has leng been evident, but the “leaders,” “the Party,” the
intellectuals’’ hove hardly met the challenge from below. Two full decades
have passed since the movernent from practice bos itsclf been o form of
theory, but intellectuals colling themselves :

Marxists aré deof to its cail. Be it in East
Europe where the masses fought for freedom |
from Russion Communist totalitarianism, er
in Africa where they battled for freedcin
from Western imperialism, or in China where
the youth challenged existing state-capital-
ism os wall as Mao’s Thought, or the Black
Revolution in the U.S.A. a5 well as the anti-
Vietnam war youth Mavernent—all hungered
for total solutions, but all they were offered
were mid-way houses, gborted revolutions, the
Thought of the Chuirman. '

OK, let's take China. Why dces it appeor.
revolutionary, though involved. in the power
politics of ali state powers?

lsn’t the rcason the ceatrality of theory?
Isn’t it the philosophic appsarcnce rather
than only economic or aven military perspac-
tives? Above all, doesr’t China clways talk of
revolution, revolution, revolution? The fact Is
that it Is only words and not action; its talk
is bc;%ui‘, ‘f?urtd its cEnctions are concrcite. Teng ' - :
preceded Ford to Europe, very nearly paving ression,
the way for him—and not just rhetorically. f:; E: d.,ﬁig;::ﬁ‘:.f;";gm the uﬁhm lnm -
either. Teng wanted to make sure that Eur-  on Washington, D.C,, to demand food and jobs. Toda
ope tinderstood. that U.5. troops are still need- produced a “permunent army of unemployed".

fascism.”

That nevertheless such ccts by Mao’s China—a
;im!ted to Europe, but extend to A%rl:u and “of cou?sce'n‘thxfau—cre bgnngemoe\?er:f
ooked while the revolutionary phrase-mongering is token at face value by
intellectuals, Black Included, demands that we tum to the concrete in
greater detail, refusing to separate the inseparables—the objective situation,

ﬁgr::mi’:.and political, from the forms of revolt end the philosophy of

ed in Europe té be prepared against “Russian irnper?alism," Russian "'social

1. The Ever-deepering Recession and
Militarization, the General Crisis
of Capitalism
The presant recession differs from ol) the other post-w.cr recessions with which we have

been plagued tince ths Dupression sent us to th
| e holccaust of World ‘War 11,
l:l_!ioq s, planned rccession succeeded In producing, for the first timae, rising mcm;ym

simultansous with uncontrolled Inflation thereby restoring the huge profits for Big Business)
Ford decided to bulld on that foundotivn. *Cleared” of Watergote's stench, i-'org pﬂxnd:é
te worsen: the conditions of labor.

Thus, whare unempleymant in 1974 was edging o hefty & percent, by 1975 it had spiraled
up lo 9.4 parcant “average,” Always, this, for Blacks, hai meant in copitalistle and racivt
Amarica the percantage has fo be doubled. The “hidden unemployment’’ Index hor just
revealed that U, S. Block |obless ore no less than 2.9 milllen, or fully 25,8 percent. For
Black youth unemployment has reached oitronamical proportions: 40 percent, Even for the
clection year 1976, whan t‘hl Eard Adminkstration will, na doubt, “'discover’’ how necessary
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pump-priming is to create tha illusion of better times to g=t the vote, Ford himself makes na
pretense thot even white averoge unemployment would be any Ipss than 8 percent. In humon
terms, this spalls cut that 7 millisn unemployed will ba conslderad “'nornal”! In s richast
and mightiest land ‘in the wodd, ond not just in underdeveloped poor Asio and Adrico,
copitalizm hes produced a mcmamnlum’h&n‘ﬂhﬂhﬂfnnﬁoﬁd
recession but 03 part of the very orguniun of docadent capiteliem which in the US, emitted
the fentestic pheanomenon of o thied gancrotion of thy wuempleyod.

This is nat what worrles Big Business, It is for fts benefit that the Government hos been
ploying around with what Is “'fulf employment’”” ever since 1946, Then it wos sificlently
scared of possible revolution, If all the returning Gls met In America was unemployment, to
pass the Emplcyment Act. At thet time, it wos stated that ““full employment’ meant thot the
“unemployables”—the oged ond crippled—numbered 2 percent unemployment. Since octucity
that wos only ochieved during the war itzelf, 3 percent unemployment wes wed o3 the
measure of full employment. When, in 1958, unemployment reached 5 percent, the “con-
ceptucl fromewock® for full employment wos changed to “moximum employmen:* which stood
for 4 percent unemployed. In the Nixon ero, Secretary of Treosury Connally come up with

still onother “eaplonation” for tolersling 5 percent un-
employrment; os if thot meont maximum employment. It
was, sald thar comupt oil-billlonoire politicien, only
becarsa “‘working women: and tecmogers’” entered the
lobor force, as if these himaris wonted jobs only for the
fun of . Mr. Clean, President Ford, went one better
than oll of them by substiuting Inflation for unem-
ployment os “Public Enemy Ne. 1."* This, for him, made *
7 percent unemployment “tolerable.’”

- - L ] .

