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EDITORIAL

At this moment a large part of the British navy is mak-
ing slow progress towords the Falkland Islonds. The.
British / Argentinion dispute over the ownership of t
Falkland Islonds has coused some: conflict of opinion in
the Marxist-Leninist forces throughout the world. In
the main the divsion is polarised around the question of
whether the Argentianion claim has any validity or
whether it is the duty of Marxist-Leninists to oppose
both British oand Argentinion cloims and expose the reol
nature.of this conflict. - The Nottinghom Communist Group
are firmly of the opinion that the latter strategy is the
correct one. This is on important issuve because it
raises the whole question of nationol sovreignty, the
role of the national question in the present historical

circumstances and the attitude communists should take
“towards such struggles. ‘ |

The Nottinghom Communist Group do not consider that the
Argentinion ruling class are shcwing any progressive
aspects in their ¢laim to and occupotion of the Falk-
land islands. The reason for their military invasion
of the islands would appear to be varied but two major
reasons stand out. Firstly, Goltieri ond his fascist
thugs have o close and friendly relationship with the
USSR and are complying with the wishes of the USSR to
recloim territory which has great economic and strategic
importance to the USSR. Hence the Argentinian compra-
dor bourgeoisie is acting as a junior partner in what
is essentially on inter-imperialist rivalry. At the
same time the Argentinian fascist Junta is having great
difficulty in controlling the masses of the Argentinion
people, who, despite torture, murder and the most bru-
tal repression, are bravely struggling ogainst the
Junta. It is interesting to observe that those
chauvinistic Argentinain elements who now regularly
turn up on our television screens, are clmost 100%
middle strota ond higher in their social composition.
Whenever we are shown elements of the Argentinion mosses
they are using the opportunity of the availability of
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the world media to show up the nature of the fascist
regime. This is particulorly evident in the many ;
demonstrations of the masses protesting against the
"disappeared" or, to be more precise,.those thousands
upon thousands, who have been tortured and murdered by
the Junta. The Argentinian claim does not, as yet, have
the support of the masses and the stance the people have
taken is to be opplauvded by all progressive people.

The Britsh Government and politicians of all the main
political parties have also seized upon this opportu-
nity to divert our attention from unemploymeny and the
present slump. Laobour orty leaders have mode pious
stotements aobout not letting the Falkland Islanders
fall inte the hands of the fascist Junta. Yet these
same hypocrites have been hoppy to sell armms to the
Junta and have no gualms about the murder ond oppress-
ion of the people of Northern Ireland.

The medic here has suddenly'discovered ' that the rigime
in Argentinia is a foscist one, something that never
bothered them ot all in the post. The same tactics are
being used as in World War ¢ to whip up the support of

the mosses for inter- rialist rivalry ond war. Of
course British imperialism ond their running.dogs did

not care when the Germon facisits were murdering the
Communists ond the Jews in their millions but as soon as
Hitler begon to eye the sacred property of British imper-

iolsim, horror of horrors, the evil noture of fascism was
suddenly exposed.

So far the attiutde of the masses in this country has not
been greatly chouvinistic and hence attempts by the
monopoly class to get them to rolly round the imperialist
couse has not been very successfull. We should bear in
mind that this situation could change quickly if there is
military counter ottock and the killing begins. For this
reason it is important thot communists drow attention and
propagandise as to the true nature of this conflict. It
is the duty of progressive elements in Britain and in
Argentinia to oppose and undermine the war preparations
of the ruling class of both these countries. It is the
duty of others throughout the world to assist and support
in this ond not be hoodwinked into thinking that there




is anything whatsoever progressiveizc;hd, supportable about
the Argentinian takeover of the Falkland Islands.

“This issue of "Red Stor® is a doulbe one because’ there
was delay in getting the Jonuary issve out. Most of
this delay was caused by our involvement in attempts to-
establish the Progrommatic Commission, which most of our
regular readers will be familior with. Nottingham Comm-
unist Group and Stockport Communist Group hove initioted
a series of meetings and discussions with other groups
ond individuals on this matter. Some people have been
won over. So far the Commission has not been brought -
into being but we of the Nottingham Communist Group are
convinced that this is the correct way to develop ‘the
revolutionary struggle in this country and will contin-
ue to struggle for this line. St S

So far no other group or individual has produced a”
coherent political arguement agoinst our line. Some
groups appera to toke the view that our line is in fact
correct but seem unwilling to involve themselves and ~
moke rather flimsy excuses for this. Others soy briefly -
that they do not consider it correct but give us ho -
clear reasons and no clear alternotives. We say to both
these views and the people they represent that we mdke
the pages of "Red Stor" available to you to make full

and clear accounts of your position. We must begin the
process of theoretical stryggle here. - For too long ‘'w:r
there has been little exvahnge of views, groups are
isolated and often apothetic. Woke up, comrodes, there
is still o world out here. ‘ <

The Nottinghom Commu nist Group is fortunote in receiving
Marxist-Leninist publications from oll over the world.

In future issuves of "Red Star" we intend to moke ovaila-
ble articles from other Marxist-Lepinist parties and
groups that we consider to be of particular interest here.

In this issue we reprint an article first published in

the "Revolutionary Worker", the paper of the Revolutionary
Communist Party iﬁﬂ; ~This article Soyth Africg = -the
ANC exposed.deals with many new developments in the

southern part of Africa, pcrticulod‘hghe_growing.Soviet
social .imperiolist interest there. 1Ihis 1is especially




true of South Africa itself, which, because of it's high
level of economic development and strotegic importonce,
would be regarded os a prize worth having by the USSR.

The article analyses the history of the ANC in some detail
ond shows the essentiolly reformist noture of the ANC.

In porticulor, the close relotionship between the ANc and
Soviet sociol impericlism is clearly brought out. The
ANC does have o certoin amount of credibility here ond

the article clearly shows thot it will never leod the
Azonion people to freedom from the rule of impericlism.

We also publish two items from the Stockport Communist
Troor; W’-—w—w—ﬁ—“’;?‘ P e
s a self criticism
oG fnem their Tormer, erroneous support for this
theory, Actually, the article goes much more deeply
than thot and shows how the occeptonce of the Three
Worlds Theory by the Intermotiomnl Communist Movement
{ which certoinly was the cose at one time) shows how
deeply revisionism is ewbedded in the movemnt ond how
vlgilmt Marxist-Leninisis must be to constontly weed
revisioniaw foom 1t’s ronks. The SOG appecl to those
who are now incrensingly criticol of
the phory Three World Theory but are reluctont to throw
20 of f to moke this breok immedictely ond to moke self
erfiicism ond rejoin the genuine revelutionory ronks.

msmmmum% letter to members of the
RCLB. Seme time oge S wers _

RIE where they continvosly struggled against the
revisionist line propogated in thot orgonisotion. The
$CG urge present members of the RCLB to strmh against
the revisionism, especiolly the socicl chouvinism of
the orgonisotion. In the opinion of the Nottingham
Cammunist Group we consider it very unlikely thot the
RCLB, on orgonisation thoroughly permected with
rev:lsionlm. con ever be brought back to the ronks of
the revolution. Whot we hope for more concretely is
that those sincere and genvine people in the RCLB see
the nature of the rotten outfit they are in and take
the opportunity to split.




The question of the recent counter-revolution in China
is still one which has not been fully resolved by those
calling themselves Marxist-Leninist here. We publish on
article by such o one who vainly . twists ond turns with
all his might and moin to try and convince himself and
others thot China is still socialist. He is.attempting
an impossible task, as con be seen in Chinc o Revisionist
Writes. In our reply to this correspondent we point out
he has no clear idea of what sociolism is ond hence is
not in a good position to investigote whether it is
still in existence in China.

Finolly, we review the book Indion Comprodor Bourgeoi-
sie and Indian Notioml Congress. by K.Jnonsie. faz

hove copies of this work avoilable for scle, price £Z.00.
Jhansi affirms that the Indion Nationcl Congress is the
crection of the Indian comprador bourgeoisie and land-
ovring class, closely supervised ornd supported by
British imperialism. He disagrees with ine “Clossic"
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consunnate tool of British imperiolism, Gundhi.
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We have just received the second issue of the Internat-
ional journal A World to Win.
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SOUTH AFRICA — the AN.C.
exposed

On the weckend of Oatober Oth a "Conference ih

Solidarity with the Liberation Stcuggles of the
Peoples of Southern Africa" will be convened in
New York City., Initiated by the International
Committec Against Apartheid, Racism and Colon-
jalism in Southern Africa, an arm of the Soviet
sponsered Afro-Asian People's Solidarity
Organisation, this conference is the first of a
worldwide series aimed at rallying joint support
for the African National Congress of South =
Africa (ANC) and ths Southwest African People's
Organisation (SWAPO), Joining a host of Comm-
unist Party, USA (CPUSA) revisionist types in
co=-sponsering the event are a large number of
other organisations and individuals, Playing on
peoplet!s just hatred for apartheid and imperia=-
lism, the confer=uce will probably attract a
number of people who genuinely want to support
the struggle for the liberation of Southern
Africa., Unfortunately, this conference is not
designed to do anything of the sorte

To begin with, the entirve question of the libe-

ration of Southern Africa as it's dealt with in
the call for the conference reduces the struggle
to one of ending "apartheid, colonialism and
racism.™ Nowhere is irperialism mentionedj
instead we are painted a picture of the strugg-
le for democracy and majority rule, While these
may be aspects of the struggle for national
liberation, particularly in Southera Africa, by
no means can the struggle itself be reduced to
simply these terms, To do so only serves to
blunt the revolutionary essence of any national
1iberation struggle - the battle against imperi-
alism - and paint the democratic content of this
battle as if it were one of voting and reform.




In addition, the conference issues a call for
support for "the official liberation program" of
the ANC, for"increasing political support and
material assistance" to the ANC and declares that
the ANC i=s "leading the fight to rid their country
of racial oppression and injustice, for freedom
and independence”, The fact that the ANC, partic-
ularly as it has been brought under CP domination,
has usually stood nakXedly opposed to any genuinely
revolutionary developments in Azania (including
even its Bizarre refusal to use the name Azania,
preferring the imperialist name of "South Africa")
and the fact that raising the ANC, the Soviet- sp-
onsored "liberation group", as the group "deservi=-
ng strong support" in a country where a nunber ot
well=known revolutionary nationalist forces are
actively engaged in the struggle provides a power-
ful hint as to what the real intentions of this
conference are. Often the revisionists appeal to
pragmatism to win blank cheque endorsements inter-
nationally ("who else is fighting the regime with
a ~hance of winning?"), but in the case of the
ANC/SACP (South Africa Comnunist Party) even this
pragmatic argument ruus into hot water, Wnhile the

csonference organisers intentionally avoided any

mentinn of the international situation in relat-
jon to the liberation of southern Africa, in fact
the conference itself is intimately bound up with
the world situation today, particularly the inten
gifying contention between the U,S. and Soviet
imperialists and their blocs as they prpare for
world war. And in addition to the questions it
raises concerning the liberation of southern Afr-
ica, particularly Azania, it also serves to high-
light the very important questions concerning the
strategy of the Soviet social-imperialists today,
and how the contention between the U,S. and Sovi=-
et imperialists is a crucial question intertwined
with revolutionary developments and facing all
revolutionary forces,

The situation in southern Africa today is highly
_complex and contradictory. For years the people




of southern Africa have waged, and continue to
wage , sharp struggles against U,S. imperialism
and the white settler regimes propped up by West-
ern, especially U.S, imperialism, At the same
time and in fact overall wainly influencing the
course of events in the area, including the poss-—
ible avenues for revolutionary breakthroughs, is
the seething contention between the UsSs and Sov=-
iet imperialists, and their respective blocs, as
they twist and jockey for position in preparation
for the outbreak of world war to redivide the
world in favour of ‘the victor, 1It's a situation
where both imperialist superpowers must attempt to
squash, blunt and distort the development of genu-~
ine revolutionary movemnents among the masses of
people and simultaneously are driven to not only
deny any"opportunities™ to their imperialist rival
but must also attempt to hold on to ana expand
their "spheres of influence" at the expense of
their rival., This is equally true for both the
UeSe and Soviet imperialist blocs,

Although the U.S, imperialists remain the -do'a ' nant

imperialist power in southern Africa, the Soviet
imperialists have by no means been sitting idly by
waiting for the chips to fall theilr way. while
the U.S. has scored some poimnts with the capitula-
tion of Robert Mugabe in Zimbabwe, the Soviets
have not at all given up hope of increasing their
role in Zimbabwe either through their main repres-
entative in the country, Joshua Nkomo and ZAPU or
by taking advantage of the disillusionment and
anger growing among the Zimbabwean people as Muga-
be ties Zimbabwe closer-and closer to Western imp+—
orialism, At the same time, the U,S, imperialists
must pay close attention to being able to stomp out
~any genuine struggle that erupts among the Zimbabw~
ean people as a vresult of continuing imperialist
OPPr28310n, - : : |

In Nambibia the U,S, is desperately attempting to
work out an agreement in their favour while the
Soviets are counting on being able to force them




into a compromise that would at least give SWAPO

a share of runiing the country, after which the
Soviets are banking on being a%le to call in the
markers on the "aid" they have given to SWAPO
ovar the years and thereby increase their influ-
ence, And, while Angola has lined up in the
Soviet camp, the U,S., is energetically attempti-
ng to lure it away, both by promising a better
deal and by using South African military might
as a club to beat them into submission, But, in
soutlhiern Africa, for both imperialist powers,
Azan:a is the crowning jewel being contested,
And while the U,S, is driven to mcre openly em-
brace the hated apartheid regime, the new
upsurges erupt among the masses of Azanian pecople,
Tn this situation the Soviets are enthusiastica=-
1ly attempting to fish in U,S, imperialism's
troubled waters.

