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U.S. IMPERIALISTS STEP UP WAR

The U.S. imperialists are preparing for a
world war, They have just suffered a decisive
defeat in Indo-China, with the liberation of both
South Viet Nam and Cambodia. Have they
learned any lesson? Have they changed their
nature, laid down their butcher knives, become

OPPOSE THE SHIFTING OF THE

BURDEN OF ECONOMIC CRISIS
ONTO THE BACKS OF WORKERS

The U.S., as well as the whole capitalist

peaceful ? No! In evacuating U.S. military per-

sonnel from South Viet Nam, it has been reveal-

world, is in the grips of the worst economie cri-

sis since the depression of the 1930's.
poly capitalist economic system itself is the
cause of this crisis. The monopoly capitalists
are attempting to make the workers pay for this
crisis by shifting its burden onto the workers'
backs.

The mono-

According to the Department of Labor statist-

ics, unemployment has increased from 8.9% in
April to 9.2% in May. Increases in unemploy-

ment were concentrated in the construction, man-

ufacturing, transportation and public utility in-
dustries.
and 12, 2%
since WWIIL. According to the May 5th issue of
Newsweek magazine, the rate of unemployment
among minority teenagers is listed at a record
rate of 41. 6%. But the actual rate, according

Jobless rates of 19. 3% in construction
in manufacturing were at a record high

to the magazine, is closer to 60%, and even that

is expected to swell in the next few months.

Furthermore, consumer prices in April rose -
another 0. 6%, or 10. 2% more than in April, 1974.

The consumer price index for the same month
moved up to 158, 6; in other words, what could b
bought for $100 in 1967 cost $158. 60 this April.

e

The Labor Department pointed out on May 21 that

real spendable earnings--that is, what is left after

deductions for taxes and allowances for inflation,

were 4.1% less this April than they were a year
ago.

Since January, American workers and other
working people have fought resolute struggles

against the unemployment and layoffs, for better

working conditions, higher wages, job security
and the right to organize:

Beginning in January, a national strike of oil
refinery workers took place for higher wages.

In

a number of instances, the workers had to resort

to taking up guns and other forms of resistance

in

(continued on page 3)
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ed that the U. S. imperialists carried ou very
heavy bombing and also intruded into the South
Vietnamese territorial waters with marines and
warships.

Following shortly afterwards, the

PREPARATIONS

U. S. imperialists sent their spy ship the Maya-
guez into Cambodian waters it was justly seized
by the Cambodians. The U.S. imperialists,
using their armed occupation of Thailand to

. launch attacks against Cambodia, carried out

bombings of Sihanoukville and other sovereign
(continued on page 4)
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RAILROADS

BRAC Prepares for National Strike

CLASS STRUGGLE, NOT INDUSTRIAL PEACE

C.L. Dennis, president of the Brotherhood of

press the railroad workers' rights to strike

Railway and Airline Clerks, announced on Wed- and to throw them into arbitration.

nesday, June 18, that his union will strike the
railroads beginning Monday,J une 23, if there
is no contract settlement. BRAC has been un-
der an imposed so-called 60-day ''cooling off
period," brought in by President Ford to sup-

What is it the railroad workers under BRAC
want? They are fighting on the question of job
security, including guarantees against lay-offs.
It was pointed out that the railroad capitalists'

offer is completely inadequate, Dennis said,
< - {(continued on page 17)

Workers’ Advocate Hails The

EAST INDIAN DEFENCE COMMITTEE

Worker's Advocate is reproducing the following article from the pamphlet entitled "WHAT IS

THE TROUBLE AND WHO IS THE TROUBLE MAKER IN THE EAST INDIAN COMMUNITY ?"
This pamphlet provides the basic line of the East Indian Defense Committee--the defense

organization of the East Indian communities in
position of the East Indian Defense Committee

press conference in Vancouver on March 9, 1975,

Canada--on several important issues. The
(British Columbia) was publicly stated at a
The conference was addressed by Comrace

Hardial Bains together with Sardar Bela Singh Thandi, President of the EIDC. Here is the
statement issued after the press conference (reprinted from People's Canada Daily News),

followed by a letter from the above mentioned
Lok Awaz 17):

STATEMENT ISSUED BY
EAST INDIAN DEFENCE COMMITTEE
MARCH 12

Comrade dardial Bains together with Sardar Bela
Singh Thandi, President of the East Indian Defence Com-
mittee (B.C.), addressed a press conference on March 9,
1975 in Vancouver. Sardar Bela Singh Thandi spoke for a
few minutes in Punjabi and Comrade Bains translated
these remarks and then answered questions from the
reporters.

Sardar Bela Singh pointed out that the only way to
defend our community is through self-defence and that
the fact the East Indian Defence Committee already ex-
ists and that it has protected our people on several oc-
casions from racist attacks, the East Indian Defence Com-
mittee is fulfilling its role and should be supported.

Salient points made by Comrade Bains during the
press conference were as follows: !

1. The racists wish to create an atmosphere of fear
amongst our people. These racists are actually promoted
by the government and the media. Their technique is to
create psychological fear and complement it by actual
physical attacks. The role of the East Indian Defence
Committee is to counter this psychological fear and
provide actual physical defence to racist attacks. This

pamphlet (printed as a special issue of

means that while government and media actually prac
tice racism, carry on scare campaigns against our people,
persecute our people on the basis of race, the East Indian
Defence Committee unites our community against the
policy of the government and media, repulses actual
physical attacks on our people and opposes persecution
on a racist basis. This is the way things stand at this time in
Vancouver: On one hand are the government, media,
racist hooligans and police, and on the other hand are
the East Indian people led by the East Indian Defence
Committee. The contradiction between the two goes
through many phases, and the most dominant phase is
the governmental and institutional discrimination
against the East Indian people. The “Green Paper”
released by Mr. Andras, Minister of Manpower and Im-
migration, is the true example of governmental and
institutional racism.

2. When an East Indian family is attacked, they first
contact the police. The police usually arrive late, villify
our own people (to the extent that the police actually
have asked certain families to leave the country), and
then do nothing about the case. The usual excuse given
on these occasions is: “Catch the guilty party and then

(continued on back page)
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'PUBLIC SECTOR WORKERS HAVE
- AN ABSOLUTE RIGHT TO STRIKE

The deepening economic crisis and es=
pecially the impact of inflation have led
to a large scale strike movement by public”
sector workers during the last year and
a half. Nationwide there was a record num-
ber of strikes by public sector workers
. in 1974 -~ three to four times as many as
in 1973. In California alone public sector
workers launched 46 strikes in 1974 - also
a record - to raise the total number of
such strikes to over 170 in the past seven
years. These 1974 California strikes in=
volved 41,400 workers including firefight-
ers, transit workers, teachers, water and
power workers and others in cities across
the state. Traditional advantages of
civil service workers such as job security
and adequate wages are gradually being
stripped away by the economie crisis. Gov-
ernments are increasingly turning to lay-
offs, hiring freezes, wage freezes, and
intensification of labor - thus increas-
ing the exploitation of public sector
workers. The srike movement is the prin-
cipal means by which the workers are re-
sisting the attempts of the governments
- to lower the workers standard of living
and to intensify their labor. It is a
distinct feature of the life of public
gector workers — who now number 1 out of
5 of all workers in the country and also
in the state - that several years ago the
income of one breadwinner with a public
sector job was often sufficient to raise
a family, while that task is extremely
difficult today.

Governments have traditionally held
strikes by its own workers to be illegal.
In a.1919 conflict on this issue Calvin
Coolidge, when Governor of Massachusetts,
declared "There is no right to strike
against the public saftey by anybody, any-
where, at any time'". Many state and local
-governments still follow that reactionary
idea and have laws meking strikes by public
sector workers illegal. Unions have in-
creasingly defied those laws in order to
defend the workers interests. Whenever
such a strike occurs the the capitalist
politicians ahd medisx denounce the workers
as “irresponsible","lazy","unproductive",
"acting against the public interest" and
"disrupting essential services".Threats
of fines and jail are made against workers

and union leaders.All of this is of course
also done din California despite the fact
that these is at present time no law
either recognizing or prohibiting the
right to strike by public sector workers
in the state. :

San Diego Mayor Pete Wilson is one of

" those who is playing a leading role in

developing the strategy of the state,
caunty and municipal governments for
increasing the exploitation of public
sector workers. In 1973 he advanced the
idea that the wages of San Diego city
workers should no longer be linked to the
the rising pay scale of either private
sector workers or workers in other govern-—
ment units. The city council supported
this scheme. This makes the city workers
bear the entire burden of the spiralling
inflation. At the time of the 1974 U.S.

Conference of Mayors, held in San Diego

last summer, Wilson boasted "I indicated
that if anybody wanted to walk out, they
could keep walking." Thus over the past
two years the wage increases in some San
Diego government job categories have
risen only one tenth as fast as inflation,
meaning that these workers have suffered
a 20 - 25% decrease in theis standard of
living. Through such experiences over the
years public sector workers have learned
that governments as employers are not
above classes but on the contrary are no
different from any capitalist employer -
and seeks to reduce its workers to the
lowest possible level if the workers do
not defend themselves by forming unions
and waging strike struggles. Most govern-
ments have refused to recognize the right
to strike because that is the main means
the workers have to resist the attacks of

the governments on their standard of living.

In California any collective bargaining
legislation which recognized the full legal
rights of the 1.5 million public sector
workers was opposed by the former Reagan
administration. Present state laws cover-
ing public sector workers recognize only

the right to be represented by the org-
anization of the workers' choice and the
“right" to "meet and confer" with their
public employer. But the public sector
workers are excluded from the provisions
of the State Labor Code which recognizes
both participation in collective bargaining
for binding contracts and the right to

(Reprinted from San Diego Worker, Volume 1,#2, May-June 1975)
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IMPERIALISTS STEP UP WAR PREPARATIONS (continued from page 17)

U. S.

bles they are preparing, if they are given
a free hand.

See what is happening in the world!
The peoples of the Soviet Union are being
oppressed and nursed in an aggressive na-
tionalist spirit, the peoples of the pseudo-
-socialist countries of Europe are also being
oppressed, and their ruling cliques submit
the interests of their peoples to those of
the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Treaty.
The Kremlin oppresses and threatens
them: «Either you act the way I want and
order you, or I will invade and suppress
you as I have done with Czechoslovakia».
This was the way of Hitler; he began with
Austria, then went on to Czechoslovakia
and to the other countries. It was in the
same way that Soviet social-imperialism
began, and it is in the same way that it
will end. Like Hasha began and ended, in
the same way have begun and will end
Husakx, Beck-Gierek, Zhivkov-Filov and
others.