NOW THAT UNEMPLOYMENT ic edging no less
than 10 percent-—a crisis of such major proportions has

" nat been seén in 34 years—Ford’s broinless Braln Trust
—the four “horsemen of cotastrophe” colicd Bums,
Butz, Skmion, and Greenipan—continue to reed inconte-

« tions about ﬂw lowering of lhc rate of inl!allon slgnlfy-
ing the “end of the m:enlon '

Those cupltalist idan!ogues whao are nol autright
Administration spokesmen hove hed to try-1o cope with
the deep crisis of capitalism, ot lzast faoctually, Thus
Mctraw-Hill released o study of the world economy for
the past 15 years. It discloses that {1) 1975 Is the worst
year; (2} the 27 most i dustriolized nations will grow
only B.6 persent this yeor; and {3) the largest decraaca
in GNP~3.9 perofml—o:cumd in the U.S. Add to this
the aver-mounting exponsion of the national debr, and

even the rodically conservativa economists have’ started
lecturing the Government, if nat (et Big Business, about
- the frogile finansial struciure,” suggusting “putting an
end to investment cradit.’” They hardlv mean lhu!, uf

course, but whot i3 of utmost importance iz that, though they still talk of oll Mcrx's "hkc“
pnmlmoboutthcdtdlulnﬂwuhofpmﬁf,mmﬂarhwlush moass, they do admit
!hntngemmllsﬁnalshofm thutcmlnu 'bounporlod" lndmtrfal
investmant proceeded cpacs, it was cndh" .

What - they fall to upond on In specking of 'hc mountain of dobts ond tha “frogle
finoncial structura™ is the endless military openditures. For from trving to_stop. that
madmon “Dafense Mmqsaummmmmm-. wos mucher .
ond he Is net referring to leuhlmmdNothl, I—thqr
dobating with Keynas on the logt Depression, - .
ond that

\‘Mlﬁnwkm_ouwmylmobut dnr

but
is this one Omthingls
cllmﬁncmendmwlymfro;uloboclnlhnthl-lnhealhdumﬂmhd

And copitelism knows but ‘one furiber raising fabor productivity, bv‘
down through an ever.larger ,' d army outsida, as well o3 through infla

that hes Ity llrrllumﬂmandmmodﬂmnnuudondmwleu.

of lobor, than thare s no way of ttopping the decling In copitallsm’s reks of peofit. Mot

does the very method of production bring about crises, but whot mxﬂv do tha bill

spent on arms produce other than destruction?

IN ANY CASE, Buresss Waek (5.2)-75) did suddenly start quoting what arxist
economits were saying ¢ the decling In the rote of profit ¢y andemiz to copitalism, It aven
produced - officlal grapht’ from the Federal Resarve Board, the Department of Commarce,
Data Resources Inc. ond Its own dota ‘which all 'go ta chaw that the Tong post-World Wer I
boom has led to o sfump in the rots of profits. Whdt Is significont s that they hod to step
laughing at Mfolse” Marxist analysls fong encugh to show that it doss exist, Which is cer-
talnly somathing thathas not herstofore been udmimd wan- ot supposadly o “possing phe-
pomenon.” Still, Ford remains mne doni

Hot only is he continuing with o!l daplnlm ullmmn dr.plh the fontastic, uncon-
scloncble windfail profits of the ol Industry, but ha haos just aent to Congrets o atill-newer




assured profitabie private venture by cffering to give up Gavernment monopoly In producing
enriched uranium ond protecting Industry ogalnst any risks, (The Uranlum Encichment Assocl-
ation, owned fointly by Bechtel Corp. and Goodyear Tire & Pubber Co., has already plcked
o tentative site near Dothan, Ala., for a $2.8 billisn plant.) .

Republican Ford has indeed nothing to worry about from the Democratic Congress which
hos just underwritten a $104 billion arms budget. Again, oven s0 comservative on ex-
ombossador as Charles W, Yost bas had fo write of the “Alios In Wonderland fogic . .". the
theory that both (Russia and the U1.5) munt kecp expanding In order to forea the other
to concede.”” Fontestic militarization which choracterizes tha whole world (which 1s the real
roat of that mountain of debt which cur great-grect-grandchildren, if ever ony ore bom after
the kalocoust, will never by cbla fo pay off) hos now reoched its obsolute inionity with the
lotest wecpon known s the Cruise missile that can be lounched from o submarine or bomber,
Its thermonuclear worhead is assured a 1,500-mile high-precision range tc s tarpet. This
is ofl occurring in tha period of detente, while Ford end Brexhnev ame praporing for still
another play ot SALT falks. The joke, If that's what such Insanity can be colied, is that this
“ecould” be Included in the so-callsd limitation of 2,400 “strategic delivery vehicles” that the
Viadiovostok ograement hos set. Bocause Russia Is every bit os deeply mired In crisld, ond no
doubt it, too, is at work on just such. “miracle wegpons,” it ray occept Americo’s gargantucn
hypocrisy, but the Americon mosses will not continue to bear the burden of this system thot
has so long outiiverd its lifespon that its stench 100 s unbearable.