For the U.S5, imperialists and their war bloc
South Africa is of critical strategic importance.
In addition to the vast superprofits that the
U.S., Britain and other Western imperialists
squesze from the masses of the Azanian people,
Southy Africa is also the source of many of the .
strategic minerals neccessary for the function=-
ing of the U,S., war bloc, While the U,S., relies
heavily on South African supplies for many of
the minerals crucial to the production of steel,
this is even more true for the U,5, NATO allies,
In sddition, South Africa's military communica=-
tions and tracking systems and their modern
military port facilties ( which were exipensively
modernised and offered by the South African
government for use by NATO in 1975) as well as
its geographic location on the Cape of Good Hope
make it indispensable to U,S, war plans, The |
Cape route sea lanes are used by 2300 ships a
month delivering 57% of Western Burope's imported
0il, 20% of the U,S, imported oil and 70% of the
strategic raw materials used by NATO members,

As Air Vice-~Marshall Stewart Menual of Britain
stated, "Southern Africa is the key to the
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security of NATO's line~ £ communications,..

and South Africa. in particular has the facilit-~
ies,..s« to prowvide the surveiliance neccessary for
the security of European interests,""

All of this, plus South Africa's highly developed

economy and consequent economie clout in the rest
of the region makes it a valuable potential prize
for the Soviets as well, But in times like today
a period of intense preparation for world war,
it's the strategic importance of South Africa’
that looms largest in Soviet plans, as with the
UsS: However, having summed up that the U,S.
would "go to the mat" over Scuth Africa, the
Soviets are not pushing for an immediate seizure
of power, The Soviet strategy in South Africa
today is aimed at developing a situation in which
at most the Scoviets will be able to devise some
sort of power sharing scheme or at least, and

more likely, being able to be in a position to
cause as much difficulty as possible for the U,S,

imperialist now and, in the event of an outbreak

of war, being in a position to disrupt and wreak

as much havoc as possible behind the lines of a
strategically impurtant U,S, outpost and if
possible completely seize it, Lenin points out
in Imperialism that it is not only important for
an imperialist power to control, but also to
deny his rival ~ontrol over strategic markets,

sources of raw materials, etc, In implementing

their version of this strategy and crucial to
disguising their moves as "justly aiding the
fight against imperialism, colonialism and
racism" the Soviet social-imperialists have re-
lied heavily on their main mouthpieces in
southern Africa, the South African Communist
Party (SACP) and the African National Congress
(which follows the political leadership of the
SACP), ‘
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ANC!s and SACP's origins

Over the last 20 years or so tae Soviets hnave
expanded a great deal of effort to keep the ANC
afinat and have waged a massive intermational
public relations campaign designed ta cast the
ANC and the SACP in an air of legitimacy. In
fact, over the last 20 years the ANC.itself has
expended much more energy in international
conferences and speak%xing tours orchestrated by
the Soviet Union and aimed at declaring the ANC
“"the sole authentic representative of the South
Africa people," than they have inside Azania,
Despite the Soviet efforts, however, a look at
the history and the current policies of the ANC
and the SACP shows beyond a shadow of a doubt
that far from organizing the masses of Azanian
people for a revolutionary onslaught against
imperialism and 1vs apartheid regime, both the
ANC and the SACP have conscicusly held back the
development of a geanuline revolutionary movement
in Azaniae

From its founding in 1912, while somse 1o sapratic
and progressive individuals have been a part of
it, the ANC has been an organization dedicated

to compromise and capitulations Extremolys
similar to the NAACP in the U.S., the ANC sought
only to better the conditions of black Azanians
within the structure of the existing societys
Essentially reformist and never really a mass
organization, the ANC over its fiwst 35 years

of history stood on the side of organisational
death with its high points being participation

in the sham Natives Representation Council (NRC)
an advisory body established by the South African
regime to undercut the struggls of the masses of
the Azanian pe~ple (interestingly enough the ANC
was the only black group that stayed in the NRC
until the bitter end, upholding it even after
the South Africa ragime had discarded it as a
useless scheme) and sending periodic delegations
to plead with the British imperialists to inter-

vene on behalf of the Azanian people.
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In 1943 the ANC, influenced by a growing milit-

ancy among the Azanian reople and amnong the
members of their own youth league; adopted a
"program of action" aimed at turning the ANC
into a mass organization and non~violently
persuading the South African tuling class to
mend its ways and establish a "truly democratic
society," The high point of this campaign was
the ANC-launched defiance camnpaiegn of 1952 in
which thousands of ANC volunteers defied the
apartheid regime's laws and were sent to jail,
At that point the ANC membership soarded to
almost 100,000 and the South African ruling
class viciously stepped up its repressions 1In
response the ANC called off its defiance campaign
after 6 months and actively sought other ways to
influence the government,

For its part, the SACP has an ever “grander"'

historys: in fact the best that can be said of
them is that they have always been consisitenat
in their~ capitulation and opportunism, Founded
in 1921 and mainly based aunong the white workers
of South Africa, one of the first acts of the
SACP (then Xnown as the CPSA ) was its involvm=
ent in a strike of white miners against the
admittance of "unqualified," that is black,
miners into semi-skilled jobs, Summing up that
the strike was essentially a battle against the
capitalist mine owners, the CPSA announced its
support of the strike with "reservations about
some of the demands of the workers." Actively
striving to assumo leadership of the strike the
South African CP actually sank to the point of
organizing a demonstration in which the white
miners mar-hed through the streets behind banners
that read "Workers of the World Unite to Keep
South Africa White." Following the government's
crushing of the strike the SACP buried itself in
thoroughly economist trade-~unionist work for

- years,
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In 1928 the Communist International drew up a
declaration concerning South Africa in which it
declared that one of the demands ©f the working
class was for the establishment of "an indepen-
dent native Somuuth African republic," Fearing that
this would wreck their chances of working oat a
compromise with the South African ruling class

and would alienate the white workers, the SACP
actively opposed the adoption of this demand,
Rather than being an unfortunate mistake, this
position flowed from, and is a clear exanple of,
the SACP's line that in South Africa - one of the
most vicious examnples of imperialism's domination
0of an oppressed people -~ the issue is not imperia=-
list rule and oppresssion which must be overthrown,
but the lack of bouvrgecis democracsy and majority
rule,

A delegation from the South African CP was quickly
dispatched to Moscow to present their case against
the resolution, S.P, Bunting, a leadinsg member of
the SACP, argued that the resolution was wiIong

since in essence there is no real national quesg -

tion in South Africa. Buating also offered in
opposition to the resolution the fact that it
would ",,, in pratice arouse white workers!?
opposition as being unfair to the minority..."
and that this demand would harm the
revolutionary movement since statements about
returning South Africa, the countrv and the land
to the native population seemed to " indicate a
black race lictatorship."” In conclusion,
Bunting argued that " South Africa is, owing to
its climate, what is called a white man's
country,where whites can and do live not merely
as planters and officials but as a whole nation
of all classes, established there {or three
centuries of Dutch and English composition,”

Bunting's brilliant arguement was only topped by
that of -his wife, also a leading memnber of the
SACP, who argued that the land of South Africa
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had never really belonged to the blacks= in the
first placey since according to her uaderstand-
ing of history both the Bosrs and the blacks
arrived in the area at the same time and wers
both equally responsiblea for driving the
original inhabitants out of the area, 1In a
later arguenent Mrs BPunting reveal ed her real
concern about the slogan and demand for a black
republic, "Who will guarantee equality for the
hites in an independent native republic? Their
slogan, as vou know, is 'drive the whites into
the sea.? In ruespoase the Conintern stated,

®_ ..What. is tc become of the whites?..c 1f the
white party members 1o not raise and energetic-
ally fight for an independent native re<public,
then who knows? They may very well be driven
intoc the seal”

Ppllowing the enforced adoption of this % iy
Comintern resolution the SACP returneil to South
Africa and halfheartedly did some work arvound it,
fairly reformist work which brought them into
contact with the ANC, During World War 2 the
CPSA once agian put on a dazzling display of ifs
penchant for capitulation, Following the German
attack on the Soviet Union, the CPSA, wholeheart-
edly embracing the errors of the international
comrunist movement, declared the war itself had
been transformed into a "people's war" and
totally abandoned the struggle in South Africa
and urged people to fall in line behind the
South African ruling class who was then promi-
sing massive reforms for blacks if they
supported the war effort, '

But the most impressive display of thelir . ..
capacity for capitulation was yet to come, In
1950, two years after the Afrikkaner government
was elected and had unleashed massive =
repression including instituting apartheid laws
aimed at quelling the rumblings of the struggle
among the Azanian people the CPSA reached its
low point, Included among these laws was the
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"Suppression of Communilsm Act" designed toO

smash any resistance to the regime by labell-
ing it communist and taking appropraite

security measures, IThree months before the Act
even took effect, the leadership of the CPSA
decided to disband the party since "i1ts members
were unprepared for the harsh conditions®
neccessitated bythe new law, It was only 3
years later, in 1953, that the party leaders

who had organized themselves into a motlev group
called the "Congress of Democrats," decided toO
reform the party, changing its name from the CP .
of South Africa to the South African CP (While
capitulation and opportunism have been a parti-
cularhallmark in the history of the SACP, it was
also undoubtedly influenced and reinforced by
the revisionism in the international communist
movement at the time, For an analysis of the
lines and policies of the international commu=
nist movement during this pericd rofexr to the
article " -
in Revolution magazine, June, 1081, '

The (Derail) Freedom Charter

By 1955 the SACP, working through the Congress

of Democrats, had established a tight working
relationship with the ANC, In 1955 the ANC and
the SACP, joined by other reformist forces,

drew up what they have touted widely and loudly
ever since as the document representing the
ntprue interests of the people of South Africa"

—~ the Freedom Charter, This is the "official
1iberation program" the call to the New York
Conference endorses, This jewel of a document
resembles something out of the wildest dreams

of Thomas Jefferson and was immediately declared
to be the programme of the revolution by both
the SACP and the ANC, The fact that both groups

adopted the Freedom Charter as their common
BEegFaTEe for liberating Azania is yet another

example of the fact that, according to their
outlook, fthe struggle is not against imperiali-
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sm but for democratic refoum and the willaing=-
ness, in fact eagerness, of both groups not to
defeat imperialist rule but merely to share
power with it, There is also the closely |
related fact that nowhere 1in the Freedom Charter
is there any mention of armed struggle, which is
a sure sign of the penchant for compromise and
the "peacefull road to socialism" (a road litte=-
red with the bodies of the oppressed) that
guided both its formulation and implementation
then and todayo

In a highly appropraite imitation of the Pre=
amble of the bourgeois U.S. Constitution, the
Freedom Charter begins "We the people of South
Africa, declare for all.our country and the
world to Xnow.o." As it continues the appropr-
iatness of its imitation of the U,Se bourgeoi=
sies constitution becomes very apparent, It
declares that "South Africa belongs to all who

1ive in it, black and white..o" - fine words

again obscuring the essence of-the struggle is
national liberation against imperialism and its
settler regime,

The document goes.on to describe the ANC/SACP
vision of a future South Africa, a bourgeois
democracy with key sectors of the economy natio-
nalised and placed in the hands of *the peoplet,
that is, the trepresentatives! of the people's
interests, the ANC/SACP, As to whether these
trepresentatives' intend to oppose imperialism,

we will let them.speak for themselves, Oliver
Tamho, the president of the ANC said in an inter-
view in the September/October 1981 issue of Africa
Reports magazine: "The broad basic position of the
ANC concerning the.South African’ economy in all
its major parts after liberation are contained in
the Freedom Charter, What we.say to foreign
investors today is that they must pull out of
South Africa because theldr investments inevitably
help to strengthen the apartheid regime. . We would
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therefore expect that if U,S5, corporations have a
any regard for our voice, there will be no U,S,
investments in South Africa on the day of libera-
tion, If there are, that will mean that such
investors will have elected to side with the
minority ractist regime against the democratic
majority.ss Consequently, when their fiend goes,
as he surely will, so will they be obliged to go,
As for other investors who would want to particip-
ate in the reconstruction of South Africa, they of
course would be welcome to join us as equal
partners in arrangements that are mutually ben-
eficial to both themselves and to us,®™ Once again
apartheid is opposed but imperialism, which is the
force behind it and all modern forms of national
oppression is ignored - even welcome, Interestin-
gly, the "Freedom Charter" has never even come
close to being upheld by any other group that

has ever professed itself determined to liberate
Azania, '

Period of Soviet Collusion

1956, follwing the overthrow of socialism +iwn

the Soviet Union and the beginning of the process
of restoring capitalism, a new element was adder
to the scene in Azania, GQuickiy aligniing =~
themselves with the new capitalist ruliig class

in the Soviet Union, the SACP and the ANC harbor-
ed visions of their new allies giving them the
strength to seize p-wer in Azania, And with their
bourgeois aspirations tied so closely to the Sovi=-
et imperialist designs in South Africa they
immediately became the leading spokemen for and
implementors of Soviet policy in the regipn, At
that point the Soviet rulers were primarliy
concerned with consolidatxng the restoration of
capitalism in the Soviet Union and preparing
_main1} in this way for later imperialist adven~
.tures* so while they did not sever their inter-

national links with warious forces in liberation
struggles, they did promote and implement a
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policy which served their interests at the time
- a policy of condemning wars of national
1iboeration as dangerous to international stabil-
ity and for their own reasons, colluding with U.Se
imperialism to stifle liberation struggles. A
disgusting example of this is the ffact that in
1960 the Soviets joined with the U,S, in a UN
vote which resulted in UN troops being sent into
the Congo to crush the struggle there, The
Soviets even went so far as to provide means of
transportation for the UN troops going to the
Congo, Khrushchev himself sent a telegram to
Patrice Lumumba, a leader of the Congolese
peoplets struggle, calling the UN vote a fuseful
thing". A short time later Lumumba was captured
and murdered and the struggle of the Congolese
people was crushed,

Condemning Violent Uprisings

Enthusiastically taking up the Soviet line, the
SACP and the ANC energetically avoided and back=-
handedly attacked all the upsurges among the
Azanian people between 1956 and 1961, Instead
of waging people's war, the SACP and ANC actively
promoted reliance on the United Nations for the
solution to imperialist oppression in Azania,
When violent upsurges did occur among the Azani-
an people, the SACP condeuned them as spontan-
eous and declared that "roits and pograms can
only lead to massive state retaliation, a serious
political setback for our cause and its prestige
at home and abroad and a crushing defeat of the
peoples"”

Stating that, "even though the conditions are
desperate, responsible leaders cannot merely
follow the policies of desperate and impatient

men who grow reckless and clamor for any sort of
action regardless of the comsequences," the Central
Committee of the SACP declared in a statement in
19063 that reviewed the previous period of time that
violent attacks on the state were not to be upheld;
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but instead the Yreal revolutionaries"™ should bury
themselves in fighting the everday demands of the
pecple for a better life which would supposedly
serve to teach the Azanian people that "every atte-
mpt to redress or rectify a local or partial
grievance iseneccessarily connected with, and can
only be won by, the defeat of the Nationalist
Government itself and the ending of white
minority rule, Where every protest and demand is
met merely by bloody. suppression by the state, it
becomes clear to one section of the people after
ancther that the state itself is an obstacle to
any sort of advance, and that no sort of happy or
tolerable future is possible without the removal
of this tyrannical state and its replacement Dby
one which embodies the will of the majority of
the people." Once again with words like"removal"™
and "replacement®™ of the apartheid regime their
reformist strategy stands out clearly. The word
"overthrqw",.lpt alone a people's war to do it,
was avoided like the plague, In 1958 when peas-
ants revolted in many rural areas of Azania and
even went so far in one area as to set up people!
s courts and try, convict and execute local off-.
icials and traitors, the SACP, in reporting on
the events in the African Communist, the organ

of the SACP, saw fit only to emphasise the mass=~
ive state retaliation that had come down from

the ruling class, Needless to mention, the pea-
sants had revolted without, and in fact in spite
of, the ANC and SACP,

On March 21, 1960 the Pan African Congress (the

PAC was formed from a split in the ANC by a

group of revolutionary nationalists opposed to
the reformist thrust of the Freedom Charter, the

ANC and the SACP) organised anti-pass law demon-
strations throughout Azania, In Shareville thou-
‘sands of unarmed Azanians demonstrated in front
of a police station, In what has become known

as the Sharpeville Massacre, 69 Azanians were
killed and 180 wounded when the South African
police fired on this demonstration, The ANC!'s
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immediate response was to denounce the proipit-
ate action of the PAC as the cause of the massa-
cre, Interestingly enough, although the ANC
considered the PAC's demonstration on March 21
to be preipitate action, they apparently felt
that the same type of action ten days later-=-—-
the scheduled date of an ANC sponsored demonst-—-
ration =-- would not have been,

Following the Sharpeville Massacre the South Af-
rican ruling class intensified their repression
throughout Azania, including banning both the
ANC and the PAC, Yet even after all of this,
the only response of the ANC was to :call for a
national convention of all South Africans to
create a democratic republic. It was only in
June of 1961, after it became obvious that the
masses of Azanian people were not responding to
the ANC's convention call or their strike aimed
at pressuring the government to comply with the
demands of the convention, that the ANC announc-
ed that the South African government, by their
continuing repression and unresponsiveness, had
forced them to take up the armed struggle, In
June of 1961 the ANC's armed wing, Umkhonto we
Sizwe was formed,

Phony "Armed Struggle”

Despite the bravado surrounding the announcement
that the ANC and SACP had taken up the armed
struggle, nothing much happened outside of ‘a few
acts of sabotage principally directed at electr-
ic pylons out in the countryside, But this was
no accident nor the result of massive state rep-
ressions; instead it was the inevitable outcome
of the fact that neither the ANG nor the SACP
ever had any intention of launching an armed
struggle against imperialism, In taking up
"armed struggle" the ANC and the SACP adopted

the popular revisionist "fo oo
is engaging in %cpec tacular® acbe ok o%%olé BTy




waging protracted people's war based on mobilis-
ing and arming the masses of Azanian people,

This was advantageous for the revisionists on a
number of counts. Not only did it allow them to
cover up their treachery before the masses who
were increasingly coming to understand the need
for and call for armed struggle; it also ensured
that®things would not get out of hand, thereby
jeopardising their chances of reaching some sort
of compromise that would put them in some posit-
ion of power, To the ANC and the SACP the "armed
struggle® allowed them both to appear to be seri-
ous about the liberation of Azania without really
doing anything, while doing just enough to put '
some minimal pressure, particularly in the inter-
national arena, on the South African ruling class
The ANC!'S and SACP's version of "armed struggle"
dovetailed perfectly with the Soviet imperialicsts
interests and world strategy at that timc,