US imperialism is crushing the peo-
ples under its blcody heel. It has tredden
down on its «allies» trying by every man-
ner of means to keep them under the
constant menace of the “economic crisis,
the atomic bomb, the threat,
intrigues end divarsion. If tr reserve

the Atlantic alliance by stirring up rival-

ries in Its micst, always in its faveur, and
creating a’ climate of uncertainty in the
countries and governments of its so-called

The United States attack Vietnam
and Cambodia. In complete solidarity with
one another, the Americans ‘and Soviets
provoke wars in the Middle East, mani-
pulate the Chilean and Cyprus fragedy,
intervene in Pakistan and Afghanistan.

Everyone waits in anguish. Where
will they strike next? The world is now
full of noise and rumours spread by
parlour and club diplomats, all of them
agents provocateurs, sold-out scribblers,
people in the service of the two super-
powers who try to fish in troubled weters
:chrough blackmail and intimidation. To-
morrow, they say, it will be Yugoslavia’s
turn! What will hapoen after Tito? Yugo-
slavia will be annexed either to the Soviet
or the American sphere of influence;
Rumania will be gobbled up by the Soviets;
Albania will net go unscathed. Which side
-will Greece take mnow that it withdrew
from NATO? ete. ete.

All these rumours express the wishes
and plans of the two superpowers, they
are not only a psychological! campaign to
demoralize the people of those countries,
but also a real military preparation to

strike. Thus the existing law covering
public sector workers provides no mech-
anism for settling an impasse in a dispute
and no way to force the public” employers
to go beyond the empty promise to "meet
and confer". An official of the California
State Employees Association said "People
don't believe in the divine right of kings
anymore and they don't believe in the
divine right of management in the public
sector either®. As a result of the rising
militancy of public sector workers the new
Brown administration is moving towards
making miniscule changes in the law as an
act of political deception - to appear
"sensitive to the needs of the workers'.
The problem for the state and local gov-
ernments is that there bave been too-many
strikes. They seek "industrial peace" in
the public sector.

Senate Bill 275, which is now under
consideration in committees of the state
legislature, is called the "Peace in

. Public Employment" bill. It will make some

minor changes in the law. But $B275, in
its recently amended form, does not recog-
nize the right to strike and does not con-
tain effective procedures for handling an
impasse in collective bargaining. It there-

,fore fails to meet the basic need for leg-

islation which defends the ~elementary
rights of the working class. SB275 has
other faults as well. It does not require
full negotiation of all issues and condi-
tions of employment. It furthermore would
reduce the rights of of some transit

workers, whose present rights under the

public utilities code would be lost under
SB275. (The Illinois state legislature
recently pulled a similar trick - by
"giving" rights to certain workers while
taking away the previously won rights of
other workers, thus splitting the public
sector workers.) It appears unlikely that
the Brown administration will achieve its
dream of "peace in public employment" -
through SB275. It is a law of history that
where there is oppression there is resist-
ance. Already there is opposition to SB275
amongst public sector workers. Some are
rejecting the bill as a deception. Several
unions representing public sector workers
are justly demanding that any new legisla-
tion include recognition of the right to
strike, provision for arbitration proced-
ures, and negotiation of"all issues bet-
ween public sector workers and governmentse
Some workers are seeking changes in the bill
to suit their interests. We are not opposed
to that, nor are we opposed to those work—
ers who choose the method of direct con-~
frontation against the government as emp-
loyer in order to achieve their just de-
mands. The various public sector workers
themselves must decide the tactics they
will use in the developing struggle for
their rights and their demands.

weaken their resistance and drown them
afterwards in blood.

The psychosis of fear and war is
fostered by the two superpowers. This
psychosis of threat is used to proclaim the
two umbrellas, one Soviet the other Ame-
rican, as the sole way of salvation. Accord-
ing to them, there is no other choice, if
you want to be saved. «Don't think with
your head, your freedom and fate are
dependent on these two monsters». Over
all this psychosis of blackmail, intimidation
and terror hovers a thick smoke of meet-
ings, contacts, talks, bilateral and multi-
lateral commissions. Everything is put
under discussion, but no question is solved,
or, when allegedly settled, nothing is
certain. Even the implicit bourgeois «moral
obligations» of the diplomatic acts of
former times have today been affected by
a horrible corruption and rottenness. The
policy of the superpowers and their allies
is ridden by degeneration, falsity, deceit.

Should the peoples. sit idle in face of
the catastrophy these criminal bands are
preparing for mankind? Certainly not!
What should be done, then? We say that
we must fight. (from Our Policy is an

Open Policy, the Policy of Prole-
tarian Principles, Tirana, 1974)




Oppose the Shifting of the

(eontinued from page 1)

order to carry through their strike. Since Febru-
ary 10th, over 19, 000 aircraft workers have been
on strike at the McDonnel-Douglas plants in St.
Louis, southern California, and Cape Canaveral,
demanding pay hikes and better working conditions.
In the same month, 5,800 steel workers at the
Ohio Sheet and Tubes Campbel! Works in Youngs-
town walked out in protest against the company's

speed-up. Coal miners, during the last few months,

walked out in union organizing drives in Montana,
Wyoming, and North Dakota. There have been
stike actions by New York doctors for the first
time in history this March, with 4,000 doctors
from 21 hospitals taking part. 4,000 medical work-
ers in Los Angeles were involved in a strike in
February. Many house staffs in hospitals are also
attempting to get organized for the first time, to
fight against low pay, long hours and bad working
conditions. In spite of a state ban, many Detroit
teachers went off their jobs last December and
January. Teachers in Connecticut and Pennsyl--
vania have also held strikes this year.

Numerous strikes being held by the United
Steelworkers of America have been under attack
by the state machine. Construction workers have
fought a large number of strike struggles for high-
er wages in response to a nationwide campaign by
the construction capitalists for actual wage-cuts
and the use of scab construction outfits in place of
unionized workers, Similar struggles have been
waged by REA workers against the plans of their
capitalist employers to cut the workers' wages in
_order to maintain their own profits. Workers on
Eastern Airlines are facing the same attempts by
the airline capitalists to make direct pay cuts,
and they are preparing for struggle on this front.
In this period of economic crisis, many other
sections of organized labor are being confronted
with similar attempts by the capitalists to cut
their pay, not only through higher p rices and in-
flation, but through direct pay cuts.
- 10,000 unemployed autoworkers held a protest
rally on February 5th in Washington, D. C. ,
against the large unemployment in the industry.
Protest demonstrations by construction workers
against unemployment were also held in New
York, where 10,000 construction workers de-
nounced their employers and fought against the
attacks of the police. The construction workers
also rallied in Oakland, San Leonardo, Milwau-
kee and many other cities.. On April 26th;
60,000 trade unionists including employed and un-
employed, whites, blacks and other national min-
ority people, closed their ranks and gave support
to each other at a trade union rally in Washing-
ton, D.C. Massive demonstrations were held in
the first weeks of June in New York City against
the Municipal authorities for dismissi=~ workers -
and cutting budgets. This included a demonstra-
tion of 25,000 teachers, workers, parents and
students on June 9th, as well as a demonstration
on June 4th by sanitation workers, teachers, hos-
pital workers, truck drivers, firefighters, and
housing maintenance workers at the headquarters
of the First National City Bank to protest against
the municipal authorities for massive lay-o ffs,
heavy cuts in funds for health services and educa-
tion. The authorities had announced at the end of
last month that they would dismiss 38, 000 city
workers in June--11% of all city workers. 24,000
workers have already been dismissed in the past
6 months. None of these attacks by the monopoly
capitalist class are being taken lightly by the work-
ing class.

But only about 25% of American workers are
organized into unions, which means that the
great majority of workers are without any defense
organizations. And the government is trying to
force those unions that do exist to become append-
ages to its dictatorship and a force againg the
working class itself, -

At this time in the United States the trade
+ union movement is dominated by reactionary
leadership. These belong to the upper levels of
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Burden of the Economic Crisis Onto Workers

STRIKING BURLINGTON-NORTHERN MAINTENANCE AND
REPAIR WORKERS DEFY A COURT BRESTRAINING ORDER,
EEEPING TRAINS SHUT DOWN THROUGH CHICAGO'S
RUSH HOWR.

inal code, has many fascist provisions, which
can be used against the workers' trade union
struggles, as well as against democratic
rights. For example, any of the following sec-
tions from the proposed bill, phrased in vague
and ambiguous language open to use by the cap-
italists as they see fit, can be used against
trade union struggles: '

1) "...tumultuous conduct' hy five or moreé

the labor aristocracy; they are very small in
number but very highly paid agents of the capital-
ists in the ranks of the workers, and they are the
ones who bring ideas of class collaboration and
industrial peace into the workers' movement.
Whenever workers' struggles take place, they
turn into battles with the capitalists--the history
of the last few months outlined here as well as
many battles fought in the past:show this clearly.