AS AGAINST FORG'S FAKE OFTIMISM obout “hottoming out,’ the workers know that
the secesslon iz here to stay even should Ford's broinfess Breln Trust think vp o new name
for the cver-deepening recession. That is why they are opposed not only to the Ford Admin-
Istration, but™to fhelr owa labor bureaucrocy, es witness the Washington, D.C. demoratration
which put down both the Humphreys and the AFL-CIO “leaders” af the itk of Albeet Shanker.
Indetd, none. could control them, nat because they were out for “rioting,” but becauss they
wonted to estoblish comwnunication and di fort with themselves, with other rank-ond-file
who would try to work out whot to do next, free from both opporiunistic politicians and labor
“leaders.” The next month, Washington, D.C. sow still another mass demonstration, ihis tima
by Blacks, ond they made sure the Govemment knew that It is not only Black youth who wifl
moke this o very hat summer Indecd, ’ -

This some dissotisfaction 'tokes ploce even ofter workers win a strike, o5 withess the
miners” retum to Harlan, Ky., mines efter the strike wos won, only to burst forth in no =gt
than nine wildcats over o period of six months. - ' '

. Even ot so controlled a conference ot the UN internationrnl Women's Year conference
In Mexico City.-— to which tha US. gave belf cf whot. little Somegal gave — voices were
hegrd from below, and not just from underdeveloped countries, but from the U.S. '

Of necosilty, the general erisis of copitalism eats at the whole palitical structuse, nation.
aily and Internationally. s .

IL. The Politics of Doubie-Crosses

* Capitahst-imperiolist pokrics baing evary bit os degenerste ond murderous of Its
militarization ard_economics, we have now, been made witness to Ford's “triumphal tour”’
of Eurcpe which, by no occident whatever, showed itselt to rest In foscist Spain. Wae must
nover forget thot that is, pracismly, whare the Greot Daprenion hed led—te feachim,

U.S. Imperialism to sooner suffered defect In Vietwom and Cambodia than it revealed:
that It, nevcrtheless, intends: to remain in - Southeast Asla. First it unloosed lts whola
murdarous might once ogoln against Cambodia.at the very moment: when Cambodia had
olrzady released the Moyoguez ond its entire crew, This was followed with o detloration
of total suppert for South Korea “should™ North Korea ottempt cn “Invasion” of the South
to try to unite Karea, Morcovar, [t sow to it that Jopun, too, declared thot its very “lifeline”
wos—in  Korea. And if "onyone' still doubted thai U.,S, iImpertalism wos the Pocific
superpower, it hinted that the UN Assembly better not try to end “'its’’ commitment to South
Korea, Kissiager hurried to announca that the Stare Deportment has chosen as new. Ambos-
sador to the UN, still enother Horvord professor imperialist ideclogue, Potrick Moynihon,
Infamaus outhor of Mixon's “benign neglect’ of U.S, Blacks, who, In his most racent diatribe
agalnst the UN in gancrol ond the Third World in particulor {Cemmantery, May, 1975),
urged -the U.S to take the offensive ogolnst the UN's “maw maljerity™’. -

It is not without significance, for oll the double-crosses-in-the-making- that,” wheneay
Eurcpe gave Ford’s trip unconditional wppearence of victory, it wos fascist Spain that truly
gave Ford o royolist welcome and mililtary bases, and olso announcad that It will not let thess
‘bases be ued to supply lurcel In ony Middle Eost war, It [s to that sphere wa'’ must now
tum, not only os Cil, be It In’ relationship to lost year's quedrupling of prices o3 a ramifico-
tion of the 1973 Asoh-lsroali war, nor, for the moment, ot tha fight of the super-powers
for single viorld control. No, first we need to look at it trom tha viewpoint of t!mc_ do‘ub!e.-‘

crosses-in-theermaking, ... . il

Ever gince the collopse of Kissinger's Middle Fost shuttle ond Ford's colling for @
rearsimant of the Middie East sitvation, with the oll-too-cbvious pointing at lsrosl as the
reason for the collapse, ony doubla-cross of Isroal by the 1.5, would hordly surprise cnyone.
Tha other deuble-cross, howsvar, is not-that obvious, and Is fkely to be the more decishe
one, ond that s Egypt's attituds to the PLO. Added to that i1 Syria's wudden “comradeship”
with King Hutssin who Is the very une thot mott bloodily drove the Fedoyean from Jordan,

Arafat, fearing beirg left out In the cold once cgain by his Arab *ecomradas-In-ormm®,
ond thqloﬂuAmd.MdmmdmmMmrhlmmnf mutua! ormy commond,




ventured into yat another terrorist act, this time dicectly in Jerusalem itself. For from this
stopping either Syria’s move toward Jordan, or, what Is o great deal more pivotal in the
global big power play, thet of Eoypt, Scdot. Intensified his deNasserization, deepar than ever
was Khrushchev's deStalinizotion. For whet Sadat is alming ot ks nothing sheet of an elter-
nﬂhpoﬂthu.dhhgu.&'lmh"ivm“mkﬂomw.

EVER SINCE THE October 1973 Arab.lsrceli war he had Inltiated, Sadat's delas-
serization wos more then a tuming away from Russla. Kissinger surely begon to tiit o hit
toward Egypt then. By the time of the opening of the Suez Canal, despite the collopse of
Kissinger's Middle East stuttle, Kissinger had his ears open oz weil. For the opening of ths
Suez Concl wos not only o tuming to wordd trode, nat only tha retum of all Egyption
parts to free zones, but on encourcpement of fortlgn investment, Moreover, whether a plece
of peace wes to be given [siael for @ plece of territory, o plece for domestic eopitalism came
with encouragement of forzign investment, Inevitably, it Invoived a move ogainst native
workers, the restless mosses, Including olso the students, as ogainst the demonstrations ond
strikes thot had broken aut. Sadat's anchivalent dttitude to the PLO maant, not a tum o
fsroel, but to the ULS.A, It is this, jus® #his, type of maneuvering that convireed U.S. imperiol-
ism to consider thot the Arab rulers may do the Job ogoinst Russta os effectively as lsroel,