Even in carrying out their limited campaign of
"armed struggle" the ANC and SACP had been extre-
mely halfhearted.Needless to say this half-heart-
edness raised some questions among the Azanian
people, In order to cover themselves the ANC
and SACP declared that the sabotage campaign
wasn!'t really the beginning of the armed struggle
after all, but merely preparation for peopleswar,
At other times they declared that there really
couldn't be any efforts at seizing power by armed
force or attacks on the South African army oOr
police or assasinations of Europeans since that
‘would only provoke a bloodbath, Occasionaly they
were even more frank, particularly when speaking
to the South African ruling class as evidenced by
_ Abram Fisher's(a leading member of the SACP) stat
ement in the South African Supreme Court on March
28, 1966 that "Civil war is no solution at all",

Following . a few acts of sabotage, in 1963 the
South African government pulled a raid and succee-
ded in totally smashing the ANC and SACP inside
Azania, Most of the leadership of the groups
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ended up in jail or in exile and in both situat-
jons they were to be joined by large numbers of
their rank and file membership. By 1965 both the
ANC and the SACP had effectively ceased to exist
inside Azania, For the next 10 yvears major port=
jons of the ANC's and QACP?!s activities were con-
fined to the international -.arena. Immediately
upon establishing an external mission in exile,
the ANC and SACP turmed to the Soviet imperialis-
ts for help., In fact it was only through the in-
flux of milliomns of Soviet dollars that the ANC
was even able to remain jntact for the next 10
years., I1n addition to providing the funding for
the ANC external mission, the Soviets also provi-
ded military training and arms for ANC cadre and
scholarships for those who wished to continue
their education = providing they were ANC cadre,
{For the Soviets such training perfectly serves

their plans for elite 'power sharing'’ schemes, )

International Advertising

At the same time the Soviets launched numerous
worldwide conferences aimed at icing all other
Azanian oppoesition groupings and establishing the
ANC as " the sole authentic representative of the
South African people" as was first formulated at
2 Soviet-organised conference in Khartoum in 1967
Tn addition to 211 this the Soviels, in conjuncte-
ion with British liberals and revisionists, help=
ed launch what they called an "anti-apartheid
movement" worlwide that would play off people's
righteous hatred for apartheid and rally support
for the ANC,

Of course, in order to surround the ANC and SACP
with some semblance of being ®"genuine liberation”
groups, the Soviets also found it necessary to
1ink them up with Soviet backed groups that act-
ually were fighting against U.S. imperialism{such
os in the case with the ANC'!s SWAPO links today) .
Probably the most spectacular instance of this
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was the ludicrous ANC=ZAPU military alliance in
1967. ZAPU was the Soviet -~ backed guerilla
outfit in 2Zimbabwe headed by Joshua Nkomo and
which spent most of the Zimbabwean war sitting in
camps in Zambia receiving Soviet arms, while ZANU
did most of the fighting., In 1967 Oliver Tambo
announced that ANC cadre would be joining with
ZAPU cadre in the Zimbabwean war in order to cut
a path into South Africa and begin the infiltrat-
ion of ANC guerillas into South Africa, While
Tambo announced that " today the fighting is in
Zimbabwe but tomorrow it will be in South Africa®,
in actuality the entire affair was a colossal
disaster, Given only heavy weapons and trained
in bourgeois methods of work, the ANC cadre were
quickly smashed on their first encounter with the
troops of Rhodesian ruler Yan Smith, |

While this stunt was obviously orchestrated to
give credence to the ANC!'s "desire to liberate
South Africa", there is considerable evidence
that it was designed to quash any sentiments for
armed struggle among the ANC cadre in their mile-
itary camps and to reinforce the sentiment that
the state iz too strong among the Azanian people
in general, According to well publicised reports
at the time, the ANC guerillas were guided into
Zimbabwe by ZAPU guerillas, carefully avoiding
all contact with the Zimbabwean people, and then
ditched by the ZAPU forces just before Ian Smith'!
-8 soldiers arrived, In facty, when some.of the .
ANC soldiers managed to escape across the border
into Botswana they were arrested and four of the
chief witnesses against them at their trial were
ZAPU members who had accompanied them into Zimb-
abwe,

The massive Soviet aid poured into the ANC to
keep it alive wZs by no means a sign of their
‘good intentions, In fact if anything it was
ultimately in tHe Soviet imperialists own intere-

sts since it held back the development of the
pevolutionary movement in Azania and promoted
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the Sovieti image of being a "natural ally" of
1iberation movements in preparation for their
eventual shift from mainly colluding with UeSe
imperialism to principally contending with them,

By 1969 the SACP had managed to gain control of
a large number of the leading positions in the
ANC including having one of their leading memb-
ers, Joe Slavo, placed in charge of military
operations., And as the SACP made clear in a
1979 central committee statement, cynically ent-
itled "Long Live Proletarian Internationalism®,
the "aid" extended by the Soviet imperialists.
to the ANC and the SACP was most definately a
two-way street, a matter of you scratch my back,
It1ll scratch yours, As opposed to genuine
proletarian internationalism, these pro=Soviet
revisionists advanced the proposition that "We
who are part of the liberation movementof South
Africa must never fail to appreciate and insist
that solidarity is a two=way process, that the
aid ana support which the socialilst counvries
give so generously, and at iiie expense cI Thear
own material gains, to freedom fighters everywh-
ere, can only be reciprocated by unswerving ide-
ntification with the socialist community in the
common struggle against capitalism and imperial-
1em" . (UoS. imperialism that is .) Stripped of
its rhetoric =~ this is a business deal, While
the Soviets demanded"reciprocation" for their
naid and support" the ANC and SACP.were more than
willing to comply; in fact the ANC and SACP had
developed into among the most ideologically comm-
itted of the various Soviet stooges around the
world, In their numerous international affairs .
the ANC and SACP were constantly praising the aid
of the Soviets, helping to build up their Tanti-
imperialist image", In a struggle between. the
Chinese revolutionaries and the Soviet revision=-
ists in the early 1960's the ANC and SACP faith-
fully sided with the Soviets, From that point
they went on to continually attack China in vari-
ous international forums for advancing “rather
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purile ideological propositions” and for " the
sidetracking and disrupting of various internat-
jonal solidarity organisations by Chinese deleg-
ations whoe persist in dcagging into gatherings
of non-communists their alleged ideological cam-
paign against the CPSU and the world communist
movement." (Although the Chinese even during the
early '70s before the revisionists seized power
in China, made a number of errors in relation

to national iberation struggles, particularly
in Africa, based on identifying the Soviets as
the main danger in the world, especially in the
period of the 1960's they were fiercely defend-
ing and upholding national liberation movements

against imperialism and the Soviet revisionists!?
attacks on them,)

Stepped Up Contention

As stated previously, in the period between 1965
and 1975 the ANC and SACP were effectively non=-
existant inside Azania and existed internation-

. ally as straight up mouthpieces for Soviet impe-
jalism, But in 1976 the situation began to cha-
nge. The shift in Soviet strategy from princip-
ally collusion to principally contention with
Uo.S, imperialism was sharply reflected in south-
ern Africa when the Soviets won a contest with
the U,S5, in grabbing at Angola, With this event
the Soviet strategy for South Africa also shifted
Suddenly the ANC and SACP begab to issue more
frequent and louder calls for the "armed liberat-~
jon of South Africa®, Citing the"changed geo-
political situation.in South Africa™ they resum-
ed their infrequent sabotage campaign and their
calls to the Azanian people to rally round them,
Soviet orchestrated "emergency conferences again-
st @ artheid® and "solidarity conferences” were
convened worldwide to reemphasise the legitimacy
of the ANC and the SACP, Speaking at an Afro-
Asian Peoples Solidarity Conference in late 1976
ANC President Oliver Tambo issued a call for

_ "intensification for mass action".," And in a
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completely disgusting move to shore up their int-
ernational reputation the ANC and SACP claimed
that it was their work which led to the heroic
Sowete uprisings. According to the Afro-Asian

- peoples Solidarity Organisatiom Conference in

October of 19763 " The uprising itself is a resu-

1t of decades of political organistion among

workers, peasants, women, youth, students and

professionals by the ANC and its allies, making

it possible for the people to become a concerted,

organised force able to withstand the ruthless

| machinery of the South African police state",

' In attempting to get over with this claim, the

. ANC and the SACP were reduced to covering their

| conspicuous non-involvement in Soweto by talking

| about how their underground cells must have been

} involved but obviously given the current situat-

i ion they couldn't reveal any of the specific

i details, By 1977 _Sechaba, the organ of the ANC,

was reporting that the ANC national executive

| committee had summed up that "the revolutionary

' situation in our country has matured", and that
the "revclutionary council has advanced its plans
and’ subordinated every bit of its activities fto
“the urgent question of launching an armed strugg-
le in our country." Calls were issued for "stren-
thening our organisation™; a purge had been condu
cted in 1976, -

Internationally the Soviets stepped up their PR
campaign around the ANC and called for "intensif-
ying the anti-apartheid work™, A campaign was
lamnmched to have the OAU add_its voice to the -
chorus singing the praises of the ANC as "the sole
representative of the people of South Africa",

FPor some time the OAU has recugnised both the ANC
and the PAC, At the same time, and no doubt in

the interests of "reciprocatiom", the ANC and the

SACP stepped up their campajign ef praise for
Soviet "aid"., In early 1876 the African Commun-
ist was stating that "It has been the reality
of Soviet power which has made it possible for
one African country after anether to break the
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shackles of omperialism and obtain independence®,
By the end of 1976 they were stating that the
lessons of Angola were that " the power of the
communist world was placed at the disposal of
oppressed people fighting for liberation and .
independence”, By the end of 1977 Sechaba was
emphasising "the armed struggle for the seizure
of power" and Oliver Tambo delivered a speech in
Angola in which he stated that a victorious rev-
olution in Africa could only be defended with
arms from "our most true and tested allies, the
Soviet Union and Cuba",

Of course this period hasn't been all roses for
the ANC and the SACP, Their long years of inac-
tivity and their obvious subservience to Scviet
imperialism was beginning to cause them some
trouble, In response to criticism of their ties -
to the Soviets the ANC and the SACP launched a
"no room for anti~Sovietism in South Africa"™
campaign and declared that the Soviets were only
helping because of their good, revolutionary =
and heaven forbid competing imperialist - intent-
jons. In the African Communist they made the
almost ludicrous statement, "An even more striki=-
ng example of Soviet disinterestedness{than the
case in South Africa - RW) has been Cuba, today
very largely dependent militarily and economica=
ily on Soviet aid, but yet completely independe~
nt in the development of its own.policies,qeoWho
would dare assert that Fidel Castro, the libera-
tor, is a Soviet stooge? Who would claim that
Cuba is not building socialism according to its
own decisions?

And in response to criticisms of their perenmial
calls for armed struggle without producing any
moves in that direction, Oliver Tambo stated in
Sgchaba at the end of 1977, "Ovwr the last 10
years the ANC has publicly advocated non-viole~
nce because of repression, Either we restrained
~ our people or there would have been bloodshed
~and we would not have been prepared for it ¥We
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“ecan say that at that stage we did more than most
- prganisations in resisting the things that drove

us to violence", Keeping in mind that these

words were spoken more than one year after Soweto

"one can only say that no better example of the

slime that passes for "the vanguard of the liber-

ation struggle" in the. view of the Soviet imperia
lists could be found.

The sudden shift and posturing by the ANC and the

SACP over the lastsix vears has had absolutely
nothing to do with a turnaround on their part
concerning the question of revolution, In fact

it had everything to do with throwing more obsta-

cles in the way of the revolution and helping to
advance the Soviet strategy for South Africa,
Although the ANC attempted to claim the Soweto
uprising as a product of their own work, it waa
only to cut out any of the real signiicance of it,
It was also around this time that the ANC public=-
ly began to attack the name "Azania", in a big way
which was growing in popularity among the revelut-
ionary masses, According to the ANC "Azania" was
an historically inaccurate name for fhe .area comp=-
rising South Africa and was in fact a legacy of

- slavery, Instead the ANC insisted that South Afr-

ica was the only correct name for the area, Once
again what this revealed was the ANC's fundamental

opposition to and denial of the national liberation
struggle of the Azanian people and their dedication
to working out a compromise power-=sharing agreement

Attacking Soweto Uprising

In summing up Soweto the SACP in the African Comm=-
unist (first quarter of 1977) declared that this
heroic mass uprising was plagued with the weakness
of "extreme subjectivism™ and a "go it alone tend=-
ency", While forced to try and claim it as their
own internationally, they also had to totally gut
its meaning for the people of Azaniaa, In addit-
ion to emphasising the power of the South African
state in their sum up of the"lessons of Soweto"




29

the SACP also declared that 1in order for Sowetd
to have had any real significance and in order to
advance the struggle, "it is absolutely for the
Black Consciousness Movement{ BCM - which was hea-
vily dinvolved in leading the Soweto uprising),if
it is to ceontinue to develop its mass character,
to bring tis adherents into the mainstream cof
revolutionary ideas and action in the revolutio-
nary movement led by the ANC", While this was a
clear effort to throw a wet blanket over the up=
surge and revolutionary enthusiasm, thinking and
action by Azanian youth, the ANC by no means the-
mselves to feeble attempts at trying to lure in
the BRCM, While hoping to siare a new generation
into their cesspool of revisioist treachery, the
ANC also unleashed a furious attack on the BCM
and its leaders. Throughout 1977 Sechaba ran
articles attaking the BCM as being "backed by the
West? or as Alfred Nzo, the secretary General of
the ANC, called them "new allies of imperialism"”
and "substitutes for the Bantustan leaders®, 5
According to Nzo, "some of those who only yesters=
day were hailed as_the nevw revolutionary upsurge
inside our country are nNow important allies of
imperialism against the ANC"., In addition to
their general attacks on the BCM, the ANC tried
to hit particularly hard at one of the leaders

of the BCM, Steve Biko,(This attack came before
he was murdeered by the South African rulers,

Of course, after his death the ANC did their |
damndest to try and claim his mantle as their own)
According to Sechaba(first gquarter of 1977) Steve.
Biko was tied in with British liberals and.by im=-

plication,.to U.S, imperialism, With regard to
campaigns to have him released from jail the ANC

issued their objection stating that there were
more well=known people in jail much ionger than
Biko had been, When Biko was released they sta-
ted in their slimiest tones, "Watch with interest
what happens to him now",

As another indication of the fact that the "new
thrust” of the ANC and the SACP had nothing to
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‘write up a new constitution for South Africa and

do with mobilising the Azanian people for a gen-
uinely revolutionary struggle there is the infa-
mous ANC-Buthelezi agreement, After having
criticised Buthelezi, the Bantustan leader of
Kwazulu, for being a wretched selloutand enemy of
the people in 1977, the ANC then turned round in
1979 and joined forces with him in a "prgressive
front"., Much after this agreement Buthelezi
continued to advocate all of the things that the
ANC had criticised him for in the past, including
supporting Bantustan education, calling for an
increase in foreign investment in Scouth Africa,
and advocating the use of South African police
and armed vigilantes against striking school
students, By September of 1980 the ANC was for-
ced to once again turn around and denounce Buth-
elezi, using exactly the same charges that they
had used years before, '

What'!s significant about both these examples, the

attack on the BCM and Biko in particular, and the
ANC!'s Buthelezi agreement, is what they reveal
about the aims of the ANC, There's a common
thread running through both instances, a thread
tracing the ANC's desires to fulfill their own |
bourgeois aspirations, On the one hand they don'! :
t hesitate for a minute to unite with a well- 2
exposed and infamous enemy of the Azanian people,
Buthelezi, in an attempt to advance the very same
bourgeois aspirations that led them to attack the
BCM, More evidence of this is given by the ANC's.
and the SACP's attempts to nestle up to numerous
Western Buropean social democrats including Mitt-
erand in France, Willy Brandt in West Germany and
the ruling classes of the Scandinavian countriesg
Add to this the ANC's and SACP's recent joining

din with the Progressive Federal Party(a liberal {

white bourgeois political party in South Africa)
and other liberal organisations to call for a .
national convention in South Africa in order to

there can be no doubt about what the ANC is up to
- and it is not opposing imperialism,
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By 1981 the ANC once again announced with a tre-
mendous amount of intermational fanfare that it
was "taking up the armed struggle", And once
again they launched a campaign of-infreguent
sabotage, For many familiar with the history and |
current policies and practices of the ANC and
SACP and who are extremely wary of their ties fto
the Soviet Union the guestion around the ANC

often boils down to "well there is no one else

to support; no one else who is really taking u
the gun in Sputh Africa.  And as for the Soviet

connection, it is necessary if the Azanian peop-

le are ever going to achieve liberation, after
all who else is going to give them guns?" In
response to the necessity of Soviet aid in order
to achieve liberation, one would be better off
seriously examining the question of what country
in the world has ever been independent of imper- r
ialist extortion and domination after being -4
"aided by the Soviets? And as far as the usual
protest of "there's no one else to support" what
is particularly marked about the Soviet attempts r
in South Africa is the attempt to attack, exclude
and generally push out of the way any revolution- |
ary nationalist forces who may oppose their schem |
es, This, combined with the whole history of ’
revisionism in Azania, ought to shake the dust

out of the minds of those who feel that this is

the way to oppose imperialism,
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S C.G. ON THE THREE

WORLDS THEORY

YOU CAN'T BE AGAINST REVISIONISM AND FCR THE THEORY
QF THE THREE WORLDS.