And when such battles take place, in addition to
mobilizing their agents within the workers' move-
ment the eapitalists bring to bear the pressure of
the entire state and propaganda organs, including
police and national guard, etc., courts, scabs and
stoolies, reactionary members of the mass media
media--these and all other possible weapons are
used by the capitalist class against the workers'

persons that '"creates a grave danger of injury
or damage to persons or property " is defined
as a ''riot" carrying a penalty of three years
in prison. It is common knowledge that the
capitalists turn facts on their heads and claim
that strikes create a danger to property and
persons,

2) The bill makes it a crime for a person to

movement, with the gtim of liquidating it. delay or obstruct the "production, repair or
A number of recent examples of the anti-worke: delivery" of "any property particularly suited
activities of the capitalists would include: for national defense use' is this is done "in
--The use of the Railway Labor Act by the railroad reckless disregard of the fact that his conduct
capitalists and the government to suppress the might impair the ability of the United States to
struke struggle of the Brotherhood of Railway  prepare for defense activities.'"''Unusual
and Airline Clerks (BRAC), as well as other strike' activities fall specifically within this
railroad unions who recently attempted to strike provision, which carries a punishment of 3
for higher wages and job security. The Act was years imprisonment, increased to 7 during a
invoked in order to paralyze the struggle in arbi- ''national defense emergency' which the Pres-
tration and mediation. ident is authorized to declare whenever he
—-The infamous Taft-Hartley Law and the use of finds an "actual or threatened disturbance of
court injunctions against trade union struggles, the international relations of the United States "
is a commonly used tactic of the capitalists in  This provision can obviously be used against
their attempts to prevent strikes. Recently a workers in the defense industries, as well as
Mr. Rees, Director of the Government Council in any of the heavy industries or other indust-
on Wage and Price Stability, chided the U. S. ries such as primary metals, electronics manu-
monopoly capitalists for not using the Taft- facture, etc., which are deemed for "'national
‘Hartley legislation enough, saying, "They don't defense use."
use the rights they have..." He furtheradded 3) In a revision of the anti-communist Smith
that he was amazed "at the extent fo which Amer: Act, and an attempted revival of the McCarthy
ican management continues to bargain on a frag- period, the bill says there can be 15 years im-
mented basis," and that "under existing laws, prisonment for someone who "incites other
managements could form bargaining associ- persons to, engage in conduct that then or at
ations, but they don't. " some future time would facilitate the forcible
--Ford has introduced a bill into Congress to overthrow'' of the government. This obviously
freeze the wages of all Federal employees is directed at Marxist-Leninists and militant
at 5% increase limitation, Furthermore, trade unionists in the workers movement.
machinery is already in motion to reintroduce 4) There is also a catch-2ll clause which is a
new wage and price controls in 1976. Rees, definition of so-called "criminal attempt'
in a recent talk to the National Economist which can be punished with the same sentence
Club, spread the deception and lie that so- as a completed "crime.'" This can be used
called "wage inflation" is a clear danger for against any activity that the capitalists want to
1976. This is the capitalist lie that higher term a "crime," such as strikes and demon-
wages lead to higher prices. He said, "By strations. A person would be ""guilty" even
god, we'll get them, . ." though he only "indicated his intent to complete
--The proposed Senate Bill Number one, which commission of the erime," and even though it
is presen_ted as the first uniform federal crim- (continued on page 18)
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areas of Cambodia, and sent their marines to
invade Cambecdian islands under the hoax of lib-
erating the Mayaguez. Also since the beginning’
of May, the U.S. imperialist war mongerers
have stepped up their threats against Korea,
massed their troops on the border of the Demo-
cratic Republic of Korea, and according to Evans
and Novak, journalists close to the U.S. ruling
circles, threatened use of ''nearly 1,000 daily
air sorties, including devastating B-52 raids,
using the most sophisticated non-nuclear technol-
ogy. Infantry would then clean up decimated
North Korean forces.'" The use of nuclear bomhs
has also been threatened. All of this proves that
the U. S. imperialists are still hell-bent on seek-
ing world hegemony.

Most significant, however, has been Presi-
dent \Ford's recent trip to Europe and the convo-
cation of a NATO summit meeting under Ford's
sponsorship. The purpose of Ford's NATO sum-
mit meeting was to strengthen an aggressive mil-
itary block under the jackboot of U.S. imperial-
ists in Western Europe, to be used against the
social-imperialists in the Soviet Union and their
militarist Warsaw block. This is another exam-
ple of the stepping up of the contention between
the two super-powers for world hegemony with
Europe as the focus. The U. S. imperialists
have suffered setbacks in Indo~China and the
Middle East region, and the Soviet imperialists,
trying to capitalize on Washington's predicament,
are wildly stretching their hands into U. S.
spheres of influence. The Soviet imperialists
are intensifying their infiltration in Southern
Europe, stirring up trouble in the Iberian penin-
sula and the Balkan peninsula, exploiting the
opportunjty to expand their influence and cut the
ground from under NATO, and undermine U. S.
foundations in the Middle East, Mediterranean
and Western Europe as a whole.

Since the U.S. imperialists have suffered their
setbacks, a number of people in the U.S. ruling
circles have advocated a so-called reassessment

of U.S. foreign policy. They maintain that
Washington should emphasize safeguarding its.
main interests, that is to say, concentrate its
strength on countering the Soviet offensives in
Europe and on its southern flank--the Middle
East, the Balkans and the Mediterranean. On
June 9th U.S. News and World Report pointed
out that "the U. S. no longer dominates the world,
or even the Western nations as it once did. It
has only relative parity with Russia in nuclear
might. " ,

_ To secure its position, the U.S. has shifted
its attention to those important areas of conten—
tion with Soviet revisionism. The Pentagon has
announced its plan for reinforcing troops sta-
tioned in Central Europe. Ford, Kissinger and
Schlesinger have taken the field themselves and
made ""blitz visits" to Western Europe and Tur-
key, and separately participated.in NATO_and
CENTO conferences. Their main purpose is to
strengthen relations with so-called allies in
Western Europe, the Middle East and the Near
East and bring them under the jackboot of the
U.S. , formulate a new military strategy in the
r ivalry with the Soviet revisionists and, in
particular, mend the rift on the southern §
flank of the NATO group. Furthermore,with-
out letting up in the seesaw battle with Soviet
revisionism for the Middle East, the U. S, is
doing all in its power to thwart the Soviet revi-
sionist scheme to control the region.

Also, the economic rivalry between the two
superpowers is intensifying in Europe. The
Soviet revisionists want to use the economic
crisis in theWest to get more capital and know-
how in order to save the Soviet Union from the
economic difficulties arising from its frenzied
armaments expansions and war preparations,
and continue to intensify these adivities. They
also want to undermine the U.S. imperialists'
position in Western Europe by carrying out ex-
pansion and infiltration into the Western Euro-
pean countries for the consolidation of the

Soviet position in its contention for world dom-
ination. However, the Soviet social-imperialists
have failed to achieve what they wished. The
U.S. imperialists have taken retaliatory meas-
ures to deal with the Soviet maneuver to under-
mine its influence in Western Europe. Taking
advantage of some East European count ries'
tendency of drifting away from the Soviet revision-
ists, it is stepping up infiltration of Eastern
Europe and tries hard to prevent the Western
European capitalists from exporting advanced
technology to the Soviet Union. However, under
the signboard of "all-Europe economic coopera-
tion" the Soviet Union is doing everything possi-
ble to make the Western European capitalists de-
pendent on Soviet new capitalists, taking them
out of the U.S. sphere of influence--such as by
making various deals to sell them energy mater-
ials. Though lagging behind the U. S. interms of
absolute figures of exports to Western Europe,
the Soviet Union has surpassed Wall Street in
terms of growth rate of exports which, between
1965-72, grew by 9.2% per year, as compared to
6. 8% for the U. S. interests. They have also set
up a banking network in the financial centers of
Western Europe. These are all examples of fur-
ther contention, interpenetration and mutual ex-
clusion practiced by the two superpowers. This
is further evidence of the aggressive imperialism
of the two superpowers. '""They are dividing the
world into spheres of influence and proceeding to
the division and occupation of world markets.
Their ultimate aim is to dominate over the
whole world, to rule over all nations and states.
Hence their irreconcilable contradictions which
may lead them to another war." (Enver Hoxha)
Most characteristic of this period of increas-
ing contention between the two superpowers is
the feverish arms race, especially the nuclear
arms race. These and other war preparations *
are being carried out under the slogans of
"detente,'" "peace" and "disarmament.'" A case
in point is the recent Geneva Conference to re-
view the implementation of the so-called "nuclear
non-proliferation treaty.' The purpose of this
treaty and the conference was to fortify the nuc-
lear monopoly held by the two superpowers, in-
crease the nuclear blackmail against the world's
people and intensify their own nuclear weapons
build up. .
An examination of history since the signing

of the treaty exposed both the political deception
as well as the military adventure of the two sup-
erpowers-in their contention for world domina-
tion: The treaty was signed by the Soviet Union
and the United States in 1968. It became effec-
tive after rectification in 1970. But since 1968,
the Soviet Union, which made every effort to
eulogize the treaty as ""stopping up all loopholes
in the spread of nuclear weaponry,' has been
going a head with its nuclear arms drive at an
unprecedented speed. It only had seven nuclear
submarines capable of launching long range
ballistic guided missles in 1968. The number
increased to 50 in 1974, a more than sevenfold
rise in six years. It had some 800 intercontinent
ental ballistic missiles with nuclear warheads in
1968; by 1974 the number had risen almost two-
fold to 1,500. To catch up with and surpass its
opponent in sophisticated nuclear weaponry and

"delivery vehicles, it conducted more than 100

test firings on intercontinental ballistic missiles
and over ten underground nuclear tests in 1973
alone. Its nuclear tests were far more frequent
last year.

Conf ronted with such harsh reality, U.S. im-
perialism, not to be outdone, has openly decla red
it will not tolerate but will respond to all this.
Hence the sharp rise in its military spending in
fiscal 1975 to more that 104, 000 million dollars,
a record high in U. S, history. According to the
1975 Yearbhook published recently under the
title, "World Armaments and Disarmament' by
the Stockholm International Peace Research
Institute: '"The U.S. strategiz nuclear arsenal
confains: about 500 submarines; and 1, 054 land-

based strategic missiles. The soviet nuclear

arsenal contains: 40 nuclear strategic bombers;

42 strategic nuclear-powered submarines and

1,540 land-based strategic missiles. . .In addition

to huge strategic forees, the U.S. A. and the

U.S.S. R: have deployed tens of thousands of tac-

tical nuclear weapons. In Eurppe alone there are

about 7,000 U.S. and 3,500 Soviet tactical nuclear
weapons. . . the total explosive power of existing
tactical nuclear weapons is enormous--so large
as almost to defy imagination."

Lenin, on the eve of WWI, exposed the Europe-
an great imperialist powers who "engaged in a
mad armaments hurdle race' while chanting
with a worn out "peace' theme in a thousand and
one ways. He said '""Put no faith in phrase mon-
gering, it is better to see who stands to gain!"
Don't believe the empty phrases of "disarmament’
and "detente''--they are the lying words of super-
powers who are preparing for world war. If you do
don't believe this, just examine what has appeared
in the U. S. capitalist press in the last few weeks:
--"Ajir Force Begins Training For Limited Nuc-

lear war." Air Force bomber crews have

been ordered to start training for a limited
nuclear war in case the U.S. should want to
exercise that option. Many crews, under the
top secret orders that have added a number of
war time missions to the strategic war com-
mand, have already received "mission folders"
explaining their new tasks. These instructions
represent another big step in the Ford Admin-
istration's controversial decision to prepare
the nation for a small nuclear war, where de -
struction might be controlled, as well as for

a war of massive incineration. (Chicago

Sun Times, June 15, 1975.