% ... and moww-the grreslest game show of 'em all—global
doutle-cross—with the grreatest . . | uanaghhl ~ . . - :
s

Heretofore, the Amb kingdoms’ well-known antl-Communism had not corvinced the'
U.5., not because of any doubt about thelr ontl-Communism, but becouse of the doubt abott
the Arobs’ military prowess, os well o3 their obsession with their “regiono! problem™ {lsroel),
os against Klssinger's globolization. Two new events in the Middle East convinced US, Irm-
parialism otherwise. One wos the October 1973 wor, both Sadat’s inltiative ond the Soudi’s
quadrupling of oif prices. The second event wos lroq's (which wos Russla’s' main bulwark
in the Middla East) concluding an ogreement with one of Russia’s maln enemles, lron, ond
that not only at the expensa of the Kurds, but definttaly tilted taward the U.S. At the soms
time carne Foisal's essassination. Though the Middle Eost rulers very corefully did not . point
a finger ot the PLO, they did considar it the resuit of deep onti-kingship which signified
undarlying tenslons, tlass struggle, in their own countries. The power politics Sodot hes been
playing sinca Nosser's death and which began interesting Klissinger with the October 1973
wor, come very necr full swing around to Egypl's oltemative to Isroal's U.S. cole with the
total disarroy In world capitalism, West Europa's especiolly, In @ word, the oo
sidaration hrucbndmwmllnmhhduuh'mnd-luﬂunlh‘mhm
amerpes. . . - - . R

This being tho present reolity, it meant that Kissinger lost his trump ‘card, 1.e. that
Isroal, no matte: how 'much the Arab countries wonted it destroyed, is erucial to the US, IF .
they are globg! politicians and see that only the U.S. con deal with Rustia. For its owrr
reasony, Russto had olso suddenly decided not to press for on immediate convocation of the
Geneva conforenca. It wos' loaking for @ new “favorite.” It tumed out to be Libwa, whers
Q'addefi cpevied the doors not only to Russio and Itg biflion-dollar military: sales lincluding
nuclear energyl, but olio offered @ home to oll extreme terrcrlst groups, Dr. Hobozh's
espaciolly, i L. .

Egypt insists that despite all Q'addafi's tulk against Israe), the "truth” Is that
Q'addafi s arming Libyo, not so much ogoinst fsicel as agalnst Egypt; that is why Russis
has given Libya "more sophisticated” arms thon It sver sold Egypt. All of theie capitalistic,
feudalistlc, imperialistic, nationalistic maneuverings and double-crosses by no means exhaust
all “contingency plans.”

' ' - * -

NIXCN MUST HAVE BEEN WATCHING most enviously Indira Gandhl's mailed -flst
o3 she -perpatrated her “Thursdoy Morning Massacre® against her epponents, not just by
tiring or toping or engoging - In “'contingency planning,” but Jalling oll oppesition leadars,
brecking up any and all demanitrations agalnst her Impariolistic, corrupt rule, ond sliencing
the whele press, As agalnst the decadent US.A., oll this Is hoppening In the land which
wos tho very first to win Its independence from British imperallsm ot the end of World




War 11, In gaining its Independence after o near century ot struggle, It at once projected an
International ocutlook. Mot only did it declare itself the largest “new’’ democracy on earth,
but soon, with China, was the first to proclaim the Third World's birth, Without, however,
changing class relations within the country, it could hardly meon anything but a native
sullng class teking over from the imperiolists, but ewploiting tha masses as capltolisticolly
and grafting upcn them thot aged Hindu coste system which Hegel had, more than a century
before, peosclantly colied “the philosophy of unfreedom.” Which dida’t keep Cheu Er-laf
from embracing Mehru and proclaiming “o new world economic order”’, with a new banner
"Five Penciples of Co-Existenca’——and that even before Russio apenly acknowledged its
cohcbitation with copitalism to be ‘“‘peaceful co-existence™. No wonder that tha poverty
- 1s just as rampent ot ever. Three full decades ofter independence—~indeed starvation has
never been worse, and that after the “green revolution’ wos added to national liberation—
all still goes to enrich the overly rich landkrds ond cormupt copltalistic ruting closs.

The ruling Congress Pany could not even rid itself of its. Wateigate because, for

from forcing Indira Gandhl out os Nbaon was forced out of his presidency, end coming up
with a Mr. Cleon 1 continue its closs nula, It has stood behind her becousa the only one
who could hove fulfilied that mis—Congeess Perty Food ond Agriculture Minlster Jogrivan
Rom— k on “untouchobla’ and thus unacceptobla fo the coste-ridden Party! Thesa olmighty
rulers dore not touch tha most primitive of supersiltions—disected storved cows room the
stroets move freely thon do humons colled “untouchables”” who continue, on the whaoles, to
be imprisoned within ‘whatever fimctional occupation they have been “bom into’’!

As wa cpe In this stotaccpitclist orisis-ridden oge of ;:urs, corruption, exploitation,
imperkalisn, endiess power politics plays, wars ond nuclesr weapons ore by no means con-
fined only to tha supcr-powers. . .