The thoery of the three worlds, first propagated Dby
Deng Xiag-ping at the United Nations in 1974 and
systematically presented by the 'Communist' Party of
Crhina in trhe pamphlet 'Chairman Mao's Thoery of tne
Three Worlds in a Major Contribution to Marxism-

terirism' has long since been expesed as the Pexing
cligue'’s revisicnist pregramme for capitulation o
imserialiisz, The cligue's spuricus attribution ofthe
thacry to Mar ZeDong hzs 2150 been exposed as a bare-
faced lie,(1) Tver the last couple ¢f years the cep- ‘
‘eulstinn of the Chiness revisionists tas beconme

obvicsus and shamless One need only to instauce in

heir lavish praise of the late and un-
a "valiant fighter agsinst

e ad e - - (O~ R -

imperialism”. Indsed, =7 shamelss and obvicus are they
thzt marny ronest pssole who have been fooled vy the
Thinesse revisicrists zrs Yeginning to question thelr
poliqies

At as the Nittirgnam Commurist CGroup (NCG) have
painted cut "some =f the waverers are trying to
sppeortunistiozlly siide cut of the untenable position
khey find themselvez irn, They are beginning to admit
Chira is now on the capitalist road while at the same
time trying tc cling <rtc the reacticnary Three worlds
Theory line...” (2) Since the NTC wrote this further
evidante of this centrist, Kautskylist tendeacy tas come
te light. In their report on thelr znd Cougress Lhe
RCLR state that ‘“cpportumism... is a soviai-

chauvinist ideclogy which seeks to create common cause
netween the working class and menopoly capitalism on

the basis of the maintenance of the imperialist order”.
(3) Quite so! 3ut ncwhere in their report do the

FER '
ACL refer tc the three worlds
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Wreory - which they have previously described: as<HNsn
b¥ne of demarcation between genuine and sham COmRUL - -
ists ~ nor to social-chauvinism's apotheosis in- 5%%‘
‘defence of the fatherland' which they have hitherto
been keen exponents of. As the NCG also said "To these
honest peole we say:make a clean and honest break with
the revsionist camp now and completely throw off all
this reactionary rubbish." (4)

The purpose of this article is not to go over old gro-
und and to criticise the three worlds theory per se,
but rather to demonstrate to those vacillating and un-
sure elements in the RCl and elsewhere that the reject-
ion of the three wrolds theory is an essential part of
upholding Marxism and repudiating revisionism. This
will be done by subjecting to self-criticsm the past
line of the Stocckport Communist Group (SCG) on the
class struggle internaticnally,

The most important task of the international communist
novernient has been for some time the exposure and defeat
of the new wave of revisionism coming from Peking and
Tirana. This wave ¢f revisionism has been centred on
attacking Mao ZeDong Thought as the summing up of the
experience of the international proletariat since the
time of Lenin. It has particulalrly attacked Mao's
summing up of the experience of the socialist revolution
and construction of his thoery of ‘continuing the
revelution under the dictatorship of the proletariat!’.
Further, this new wave of revsicnism has attempted ¢to
negate Mao' brilliant leadership of the international
communist movement’s defence of Marxism agaianst the
Soviet revisionist’s in the 1950= and 19€0s. For

thier part, The Chinese revisoimsts, with thier three
worlds theory, are singing new, more sophisticated

tunes as 'defence cf the fa*hnrland’, peacefull
co-existance, disarmament and many other old revisionist
favourites. The irternational communist movement has_
onté again been split by revisionism and the Brltigq

- tommunist movement has been no exception.
Ace A
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THE TWO-LINE STRUGGLE IN THE RCLB.

The Stockport Communist Group has its origins. ins .
two-line struggle in the RCL in 1877-79, a struggle |
which centred on the theory of the three worlds. Du-
ring this time, those of our comrades who were then 3
the RCL attacked most of the specific political lines
of the theory, such as 'defence of the fatherland',
the RCL's support for the EEC and NATQO, its failure
to give wholehearted support to the Irish people in
their struggle against British imperialism, its line
of a 'second and third world' unity and so on. From
the very beginning though, our striggle in the RC1
was crippled. Crippled by the fact that we were att-
empting to do then what cthers are attempting to do
new - eclectically combine Marxism and revisionism by
tryinz to reconcile the revolutionary line with the
basic outlook and theoretical and ideclogical premi--
ses of the thoery of the three worlds. We didn't
grasp that the social-chauvinist political line that
we were fighting against had as thier immediate
source the theory of the three worlds itself. In the
RCL we were closet revolutionaries, who, instead of
giving a militant call to the members cf the RCL to
struggle against the three worlds theory, called for
a 'revolutionary application' of it. It is scarcely
suprising that the members of the RCL were unmoved

.~ by this stirring call and that our half-baked oppo~

sition to the RCQ's social-chauvinism was almost
completely ineffectual. Confronted with a choice
btween the coherent revisionism of the RCL and our
own illogical and opportunist combination of opp-
osition to specific aspects of the three worlds

" theory with basic adherence to the theory, the RCL

membership chose the coherent revisionism.

A particularly crass example of our eclecticism, cur
attempt to fight revisionism by making concessions to
it, is the extract below from a document entitled
‘Uphold Leninism in Applying the Theory of the Three
Worlds' written by one of our members in criticism of -

" the RCL's Manifesto: .
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“The thoery cf the three worlds is a strategy in the
sense that it clearly differentiates between reaction-
ary and progressive forces in the present day -
international class struggle. It does this in

exactly the same way as lLenin's differentiation of the
world into oppressor and oppressed nations. It there-
fore indicates to the international proletariat, and
to the oppressed people and nations, our friends and
enemies on a world scale.

The theory of the three worlds does not replace any
of the fundamental principles of Leninism; it merely
applies them to the world situatien. Similarly, it
does not replace the analysis of the international
commuriist movement on the fundamental contradictions
in the world today; again, it merely applies it to
the world today. '

For these reasons, it is essential that the Manifes-
to, which is a step towards the programme, states

the fundamental prineciples of Leninism. If it does
not... then it is inevitable that we will succumd fo
imperialist pressure and make right opportunist, even
revisionist errors..." .

The theory of the three worlds is precisely an attempt
to “replace the fundamental principles of Leninism”
with revisionism. The RCL's Manifesto, rather than
analyse the international situation by using the tool
of the fundamental contradictions in the world, took
as its startiqg;gbxnt the theory of the three worlds
anw was therefore imbued with revionism and soclal-
chauvinism. - Our method of combatting the approach of
the Manifesto was to propse that paragraphs referring
ta the fundamental contradictions in the world be
added to those referring to the three worlds theory!:

This then is the ecleétie brew of Marxism and revisi-
onism which we fought for in the RCL. Lenin rather =~
pt}y characterised this type of opportunism when/he
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oWnen we speak of fighting cpportunism, we must never
forget a oharacterisitc feature cf present-day opport~
unism in every sphere, namely, its vagueness, amorphou-

-sness, elusiveness. An opprtunist, by his very nature,

will always evade taking a olear and decisive stand, he
will always seek a8 sniddle course, he will always wriggle
ike a snake between TWO mutually exclusive points of
view and try to ‘agree’ with both and reduce his diffe-
rences of opinion te petty amendements, doubis, innocent
and pious sugeestions, and SO On and so forth." (5)

Those comrades today we nave doubts about the three

- worldés keory, Or who are in their turn trying to marry

the three worlds theory with Marxism, to "seek a2 middie
ecurse" between the camp of revolution and the camp of
revisionism, can learn from our negative examplie and
take a " clear and decigive stand " against the theory
of the three worlds. Failure to do so will have grave
conisequences. The three worlids theory and the revoiu=
ticnary line are mutually exclusive and the slightest
concession to the theory of the three worlds leads
inevitably and inexcrably to 2 olass-collaberationist,
social-chauvinist line. This is clearly demonstratsd
by the deve.iopumenk of the SCG's line- which, until July

1981 was stili considerably influerced by the three

worids theory -~ after our mexbers who were in the RCL
were expelled from Thal organisaticn and who then
founded an independent organisation (&)

myn genvy OPPCRTUNIST CONCESSIONS IC REVISIONISM.

Tr June '7% under the namé tCammunist Unity', we
cubiisned & systematil osresentation of our views on
ipterraticnal ciass strugglie in a doaurent entitled

§

“ne Present Interrzticral situation and the Tasks of
che Proletariat'. i= desribing some of The CCOnTess=
jons made to the reant ionary three worlds theory ir

this document and other ones, the dividing line we
draw between.tihe revolutiorary and revisionist lines

- may appear Lo pe drawn.excedingly fine, 3ueh .

an attitude would b€ most myopic., We are in 3 situa-
t-

i~r, where the %arxist—Leninist movement in Britain
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is Tighting a rearguard sotion to keep the flame of

revolutionary Marxism alight. In these circumstances,
4s Lenin put it:

" what at first sight appears 10 be an ‘unimportant' -
mistake may lead to the nost deplorable consequences,
and only shortsighted people can consider factional
disputes and a strict differentiation between shades
inopporturne or superflous. The fate of Russian (Marx- -
ism) for many, many years O CcOme may depend on the
strengthening of one or other ‘shade’”. (7)

Some of the ‘*deplorable consequences' ¢f our concess=
ions to revisionisam are described below.

As many have pointed out, with their three world th-
eory the Chinese pevisionists propose that the inter-
national proletariat should:

-replace the method of class analysis of the four
furdamental contradictions with the eclectic, non-
class method of the 'three worids'.

-under the guise of an international united front
against ’suppowsr hegemonism' no longer fight tor
revolution but fight only the SQperpowers.

-support Us imperialism against Soviet scocial-
imperialism on the grounds +hat the Soviet Union is
the aggressive superpower.

~defend the fatherland in the minor imperialiist
countries allied with US imperialism.

~practice peacefull oo-existence betwesn the minor
imperialist powers and the dependent countries

{ the so-called second and third world unityi. =
~-support neo-coionialiism and give up the revolutic-
ary struggle in the dependent countrles.

I~

in the course of struggle ia the &ClL. we had come €O
urderstand the pernicious nature of these ideas, but
to combat them we invented our Own version of the
thres worlds theory, a version free, we thcught,
from the "opportunist distortions” of the thoery we

denounced the ECthor.h But ghe tggogy itself is rpt-
t‘e‘é thgr‘agh all t ~°-sg ang navevlably some of- the

rotteness found its way into our line.
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WHAT CAN AN 'INTERNATICNAL UNITED FRONT ' AGAINST IMP-
ERIALISM, COLONIALISM AND HEGEMONISM, EEADED BY THE
TWO SUPERPOWERS CONCRETELY MEAN?

This formulation {3) is a very good example of eclect-
jeism. Although we recognise in practice the preoleta-
riat of each country must fight the enemies of the
international proletariat in that ccuntry - e.g. the
workers of Eritain have to fight British, European

and US imperialism, those of Poland Soviet and Pclish

| imperialism and those of £l Salvador the US

| imperialists and the domestic reactionaries - our form-
| ulatiorn failed tc draw a clear line of demarcation with
| the line that e"ery thing should be subordinated to a
struggle agaianst 'superpcwer hegemonism ° {read

Scviet social-imperialism).

B . S ST S — T — —— r— ———
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t If ar 'international united front ' means anything at
| all it means that the proletariat cf different coun-
tpias shauld dirsot their struggle mainly at those

nid ¢

| enexnies of the interrational prolstar¢at defined &s

| the targets of the united freont. Whilst we used the
farmulation abeve rather tnan the three wcrldars >
Papmilztion of Yzgphinst =superpower hegemcnism' our
fopmulation, Iif it was meant to be a2 gulde to action,

rather than a2 pious staterent, could not have any j
essentially different conteat than the CPC / RCL |
| formulation. Our formulation could only mean that
é the proletariet of, say, Sritain, should Tight
| mainly szainst the two superpowers, not mainly against
Britisk iwperialisw, that they s&c”l”” S,bo.dian‘e‘
thelr 2tvuggle aza*"st apiLish-lape i
alleged ' penergl interest ' of z r‘d - hide st
ggie against superpower hegemonism. It is true tha»
we didn't actually advoecate this, Ddut what is being
dizaussed at present is the gquesticn of what our
fermulzation logically leads to, the fact that it was
an spportunist concession to the revislonist line.
™e formulation treatad EBritain, France, Cermany,
Japan, Canada ete. ae 'middle elements' in the class
etpuggle on & world sca le. We correctly rejected the
| “CL % s spurious arguements for such a characteriza-
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~ tiom-of these countries because we recognised that the
sorld revclution isn't one revolution, but a series
of imtep- connected national revolutions, and that
therfore the concept of 'nmiddle elements’' on an inter-
national level is rather dubious. But if we say that
the United States and the Soviet Union are the first
world, the dependent countires the first world and
the minor imperisiist countires the second world, &S .
we did, and morecver thatl this differentiation is a
n strategic concept " then doesn't it logically follow
that the so-called second world countires are middle
elements?. For what is a strategy except as a means =
to distinguish friends and enemies?. =

The internaticnal communist movement must seriousiy
study the guestion of whether or not the concept of

an 'International united front’ i{s at all valid. The
people of all countries must fight their enemies, i.e.
the enemies of the international proletariat in their
countries. This is their contribution to world
proletarian revoiution, To do otherwise leads inevi-
rably to th error of attempting to subomdinake national
revolutions to an alleged 'general interest!, a line
which sounds very revolutionary, but in practice,
certainly in countries wnere the bourgsoisie hold
state power, can mean only & subocrdination cf the
sroletariat to the bourgeoisie. (9) Isn't this what
happened in the sg-called'internation united front
against fascism’ of 194 1-1045 when the proletariat of
the allied imperialist powers were enjoined to support,
allegedly in the 'general interest! their 'own'
imperialists agalinst rthe axis powers?.