--"Schlesinger: Atom Attack Possible': Defense
Secretary James R. Schlesinger has told Con-
gress that the U.S. might have to use nuclear
battle field weapons to stop a Soviet attack on
Europe with conventional forces. ..Schlesinger
said ii was possible to envision much worse
circumstances than those planned for in the
event of a massive Soviet non-nuclear attack
with men, tanks and planes. For that reason,
Schlesinger said, it was impossible to rule out
NATO's first use of nuclear tactical weapons.
(Chicago Daily News, May 30, 1975).

--"The Pentagon's New Plan: Mine Shafts Will Be

Nuclear Shelters.'' : '""Crisis relocation is part
of a new strategic policy called flexible respmse

...basically what flexible response means is

the U.S. is prepared to fight various kinds of

limited nuclear wars with Russia, instead of
just one big war. According to those who be-
lieve in flexible response, this helps to deter
any enemy from making limited attacks against
the U.S., because presumably, the other side
realized that if they attack one of our missiles,
we will attack one of theirs; if they attack two
of our missiles, we will attack two of theirs;
if they attack one of our cities, we will attack
one of theirs, and so on. (Chicago Sun Times,

June 15.)

Comrade Enver Hoxha points out:

We, the people of the Pcople’s Repu-
blic of Albania, of a smail country in the
Balkans which has suffered much at the
hands of the barbarous imperialist occupi-
ers through the centuries and which has
won its freedom and everything it enjoys -
today arms in hand, call on all commom
people of the world: Look out! US im-
perialism and Russian imperialism are
leading the world into another world war,
more terrible than the two previous wars!
These two superpowers are responsible of
the present great criscs, they are vying
with one another for world hegemony,
they are fighting to occupy markets, that
is, to oppress and enslave the peoples. It is
precisely the two superpowers that arm
anti-popular cliques and governments to
use them as watchdogs and their pcoples
as cannon fodder for the inevitable sham-

(continued on page 2)
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(The follcwing article from Zimbabwe News deals
with the current situation in Zimbabwe, where, in
the face of the growing victories by the Zimbabwe
African National Union (ZANU) and the Zimbabwe
African National Liberation Army (ZANLA) in their
anti-colonial, anti-imperialist and anti-racistfight
under the leadership of Comrade Ndabaningi Sithole,
all the reactionary forces are being gathered to
come to the assistance of the racist and fascist Ian
Smith regime. It has long been clear that the main
force of reaction inside Zimbabwe is the racist
white settlers who maintain their rule by oppress~
ing the majority of the Zimbabwean people. It has
also been clear that externally the British and U. S.
imperialists have been the main factors in prop-
ping up the Smith regime, with the Soviet social-
imperialists coveting influence in the area. Now,
however, a circle of reactionaries led by Kenneth
Kaunda, head of the Zambian government, is oper-
ating against the Zimbabwean liberation forces,
having obviously succombed to the pressures of

the colonialists and racists. Furthermore, under
the smokescreen of ""detente" and '"peace', the Ian
Smith racist government is trying to undermine

and smash up the liberation struggle. The mean-
ing of ""detente" on behalf of the Ian Smith racists
was exhibited very clearly by the massacre of
Zimbabwean liberation fighters in Salisbury by

the Smith regime. This quite clearly proves

that the reactionary forces have united in action,
regardless of their race, and are trying every un-
derhanded and cowardly trick to defuse the armed
struggle in Zimbabwe. The continuing attempts to
cut the membership of ZANU and ZANLA off from
their leadership, the longstanding attempts to slan-
der and frame Comrade Sithole, the murder of Com-
rade Chitepo ', Kaunda's conscious attempts to sabo-
tage the ZANU and ZANLA forcesz=all these cow-
ardly attacks are an intensification of the class war-
fare and represent a last ditch alliance of the reac—

Comrade Ndabaningi Sithole, leader of the Zimbabwe people,
is greeted on his arrival in Dar es Salaam in April.

tionary forces.

The struggle in Zimbabwe is a national liberation
struggle against the external forces of imperialism
and against the internal reactionaries who safeguard
the interests of the imperialists. The fight being
waged by the ZANU and ZANLA forces is also a rev-
olutionary struggle, which is arming the people to
bring about their own liberation. Here are the words
of ZANU itself:

"WE SHALL NOT BE INTIMIDATED, COWED AND
BLACKMAILED INTO SUBMISSION TO IMPERIAL-
ISTS AND REACTIONARY FORCES, WE WILL HIT
AND HIT HARD. THERE WILL BE NO COMPROMISE
OR SURRENDER ON PRINCIPLES AND POLICIES,

SITHOLE CONDEMNS
SMITH'S MASSACRE OF

ZIMBABWE FREEDOM
FIGHTERS

Dar es Salaam

Ndabaningi Sithole, leading
member of the Zimbabwean
liberation movement, has
called on the Zimbabwean

UNITED FRONT

The people of Zimbabwe want unity. Africa wants unity in ,
Zimbabwe. Socialists and progressive forces in the world want
unity in Zimbabwe. But the big question is: WHAT KIND OF
UNITY IS DESIRABLE FOR ZIMBABWE?

The Lusaka Declaration for Unity in Zimbabwe was a move
in the right direction. We support it because we accept its
necessity. What we in ZANU would have preferred is a united
front, in the crucial days ahead. But as arevolutionary party we
had to make a compromise. In revolution, compromises are
necessary and a revolutionary party must know when to make
compromises and the types of compromises to make at a par-
ticular time. As Lenin declared: “There are compromises and
compromises. One must be able to analyse the situation and
the concrete conditions of each compromise or of each
variety of compromises. One must learn to distinguish
between a man who gave the bandits money and fire-arms in
order to lessen the danger they can do and facilitate their
capture, and execution; and a man who gives bandits money
and fire-arms in order to share in the loot.”

ZANU made compromises in the unity talks in order to serve
the revolution. First, we wanted our military operations to
continue. Secondly, we had to think of the thousands of our
fightersin the field and in training camps and hundreds crip-
pled, maimed and injured and old men, women and children
under our care.

UNITED FRONT OR FUSION?

Why does ZANU prefer a united front to a fusion? Fusion
means the merger of all parties and party organs and struc-
tures into one single organisation. Ideally, this would be the
greatest development that would happen in Zimbabwe. Butin
revolution, one does not deal with ideals or abstract sen-
timents, but with concrete things or matter.

Complete fusion of the liberation movements in Zimbabwe
would have disastrous consequences on armed struggle in the
country. In the firstoplaceshow can a liberation movement
operating within Zimbabwe (under the control of lan Smith)
wage armed struggle? Our experiences before 1963 shows that
this is impossible. Secondly, the movements that have signed
the Lusaka declaration have different political backgrounds,
ideological outlooks, attitudes towards national liberation in
Zimbabwe. For example, on the question of political set-
tlement in Zimbabwe, ANC is on record for supporting parity

WE SHALL FIGHT TO THE BITTER END, " ):

AND ARMED STRUGGLE IN ZIMBABWE

or the sharing of power with white settlers in Zimbabwe.

ZAPU and FORLIZI are on record for seeking gradual majority
rule. They accept a transitional period. Only ZANU has said,
“MAJORITY RULE IS NOT NEGOTIABLE”, and that only the
immediate introduction of one man one vote will satisfy the
people of Zimbabwe. There are also differences of opinion on
the form of struggle in Zimbabwe. Some of these groups
prefer peaceful and constitutional struggle. Others think that
Smith has been hit hard enough to be prepared to concede
majority”rule and therefore it’s time to talk to him. We in
ZANU say only armed struggle is the answer in Zimbabwe and
that lan Smith has not been hit hard enough. Our President
Comrade Ndabaningi Sithole best summed Smith’s attitude
when he said, “Mr. Smith hasn’t changed. He still sounds like a
white ruler in the 1920’s when in fact we are living in the 1970
when African countries are independent”. We therefore
maintain that the primary method or form of struggle is armed
struggle and that all other forms of struggle are secondary.

OPPORTUNISTS CONFUSE MATTERS

On the question of a ceasefire in the country, some of these
groups prefer to have a ceasefire with Smith, partly because
most of them do not have forces in the field and partly bec.ause
they are just tired of the struggle. Some have even gone to the
extent of lying that messages of a ceasefire are being
transmitted to the fighting forces in the field. ZANU says that
there is no ceasefire and there won't be a ceasefire until there
is a definite programme to transfer power to the African
people of Zimbabwe. And the only man who can call for a
ceasefire is Comrade Ndabaningi Sithole, the President of
ZANU. :

Given such a wide divergence of views about the liberation
struggle in Zimbabwe. a complete merger or fusion-is out of
the question no matter how desirable it might seem. In anv
case, the mere fact of having a complete situation such as the
one in Zimbabwe means that you are bound to have con-
flicting views about the best way to resolve the problem. The

* idea of a fusion in the revolutionary struggle thérefore tends

to go against historical evidence. Few countries, it any. in the
would have achieved their revolutions without splits or many
parties or groups.

. (continued on page 17)

people to close their ranks in
the fight against the enemies,
the paper "Uhuru" reported.

Sithole made this call when he
left here on June 8 for a visit to
a number of European countries
and the United States. He said
that the Zimbabwean people
should unite as one to fight the
enemy during the present hard
time.

Speaking on the recent massa-
cre of Zimbabwean people in
Salisbury by the Smith regime,
Sithole pointed out that this dem-
onstrated how Smith tried to pro-
long the white minority rule.

He said that to hold talks with
Smith would be meaningless be-
cause Smith wanted to deceive
the world. Smith said he was
ready-to find a solution to the
constitutional crisis, but actually
he was not working for this end.

Reprinted from Hsinhua News
Bulletin, 3/10/75

... AND FROM GHANA

The Ghanaian paper '"Daily
Graphic" says in an editorial
yesterday that the opening fire
of rhodesian police on unarmed
Africans was another ghastly
scene reminiscent of the Sharpe-
ville massacre 15 years ago.