Of courss, though they compors In corruption, none can compore In might with US.
impatialism which, having tilted toward Pokiston when Bongladeth fought for Independence
from it, is now titling o India, But its main eyos are on Rustio, whether thot be the coming
(tuly 22} European Conference to be held in Helsinki, or its nucleor build-up, or o resump-
tion of the foke SALT talks "ot the summit.”’ For outweighing everything is the mad bomber
Defenie Secretary Schlesinger’s projection of “first nuciaar capability”, by which ko means
oction, - the bolocouat! Lost Fehruary the Pentogon proposed to develop o “‘counter force®
cbility for the Trdent 2 submarire-bosed missiles. By May, 1975, the man who wos reody
to institute 7 Days in May"-in Abgust, 1974, should Nixon try to involve the military in
his battle, testified to Congrass that “to ovold defeat in. Europe”™ the US. might authorlze
first use of toctical nuzlear worheads, of which. 7,000 were cvaoilable fo NATO. This wes
followed by an Interviow with the Washington Post in which he sald that “first -use of
nuclear weopons could conceivably Involve what we define as stroteglc force ond possibly—
undarscore possibly—Iinvelve o sslective score of the Soviet Union.” By June 20, ot his news
conference, be hod some more “ifs”, this time moving from the Soviet Union to North -
Korea, “if Morth Korea Invaded the South” tactical nuclear worheads might be uted. Wheve-
wpos coma the admission, the frst adminion aver, that such tactical nuclear worksatls were
indeod stoved In South Koreo abendy!

All In all it is clear thot the “counter force”, Séhlesingér's fatest and fundcrnent&l
shift in iand-based missiles targetted for cltfes, con now be torgetted from onywhere on
" land, olr, or sea directly on misslle sites and that this, suppocodly, allows for o fiest usel -

And while everyone was busy catchlig his breath at thls sobre rattling of nuclear
warhaads und first strika ccpability, the UPI's Helen Thomas tried to verlfy it with President
.Ford, and here come Mr, Clean’s forked-tongua: ““Well, the U.5. stili has the policy that
means that we hove maximum flexibllity for the determination of what Is in our notienal
interest.” And when-shn wos brove encugh to say that that didn't. answer her question,
whether we'd bo first to use nuclear weapons, Ford’s press secretary Ron.Messen sounded
every bit like Nixon's Ron Ziegler with his Infomous “inoperative' statement.

WHAT IS TRAGIC obout the rulers’ madness is that 1t does not reside only In the
U.5. In the Sinc-Soviet orbit now becorne Sing-Soviet conflict, the global peliticking s every
it os nationalistic ewd as imperialistic, forcing every Independent struggle, no matter whare
it I, to “lake sides.” At the moment, Black guerritla is killing Black guemilia in the lotest
country cbout to ba free—Angclo—because each hos oligned diffarently in the Sino-Saviet
conflict, Gnd those contending foress aro further fragmentsd, by Mobutu's Zalre-U.5.A. likewise
working to cut itself a sohern.of influance, As If that wers nat disarmy enough, ‘those who
dare calt themselvas Left ond are not directly otteched (o an existing state pawer, ars never- .
thaless likewlse reducing the concept of “rew economi: werld order” to whethar or not you
voted In that “thioves’ kitchen' called the UN,. with the ol kingdoms ogalnst “Zionisen”
by which they macn Israell ond/or cther Jews. It is this which could net but put the domper
on the naw victories ogainst Aunerican Imperalism. No new truly independent banner of
libaration of masses toking destiny Inio thalr own handy has boen raised. There con be no
salf-miobilization of masses, no matter kow totally disqusted with what is and struggling for
a new, class-less world, that is not tempered by “Where Do We Go From Hers?” Why are’
the struggles for liberation o for removed from Marx's philosophy of liberation?

OFf course, the US. s the mightiest of imperialisms, but neither No. 2 nor No, 3 is
vory far behind, ond why should we have to abide by “tha lemser evil” which only leods
inexorobly to tha larger evil In ofl coses? No,'we wust not only look at the existing state
powers, but also self-criticolly ot the so-called New Left.




1t Is high noon for the very survival of humanity, ond we must not only say what

we are agoinst, but spell out what we ore for, and spell it out comprehensively, totally,

philosophically os well os palitically; theoreticolly os well os proctically; ond obove

oll, not a3 elitist Party vanguardists, but with volces from below os Reason os well as Force,
[ ]

1l1. What Form of Mov.emenf, Organization
and Philosophy: Party? The Dialectic?
' Committees?

The focal peint of NATO's intemal crisls, not to mention Its being undermined from the
outsids, Is rot alone thal Ford-Kissinger's “Year of Europe” hos tumed out to be nothing
but @ tuper-salosmon for Generol Dynamic’s F-16, thereby also undermining the “'unity” of
Europa (which never was) oround France's Mirage-15. The tragedy cannot lie there since
that was inbom in NATO, os it has been in capltalism from the start——producing, of necessity,
its own gravediggers. Rather, the trogedy is thot what “plays” the role of grovedigger—the
Sino-Soviet world, in orbit or in conflict—1s not the rea! grovedigaer. .