Tt is a fact that there is a general interest of the
international proletariat. AT sresent it is crucial
that the proletariat and pecpie of all aountries opp~
cse the war preparaticns of U erialism. But this can
_only be done effectively if the proletariat of each *
cowntry fight the war preparations of ' their ' impe~
" pialists and reactionaries. If the British Wworkers.
.ogpight for a withdrawal from NAT, the Polis} workers




" for Polish withdrawal from the Warsaw Pact and expul=~

 But the kind of tinternationalism’ which takes place in

sion of Soviet troops, i€ the Soviet troops in Afgh-
anistan emulate the American troops in Vietnam and ;
mutiny and if the Omani and Egyptian people fight to
kick out the US imperialists, then isn't the general
interest being sepved? Likewise 1t is true that U
are ‘'chiefl enemies' of the international proletariat,
and of the oppressed people and nations, at present

the Soviet Union and the United grates are such chi “
enemies. But simply because of this, these jmperial
superpowers have theor forces all over the world; if
the proletariat of each country makes a correct anal
of the tasks of the revelution in rits* country, then
willi, in the ma jority of cases, strike riows at these
chief enemies, just as the proletariat of Britain, a
country where Britist imperialism 1s the chief enemy,
must of neccessily strike blows at US: imperialism by

fighting the alliance of British with US imperialism.
Conversely, if the ohief enemies do not have forces in
a particular country, then_the’proletariat of that

country cannit strike material blows at them. There
“as Lenin saia: - :

n.,. only one kind of internationalism in deed: working
wholeheartediy for rhe development of the revolutionary
movement and the revolutionary struggle in one's QWn
country, and supporting ... such a line in every
country without exeption.™ (10) |

an ' international united front' can, judging by
history so far and on theoretical grouncds, only have the
affect of strengthening imperialism in general ( howsver
temporarily ) at the expense of the target of the
united front, as was the case in 1041-1945, when the
allied imperiallists emerged from the war temporarily
stabilised, and would be the case if the jnternational
proletariat were to heed the CPC's call for such a front

4

 against ' superpower hegemonism' (read Soviet social-

imperialiSm.

The SCG is not very self - critical that it didn't re-




gct the concept of an 'international united front!

as the international communist movement as a whole is
only just beginning to sum up its history on this gues
tion, but we are extremely self-eritical about our
eclecticism in our formulation on the 8Sontentof an
international united front, We stuck into our documes
on the international situation such statements as "it
is particlarly important to fight against the military
alliance of the two superpowers (11) and that the

"people of all countries (should) fight against the
two superpowers -" Thse staements stick out like sore

thumbs as they go against the whole thrust of the
documents arguements, which is that the proletariat must
fight the enemies of the revolution in eac country. The
statements were stuck in to placate the three worlders,
s¢ as not to upset them too much. As calls to action
the statements were either pious, as we have shown, or
opportunist arguements for ’'sudbordination’'.

Cur concession to the three worlds thoey, whilst not
leading us to callikg on the international proletariat
to give up reveolution, as did the RCL and CPC, did lead
to us drawing up a ¢all for an international united
front, which was wrong in principle, and which, in the

precise formulation it was used, went half-way to meeting

the CPC / RCL formulation. If put into practice over
a period of time, the line represented by the formulat-
ion must have led to a degree of confusion, hesitancy
and a8 lack of militancy in fighting real enemies of the
Britsh proletariat and thus in making our contribution
to the world proletarian revolution.

IS THE SOVIET UNION THE 'MOST DANGERQUS SOURCE OF WAR'?

Once more attemnpting to repeat the tragic errors of the
'30s, the so-called 'international united front against
fascism', the three worldrs call for 'taking the Soviet
Union as the primary target in the struggle against
hegemonism' ( lately the more honest three worlders have

- come out into the open and called for the Soviet Union

to be the 8f8lytarget of the united front, which of
course was"ﬁﬁgt they always intended in practice).
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This call is based on the thesis that the Soviet Union

is the 'more dangercus superpower' and the ‘most dang-

erous source of war'. For sophisticated reasons

which now escape us, we once rejected the former thesis
but accepted the latter one. However, let's treat the

latter formulation cn its merits.

The CPC say, basing themselves on some sthtements of
3talin and Lenin, that the source of war 1s the stru-
gele of new imperialist powers to re-divide the world,
already divided in favour of the older imperialist
powers, in their favour, and go on to say that the
older powers should be supported against the newer Ones
pecalse the rewer ones are 'more aggressive' ell....
Now it was certainit the case in world wars 1 & ? that
rne 'have not® powers, mainly Germany and Japan,
initiated the war and were 'aggressive'. But in exani-

ning a war, we must grasp that war 'is the continuation
of politics by other means' and ask ourselves what
‘peacetime' politics is the war a continuation of. If
we don't pose this guestion we shall lose sight of the
fast that no matter how 'aggressive' the newer, have not
Dowers are, ey are aggressive preciselybecause the
older, ‘nave', imperialists already have the lion’s

. share of the imperialist bdooty. To support the clder

powers on the grounds that the newer ones are 'aggress=
ive' is to support the status quo, the exisiting
imperialist givision of the world. Furtter, this iine
portrays the clder powers as ‘peace~-loving', when
Bstory shows conclusively that these powers alsc will
sooner or later resort tc war to defend thelr possess-

iang from encroachment oy other imperiallists,

p. - . -y = x : v. . - .ﬂ e
t Adaz that the Soviebt Union is the "most Qahgercus

<
-spource of war®™ is one which sees only {or ghgoses

snly 4o see) the superficial phenomena of Soviet
exparisionism and ignores { or covers up ) the real
relationships inveived inter-imperialist struggle
by rival powsrs for werld demination. Even The most

P NS BN T e > ey .




‘this clearly. The United States and its azllies are
rapidly building up their arms and are making it quite
clear that they will not permit the Soviet Union to
take much more. Irdeed, the United States is openly
talking of starting the war. The situation of a few
years agoe when the Us was to some extent falling back
was a transitory thing and now both superpowers are
actively preparing for war to decide which superpower
has world domination. It may well be that the Soviet
Union is more ‘aggressive' in this respect, but this is
a quantitative thing and not something upon which
strategy can be based. Our documents covered up and
apologised for US imperialism and its allies ir the
war preparations and attempted to divert the attention
of the international preletariat away from our 'own'
imperialists and towards Soviet imperialism. OCOur
agceptance of the ferinmulation 'most dangerous super-
power' was a serious sociai-chauvinist error.

THE CONCEPT 'SECOND WORLD' CPENS TEE DOCR TC SOCIAL-
CHAUVINISM.

Tt is correct %o point o the contradicitions between
the 'superpowers' and the mincr lmperialist powers,

but such contradictions are nothing new. In the Jays
when Britain was the most pre-eninent imperialist
power it had used to push around such imperialist
powers as Holland,Belgium, and the US, but nobody cla-
imed thzt thse contradictions were anything but inter
~imperialist contradictions. Lenin, for instance,
ruthlesaly exposed the clap-trap about 'gallant 1ittle
Belgiwm' when the British, French.and Beigian Iimper-
ialists atrempted t¢ use Cermany's invasion of Belgi-
um in 1914 as & pretext to advance thelr own imperi-
alist interests. ~ y 2

In the Sgc's practice, we have not, by and large,

treated the 'second world' imperialist powers as any

different in essence from the ‘superpowers?!. But

we AdA sirnnant fthe Aaansansnes VYasasna TR 7 |oeoe Qe T Ty
rid', moreover as a strategic concept. This implies ~

that there is & gqualitative  difference, a difference




in nature, between the 'second' and 'first' worlds. If
these powers are in two different 'worlds', with the
dependent countries in another world, doesn't this up -
imply, and isn't it meant to imply ( at least by the
true thirdworlders), that the 'second World' i.e the
minor imperialist powers, hre in a half-way house
between imperialism and the oppressed nations, that
they have a "dual nature", that they are no longer,

properly speaking, imperialist?

The mincr imperialist powers of the west are “tied by

a thousand-and-one threads", in Lenin's words to the

US imperialists, as are the minor imperialist powers of
the eastern bloc to the Soviet Union. When the US
fights for its interets, it is willy-nilly, fighting
for the cother western imperialists. This is why
countries like Britain and France are bound, to line up
with the US imperialists in a new imperialist war, and

| why they are already militarilly and politically allied
| with them. The same relationship exists between say,

| Poland and East Cermany on the one hand and the Soviet
& Union on the other. Philospohically, we may say that in
B the contradiction between the contention and eollusion
1 of the major and the minor imperialist powers of the

west, and of the major and minor imperizlist powers of
the eastern bloe, collusion is at present the principal
aspect.

& The terms 'second world' and 'first world' cover up,
obacure, these relationships. That our use of these
terms was no mere formal matter, but rather reflected
our infection with the three worlds theory is shown by
our past tendency to play down the alliance between the
US and other western imperialists. For example, our
'political report' adopted in February 1981 correctly
pointed to the contradictions between the US and the
other powktes in the U3 bicec, but completely ignored

the opposite and dominant tendency for them to firm

up and strenthghen the alliance. The consequence of
such an error can only be to teach the working class and

people to seriouslg underestimate the strengh of the
alliance between US and British imperialism gn4 to

disarm them in the face of inter-imperialist war.

.




THE CONCEFT ' THIRD ””RLD' COVERS UP FOR NEO-
COLONIALISM.

"The naticnal liberation.movement has entered ‘upon a
* new stage ' having economic tasks as its core... .
formerly the struggle was carried on mainly in poli-
tics, today the economic question has become the
central task". ‘Pravda' 1963. (12)

"The vast majority of the oppressed nations have ...
achieved independence ... and are now confronted wib
the tasks of freeing the productive forces from the

shackles of imperialism®. ~ SCG 1979. ({13)

The fundamental identity of views expressed here bes
ween the Soviet revisionists and our document is
salutary and revealing. Due to infection with the
three worlds theory we succumbed to the view that e
once political 'independence' in the dependent cour
tries has been won, all classes can peacefully unite
and set about harmoniously developing their economied -
The concept 'third world' covers up, and is intended
to cover up, the fact that in the 'third world?
eountries, i.e. the dependent and colonial countries
there i= ore the one hand a huge mass of people, wo-
rkers, peasants, intellectuals, soma national bourg-
eois with an cbjective interest in anti-feudal and
anti~imperialist revolution, and on the other hand a
small mmber of reactionaries, feudalists and compr-
addr bourgeois elements, who are the agents of
imperialism. The three worlds thoery does not dist-
inguish and is not intended to distinguish between
friends and enemies in the dependent countries. The
reason for this is clear from a conscientious study
of the 'Peoples Daily'’ article, that the Chinese re-
visionist originators of this theory wish to serve
imperialism by trying to convince the people of the-
.8e countries that revolution is no longer neccessary
now that formal independence has been won.The:- theory
deliberately glosses over the fact that every county
of the so-called third world is dependent to one

w - g . £ ey ¥ ) ) p — : )T’."
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degree or another on imperialism and is led by ruling
classes connected on one way Or ancther with imperialism.

To talk about 'countries' without discussing the alig-
nment of class forces in these countries, as dc our
third worlders, is to ahandon Marxism. A1l countries
are ruled by classes. The vast majority of 'third
worid'! countries are nominally independent, bdbut
because of the class nature of the ruling forces in
them are unable to achieve any real degree of independ-
ence in the way that China did when under the rule of
the proletariat. Probably a majority of the dependent
countries are ruled by agents of imperialism. Even
when they are ruled Dy national bourgeois elements, the
clzass nature of these elemtns means that they must
resist the radical rransformation of thier societies
which zione can strike major blows at. imperialism, and
to earry out such resistance they are bound %o attack I.
the masses, as they are currently doing, for example,
ipn Zimbabwe. The 'third world' countries can only
senieve genuine national 1iberation through precletarian
revolution of the new democratic kind, which, in the
majority of these countries will take the form of civil
war agzinst domestic reacticnaries. But what the three
worids theery doss, and what we did in pushing this "%~

theory, is tc lump together in one homogenous struggle
the ceopie of ihe dre
m

ndert countries and the agents cf
imperjalism in them. & specific example of our error in
nis respect i3 thal we supported, under the influence
of the three worids theory, the sg-called 'struggle

for a new international eccnomic order', It is guite
right to suppert the struggle of dependent countries

for higher commodity prices ete. , but to aspeak ¢f a

' raw opder-! ip this way Is %o imply that a qualitat-

b}

aalewm
ive change can conme about without revolution: it is
rhe sheerest reformism and deception.
In gerneral, we cvarastimated what can be dene by the
desendent cguntires under bourgeois leaderskhip. we
alatmed that " ... iprespective of the class which

holds state power in 2 particular country, and cespite
some backsliders, the essence and main aspect of
k= 8

s =
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the struggle of the oppressed countries 1s & revoluti-
odary struggle agalanst imperialism." (14) But in-
£the o¥erwhelming majority of these countries the
- vessence" and "main aspect®™ of the countries struge
E gle ( we are not talking about the struggle of the
- people of these countries) has either been outright
support for and capitulation to imperialism {South
Kore, indonesia, India etc.) or a bourgecis reformist
E  and therefore unsuccessfull, not revolutionary struggle
¢ agzinst imperialism ( Tanzania, Mozambigue ete. ) We
also said that the non-aligned movement, UNCTAD, etc
: have dealt "major blows” at imp2rialism, but in fact,
3 whilst some blows have been struck, these bodies have
not been able, because of the.. class nature of the
forces domirnant within them, to even mount effective
defensive measures against imperialism in any ling~-
lasting way. wWe need only instance as evidence for
this contention these countrie's massive and rapidly
ingreasing debts Lo imperialism and the fagt that,
despite the lauded non-aligned movement, most of
these countries in it are in fact, and increasingliy
so, aligned with one or other of the ‘mperialist blocs.
Fven the utilising of inter-izperialist contradictions
by these ccuntries nas often cnly had the content of
switohing imperialist backers in order to get & better
deal for the ruling forces, 38 when Iraq, Egypt and
Semalia have switched siges.

ms fail %o peint cut ihe cnjective limitaticns sel

vy DOUrgenis ieadersnip on the struggle of the peopie
of the dependent'ccuntries ts *o lend oredenge to the
‘encialist! demagoguery ased by +he bourgeoisie of

the dependent countries t0 cover up their capitula-
tion to imperialism and to teach the working class of
211 countries tnat a capitalist road to development

is possible in the dependent countries. To lump to-
getner all class forces in the dependent countries
under the generic term ‘third world' and to imply,

as have some of our statements, thal all these forces;
nave an objective interest 1ir fighting imperialism iss
a.plain lie and paints people like Marcos and Gandhi,,

. shesé interests lie with imperialism, as being gant;
of the revoluticnary Torces. 1t elevalss CQCCas3 onai
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1 phenomena, such as the Shah
of Iran's suppert for COPEC, and indeed the OPEC str-

uggle itself, %o questions of strategic importance.

Any contradictions +hese forces have within the impe-
rialists 1is 2 contraiiction in the enemy Camp. A
contradiction that can be uysed in the interest of the
revolution, butl & eontradiction within the enemy

revertheless.

THE IDEOLOGICAL ROOTS OF TEESE ERRORS.