 Reprinted from Hsinhua News
Bulletin, 6/7/75
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BRITISH COLUMBIA LABOUR CODE BILL 11

HARDIAL S. BAINS

GENERAL LINE ON THE WORKING CLASS MOVEMENT

-- Text of the speech delivered by Comrade Hardial Bains, Chairman of the
Communist Party of Canada (Marxist- Leninist), on NDP anti-labour legisla-
tion, on February 16, 1974 in Vancouver, B,C,

Comrades and Friends,

I have been asked by the B,C, Provincial Committee of the Communist
Party of Canada (Marxist- Leninist) to make some general comments on the
‘NDP anti-labour legislation, Bill 11 in B,C, My comments are based on specific
work our Party has done in the past few years, This includes the work I under-
took from the spring of 1970 to date concerning the working class movement in
a certain region of Canada where I and my committee have gained certain spe-
cific first-hand knowledge and experience of the problems facing those who
are attempting to organise the unorganised and the specific role federal and
provincial anti-labour legislation plays in obstructing this process. Also, I
have been engaged in talking to a large number of workers whoare themselves
engaged in trade~union activity and who are the veterans of the trade-union
movement and of the communist movement in Canada. They have provided
me with valuable information and insight into the problems of organising the
unorganised and the general problems of the working class movement. Also,
I have talked to ordinary, unorganised and organised workers who are being
brought into the movement by the impending economic crisis. These work-

" ers are mainly young and the majority of them are long-time Canadians. I
held extensive discussions with immigrant workers, the majority of whomare
unorganised and are the worst hit by the economic crisis. I have also heard
the views of trade~-unionists who are part of the CLC machine. Besides, I
have analysed actual strike struggles over the past five to six years beginning
with the struggle of the taxi drivers in Montreal to the strike struggle of the
United Aircraft workers in Montreal. A detailed analysis has been dcne of
some of the strikes, for example, the Dare workers' strike struggle in
Kitchener~Waterloo. Furthermore, I have learned much by studyingthe posi-
tive and negative lines which emerged during the upsurgeofthe revolutionary
youth and student movement of the 1960's. Apart from the work carried out
by my own committee, the Party has gained much valuable experience in or-
ganising the working class movement since the ReginaConference of May, 1969,
This experience has assisted me immensely in terms of grasping the basic
problems facing the working class movement. For several years (especially
since January, 1972), the majority of our comrades have been carrying out
organisational work in the working class movement and we have heen
struggling to get the Organise-the-Unorganised campaign going. Our efforts
are just beginning to bear fruit and the material cénditions have been created
for bringing forth a high tide in this campaign. Iam certain that we will have
tremendous victories on this front, a major front for the work of CPC(M-L)
in the coming months and years.

Over the past six years (since the re-organisation of The Internationalists
in May, 1968), we have strived from time to time to participate fully in the
working class movement. But our participationonthis fronthas been limited
(until more recently) because of several factors, the mostimportant of which
come under the category of the subjective condition - the question of con-
sciousness of class struggle, the realm of political line. The upsurge inthe
youth and student movement brought us into the arena of the working class
struggle. The main thrust of the youth and student movement was " struggle

' against the bourgeois decadent educational system, and against the cultural
aggression of the U.S. imperialists and the monopoly capitalist class. The
struggle on the cultural front zeroed in on the questions relating to ideology
and theory, and on the questions of motivation; for example, the question of
whom to serve, the working class or the monopoly capitalist class. The youth
and student movement arose when U,S, imperialism was expanding into
Canada at a tremendous speed and the modern revisionists had liquidated the
revolutionary movement on all fronts. The activistsin the youthand student
movement enthusiastically came out of the universities, and the core of the
movement adopted Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought as its guide to
action. Hundreds of youth joined the working clagss and took up the cause of
organising the working class movement. But, in spite of good wishes and
correct declarations, a line againstaccepting Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tge-
tung Thought as the theory guiding our thinking and the line of not organising
the working class movement kept obstructing our work. A large amount of
time was spent in criticising and repudiating this line.

This is the line of anarcho-syndicalism, It is the line of not organising the
Party and the working class movement, leaving the working class movement
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at the mercy of the reactionaries and pamphleteering from the sidelines, We
launched a struggle against this line during the Regina Conference in May,
1969 and defeated it there, but over the years the line emerged again and
again, During the proceedings of the Second Congress of CPC (M-L) I pointed
out: "Modern revisionism still remains the main enemy in this period but the
enemy is fighting us through dogmatism now, We must hit at the precise form
in which it shows itself and wage vigorous struggle against it, That precise
form is anarcho-syndicalism, Toovercome it and defeat it is to move forward,
Not to overcome it, and to espouse it, is to be paralysed and move backward,
Comrades have to make up their minds about this,"

The main propagandist for the anarcho-syndicalist line is Jack Scott, cur-
rently resident in Vancouver. Through his essays and a bookon "working
class' "history' and through talks (and study groups) he is peddling his "left",
in form, but right, in essence, line. There are certain elements inside the
Party peddling the same line. The Progressive Workers Movement (now a
defunct organisation) was founded in the fall of 1964 as an anti-revisionist
organisation with Jack Scott at its helm. The Internationalists for a long
time supported PWM and considered it a centre of the working class move-
ment in this country. We were influenced by this organisation concerning the
working class movement. But as we ourselves went into the working class
and had direct experience of the working class movement, we found that Jack
Scott's so-called anti-revisionism was actually neo~revisionism and that he
was a resolute propagandist for anarcho-syndicalism,

At this time, when the general economic crisis isdeepening in the capital-
ist world, the masses of workers are extremely concerned about it, while
the monopoly capitalists are busy shifting the burden of this crisis onto the
shoulders of the workers. The workers are fighting back. The resistance
of the workers is causing grave concernto the capitalistcirclesand they are
increasingly using political deception and demagoguery in order to make the
organs of the state more efficient in suppressingthe struggles of the workers.
Specifically since 1968, new anti~labour legislation has been enacted all
across Canada, and a militia is being trained to oppose the struggles of the
workers. Major battles against capitalare shapingup onthe economic front.
Increasingly large numbers of workers are beingdrawninto the struggle. The
broad masses are getting extremely concernedabout the spiralling inflation,
the increasing job insecurity, the high unemployment and the sky-rocketing
prices. The unionised workers are having extreme difficulty in maintaining
even their previous year's standard of living.  The non-unionised workers
are at the merecy of the capitalists and have no defence organisation of their
own to fight for job security and better wages and working conditions. Every
wage demand of the unionised and non-unionised workers and every demand
for better working conditions and job security becomes a battle. The mili-
tancy of workers in strike struggles and their political consciousness is in-
creasing.

Besides using the state machinery against the workers, the capitalists are
also using political deception. The New Democratic Party, which claims to
be the party of the working class and has labour aristocrats in it, is in the
forefront of this political deception. This party gets elected in the name of
the workers and then passes legislation against the working classand in sup-
port of the capitalists. The closest ally of this party is the so-called Com-
munist Party of Canada which also speaks in the name of the workers, but
in practice, trails behind the NDP. There is increasing resentment and dis-
illusionment against the NDP and the so-called communists (who will be re-
ferred to as modern revisionists in the rest of the speech) in the workers'
movement and especially in the trade-union movement.

Anarého-syndiealism i8 now re-emerging as the ally of the NDP and modern
revisionism in the working class movement in various parts of Canada, es-

pecially in the west. (It is not very strong yet but the propaganda machine in
support of it is going full blast.) So-called "western radicalism'" (anarcho-
syndicalism), the curse and vice of the working class movement in thewest,
is fighting to provide an '"alternative' to the NDP and the modernrevisionists.
Anarcho-syndicalism is the twin brother of modern revisionismand reform-
ism in the sgme way terrorism is the twin brother of revisionism and re-
formism. At the beginning of the youth and student movement of the 1960's,
as well as in the course of its development and at its height, anarchism,
terrorism, reformism, etc. came up to engage in a trial of strength with
Marxism-Leninism in the youth and student movement. Similarly now, when
reformism is the order of the day for all sorts of opportunistsin Canada, we
see the beginnings of the re-emergence of anarcho-syndicalism in the work-

(continued on page 15)
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CHINA, THE SUPERPOWERS
ND THE THREAT OF WORLD WAR

Text of the speech which was partially delivered by Com-
rade Hardial Bains in a mass meeting on February 14, in
Toronto. The introductory remarks of Comrade Bains are in-
cluded in the story below entitled, ‘““China, the Super-
powers and the Threat of World War—Meeting in Toronto
Denounces the Two Superpowers.’’ After the introductory
remarks Comrade Bains’ speech continued as follows:

In old Chyina, class struggle was extremely acute, major strug-
gles broke out which took the proportion of civil war by the
peasantry against the feudalist rule, by ithe reonie of Thina
againsi imperialism and teudalism, and by the workers, pea-
sants, urban petty bourgeois and some section of the national
bourgeoisie against imperialism, bureaucrat-comprador
capitalism and feudalism leading to the victory of the Chinese
people against imperialism, bureaucrat-comprador capitalism
and fteudalism in 1949. During all these struggles, the state of
China was either in the hands of the feudalists (as in the case in
the nineteenth century) or shared by the bourgeoisie and the
feudalists (after overthrow of monarchy in 1911) or in the
hands of bureaucrat-comprador capitalists and feudalists (both
in the service of the imperialists) after the 1927 counter-revo-
lutionary coup-d’-etat engineered by Chiang Kai-Shek. During
this entire period, every struggle necessarily developed into
struggle against the state as the state was in the hands of the
reactionary classes, (who were in the service of the imperial-
ists) who used it to suppress the just struggles of the Chinese
people even to the extent that the reactionaries launched vis-
cious suppression campaigns against the students who parti-
cipated in the May 4 Movement in 1919, against the struggles of
the peasantry during the period of second revolutionary civil
war (1929-37) and against the progressive and patriotic people
who were resisting the Japanese aggression (1937-45).