Rather, both poles of world capital~—""the West" in conflict on the one hand, and "'the
East' in confiiet on the other {Jl—even when “the East” broke into tvwo, exposed them-
selves as rocted totally in opposition to social revolution, That is tha mork of our state-
capitallst age, ba copital fully statitied, or only “mixed” with private capital, or fully privote
Gif thare be any such monalith In the post-World War 1l epoch). Just az, on the one hand,
West Europe, once it allowed itself to ba saved for copitalism by Pox Amaericena in post-
World War Il, has nowhere else 10 go now, s, on the other hand, there is no woy out for
staie-copitalism colling itsalf Communism. . -

At no pole is there an exl.t unless the workess break totally with oll state-powers and are
rooted fotelly in thelr own sclf-mobilizotion, thelr own self-determination of ideas as well s .
struggles. The deierminant hos always been the self-emancipation of 1he proletariat,

The totality of the warld crisls compels us to fight these obsolute terrors with the philos-
ophy ond struggle for freedon in os total o way as Manx hod done when he founded a new
continent of thought, new forces of liberation, new forms of argonization—ithe First Intema-
tional and the Parls Commune. S LT . . :

1) The Party?

Marx hod no thaory 'of *The Party.” 4t wos only after als death that Mendsts, reducing
thelr Intellectual tasks fo that of “popularizing” Marx and writing political cramifestoes, *
irwonted the concept of Party in. place of the. proletariat os vonguard; .intellectuals being
assigned “to bring soclelism to the profetarict,’” It Is In these Germon Social Democratic foor-" ]
mpsthotl.nn!nfollond,mhhgthn!deucf?aﬂyloﬂnlwdofﬂwy_hmhhlo ;
Denal What saved him from those footsteps wos, fint and forstrost, being o revolutionary In
life o3 well o5 In theory. Thus, Whet ls Ta Ba Dese? introduced ideat. One was that
It was not arough fo w:ite ond orots on Marxism; one—ond none e that the intellectuo
must belong to « local organtzation and be disciplined by “it,” Le., the proletariat,

L] - -

WHEH THE GREATEST CIVIL WAR In Mand's {lfatime arupted—ithe Porls Commune—
he considered # “'tha paliticol form at lost discovered to wark out the econamic emancipation
of the proletoriot.” The highest form of .self.orgonlzotion was the Parls Commune's “own
workling existence.” That form of arganization, being workers toking destiny Into their own
hands, was thy non-stote, Hhe totolly new form of humon relations, “the genius”, the prole-
tarint, unified spontoneity and orgenization, Revolution wwd Reason. .

~ The eva of Novembar 1917 would arrive befors even Lanin recopnized that Manx's Clvid
War in Francs, not the "Porty”, was the thearsticol and practical preporation for revolution; -
and wrote his Stats and Revolution. In the two decodes between writing What Is To Ba Done?
and his deotii.. he had introduced many changes into his work, the: 1905 Ravolution having,
been the first to convinge him trat, far from. intellectuals “bringing sociollsm® to the work-
ers, the workers in ravolt were for in advance of both the Porty and its leaders.

Ha did not, however—and thereln les his philosophic ambivalence from which wa still
suffer—aver work out o totolly new theory of organlzation, although he introduced many
changas, 1903.1923, into the concept of arganization, beginning with, after the 1914
betioyal, “nover again with the Sscond Internatlonal, naver opaln Its form of orgonlzation®;
thrn, in the approceh of 1917 Itsell, ofter he had fully grasped both the diglectic ond Marx's
zancept of *golng lower ond deeper” Into the Froletariat and writing Stste and Ravolution, {2)

—— .
{1} "‘f if Teng visiting the NATO countries to facture them about Russia being Enemy No, 1
weren't rthw'r‘lnlvu enough, Moo, in. interview, also beratod the Americon people for teking'
too seriously’’ the question of the topes; evidently ‘Nixan, too, wosn't half o3 bad o1 thot
**yoctal fnscist, Brezhnev''! . R cT ot

{2} There ore Maruists who think Stete and Revalution It but o “rawrite” of Ciri
France. See Marxism and Freedem, Ch, 11. veu n. # oo Trewrie % i Wer ln




Finally, in his Will, he wes mast critical of oll hiz co-leadars, not only of Stelin {whoes
ramitrol ha asked for) and she Trobsky, “the mott telanted” but subering from “adminisive-
tiva mantelity,” but golng wo far o3 bo coll the “major theoratician,” Bukhatin, “‘not fully o
Marxist” becouss he bad never “fully gmaped thn diokectic.”’

2} The Dialectic

This has yet to be worked out as fully organizationolly as we have worked it out
. philasophically in Philosophky und Ravelution. Seemingly out of nowhere—but ociually because
there 18 so deep o passion for philosophy struggling for liberation—there suddeniy surfaced
Moo's pratenses 10 the full undenttanding of the dialectic as against Stalin who was “'not
completely o metophyticion; he understonds the diglectic but nct very much’. The “MNew
Laft” moy delude itsalf that thare is such o thing as Instent Marxdsm vie Moo’s voluntarism,
by endlealy repeating quotations from The Ghairman, but, in fact, there is no substitute for
what Hegel called “the seriousness, the patience, the suffering and tha labor of the negative
ond what Marx colled “going lower end deepor" into the proletariot ond i R . Of the
essence is the return fo beginnings,

As ogalnst the rigidities ond state-ism in Phifosoplry of Right, (the first wotk of Hegel
which Marx criticized o5 he broke with bourgeois sociaty), Marx considered Hegel’s Phancmen-
olagy of Mind not only the lottar's greatest werk, but altso the sourca of el (including the
revolutionary) dialectic.