Tt isn't enough Lo understand what errors occurred:
to prevent the cccurrence of similar errors in the
future it is neccessary to understand why they occur-
d. The principal reason was infection with revision-
1er . the most dangercus form of bourgeois ideclogy in
rhe agmmurnist movement. e new communist movement,
ahinh the SCG is part of, Was founded in the wake of
the CPC's and PLA'S struggle against Soviet modern

- » sn M 2
nd waes frouried on arnd took as thelr

revs e - e VeSS o

stzrting point oppesiticn v~ +the Soviet revisionists
avid their acolytes around the worlid. But as revisic-
nism I8 eXpos in nne

The new Ccommu t nt, forged in struggle again-
s+ +tha Soviet-led wave of meodern revisionism, was in
ere mzin unazbis te withatand sssentizlly similar line
of the CPC and FL: when trey went revisionist after
sans . This shows that She new communist movement had

neyer grasped thne £3SSnCE of revisionism and had seen
snly 1%s surface aphearance. Most of the new commun-
ist movement swallowed ureriticaliy, for instance,
rusakey's 'third world! caneept wnen it was drassed
im pewer, mors 'Marxist' clothes Dy Deng Xiao-Ping
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2314 '‘povering up for revisionism ig aimed 2t CO~-
ing one'’s own ravisionism'. Those parties anc
ieps in the new communist movement, whao, Lo
rever degres, Supportec the CPC's three werlds
tneory dod sC because they themselves were infected
with revisionism. Bourgeols ideniogy completely sur-
rounds and inevitably penetrates the ccrmunist moév-
mast. Orly constant vigilance, through study of Mar-
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xist theory and the obiective world and militant st-
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ruggle against revisionism can prevent the communist
rovement from succumbing to revisionism. The SCG, like
most of the new communist movement, was simply not up
to the task of fighting the new wave of revisionism,
In our case, whilst we rejected many (but not all) of
the specific political aspects, such as ‘'defence of
the fatherland', of the three worlds theory, we embr-
aced it in its general, theoretical and ideological
aspects., We embraced its general approach and non=-
class method of analysis, with the results described
sarlier. We did this becsuse of guite specific ideo=-
logical errors. ~ |

IDEOLOGY DETERKINES POLITICAL LINE,

In the first place we simply didn't grasp the import-
ance of ideology =nd were dismissive of those who
stressed its importance. We ore-sidedly stressed the
importance of political line, the line on the obiect-
ive class struggle and virtually ignored questions of
ideological line, But as Mao seald "the correciness or
incorresctness of the ideclogical and politlcal line
decides everything.” Noreover, ir putting ideclogy
refore politics in this statemert Mmo reccgnised tnat
one's world cutlook governs how one reacts to cone
crete phenomopa in the world, in particular the stance
one takes towards the class siruggle, ¥ithout & good
grasp of Marxist ideology it is not néssigleftglh:ve

| s " . | w a 0
a corrgct pelitical 1ing; 18,7805 "0%) Inavicably be
captured by revisiomism, no matier how much they try
to combat it on the political level, A good 1llustra-
tion of this fact is the events shorily after 'Commun=-
jst Urity' was founded. A struggle erupted as to the
prerequisites §?r°%§§§ciplq&hquty_(‘§U' was objecti-
ively a coalition’'w ‘3ppdsedﬂthe;BcLB's social=-
crheuvinism, but from different standpoints). The com=
rades who later left inesisted that . we needed to have
unity on the questions of China and the %hree worlds
treory. We, those whop later fourded the SCG, wished %o
sweep these issues under the carpet, %eé said that the
' urity we needed was on "“how o -ead the masses 1o reve~
olutica,” a formula deliberately designed to confine

A



two-line struggle to nolitical matters and to debar
from discussion ideological questions, We argued that
the unity we had -~ sgainsi tgefence of the fstherland’
and social~chauvinism in general - was sufficient and
denounced the other comrades as *academie®™ and “sec-
tarian® for wantinmg to discuss China and the theory
of the three worlds, ¥e thought that the fact that we
were united in opposition to NATO, paying primary

| attention to fighting British imperialism etc. made

& it quite unnecessary %o bother about whether or not

| the general approach, the ideological aspects of the
three worlds theory were correct, Although we genu-
inely thought this, this stance of ours, because ide~
ologically we did support the three worlds theory,

£ was objectively a cover-up job aimed at protecting

| the reactionary three worlds theory from aitack. Cov-

| ering up for revisionism is indeed aimed at proteci-

ing one's own revisionism! The later development of

| our political line ig sufficient indictment of our

| attitude.,

THE WORKING CLASS STRUGGLE IS INTERNATIONAL: ITS AINM
IS COMMUNISH, '

At a time when the most important task of the inter-
national communist movemeni was, as it still is, the
defence of Marxism-Leninism, Mao Testung Thought ag-
sinst the new wave of pevisionism we attempted to
confine discussion to rélatively safe plane of the
jmmediste questions of the objective class siruggle.
Just as our formula that we need discuss only “how %o
1ead the masses to revolution®™ was aimed at prevent-
ing discussion of ideology, so it also had the objec-
s+ige of debarring from discussion apy question, such
as China or the theory of the three worlds, which did
not have an immediate dearing o the class struggle.,
| Discuss the three worlds theory? Why that doesn't
! affect the line we put to the masses (or so we thoug-
| ht) so we needn't discuss it. As for China, why that
doesn't concern the British working class, its up %o
tre Chinese working class to sort that one out! This
narrow and empiricist, parish pump attitude was a re-
i flection of the fact thet we didn't grasp that from




the point of the long-term interests of the British
working class, from the roint of view of what they
would do when in state power, it is of vital import-
. ance that the reversal in Chinsa is studied and its
lessons grasped., Our standpoint was grossly opportun-
ist and was a manifestation of that outlook which
Lenin characterised as "sacrificing of the long-term
and vital interests of the proletariat to its momen-
tary, passing, secondary interests.” We wished fo
‘keep the attention of the communists and the working
class firmly fixed on the gquestions of the day and to
prevent them from raising their eyes, even for a mom-

t, to the far horison, In -
:3r§ed°wit§~B:;nsg:igogho exggggﬁéxe'?ggegg%:gégtcgg

everything, the final aim is nothing."

T+ is vital that the working class of all countries
attsin & wideness of vision, 2 sense that they are a
part of the international proletariat, marching to-
gether towards the goal of communism. From this point

of view, the events in China were of global signifi-

cance, of immense objective importance to the inter-
national proletariat, and therefore to the British
oroletariat as a detachment of the international pro-
letariat, whether they are recognised as such or not,
At root,our attitude in refusing to discuss China and
the reactionary three worlds theory of the Chinese
revisionists was nationalistj not in the openly hour-
‘geois form which says *Britain first", or the labour-
igst "British workers first," but the sudbtlier, but na-
tionalist nevertheless, form of "it doesn’'t directly
affect the struggle for socialist revolution in ZBri-
tain, 80 why discuss it?" But it is essential that
the international proletariat, and therefore the Brie
tish prolotargige not only support genunine socialist
countries, bdu thlessly expose the pretentions to
socialism of the revisionists., Only then can the work-
ing class distinguish its friends from its enemies
end have & clear understanding of what constitutes

socialism and what does not, and therefore of its

historic goal of world communism.




A further manifestation of our narrow, parochial ati-
jtude was our consistent refusal, when in the RCL and
for some two years afterwards, to attack the revis-
ionist line of the CPC on the class struggle interna-
tionally, This was in part a further example of "pro-
tecting our own revisionism®,since we shared some of
the CPC's revisionist theses. But from a relatively
early date we had recognised that much of what the

CPC said in its three worlids theory was revisionist
and nevertheless refused to criticise them, The RCL's
stance was that c¢riticism of the CPC was impermissibdle
in principle: in response to one of our gomrade's atti-

“acks on the RCL's social-chauvinist.1ine?n8f their

then leading lights remarked that we were implicitly
"attacking the great CPC itself.”™ We criticised this
slavishness and said that we should use own heads and
not rely on the CPC, We should though have taken the
tull by the horms and ssid “guite right"” and critic-.
ised the CPC t oroughly. Rather though then the
crass obsequiesness of the RCLB, we simply peddled
our tived old refrain of ™it isn't an issue." Of cou-
rse it was an issue. The CPC had been the leading

communist party in the world, and China the bastion of

world revolution., Inevitably and rightly the CPC had
a major influence on the ideological and political
14me of the international communist movement, It had
always been wrong to zely on the CPC for one's line,
to use it as 2 cruteh, instead of using one's own
hegd; dut now the cruich was proping up reaction, not
revolution. A good kick 2% the cruich would have nelilp-
ed the members of the RCL io see how roiten their cwn
1ime was, To do SO was alsc one's interrationalist
u%y, a vital part of fighting for the ideological
and political healith of the internatiopal communist
movementi it was a task of comparable importance to
those of fighting Titoite and Soviet revisionisw in
the 1940s, 508 and 60s. To us though the question of
the rotten lire of the CPC was an irritating niggle,
something which we hoped would go away, a diversion
from "how to lead the masses to revolution," We dide
n't greasp that, as Mao pul i%, "everything reaction-
ary is the same, if you don't knock it, it won't fall
2swn.® In the international balance of class forces
the zcale had swung greatly in the favour of the imp-
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erialists with the revisionist coup in Chima, 1o
fight to swing the balance beck it was imperative
to expose the Peking clique in ordexr to prevent

" them getting away with their attempts to pass off

counter-revolution as revolution, revisionism as
Karxism.

CONCLUSIOR

The SCG is severely self-criticéal for the errors
described in this self-criticel article, Por over
two years it took a centrist stand in the current
grent battle between revolutionary Marxism and the
new wave of revisionism, It sought unity betiween Ka-
vyism znd revisionism znd refused to firmly denounce
the renegades in Peking and thelr counter-revolution-
ary line- and practice, The ecleciic brew of ¥arxism
and revisionism it pushed confused comrades who were
genutnely lookirg to break with revisionism and del-
ayed further the principled yrification of the comm-
unists in Britain, =

Mis self-criticism has not been written to make ihe
members of the SCG feel tetter, or to expiaste their
sirs, but to enzble others io learn from our mistakes
and to help us in rocting out the causes ol our err-
ors. ¥e urge ihose comrades who want revo_ution bdut
who are still clinging to the rotien theory of the
three worlds to learn from our negative example and
realise that they can't have both. We urge these com=-
rades to break with the three worlds theory, make
their self-criticisms and to join those fighting to
build the party in implacable opposilion 10 British
and all imperialism, '

FOOTNOTES.

(1) See particularly 'Revolution', propaganda organ
~ of the RGP,USA, Nov, 1978 *'Three Worlds Strategy:
 Apology for Cepitulation.’

(2) .'Red Star' July 1981,




(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

'Class Struggle*® Nov. 1981,
'Red Star' July 1981,

Lenin, V.I. One Step Porvard; Two Steps Back,
Koscow, 1973, pp. 199-200.

The three people who were expelled from the RCL
in Jan. 1979, and who were later joined by anoth-

er, founded an organization called 'Communist

Unity.! Immediately a new struggle erupted. Some
comrades correctly argued that the three worlds
theory was revisionist and considered that the
CPC was going the same way, This is why the docu-
ment published 2t that time 'Exposure and Defeat
of the RCLB is a Major Pask in Party-Buiiding'
made no clear statement about the three worlds
theory. Unfortunately those comrades who opposed
the three worlds theory chese to resign and fo
lapse into inactivity and thus the struggle never

(7) v.b.

(8) Ibid. pe 7.

(8) In his 'Prelim

£+ of Theses on the Nate
jonal and Colonial Suestions' (Contaired in the
collection 'Lenin on the National and Colonial
Questions' Peking, 1979 ) Lenin stated that:

" ..proletarian internationalism demands, firsi-
ly, that the interests of the proletarian stru-
ggle in one country be subordinated to the inter
~ests of that struggle on a world scale...” (p.
26) (dur emphasis -SCG)

In this text Lenin is arguing against a narr-
- ow nationalist, petty bourgeois viewpoint on the
proletariat's struggle, and there can be no dou=-
bt but that the interests of thoo;gigrnational
proletariat must take precedence those of the
proletariat of a particular country. This quote
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has though been seized upon by ihe three-world=~

ers to argue that the proleteriat of all those

couniries whose ruling forces sre cpposed to So-

viet social-imperialism should not make revolu=-

tion, bu? should rather 'subordinate’ their str-

uggle to an alleged 'general interest'! cof a

3 struggle against 'hegemonism', i.e., the Soviet

| Union, by supporting NATO, the EBU etc.. A8 1o
how it can be in the international proletariat's

: interest to support thesé¢ reactionary institu-

3 tions, to strengthen any imperialism, no word of

.- explanation has yet been forthcoming.

E (10) *T™he Taske of the Proletarist in Our Revolu=-
k- tion', "velected Works'. vol., 3. ¥oscow, 1871,
= po 710 ' - '

(1’) p.4;.p.6.

{12) Cited in ®Apologists for Neo~Colonialism',
_ *Red Flag', October 22, 1963, The article is
3 contained in the collection 'Polemic on the
3 General line of the Internationsl Communist Mo-
vement'., Peking, 1965, p. 191,

(13) 'The Present'lniernational'Situation' Do 125

..(14) Ibido'po 8.
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Letter to the members of
the RC.LB.from S.C.G.

Dear Comrades,

Three years ago thne sp-callied 'anti-league faction'
i.es, Ourseives, was expe.led from the RiLB. Zecause
of the wureacrat-centralism which then crevailed 1in
RCL, and 2lsc because of our o¥y ideglogical exrrors
gnd bad style of work, We were not able to bring the
two-line siruggle in the RCL %o fruition. The object«
iyve and subjective sconditions did not exist which
would have allowed us 10 convince you that the RCL'S
1ine was a rotlen, soeial-cheuvinist line ror for you
to show us what was Wwrong in our thinking and style
of work., We would likxe therefore %o try to clear the
air so that the theoretical struggle on the tasks of
the international proletariat may concentrate on the

main issues and not bde obscured by subordinate matt-
T8,

Firstly, we want there to be no thought in your minds
shen reading our subsequent self-critical remarks the-
at we are in any Wwajy retracting the severe critice=
cisms which we have made regarding the RCIL's ideolog~
jeal and political line on the objective class siru-
ggle., The criticisms which we made on the RCLYs soc~-
ialechauvinism, its wish to defend the fatherland,
its refusal to support the struggles of the peoples
o such nations oppressed by British imperialism as
Tpeland and Zimbabwe, and on its economist and spon-
taneist line on the class struggle in Britain, were
in general entirely correct and 1in most cases unfor-
tunately retain their validity. (Though as the self-
oriticism elsewhere in this issue of 'Red Star' ex-
plains, our effectiveness in fighting the RCL's rev-
isionism was ct%ggled by our support for the Chinese
revigionists and aspects of their 'three worlds' th-

80Ty )
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Those of you who were in the RCL at the time will ree-
call that the specific event which sparked off the
train of events which led to our expulsion was the
sccusation by our member who was then the Secretary
of the RCL that the then Chairman of the RCL was a
"traitor to the working class.” Our member's subse-
quent refusal to make a self-criticism for this re-

" mark was incorrect and we are now prepared to make a
self-criticism, The specific matter which provoked
the accusation - whether or not to ccntinue the RCL's
Zimbabwe solidarity work - was but one sspect of the
deeper struggle beiween Marxism and revisionism in
the RCL and therefore this contradiction was antag-
onistic, But in the interest of winning the maximum
possible unity around the correct line it was essen-
tial to differentiate between lines and the comrades
who held those lines and, at least initially, to have
treated the contradictions with the latter nom-antag-
onistically. We didn't grasp this point and incorr-
ectly treated the contradictions with the then Chair-
man of the RCL and with other leading members of the
RCL as antagonistic ones. |

An underlying reason for this failure to handle con-
tradictions correctly was circle mentality., We were-'
n't all that interested in winning the maximum poss-
ible unity, mentally wrote off the members of the
RCL, and were quite content to split away with a
handfull of people and fcund snother circle., The
interests of the working class would though have been
best served if we had made our self-criticisms and
stayed in the RCL to fight for our line. What the
working class needs after all is a national organiz-
ation, not a plethora of small circles,

In our view this course of action would more than li-
kely have still led to a split becszuse the contra-
diction between the two lines wgs antagonistic. But
whilst splits are sometimes necessary and inevitabdle,
they should nevertheless only take place when they
are objectively necessary, In 1979 the contradictiions
in the RCL had not matured to a state where a split
was necessary. Ve were not howeved prepsred to spend
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further time and effort to win over those comrades
who held the revisionist line and worked instead for
a premature split, This was 2 liquidationist and de-
featist attitude.

We hope that these brief self-critical remarks will
move you to study again our eriticisms of the RCL's
socisl-chauvinist line and help you o see that these
ariticisms were in essence correct and remain correct
Since our expulsion from the RCL, some progress has
been made by you in defeating revisionism in your
ranks, especially omn the question of lreland, but on
the cardinal political question of the day -~ the ati-
{tude one takes to the coming imperialist war - the
1ine of the RCL is as social-chauvinist as ever. Des~
pite loudly proclaiming in t0lass Struggle' its
opposition to social-chauvinism, 1t is evident that
it s8411 advocates the most concentrated form of
social-chauvinism, namely, 'defence of the fathers
land' in an imperialist country. I1ts seemingly
wholehearted support for the siruggle of the people
of Ireland against British imperisalism is therefore
obiectively nothing more than camouflage for your
support for 3ritish imperialism, which, when it goes
to way as part of the US-led imperialist alliance,
will do so for no other reason than to protect

its exploitation and oppression of the British, Irish
and millions of cther workers and peoples around the
world. We urge the RCL to respond %o the criticisms
which we and others have made of its social-chauvin-
igt line and we particularly urge the members of the
RCL to discuse the questions raised in this debate,
to fight revisionism and to reject social-chauvinism
in the discussion of your line on the international
class struggle which we understand you are about to
undertake,

Comradely Greetings,

The Stockport Communist Group.
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CHINA : A REVISIONIST
WRITES & A REPLY

FROM N.C.G.