The People’s Republic of China came into being as the resuit
of the protracted revolutionary war waged by the Chinese
people since the 1840’s against imperialism, fe:-dalism and
bureaucrat-comprador capitalism (especially since 1919) and
only this' People’s Republic takes the side of the people
whenever struggles have broken out since 1949. Various

capitalist roaders and reactionaries attempt to infiltrate this
People’s Republicand try to use that portion they have usurped
against the people and for this reason also (there are other basic

reasons) every struggle develops into political struggle.
Whether the state remains in the hands of the people, and the
dictatorship of the proletariat is consolidated is a matter of iife
and death struggle for the Chinese people.

Since 1949, Chinese people have waged several struggles on
" the economic front and on the political ffont, the aim of which

is to further consolidate the dictatorship of the proletariat and
defeat the attempt of the bourgeoisie to seize the state from
within, convert it into the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and
use it as an instrument of capitalist restoration. Of the two big
struggles which attracted world-wide attention, the first was
the struggle to build the economic foundation of socialismina
big way both in the cities and countryside which culminatedin
the Great Leap Forward. China gave birth to People’s Com-
munes during the Great Leap Forward in 1958-_, which was a
big defeat for the capitalist roaders, the revisionists, who were
taking the stand-point of the rich peasantry and advocating rich

peasant economy for the countryside as the basis of restoring

capitalism all around.

<This struggle, the Great Leap Forward, even though struggle
was on the economic front was actually a test of strength bet-
ween the socialist road and the capitalist road, between the
proletarian revolutionary line of Chairman Mao for building
socialism in the countryside on the general principle of the
worker-peasant alliance and the reactionary bourgeois line of
Liu Shao-chi of “rich peasant economy”, and between the two
destinies of developing China as an independent socialist state
and the line of dependent China existing at the mercy of
imperialism and social-imperialism. Once defeated on the
economic frent, the capitalist roaders attempted to use those
portions of the cultural superstructure which were not yet
transformed into socialist culture (especially the culture in
ideological, social,and art and literary forms) to prepare public
opinion for capitalist restoration and actually making attempts
at capitalist restoration. Chairman Mao led the struggle against
this also, and initiated and guided the Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution which erupted like a huge volcano in 1966.

This revolution, even though called cultural, was also a revo-
lution towards consolidating the dictatorship of the proietariat
by defeating the capitalist roaders led by the modern revision-
ists and was aimed at seizing those areas of the cuitural super-
structure which were in the hands of the enemy. This entire

Quotations From Chairman Mao On War And Peace

period of 25 years has been a period of intense class struggles
and the class struggle is, by no means, over. It is becoming ex-
tremely acute. Chairman Mao pointed out in 1966: “'If the Right
stage an anti-communist coup d’ etat in China, I am sure they
‘will know no peace either and their rule will most probably be
short-lived, because it will not be tolerated by the revolution-
aries, who represent the interests of the people making up
more than 90% of the population.”(1) So prior 10 1949, it
was the people, led by the Communist Party under the leader-
ship of Chairman Mao (since 1921, especially since 1927), who
were struggling to seize contro! of the state, establish the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat and get on with the glorious task of
building socialist China “where life (is) abundant and the
culture flourish(es)” and contribute in a big way to the liber-
ation of entire mankind. And now, it is the reactionaries, the
overthrown classes, who are attempting to restore capitalism,
reverse the course of Chinese history, and plunge China into
darkness. Led by the modern revisionists and scabs like Liu
Shao-chi and Lin Piao, these counter-revolutionary elements
made attempts towards seizure of state power and establishing
the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie over the majority of the
Chinese people. The struggle for political power has not
disappeared but, instead, has become increasingly acute.
China is a socialist country; part of the developing world.
There are two major labouring classes in China, the workirnig
class and the peasantry. The working class is mainly centred in
the cities'while the peasantry is, in the main, in the vast coun-
tryside of China. China’s peasantry is the main population of
China and comprises 80% of the entire population. Before
liberation, the peasantry was the most suppressed and vis-
ciously exploited and the countryside was most ruthlessly
plundered. For an agrarian country like China, domination by
imperialism meant intensification of the contradictions in the
countryside. The National question is, in essence, an agrarian
question. This was the case in China. The imperialists with the
support of a handful of bureaucrat capitalists and compradors
groomed reactionaries in the countryside, forcibly maintain-
ed feudal relations of production and expleited the peasantry
to the extreme. Chairman Mao correctly analysed the stage of
revolution and looked at the peasantry as.the main force of

(continued on next page)

War is the highest form of struggle for
resolving contradictions, when they have
developed to a certain stage,
classes, nations, states, or political groups,
and it has existed ever since the emergence
of private property and of classes.

“Problems of Strategy in China’s
Revolutionary War” (December
1936), Selected Works, Vol. 1,
p- 180. 5
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“War is the continuation of politics.” In
this sense war is politics and war itself is
a political action; since ancient times there
has never been a war. that did not have a
political character. . . .

But war has its own particular character-
istics and in this sense it cannot be equated
with politics in general. “War is the con-
tinuation of politics by other . . . means.”
When politics develops to a certain stage
beyond which it cannot proceed by the usual
means, war breaks out to sweep the obstacles
from the way. ... When the obstacle is
removed and our political aim attained,
the war will stop. But if the obstacle is
not - completely swept away, the war will
have to continue till the aim is fully accom-
plished. . It can therefore be said that
politics is war without bloodshed while war
is politics with bloodshed.

“On Protracted War" (May
1938), Selected Works, Vol. 1I,
pp. 152-53.%

History shows that wars are divided into
two kinds, just and unjust. All wars that
are progressive are just, and all wars that
impede progress are unjust. We Commu-
nists oppose all unjust wars that impede
progress, but we do not oppose progressive,
just wars. Not only do we Communists not
oppose just wars, we actively participate in
them. As for unjust wars, World War I
is an instance in which both sides fought
for imperidlist interests; therefore the Com-
munists of the whole world firmly opposed
that war. The way to oppose a war of this
kind is to do everything possible to prevent
it before it breaks out and, once it breaks
out, to oppose war with war, to oppose
unjust war with just war, whenever possible.

1bid., p. 150.

between

War, this monster of mutual slaughter

among men, will be finally eliminated by
the progress of human society, and in the
not tco distant future too. But there is only
one way to eliminate it and that is to
oppose war with war, to oppose counter-
revolutionary war with revolutionary war, to
oppose national countér-revolutionary war
with national revolutionary war, and to
oppose counter-revolutionary class war with
revolutionary class . .. When hu-
man ' society advances to the point where
classes and states are eliminated, there will

war.

* be no more wars, counter-revolutionary or

revolutionary, unjust or just; that will be
the era of perpetual peace for mankind. Our
study of the laws of revolutionary war
springs from the desire to eliminate all wars;
herein lies the distinction between us Com-
munists and all the exploiting classes.

“Problems of Strategy in China's

Revolutionary  War”  (December
1936), Selected Works, Vol. I,
pp- 182-83.

Our country and all the other socialist
countries want peace; so do the peoples of
all the countries of the world. The only
ones who crave war and do not want peace
are certain monopoly capitalist groups in

-a handful of imperialist countries which

depend on aggression for their profits.

“Opening Address at the Eighth
National Congress of the Com-
munist Party of China” (Septem-
ber 15, 1956).

To achieve a lasting world peace, we
must further develop our friendship and
co-operation with the fraternal countries in
the socialist camp and strengthen our soli-
darity with all peace-loving countries. We
must endeavour to establish normal diplo-
matic relations, on the basis of mutual re-
spect for territorial integrity and sovercignty
and of equality and mutual benefit, with
all countries willing to live together with
us in peace. We must give active support
to the national independence and libera-
tion movement in countries in Asia, Africa
and Latin America as well as to the peace
movement and to just struggles in all the
countries of the world. 1bid,

“with a population of 200 million.
Second World War was followed by the

As for the imperialist countries, we should
unite with their peoples and strive to co-
exist peacefully with those countries, do
business with them and prevent any possible
war, but under no circumstances should we
harbour any unrealistic notions about them.

On the Correct Handling of Con-
tradictions. Among the People
(February 27, 1957), 1st pocket ed.,
P 75-

We desire peace. However, if imperial-
ism insists on fighting a war, we will have
no alternative but to take the firm resolu-
tion to fight to the finish before going ahead
with ‘our construction. If you are afraid
of war day in day out, what will you do
if war eventually comes? First I said that
the East Wind is prevailing over the West
Wind and war will not break out, and now
I have added these explanations about the
situation in case war should break out. Both
possibilities have thus been taken into
account.

Spcccfi at the Moscow Meeting

of Communist and Workers’
Parties (November 18, 1957),
quoted in “‘Statement by the

Spokesman of the Chinese Gov-
ernment” (September 1, 1963).*

People all over the world are now discuss-
ing whether or not a third world war will
break out.. Qn this question, too, we must
be mentally prepared and do some analysis.
We stand firmly for peace and against war.
But if the imperialists insist on unleashing
another war, we should not be afraid of it.
Our attitude on this question is the same
as our attitude towards any disturbance:
first, we are against it; second, we arg not
afraid of it. The First World War was
followed by the birth of the Soviet Union
The

emergence of the socialist camp with a
combined population of ¢oo million. If
the imperialists insist on launching a third
world war, it is certain that several hundred
million more will turn to socialism, and
then there will not be miuch room left on
carth for the imperialists; it is also likely
that the whole structurc of imperialism will
utterly collapse.

On the Correct Handling of Con-
tradictions  Among  the People

(February 27, 1957), 1st pocket ed.,
pp. G7-68.

Make trouble, fail, make trouble again,
fail again . . . till theic doom; that is the
logic of the imperialists and all reactionaries
the world over in dealing with the peo-
ple’s cause, and they will never go against
this logic. This is a Marxist law. When
we say “imperialism is ferocious”, we mean
that its nature will never change, rhat the
imperialists will never lay down their
butcher knives, that they will never become
Buddhas, till their doom.

Fight, fail, fight again, fail again, fight
again . . . till their victory; that is the
logic of the people, and they too will never
go against this logic. This is another Marx-
ist law. The Russian peconle’s revolution
followed this law, and so has the Chinese
people’s revolution.

“Cast Away Illusions, Prepare
for Struggle” (August 14, 1949),
Selected Works, Vol. IV, p. 428.

Just because we have won victory, we

«must never relax our vigilance against the

frenzied plots for revenge by the imperial-
ists and their running dogs. Whoever re-
laxes vigilance will disarm himself political-
ly and land himself in a passive position.