On the level of his doy and the conditions of lobor Marx worked out thé theory of
olienation as the theory of alisnated lobor. In our age, this is ground but not the totality of
the crisis, especiolly the whip of the counter-revoiution end that coming from within the
1 aft,” What is neaded Is to work out what comes after the “Alienated Soul” (the Serf) ety

_a mind of his own. Does Ego or Serf merely reploce that of master, or ctn he "wdlerpd\en
{advonce)? What, precisely, does he do ta proctice the mind of his own,” that is to soy, to
pructics Fm‘u-? For Hegel what follows Is self-estrangament, the estrongement from cbiective
reolity he krows now to be the Universal. This struggle between Tndividuol and Universol
bacomes the Great Divide: “Spirit in this cose constructs not merely one world, but o twofold

world, divided ond self-opposed.” {p. 510) Who does not recognize Mao, bolh s rcvo!uﬁonurv

ond courter-ravolutionasy os "in placa of revolt oppears omogance .

*This type of spitituel life Is the obsolute and universni Inversion of reolily and thmght.
their entire estrongemant tha one from the other; it Is‘ purs culture , . . eoch s the opposite -
of itself,” {Phanomanology of Mind, pp. 539, 541} . ~

Lenin's pmmontﬂon of just such counter-devaloprivents hod him assert that if, ‘and only ¥,

“the population to @ man, woman and child” holds destiny’ ‘in its own hands, retrogression
would not hold swoy, When' the Bolshevlks did achieve power ond he sow the eatly bureau-
cratization, he worned that “History. knews oll. sorts of refrogfession spelling it out ot the
very lost RCP Congress {the Ilth) he was to ottend, as “’a retumn to caplln“sm " {3

- « ., e

FAR FROM GROUNDING himself on -Lenin’ s concep#, Maos pmenl mouthlng of
Russla's *return to copitalism™ was nowhers to ba heard as he genuflected before Stalin and
his actual return to copitolism whichh he colled “soclolism in one country.”” Thot type of
natlonolism Moo oecepted In the 1930s ond 19401, and when be, too, achieved state power,
‘the enly new thing that he added to Stolin's concept of'the mlilhic party was ‘that ‘the
Army, along with tha Party, ware twin poles of power.

Mao’s “'Proetarian® Culturol Revolution, whera the proletariat’ was not only mwhem to
be sean, but was most. categoricolly asked to remain In the factories and “‘work harder ond
harder”, resolved Itselt into citing endlessly quotations from The Chalrman, “The Thought of
Mao Tse-tung™, to the extent to which It was ““a cult of personalily”’ tike that of Stalin who
. wos genuflwud to o5 “tha sun of the Himaloyas”, may have fooled meny becouse of the
bogus revolutionary phrossology. It did nat fool the Chinase revolutionary youth, as witness
Sheng Wu-llen's manifesto, *"Whithee China?” {4}

The attroction’ of Macltm obroad, In the U.S.A, especially, has other roots. lnsufar [
the roctless Black Intellectuals are concemcd they are attempting to create o rew hybrid of
Mao's philusophic phraseology ond Cobrai's viow of “the centeality of thsory,” In ploce of
Cabrol's profound cnolysis of ravolutions, end concluding that, whereas revolutions will erupt
sans iheory, It s irnpuss!blo to hove o social revolution sucteed without o revolutionary theory,

they are nloundtnq ‘themzelvei ln Nho: concapt of *'20 years in one d:y by becoming instont
Marxists, That Is neither Marxism nor octual Africon revolutionary  developmient, [t s
Blirding craself to the fact that there is no revatution anywhers sn the African continent now
thot 13 riot endangered by the Sino-Soviet confiict compelling it “'to toke sldn." at witnus the
ihtu fo:tlom ln Angola s00n to ba free nnd ulmdy mmhring soch other

(3) See Vol. 1X, cf Lenln [ Stlocnd Worlu. Sp«ch ot thu Eleventh Congrets.

{4) Sheng Wu-llen's Manilesto is teproduced extensively In Hulloupiw ond’ lwointhm PP.
176-182. “Instant Merxism and the Black Intellectual” (Hews & Lattert, July, W:S) is to be
censidered part af this section of Draft Perspectives,




AS FOR THE MAOI3M INFILTRATING the Women's Liberation Movement, take NAM
women'’s caucus. It dared colled itself “sociolist-femninist” but refected any penuingd Maorxdsts
amd all Morxist discussions other than that of The Chairman. For from being for revelution,
# holds onto tails of statecopitalism caofling itself Communism as it drearns of state power,
In the 1960s, ot least, the attroction of Maoism, with its slogon “power comes our of the
harrct of o gun,” did signify to its odherents o shortcut to revolution. In the 1970s it has
degenerated to @ short-cut o state power, Without ony profstarion bass, NAM already
octed not only as elitists, but as power holders, while gmfting upon their monalithism a
popular frontism that would give them a base.