I would like first of all to moke it clear thot this
essay is only o reply to the Nottinghom Communist Group
pamphlet "Is China Still Socialist?.". I have not
studied all the material they employed in the prod-
uction of their pomphlet, for reasons which will be
apparent, ond so I do not regard this as g total
statement of my position, os indeed the Nottinghom
Communist Group moke clear that their pomphlet is in no
way exhoustive.

Clearly the whole question of whether Chinc is or is not
socialist is extremely complicated. 1t is debotable
whot would constitute firm evidence either woy, as def-
initions of socialism are nothing if not many and varied.
Things Chinese are never easy to understand from 10,000
miles away and a different culture away, ond precise
information on many of the subjects is probably mot even
available to the Chinese themselves, given the paucity of
official statistics, and the unsophisticoted nature of
much Chinese government. For these reasons the complete
certainty presented by the writers of the pomphlet is
unjustified. And in fact the pamphlet contaoins so many -
errors and distortions thot it cannot hope to have prov=
ed its case.

For.example, the total culturcl shombles produced by the
Culturol Revolution is possed over as though o great
nation con do without o culture. The sillier side of '
the Culturol Revelution is uncritically presented as
though the whole matter were totally closed. Shaokes-
peare is referred to in o hostile woy. Perhaps the
writers of the pamphlet are not aware that Morx was ex-
eptionally fond of Shokespeare, quoting him extensiviey
in his works. Perhaps they don't know thot Shakespeare




- was the playwright of the democratic claosses in 18th

; Century England, ond was a greot favourite of the French
Revolutionaries. It is nonsense to write such things,
and childishly cccept this philistinish in Morxist

i clothing. |

il The writers of the pamphlet repect Marxist phrases with-
H out showing ony understanding thot alwoys in Marxism more
than one kind of policy is compatible with the general
phrases. To arrogantly assume thot only one interpreta-
tion is correct, ond to oggressivély label ony other
line as fascism is of course - fascism. One doesn't
need to reod Beijing Review for 19562 to see what the
Gang were like. I ckallenge any of the Nottingham
Communist Group to reod the ottocks on Hoi Jui dis-
missed from Office and other works in 1944 by Yoo Wen-
Yuoan ond not detect these for literary hatchet jobs -
picking out one word or phrose and jumping from this to
accusations of trecson. Yoo at his trial ot least had
the sense of dignity to apologise for his crimes. The
Nottingham Communist Group seem to imogine that the
| murder of Liu Shoo~chi was some kind of morolly up-
i ] lifting event. To murder o mon with over forty years
successful experience of moking revolution because of
same ungrounded doubts only visible to the eyes of the

faithful is pretty shabby. Deng at least has not had
Chiang Ching murdered - a consummation no doubt much .- =
desired by Blue Apple. In fact the Gong were dealt with

better thon they ever dealt with their foes, none of wh-
om ever hod a triacl.

The basic fault of the pamphlet is to toke the Chinese

at their own word.. Clearly to read current Chinese
material one would imagine something terribely; profound
had happened, and if one assumes China was sociclist =
before it all blew up, then clearly one must assume that
it is no longer socialist now. But we must be guite
clear thot if there have been changes, they are by no
means complete ond are not as great as one might think.
The pomphlet believes the advertising of the current '
leadership, ond shows every sign of hoving believed the - -
advertising of the Gang. ' |




. For example, the Cultural Revolution liked to present it-
~ self as very much a breck with Russian methods - for

 exomple, fovouring agriculture rather than heavy industry.
But it is cleor thot old habits corried on - chasing im-
possible torgets in heovy industry ond letting ogriculture
stagnate. And the departure of the Gang didn't change

 this. Hua carried on with this policy, until in late
1978 the current policies began which are shifitng the

~ emphasis from the towns to the countryside.

The pamphlet seems to assume that Chinese factories no
~ longer use spiritual incentives, but only dangle con-
sumer goods before the workers ond put profits in command.
In fact there is the usual Chinese dislike of financial
~ incentives and emphosis on duty, with the usuvol promoti-
" on of model workers and the spirit of self sacrifice.
. They have not changed their approach overnight, and won't
chonge things very much. The reason being something the
writers of the pomphlet don't even begin to understand
- that capitolism and cll that it meons (contrary to
whot Trotsky might soy) has never existed in Chino.
What didn't exist can't be restored. The Chinese people
know nothing cbout capitolism ond are finding the greatest
difficulty in introducing the form of capitalism the
Central Committee is ordering them to. For example,when
they were told to morket some of their produce there was
. an immediate outburst of the feudal practice of bribing
potential purchasers - the idea of being go-getting
salemen is something Chinese industrialists know
nothing of. In consequence, or perhaps inevitably, the
 morket is only being allowed restricted scope. The need
to actually produce goods that people want is acute, ond
the way to achieve it is very difficult for the Chinese.

The porphlet has ototolly stotic, lifeless and non-
dialectical approoch to the development of Sociclism in
modern China. The Chinese moke no secret of the low level
of sociclist development in their country. Xue Mugico
talks of Chino being at the lowest level of socialism,
something that contrasts storkly with the extravagent
cloims of Khrushchev to be building communism itself.

They have realised that one con't leap into socialism by
simply decloring it. It is all very well to soy that

. people are the greatest productive force, but Ching is




i so frightfully backword that the actual physical
i objects we take for gronted are simply missing. For
example, there is no roilway leading to Tibet - and that

‘ ofter thirty years of the revolution.  There are even

i counties to which there are no roods. The standard of

it living of the Chinese people is still dongerously close
to starvation level. There are literally millions and
tens of millions of peasonts who are just dying to be
allowed to buy o bicycle. To talk as though China was
bout to bribe the workers and peasants with the goul-
ash communism of Khruschev is just nonsense. Doing
something to get production and living stondards up is
absolutely vital. For many Chinese, it is only recently
that their stondard of living has risen above that of %
1957' And to be perfectly frank, the politicol stabi~
lity of the regime itself would suffer if this situation

was continuved.

You assume in your pamphlet thot the Chinese people are
‘just a bunch of noughts being led by Deng & co.- The
fact is that the foilure of the Cultural Revolution
seriously undermined the whole ideclogical hold of
Morxism in China. Very many people just became cynical.
But clearly the Chinese people have been through so much
; that they are now amongst the most politically o
i sophisticated people in the world. The slogan shouters
; of'theGamghodtheir,duy-overylongoneindeed-md
|

|

now they're gone. The attempt to whip up disturbonces |
via the Big Charocter Posters on the so-called Democracy
Wall showed how that kind of behaviour wos regared. The
Chinese have had encugh mass movements to last them a
1ifetime. Perhops the writers of the pamphlet don't
reclise how so mony Chinese feel - that running society
on the verge of riots for yeor ofter year was just not on
They reolise that the fighting hoos exousted itself. V
Now it's results or else for the CCP.. e

A basic foiling in the pomphlet is that it shows no unde".1
_ rstonding of whot lefi ond right mean in Communist terms.
What is ot issve is not so much the direction ond the |
aims, but the pace of .development towards those aims.
Deng would probably agree with every .demand put forword
by the Gona as something devoutly to be wished, but not
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yet:. To listen 1o the pomphlet one would ot imagine
that Liu Shao~chi was a firm supporter of the Greot
Leap forward, nor would one think thot Deng Xioping had
been in Moscow in the eorly sixties resolutely bottling
with the Russions. One would imogine that Mao had not
opproved of the return to power of Deng before the Tian
an Men incident. The whole pomphlet is in such black
and white terms thot truth is a casualty. Perhaps the
biggest lough is on poge 22, where you assert that the
two lines were clearly on @ collision course in 1768,
when of course the major feature of the Cultural
ution was precisely thot it took virtuvally

suprise.

-,

It would seem from the pamphlrt thot never under a':’
sociclist system ot any time con the actual ,
of production be the mojor controdiction, but that

struggle must always be there, right ot the centre. :
of course is anti-Marxist Trotskism. Also it would sesm

that never con class str\ﬁ?'gle be any
acute and threatening.

the bourgeoisie has the satonic quali
any weaker. .

To me the answer is sO clear, ard the arguements so
feeble, thot I feel no desire to study the rRCP(US)
materials on which it is based. They are presumably
more of the some. The fact is that China is more
sociolist thon it was five years 0go. There is @
growing socialist democracy {of which you make no
mention) trying to give real life to the People's
Congresses. There is the beginnings of o legal system.
There is on ottempt to genercte literary and intellectual
debate that is free from the fear of the mob, in which
case o hundred flowers reclly will bloom. There is on
attempt to revive the porty stlye of work of the Yenan
period { which I am sure olone makes complete nonsense
of your pamphlet). And lastly there is still good

. deal of respect shown for Chairman Moo, with his

picture still gppearing in Beiji Review, ond an
approximotely 70-30 judgement ng on him.
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S The fact is thot China is still socialist, and as for

i the vorious pet ideas in your pomphlet - there is no

g doubt that at some stoge of the future these ideas will
i again become prominent. 1 con only hope that the

?ﬁf Nottinghom Communist Group will toke my advice to heart
| and not cut itself off from real living sociolism in an
ever more barren version of 1900s Trotskyism. '

i ~ 1n ecrly 1960 the Nottingham Communist Group produced a
i pamphlet Is China 5till Socialist?. This was the out-

| come of some months of analysis on our part ond was

i occasioned by our growing disquiet ot the many events and
i - changes of policy taking place in China since the death of
Comrade Mao Tse-tung. Although we posed the motter as a
e question, we hod in fact come to the conclusion that

ik China was no longer a socialist country, that there had

i heen a revisionist coup and she was now on the capitalist
road. As part of our investigation we studied the strug-
gle thot hod taken place within the CCP. the Cultural
Ravolution and Moo's own writings ond analysis of that

i In this country, when our pamphlet appeared, the idea

e that counter-revolution hod token place in China was

i greeted with hostility by those groups colling themselves
Marxist-Leninist. They, os has been the experience for

. _many decades, preferred their political analysis second
~hand rother than doing any concrete investigation for
themselves. Our pamphlet, to o certain degree, helped to

i open up deabte on this importont question and this

4 played some port in creoting the rupture between the

| genuine revolutionory elements and the supperters of the

i new revisionist regime. In "Red Star"™ we ran several

$ articles on Chinc ond olso entered into some, rather

H limited debote with o member of the Communist Workers

Movement .




We don't intend to moke a detoiled reply to our correspo-
ndent, indeed this would be difficult to do as no
coherent arguement is presented. However, we would like

- to moke o few points.

First of all, Bur correspodent oppeors unclear as to

whether Chinc is still sociolist or not. Indeed, he also
appears uncleor in his understanding of whot sociclism is 3
and the woys it differs from copitalism. He-admits thot '
the Chinese people are "Finding the greatest difficulty
in introducing the form of copitalism the Central
Committe are ordering them to". It would seem he's quite
happy with the notion of a Central Committee ordering the
masses about but we'll let thot ome puss ond not ruise
any implicotions. On the other hand though, "to read
current Chinese matericl one would imagine that some-
thing terribley profound hod happened, and if one assumes
that China was socialist before it cll blew up, then |
clearly one must assume that it is no longer sociclist .

now" .  MNonetheless, he concludes "Ching is more socialist
thon it was five years ago". Wow:

What ore we to moke of oll this confused and contra-
dictory nonmsense?. Alas, we know the syndrome onl y too
well. It is a crude variction on the Chino-is-socialist
~because-I-want-it~ to~be arguement and bears no relotion
to reality.

- If we turn to the question of the Cultural Revolution and
 the "Gang of Four” we find the some old whines of the
revisionists repeoted slavishly: there were riots, the
country was in ruins, the mob was in control etc etc.

No grasp of the dyanamics of putting politics in command
and excersising democracy ot moss level. Of course

those high party elements who were toking the copital-
ist road didn t like the Cultural Revolution, they were

amongst it's chief torgets. Yes, they lose no opport-
unity to calumnise Moo and his supporters. “Peking

Review" can be read till the cows come home and no-one
will Tind a political analvsis of the Four. No such
thing exists in Chino and we are doubtfull thot it ever
will. There are plénty of articles full of lies and -
vile innuendo for those who are taken in by such things.
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Our correspondent may find the contention that there

was fierce and protracted struggle within the CCP

highly omusing but then perhaps he is always amused by
public disploys of his own ignoraonce. There is enough
documentation for any who is reclly interested to find
out exactly what was going on. Of course, when the
battle wos ot it's fiercest, we were all too busy
telling each other how wonderfull China was to bother

to investoigate exactly what was hopeening. In that -
sense there may hove beem some element of suprise here.
As our correspondent is still 70% in fovour of Comrade
Mao Tse~tung we can do no better thon to quote him on the
motter at hand: :

“In 1949 it wos pointed out thot the principal
contradiction was one between the proletariat

and the bourgecisie. Thirteen years later the
question of claoss struggle was reiteraoted, ond
mention was made of the fact that the situation
began to turn for the better. Whot is the Greot
Cultural Revolution for?. To wage class struggle.
Liv Shaoqi advocated the theory of the dying out
of the closs struggle but he himself never ceased
to wage class struggle. He wanted to protect

his bunch of renmecades and followers. Lin Bico
wanted to overthrow the proletariat and attempted
a coup. Did the class struggle die out?."

( 1976 cited in "People's Daily |
{.4.1976)

We suggest that if our correspondent is serious in his
committment ot the revolutionary struggle thot he re-
considers his present absurd position and, ‘in the first
instance,orientates himslef around the questions: what is
the noture of sociclist society? what are the economic
and class contradictions? whot is the relationship
bewteen the Porty and the masses? what is. the economic
and political basis for o revisionist seizure of pwer?.
At the moment he has no real idea of the major proble-
ms foced by sociclist societies ond hence is not in ony
position to grasp the significance of the struggle
within the CCP, the meaning of the Cultural Revolution
and the activities of the present revisionist clique.




;BOOK REVIEW

INDIAN COMPRADOR ROURGEOISIE AND INDIAN NATION-
AL CONGRESS, Kuldeep Jhansie. Ludhiania, India

This short and highly readable book deals with

the political history of India from the late
nineteenth century to the present, It is a sus-
tained exposure both of the Indian National Con-
gress, in particular its leaders Gandhi and Neh-
Iy, and the leadership of the Communist Party of
India. Jhansie shows that the INC was in fact
set up by the British colonial administration
in the late nineteenth century in order to dive- |

- rt the peasants from agrarian revolt and that it

- was basically a comprador organisation in which
the representatives of the comprador bourgeoisie
and big landlords were dominant., This assessme-
nt is based on his view that the big Indian bou-
rgeoisie was/is predominantly comprador with no
progressive role to play in the new democratic
revolution., This is i marked contrast to the
views of commentators c¢wm Indian affaivs such as
R.P.Dutt, Paul Baran and Indian marxists such as

- Chattopadhyay, all of whom have argued that the

. Indian bourgeoisie did not (by and large) const-
itute a comprador class, and that ...."it repres
~ented ..o to a large extent the genuine political
aspirations of the broad masses of people.”
(Chattopadhyay) According to this latter wiew,
1947 was a progressive step, the culmination of
‘the "national liberation struggle® led by the INC,
Jhansie argues convincingly that this is a false
interpretation of history.