“Address to the Preparatory
Committece of the New Political
Consultative Conference”  (June
15, 1949), Selected Works, Vol.
1V, p. 407.

Every Comnrunist must grasp the truth,
“Political power grows out of the barrel
of a gun.”

“Problems of War and Strategy”™
(November 6, 1938), Selected
Works, Vol. 11, p. 224.

The seizure of power by armed force, the
settlement of the issue by war, is the central
task and the highest form of revolution.
This Marxist-Leninist principle of revolu-
tion holds good universaily, for China and

for all other countries.
1bid., p. 219.

We are advocates of the abolition of war,
we do not want war; but war can only be
abolished through war, and in order to get
rid of the gun it is nccessary to take up the
gun.

“Problems of War and Strategy”
(November 6, 1938), Selected
Works, Vol. 1I, p. 225.
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“revolution with the working class as the leading force and the
main areas of struggle being the countryside, Right after the
victory of the new democratic revolution, the countryside
again became the centre of struggle. Which way China
Socialism or Capitalism really was the question Which Way
Rural China Socialism-or Capitalism!

There are two questions which need'to be answered on this
front. What attitude will workers have towards the peasantry?
What kind of social system will be established in the country-
side? Chairman Mao answered all these questions correctly
and led the Chinese people on the great road of building
socialism, Chairman Mao answered first the over-all question:
How is the national economy of China to be built! The answer
to this question will also provide guidelines as to what attitude
the workers will take towards the peasantry and what kind of
social system will be established in the countryside. Chairman
Mao pointed out: Take agriculture as the foundation and in-
dustry as the leading factor. This formulation is based on the
Marxist thesis of ““feeding the people” as the first motivitionin
political economy. By taking agriculture as the foundation and
industry as the leading factor, first attention will be paid to
“feeding the people”, thatis raising the farm production. But
farm production cannot be raised without modernization of
the farms. Here. Chairman Mao, advocated two further gen-
eral lines: collectivisation and mechanisation. To collectivise
and mechanise, it is necessary that the industrial production of
the_country is at a higher level and industry, the “leading fac-
tor” assists the “foundation” the agriculture. Before liberation
both the “leading factor” and the “foundation” were in the
hands of the imperialists, bureaucrat capitalists and reaction-
aries and they used these to amass wealth for themselves.

Because the relations of production play such a decisive role
in promoting production and because “revolutions are loco-
motives of history”” and every revolutionisation of the rela-
tions of production in line with the developing productive
forces spurs production and because finally, continuing revo-
lution under the dictatorship of the proletariat is absolutely
necessary to prevent restoration and to consolidate the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat the Constitution of the Communist
Party of China has written into it the necessity of continuing the
revolution under the dictatorship of the proletariat:

“Socialist society covers a considerably long historical per-
iod. Throughout this historical period, there are classes, class
contradictions and class struggle, there is the struggle bet-
ween the socialist road and the capitalist road, there is the dan-
ger of capitalist restoration and there is the threat of subvers-
ion and aggression by imperialism and social-imperialism.
These contradictions can be resolved only by depending on the
theory of continuing revolution under the dictatorship of the
proletariat and on practice under its guidance.

“Such is China’s Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution, a
great ‘political revolution carried out under the conditions of
socialism by the proletariat against the bourgeoisie and all
other exploiting classes to consolidate the dictatorship of the
proletariat and prevent capitalist restoration. Revolutions like
this will have to be carried out many times in the future.”(2)

Lenin has pointed out: “Revolutions are the festivals of the
oppressed and the exploited. At no other time are the masses of
the people in a position to come forward so actively as creators

of a new social order as at a time of revolution. At such times the -

people are capable of performing miracles, if judged by the
narrow, philistine, scale of gradual progress.”(3)

New China had one major revolution since 1949, the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution which was initiated in 1966 and
is still continuing in the form of a country-wide campaign
against Lin Piao and Confucius. Besides this great revolution
unparalled in the entire history of mankind, there have been
several revolutionary movements in People’s China. All these
revolutionary movements led to the consolidation of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat and a tremendous increase in pro-
duction. In the history of the contemporary world, there is no
country nor an organisation nor a revolutionary leader of paral-
lel to China, the Communist Party of China and Chairman Mao
Tsetung. If a country under the leadership of a revolutionary
party and a revolutionary leader organises just one majoren-
counter with colonialism, imperialism or social-imperialism,
that country, the party and the leadership gets known for its
revolutionary exploits all over the world. There are several
countries which have done that. But China, the Chinese Com-
munist Party and Chairman Mao Tsetung have to their credits
two events, The Long March and The Great Proletarian Cul-
tural Revolution, unprecedented and without parallel in the
entire history of mankind besides the innumerable revolut-
ionary movements and campaigns the Chinese people waged
from the period of May 4th Movement to 1949 and to date.

China is a socialist country; part of the developing world. In
her socialist construction, the decisive question is of political
economy, of revolutionising the relations of production. There
are three aspects of relations of production: “the mode of
ownership of the means of production, the mutual relations
between people in the course of production and exchange,
and the distribution of products.”....(4)

“The relationship between industry and agriculture, two
large producers of materials, basically reflects the class rela-
tions hetween the two labouring classes — the workers and the
peasants — and is closely linked to the question of maintaining
and implementing the Party’s basic line and consolidating the
dictatorship of the proletariat. To increase industry’s aid to
agriculture or not means essentially whether or not the wor-
king class uses advanced socialist ideology and the tremend-
ous industrial power to guide and support the peasantry in
keeping to the socialist road and bringing about the modern-
ization of agriculture so as to consolidate the worker-peasant
alliance in the economic field, ensure proletarian leadership of
the peasantry.”(5)

This relationship between industry and agriculture is devel-
oped by following the general principle worked out by Ct air-

’

man Mao “take agriculture as the foundation and industry as
the leading factor.”

Comrade Marx teaches: “In the social production of their”

life, men enter into definite relations of production that are in-
dispensable and independent of their will, relations of pro-
duction which correspond to a definite stage of development
of their productive forces. The sum total of these relations of
production constitutes the structure of society, the real found-
ation, on which rises a legal and political superstructure and to
which correspond definite forms of social consciousness. The
mode of production of material life conditions the social, polit-
ical and intellectual process in general. It is not the conscious-
ness of men that determines their being, but on the contrary,
their social beingthat determines their consciousness. At a cer-
tain stage of their development, the material productive forces
of society come in conflict with the existing relations of pro-
duction, or— what is but a legal expression of the same thing —
with the property relations within which they have been at
work hitherto. From forms of development of the productive
forces these relations turn into their fetters. There begins an
epoch of social revolution. With the change of the economic
foundation the entire immense superstructure is more or less
rapidly transformed. In considering such transformations a dis-
tinction should always be made between the material-trans-
formation of the economic conditions of production, which
can be determined with the precision of natural science, and
the legal, political, religious, esthetic or philosophic — in short,
ideological forms in which men become conscious of this con-
flict and fight it out. Just as our opinion of an individual is not
based on what he thinks of himself, so can we not judge of such
a period of transformation from its own consciousness; on the
contrary, this consciousness must be explained rather from the
contradictions of material life, from the existihg conflict bet-
ween the social productive forces and the relations of pro-
duction.”(6)

In old China; “the sum total of (the) relations of product-
ion”, “the real foundation” of society were all archaic and in
sharp contradiction with the developing productive forces.
The first aspect of the “relations of production”, the mode of
ownership of the means of production, needed to be trans-
formed. All the means of production were either in the hands
of the bureaucrat-comprador capitalists and feudalists or im-
perialist or in joint ownership of all three. Talking about the
“asiatic mode of production”, Comrade Marx explains that,
“There have been in Asia, generally from immemorial times,
but three departments of Government: that of Finance, or the
plunder of the interior; that of War, or the plunder of the exter-
ior; and finally the department of Public Works.” Under the
over-all feudal system was the individual peasant economy:
"“Among the peasant masses a system of individual economy
has prevailed for thousands of years, with each family or
household forming a productive unit.”’(7) This system became
easy prey to the imperialists with the feudal lords sharing with
the foreign imperialists the “plunder of the interior”, paying no
attention to the public works and incapable of “plunder of the
exterior” themselves. One of the main features and require-
ments of modern capitalism (imperialism) is “the securing of
the maximum capitalist profit through... the enslavement and
systematic robbery of the peoples of other countries, especi-
ally backward countries.”(8) In this respect the requirements of
the imperialists for maximum profit also were in line with those
of the feudalists. The feudalists acting as agents and imperial-
ists the masters, the Chinese people were being bled white.

- Besides the imperialists and their agents owning the means of
‘production, they also maintained the most backward “mutual
relations between people in the course of production and ex-
change” whereby the feudal authority and feudal state was
used to plunder the majority of the people. All the contradic-
tions inherent in semi-feudal and semi-colonial society were
aggravated to the maximum. Between agriculture and indus-
try, the two basic branches of the economy which produce
goods, the relation was one of agriculture serving industry (and
whatever industry was there was owned by the foreign imper-
ialists) and the countryside serving the needs of the foreign
imperialists and their agents. The people were taxed to the
maximum and public works were ignored. Masses of Chinese
people were helpless in the face of natural disasters. Famines
frequently broke out and the masses of people were helpless
and perished in millions. All sorts of diseases were on the ram-
page. China was under extreme suffering.

The third aspect of the relations of production, the aspect of
“distribution of products”, was one of the Chinese people pro-
ducing the products while the foreign imperialists and their
agents expropriated them leaving very little behind for the ma-
jority of the populace. 5

In new China “the sum total of... relations of production”,
“the real foundation” of society has been transformed. China
owns everything now. The Chinese people are the masters of
their land and their own destiny. All aspects of the relations of
production are transformed to fulfill the “securing of the maxi-
mum satisfaction of the constantly rising material and cultural
requirements of the whole society through the continuous ex-
pansion and perfection of socialist production on the basis of
higher techniques..."(9) ;

“The total product, and therefore the total production, of
society may be divided into two major departments:

“1. Means of Production, commodities having a form in which
they must, or at least may, pass into productive consumption.
“2. Articles of Consumption, commodities having a form in
which they pass into individual consumption...”(10)

In China, Both the departments are in the hands of the
people, not only the “means of production” are owned by the
state but these are also produced in China. All the developing
countries are being black-mailed. by imperialism and social-
imperialism in terms of their means of production. Those coun-
tries in which the means of production are in the hands of the
people, if the production of implements is not in their control,

»

then their independence is in danger and the imperialists and
social-imperialists will subjugate them by making their means
of production totally dependent on the machinery-produced
outside. -

Generally speaking, there are five fundamental require-
ments for the production of means of production. These are as
follows:

1. Machine building.

2. Technical and scientific research.

3. Training of personnel.

4, Energy and raw materials.