Mao has the state power to excommunicate “the late Hegel” whose views “‘are even
more nefarious today™, and declaim olse against Engels for not secing that there is “basically
no negotion of negation”. (5) Moo's Ignorance of the Hegelion-Marxion dialectic was
recognized by Hegel though Moo was not yet bom. “The aliencted type of mind, dtiven 1o the
acme uf ity opposition, where pure volition end the pure volitionol ogent are still kept distinct,
reduces the opposition to o transparent form, and therein finds itzelf . . . Absolute freedom
has thus quored and balanced the self-oppesition of universal and singte will . . . (ond
become) absolule terror,” (Phemomtsnelogy, p. 610) hoving reduced “obsolute freedom™ to a
lil"ﬂ'e *faction.” . ‘

Hegel did not, ofter all, fully know Moo who had reduced this “'absolute freedom'™ just
*o one. But the philosophy of ravolution that will give the new actions thair direction carnor
be fenced in by a foction or o Party, or One. Socicl storms from under the whip of the
counter-revolution wiil not be stilled; they are already brewing underground, We must, there-
fore, start therc—on tha new leve) of movement from proctice. Which is why the whole
question of organization and spontaneity must be considered onew on the basis of the two
decodes where this movement . from proctice was bomn onew and yst wos directly related to
Maorx's Humanism. . :

3) The Committees ' .

ONCE AGAIN WE ARE BACK fto the relationship of organization to spontoneity, .and to
philosophy. And it is héro where we have to spell it out mest concretely for 1975-76, and in
doing o0 we must foce the fact thot we have not measured up to thae challenge of
Philosophy and Revelution aos Orgonization Builder. oo . -

) Now, then, the orgonizational question, when it comes to our own growth, has to take in
as one not enly cur participation n liberation struggles——class, -Black, woman, youth—but the .
monifestation of thot ever-despening philosophy of liberation n organizational  form. . z

Why ore we only kmnosﬂml-l.dhnund not News ond Letters Commitings o3 if
arganization of thought ond seif-activity could possibly develop outside on orgonizationat
fromework? Ever since we had broken with the concept of ‘the “'party to fead”; why do our
reoders think that we have no organizetional form that produces the poper, tha pomphlats,
the octivities, the participation with other organizations? (The National Organizer ‘will de- .
velop this in.delcil} v .

The cpening setsion will find us with a new edition of Black, Rrown end Rad in which
the section on 1he Indian Movament is nof only new, but has been written by a Native
American, a new member.. It bodes well for the other pamphlets.’'We are plonning no Jess then
three In 1975-76. The first ond most important, in tha immediate sanse as it will come out
before the end of this yeor, is 0 Marxist-Humanist analysis of whot were the actual “engines”
of the American revelution—=the Committecs of Correspondence—aond - other forms of 'revolt
from below by Blocks, Indenturad servants and artisans, rather than the - Administrotion’s
bicantennial furca which perpetuates tho myth of Americon democracy o3 intarpratad by the
first Amerlcen couster-revelution ond from which-we suffer to this day. The pamphlet will be
written by o wocker ond on intellectucl and corry a prefoca by the REB, The question of two
outhors for each of tha pomphlets i3 more thon characteristic of gur form of unity of worker
ond intelloctual; for authorship is nat exhausted by the dual authors who sign it 1., have
responsibility for ressarch” and  writing. In foct it .is @ collective effort. 1t represents the
orgonization os a whole in which our sympathizers likewiss participate, . : -

' The pamphlet on warking women will follow the same method of creativity, and may in
foct introduce something new olso from the working women's struggles that dre directly
reloted to Women's Liberation in the Bay Area. In ony case, it will be discussed " first by
Maws ond Lettars Women's Liberation Committees separataly ond then by the Plenum as ¢
whala. : :

* The third pomphlet will shaw o totally new aspect to what is new to begin with=—a study
of tha tirst Americon Hegallans—as they relate o feminism ond philasophy on the one hand,
and on the othar hand, o3 early Marxists with lobor, specifically the first gerwral strike in
Amarica=—St. Louls, 1877—and its tis to tha First International, s

Aho planned for 1976 is the relnstitution’ of WEEKLY POLITICAL LEVTERS. News &
Letters comes out avary month ond that is too for between events occurring in the objective
warld, Tha diclectical concretization ©f those onalyses is imperctive not only for Marxist-
Hummanists but for our reodership, nationally ond internationally. {Bacouse of the naw serles of
classer on Woman os Reason and Force, It will be imposible to start belore the new year, but
it Is projected for than.} :

.

(5) Moo’z talk of “Pioblems of Philosophy,” Aug. 18, 1944, as reproduced during the Cul-
tural Revolution, constitutes part of the now fomous Wensul documents, which have been
translated by National Technical Information’ Service of the U. 5. Department of Commerce,
Februory 1974, Mheallany of Meo Tre-tung Thought, Vals, 1 and 2, pp. 384, 394,
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“reality, -

" -Finclly, and obeve all, of couise; comes News & Latters -itself. Finances dre such that to-
exist we will need o_minimum of $10,000 ¢bove and beyend the regulor centributions, Thiugh -
we ore in no tinencial podition to' ik ding the poper 10 a 12:poger repularly, we'do - -
peojoct having © misimum of thrae itver on 12-pegers. - - . . & % SRR

Ba it the guestion of the minimum $10,000 special fund we will need, or tha contindotion
of free issuance of “Unemsloyment Lines'’; be, it the introduction of, new Weekly Political
Letters, or expansion of snop papers; be it the new pamphlets on Comlttees of Comaspond-
ence, Working Women, First"Amaricon Hegelians, or- the new edition of Black, Brown ond Rad,
none of the activitias of' vritings con be séparaied lruir! makingphilomphyand revolution’ a

e T . —THE RESIDENT EDITORIAL BOARD