Jhansie also lays bare the role of Gandhi in do=-
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ing all he could to prevent the emergence of a
militant national movement., He is revealed as a
faithful servant of British imperialism from the
very moment in 1914 when he appeared on the poli-
tical scene to give his unconditional support for
Britain at the outbreak of war. What Gandhi fea-
red most were the independent actions of workers
and peasants in striking back at their oppressors,
When their struggles reached new heights followi-
ng the establishment of the Workers and Peasants
party in 1926, Gandhi spared no effort in trying
to divert their struggles into the peaceful Saty=-
aghra movement. That he was ultimately successf-
ul in this aim was largely due to the opportunist
and petit bourgeois role played by the CPI who
interpreted the politics of the utited front aga=
inst fascism as the politics of unity without
struggle, the politics of complete surrender to
the bourgeoisie and to imperialism. The CPI fai-
led to analyse correctly the class composition of
Indian society, the stage of the Indian revoluti=-
on and it therefore could not build a genuine
anti-imperialist, anti-feudal united front under
the lesdership of the working classe Without a
clear and precise programme of action it swung
1ike a pendulum from 'right' to 1left?'. Jhansie
argues that these failings cannot be attributed
to the ‘dictates of Moscow®; he places the blame
squarely on the shoulders of the CPI leadership.
Thus while the international communist movement
was advising the Indian communists to pay attent-
ion to the peasant question, the leadership of th
CPI were preoccupied with trying to turn the INC
into a united national front., This was occurring
at the very time when the INC was reflecting the
contradictions among the imperialist powers, with
Nehru taking a pro-US position, Gandhi pro=-Britisl
and Bose pro=-fascist, However it was not the CPI
which used these inter-imperialist contradictions
but Gandhi, and his famous "quit India" demand
should be seen in this context, In addition to
the Japanese threat, for Gandhi and the INC, Bose
and his fascists proved an equal if not greater
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threat, Gandhi had a dual strategys; his declar-
ation effectively shifted the ground from Bose,
since his main line of propaganda was that India
should take advantage of Britain's difficulties
to win independence., At the same time, Gandhi

did not want to appear to be anti-Japanese just

in case they were to become the new masters of
Asias, Despite all this., India after 1945 was
close to revolution, which was only forestalled
by the granting of 'independence' and the treac-—
herous leadership of the CPI in bringing about
an end to the armed revolt of the peasantry in

Tebangana, »

In the concluding chapter on the Indian economy,
Jhansie shows that the status of India as a semi
colonial, semi-feudal country has changed little
since 1947, even if this fact is not recognised
by the CPI (M), who regard the first stage of the
national democratic revolution as having been
completed, The main change has been the penetr-
ation of Soviet social imperialism into India,
but while Jhansie acknowledges this, he does not
treat it in any great detail, The final section
of the book contains the programme of the CPI{ML},
drawn up in 1970, a programme which the author
acknowledges needs to be changed, especially over

its position on China, but which correcly charact-
erises Indian society to be semi-colonial, semi-
feudal, in which the big Indian bourgecisie are
predominantly comprador in nature.
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The Communist Moveme'nt
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PRINCIPLES OF PARTY ORGANIZATION

[ Thesis on the organization and structure of the
S Communist Parties adopted at the 3rd. Congress

| of the Communist Intermational in 1921 together
¢ with the Statutes of the Communist Internation-

ale
| Books & Publications, 1977, 48p £0,30

ON ORGANIZATION, by Joseph Stalin

iz A discussion of the basic principles of party
| organization together with articles by Dimitrov
and Kaganovich,

| " Books & Publications, 1976, 48p £0,20

THE ROTTEN ELEMENTS, by Edward Upwaxd

I A fictionalised account of the triumph of rev=
| isionism in the Commmnist Party of Great Brit-
i ain during the late nineteen forties,

Quartet Books, 1979, 22up £1,00

THE WAY FORWARD: A Marxist-leninist Analysis of
the British State, the CPGB and the Tasks for
Revolutionaries, by Michael Mclreery

Articles by the leader of the original Marxist-
Leninist split from the CPGB in 1963,

Workers Newslatter Group, 40p £0,30




IMPORTANT STRUGGLES IN BUILDING THE REVOLUTION=-

‘ARY COMMUNIST PARTY, USA, by Bill Klingel and
Joanne Psihountas

The main strategic task of the Marxist-Leninist
movement in Britain is party-building and there
is much to learn from comrades in other count-
ries who have already reached the stage of party
formation,

RCP Publications, 1978, 55p £0.,75

NEW PROGRAMME AND NEW CONSTITUTION OF THE REV=-
OLUTTONARY COMMUNIST PARTY, USA: Drafts for
Discussion, 1980

A draft programme fof the conduct of revolution=-
ary struggle in a major imperialist countrye.

RCP Publications, 1980, 109p £1,40

7O THE MARXIST=LENINISTS, THE WORKERS, AND THE
OPPRESSED OF ALL COUNTRIES

The Joint Communique of the intermational con=-_
ference of Marxist-Leninists held to oppose the
capitulationist international line of the Chin-
ese revisionists and their followers,

1981, 15p | £0.25

BASTIC PRINCIPLES FOR THE UNITY OF MARXIST-LEN=-
INISTS AND FOR THE LINE OF THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMUNIST MOVEMENT: A Draft Position Paper for
Discussion Prepared by the Revolutionary Com=-
mmist Party of Chile and the Revolutionary
Commmunist Party, USA

The main document discussed at the intermational
Marxist-Leninist conference in Autumn 1980, It
includes the text of the Joint Communique,

RCP Publications, 1981, 50p £1,00
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NTALECTICAL AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISM, by
- Joseph Stalin

it This is still the best, short introduction to
| .~ the proletarian revolutionary outlook of Marxw

Books & Publications, 1978, 36p £0.25

ANARCHTISM OR SOCIALISM?, by Joseph Stalin

| Petit bourgeois anarchism is subjected to a
| devastating critique by means of comparison and
contrast with dialectical and historical mater-

ialism,
Books & Publications, 1977, 72p - £0,50

REVOLUTION REPRINTS: Articles from Revolution,
the organ of the Central Committee of the RCP,

il  USsA

Classes and Class Struggle, 7P S e
Proletarian Dictatorship Vs, Bourgegis’“Democ~

€910 W as W
L g 7 o g > 4 e« - 1.

0 racy", 12p R
i How Socialism Wipes Out Exploitation, 11p
;} RCP Publications, 1978 The set £0,60

THE SCIENCE OF REVOLUTION, by the RCP, USA

| A clear and concise introduction to the world
outlook of Marxism—Leninism with sections on

materialist dialectics, political economy, the
dictatorship of the proletariat and the line of

the RCP, USA, The text is in both English and
Spanish. :
i RCP Publications, 1980, 8up £1,10
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FROM MARX TO MAO TSE-TUNG: A Study in Revolut+
jonary Dialectics, by George Thomson

A clear exposition of the Marxist=Leninist rev=-
olutionary outlook as expressed in the teach=
ings of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin and Maoc,

China Policy Study Group, 1975, 182p £0,90

CAPITALISM AND AFTER: The Rise and Fall of Com=-
modity Production, by George Thomson

An introduction to Marxist political economy as
applied to the transition from capitalism to

communism,

China Policy Study Group, 1976, 148p £0,80
THE HUMAN ESSENCE: The Sources of Science and
Art, by George Thomson

A Marxist analysis of the origins and develop-
ment of science and art,

‘China Policy Study Group, 1974, 116p £0,75

WORK = A FOUR LETTER WORD?
A popular analysis and discussion of alienation.
Wottingham Communlat Group, 12p £0,15

POLITICAL EOONOMY, Marxist Study Courses (1931~
32) | o |

Originally published by the pre-revisionist
CPGB as a series of study booklets, this book

provides a detalled introduction to Marxist pol-
itical economy,.

Banner Press, 1976, 548p \ | £3.85
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A CRITIQUE OF SOVIET ECONOMICS, by Mao Tse=tung

His discussion on the Soviet line on socialist
construction in which he exposes and attacks
the rewvisionist theory of the productive forces.,

Monthly Review Press, 1977, 157p £2e35
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ON COMMUNIST EDUCATION, DY Mikhail Ealinin

Speeches and articles in which the first Chair-

man of the All=-Russian Central Executive Com=-
mittee discusses the communist education of the

working massed.
Rooke & Publications, 1976, 240p ~ £2,00
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ON OCTOBER REVOLUTION, by Joseph Stalin

Articles on the Russian Revolution of 1917 in=
cludirg a critique of Trotsky'!s theory of perm-

anent revolution,
Mass Publications, 1976, 112p . £0,80
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ON THE GREAT PATRIOTIC WAR OF THE SOVIET UNION,
by Joseph Stalin |

| His speeches and reports during World wWar II,

%g Mass Fublicatlons, 1975, 204p £0,85
| MARXTSM AND THE NATIONAL QUESTION, by Joseph

! A presentation of this vital question with res=
i pect to the national minorities in the Tsarist

H Empire, It includes criticism of the position
IR of Otto Bauer and other members of the Austrian

i achoole | 3
Books & Periodicals, 1977, 88p.: . £0.,40
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w
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THE NATIONAL WUESTION AND LENINISM, by Joseph |
Stalin ' |

Further discussion of the national question,
Mass Publications, 1976, 56p £0.35

SELECTED INTERVIEWS, by Joseph Stalin

- Includes interviews with German workers, Emil
Ludwig and H,G, Wells,

Mass Publications, 1976, 132p  £0,80

ZIONISM: A Political Critique, by Tabitha Petran

An exposure of the imperialist, racist character
of Zionism by an American Jewish writer,

New England Free Press, 20p £0.,45

CUBA: The Evaporation cf a Myth, by the RCP, USA

How Cuba has been transformed into a neo=coclony
and pawn of Soviet social imperialism,

RCP Publications, 1976, 40p £0,50

CHILE: An Attempt at "Historic Compromise®™, by
Jorge Palacios

The true story of the events leading up to the
overthrow of the Allende government, including
a thoroughly documented exposure of the pro-
Soviet Chilean CP, and the bloody triumph of
the Pinochet military dictatorship,

‘Norman Bethune Institute, 1979, 512p £2.95
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Contemporary China

A HISTORY OF THE MODERN CHINESE REVOLUTION
(1919-1956), by Ho Kan—-chih

This very detailed account is a reprint of the
edition first published in Peking in 1959,

Books & Pericdicals, 1977, 320p £250

ON CHINESE RUVOLUTION, by Joseph Stalin

Speeches and articles from the critical years
of 1926-70 '

Books & Periodicals, 1977, 148p £0,80

MAD TSETUNG!:S IMMORTAL CONTRIBUTIONS, by Bob
Avakian

A penetrating preseantation from the Marxist-

Leninist point of view of Mac's revolutionary
theory and practice,

RCP Publications, 1979, 342p £3.30

SOCIALIST UFSURGE IN CHINA'S COUNTRYSLDE

Forty four case studies of the struggle to soc—
jalise Chinese agriculture during 1954=5%, The
Preface and Editor's Notes were written by Mao,

Foreign Languages Press, 1978; 547p 1,409

ON EXERCISING ALI-~-ROUND DICTATORSHIP OVER THE

BOURGEOISIE, by Chang Chun=-chiao gnd ON THE
SOCTAL BASIS OF THE LIN PIAO ANTI-PARTY CLIQUE,

by Yao Wen-yuian
These key articles were written in 1975 by two
members of the so=-called "Gang of Four?® during

a critical phase of the struggle against rovise ?
jeonism during the latter part of the Cultural

Revolution, _
Liberation Books, 1978, 26p £0,55
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. THE LOSS IN CHINA AND THE REVOLUTIONAuY LEGACY
~ OF MAO TSE-TUNG, by Bob Avakian °

The Chairman of the RCP, USA presents a concise
survey of the class struggles in China from the
period since 1949 leading up to the coup d'etat
in October 1976

" RCP Publications, 1978, 151p BT 38
AND MAO MAKES FIVE: Mao Tsetung’s Last Great

Battle, edited with an introduction by Raymond
Lotta

A collection of articles and docunentp from
Chinese sources covering the critical period.

. between the 10th, Congress of the CPC in 1973

and the arrest of the Four in 1976,
Banner Press, 1978, 522p | £4 .40

. REVOLUTION AND COUNTER-REVOLUTIONS The Revision=-
ist Coup in China and the Struggle 1n the Revol-
utionary Communist Party, USA

A very detailed polemical exchange between Amer-
jcan Marxist=lLeninists on the character of the

post=Mao regime in China,
RCP Publications, 1978, 501p £3.65




The Philippines

VICTORY TO OUR PEOPLE'S WAR! Anti=Revisionist
Essays, by Amado Guerrero

The Chairman of the Communist Party of the Phil-
ippines discusses the revolutionary war being
waged in that country and exposes the revision=-
ist apologist William J, Pomeroy.

RFP Publications, 1980, 162p 33,45

JoSE MARTA SISON: Filipino Revolutionary
Fighter .

This revolutionary poet is held in jail by the
Marcoe dictatorship who allege that he is in
fact Amado Guerrero, As well as articles about

him, this booklet contains poems by Sison and :
the Ten Point Program of the National Democratic

Front, Philippines,
Ugnayan, 34p = £0.85

THE MORO PEOPLE'S STRUGGLE

Documents from the Moro National Liberation
Front together with illustrations,

Ugnayan, 12p £0,40

ONLY BY STRUGGLEs Literature and Revolution in
the Philippines, by E, San Juan

In the context of an account of the development

of the revolutionary struggle in the Philippines
the role of literature is documented and dis=- -

cussed,
Philippines Research Center, 1980, 38p £0.,85
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MAKIBAKA]l Revolutionary Literature from the
~ Philippines, edited by E. San Juan =

Poems and critical discussion of the revolution-.’
. ary role of Literature.

Philippines Research;center; 35p  i-‘ £0,80

THE POWER.OF THE PEOPLE. by Carlos Bulosan

A novel based on khe Huk rebellion, linking the
Filippino experience in the‘USA.with the . guer-

illa resistance,
Tabloid Books ~ G S 81 00
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Prices are inclusive of postal charges.

One tenth discount to 1ibraries and one third
discount to bookshops,

Send payment with individual orders and make
out cheques, etc, to "RED STAR PUBLICATIONS",

Send orders to: RSP,
c/o Flat 2,

10, Villa Road,
Nottingham,
NG3 4GG,
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A WORLD TO WIN

At the international Marxist-LeninIét conferéﬁcef

held in Autumn 1980, it was resolvedto publish

an international journal as part of the struggle f
to rebuild the international communist movement.

Issue Number One is now available, It includes
the joint Communique of the international conf=-
erence, a refutation of Enver Hoxha's dogmatism,
notes on the Spanish Marxist-Leninist movement,
articles on revisionism past and present, an

analysis of the class struggle in China and an
underground document from comrades in Shanghai.

Make sure yvou are informed on the ideclogical
dimension of the fight against rovisionism and
for revolution in the international arena by
subscribing tc A WORLD TO WIN,

SPECTIAL TNTRCDUCTORY SUBSCRIPTICN FOR FIRST

FOUR ISSUES:

UNITED KINGDOM: &4 .00
REST OF EUROPE:£5,60

Make out cheques, etc, payable to "RED STAR
PUBLICATIONS",




ol
SUBSCRIPTIONS

Make sure ydu receive your copy of RED STAR
by taking out a subscription,

SUBSCRIPTION FOR ONE YEAR (FOUR ISSUES):

UNITED KINGDOM: £2,.00
REST OF EUROPE: £3.60

Make out cheques, etc., payable to "RED STAR

PUBLICATIONS"™,

Send orders to: RSP
¢fo Flat 2,
10, Villa Road,
NOTTINGHAM,
NG 4GG,

U.X,
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A WORLD TOWIN
ISSUE NUMBER TWO

Just ovailoble, Issue Number Two includes
apticles on imperialist economism, the coup in
Poland and developments in the Marxist- Lenin-
ist movement in India and Sri Lanka.

Also included are responses from Morﬁist-Len-
inists in various countries to the Joint
Communique of the Internationol Marxist-Lenin-

jst Conference held in 1980.
UNITED KINGDOM: £1.00
REST OF EUROPE: £1.40

Moke out cheques, étc., payable to “RED STAR
PUBLICATIONS". _
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