5. Accumulation of capital.

Imperialism and social-imperialism force the developing coun-
tries to become dependent for the above five on them thus for-
feiting the first basic requirement towards safe-guarding inde-
pendence, that is production of the means of production.
China has become independent on all these fronts and does
not depend on imperialism or social-imperialism in any of
these aspects.

China is self-reliant in the crucial area of heavy industry and
machine building. Before 1949 China had practically no
machine building industry at all. Within this short period of
twenty five years China has constructed many large scale in-
dustrial complexes, and tens of thousands of medium and small
sized machine building plants. China can now make her own
metallurgical, mining and electrical power equipment, and
equipment and machinery for the petroleum and chemical in-
dustries. She can also build machinery and plants for light in<
dustry: textile factories , motor vehicle plzas, shipyards,
machine tool plants;-instrumentation plants and so forth. In
other words, China can produce her own means of production.
In 1973 China’s machine building industry made 5and 5.5 times
as much mining and metallurgical equipment as it did in 1965.
The output of motor vehicles, machine tools and petroleum
and electrical power equipment went up between 2.7 and 7
times that of 1965. Today in China practically every province,
municipality and autonomous region has its own tractor plants,
farm machinery industry and repair shops. Production of these
items which directly assist the peasantry with production of the
mechanised means of farming increased in number from 2.7 to
over 7 times since 1965. In the decisive iron and steel industry
China designs and builds its entire new plant, and renovates its
old plant, up-dating and modernizing its units continuously.
China now makes 1000 kinds of steel, with over 20,000
specifications of rolled steel for all aspects of production:
motor vehicles, heavy machinery, precision instruments,
railways and petroleum and chemical industries. China’s heavy
industry is outstanding in the production of the world’s first
12,000 kwt steam turbine generating set with water cooled
rotor and stator. China built two steam turbine generating
plants in 1969, one 125,000 kwt and the other 200,000 kwt
capacity.

After the brief remarks on China, | would like to dwell on
the differences which began to emerge between the
Soviet Union and People’s China during the fifties and
developed into a major struggle between modern revision-
ism and Marxism-Leninism. The Communist -Party
of Soviet Union came under the control of modern
revisionists and capitalism was restored in the Soviet Union
while  Chairman Mao Tsetung personally initiated
and led the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution, a great**
revolution to seize those portions of the superstructure which
were still in the hands of the bourgeoisie and defeated China’s
Khruschev, Liu Shao-chi. Some individuals are deliberately try-
ing to confuse this historic struggle between Marxism-
Leninism and modern revisionism and are suggesting strange
things and telling tales about China. The most pernicious
propaganda launched on this front is by so-called “friends” of
China who are spreading the counter-revolutionary rumours
that China has given up the path of the Great October
Revolution and that China’s great progress in socialist
revolution and construction lies in deviating from this path.
Nothing can be farther from the truth. These individuals are
saying that China did not follow the general line on transfor-
mation of the economic base from capitalist to socialsit, that
China is an “exception” to the general laws of political
economy and that China has her own “brand” of Marxism-
Leninism. This entire rumour-mongering is absurd to the ex-
treme. | quote here from Chairman Mao on the socialist
construction in Soviet Union under Lenin and Stalin and
whether China learnt from this experience or not: “The great
historical experience of the Soviet Union in building socialism
inspires our people with full confidence in the building of
socialism in China. However, even on this question of inter-
national experience, there are different views. Some comrades
disapprove of our Central Committee’s policy of keeping the
development of agricultural cooperation in step with our
socialist industrialization, although such a policy proved
correct in the Soviet Union. They consider that the speed of in-
dustrialization as =it is set at present is all right, but that
agricultural cooperation should proceed at an extremely slow
pace and need not keep step with it. This is to disregard the ex-
perience of Soviet Union.”(11)

When the socialist experience was being acquired in the
Soviet Union, Comrade Lenin pointed out that becayse the
building of socialism in the Soviet Union was the first ex-
perience, the Russian communists were bound to make mis-
takes and he hoped that future revolutions will learn from this.
Lenin said: “At any rate the experiment we are making will be
of benefit to coming proletarian revolutions, and they will be
able to prepare better technically to solve this question.”(12)

So on the question of international experience, the per-
nicious propaganda being carried out is both against learning
from Soviet experience and Chinese experience, nay more, pit-
ting Chinese experience against Soviet experience and telliﬁg



the masses of people to learn from neither thus blunting the
great weapon the international proletariat has of following the
path of the Great October Revolution which is continued in the
People’s Democratic Revolution of China and the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution of China. Of course, between
the two revolutions there are similarities as well as distinct
features but the basic general course of the Chinese revolution
i the path opened up by the Great October Revolution.
Here | quote from one so-called friend of China: “Except for
an interlude of one month at the founding of the state, the
Soviet Union simply carried on Czarist imperialist policies
concerning at that time, a weak and divided China; policies
which included seizure of territories, armed attacks to preserve
economic interests, collusion with the Japanese during their in-
vasion of China, and looting of Manchurian industry following
World War Two.”(13) And just imagine how “foolish” the
Chinese communists were, that in those individuals like Lenin
and Stalin who “simply carried on Csarist imperialist policies
concerning, at that time, a weak and divided China” they found
the salvoes of the Chinese revolution and to-date they are call-
ing upon the entire Chinese people to read their works and
learn from them!!! To what absurdity these individuals go!!!
Here | quote from another individual who also calls himself a
so-called “friend” of China: “It should not be forgotten, either,
that historical experience has demonstrated too clearly how
a pusch-style seizure of power from above (as in Russia in 1917),
can, in the nature of things, readily deteriorate into a dictator-
ship under a new class of commissars, with their own material
class interests... Solzhenitsyn’s The Gulag Archipalago may
have its weaknesses—but it carries terrible warnings too.”(14)
And then we have an example of another individual who first
raises the phoney issue of whether or not one should follow
what is called “China’s model”. Then he deviously suggests
that there are some individuals who want to follow “China’s
model”. The two quotations and the one example | have given
have one thing in common, that is they all despis~ anyone
following the road of the Great October Revolution. It is very
significant to note that these individuals do not attack China
directly, they merely attack the Great October Revolution,
Lenin and more often Stalin and those who attempt to apply
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung thought to the concrete con-
ditions prevailing in the imperialist countries.

The central issue is that the Great October Revolution
opened up the path for social revolutions of the proletariat all
over the world and the struggles of the oppressed nations and
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America. China has followed
the path of Great October Revolution and remaining loyal to
the basic teachings of Marxism-Leninism actually organised
People’s Democratic Revolution and has come a long way from
semi-colonial and semi-feudal society to a socialist society set-
ting a.brillianvexample forthe nations and people of the world

in their own struggles. At the present time the struggles of the

nations and people of Asia, Africa and Latin America are
developing against imperialism, colonialism, neo-colonialism
and hegemonism of the two superpowers and the proletariat of
the imperialist and social-imperialist countries is awakening. It
is this very crucial time when the revolutionary people should
strengthen their ranks and build unity in struggle that the per-
nicious attemptis being made to detach the Chinese revolution
from the Great October Revolution and sow confusion. These
incividuals who are doing this have a sinister motive. These in-
dividuals make no distinction between the Soviet Union of
Lenin and Stalin and the Soviet Union of Khruschov and

Brezhnev. Nor do they make distinction between the China of_

Chiang Kai-Shek and the China of Chairman Mao. They mud-
dle everything up and then they attack the Great October
-Revolution. Itis extremely important that clear lines are drawn
between these individuals and the Marxist-Leninists.

Why did the differences arise between China and the Soviet
Union? | would like to dwell on this question in somewhat
greater detail. In a letter to the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of Soviet Union, the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of China wrote in 1963:

“The working class in every socialist country and in every
capitalist country must truly put into effect the fighting slogans,
‘Workers of all countries’ unite!” and ‘Workers and oppressed
nations of the world, unite!’; it must study the revolutionary ex-
perience of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America, fir-
mly support their revolutionary actions and regard the cause of
liberation as a most dependable support for itself and as direc-
tly in accord with its own interests. This is the only effective way
to break down barriers of nationality, colour and geograph-
ical location and this is the only genuine proletarian inter-
nationalism.

“It is impossible for the working class in the European and
American capitalist countries to-liberate itself unless it unites
with the oppressed nations and unless those nations are
liberated. Lenin rightly said, ‘The revolutionary movement in
the advanced countries would actually be a sheer fraud if,
in their struggle against capital, the workers of Europe and
America were not closely and completely united with the hun-
dreds upon hundreds of millions of “Colonial” claves who are
oppressed by capital.’(15)

“Certain persons in the international communist movement
are now taking a passive or scornful or negative attitude
towards the struggles of the oppressed nations for liberation.
They are in fact protecting the interests of monopoly capital,
betraying those of the proletariat, and degenerating into social
democrats.

“The attitude taken towards the revolutionary struggles of
the people in Asian, African, and Latin American countries is an
important criterion for differentiating those who want
revolution from those who do not and those who are truly
defending world peace from those who are abetting the forces
of aggression and war.”’(16)

Less than a year later, M. Suslov, presenting his Reportto the
PlenaryMeeting of the Central Committee of the CPSU on Feb-
ruary 14, 1964, sa#d: “The prime role in the world revolutionary
pracess is played by the socialist countries. This is seen firstlyin
the fact that the working class, the working people of these
countries are successfully resolving social problems and build-
ing a new society where oppression and exploitation are
unknown and for which the peoples are taking the road of
revolution. By creating the material and technical basis of
socialism and communism, the socialist countries are inflicting
one blow after another on imperialism in the decisive sphere of
human activity, in the sphere of material production. When the
workers and peasants in the capitalist countries see the
achievements of the socialist states in economic development,
in raising the standard of living, in promoting democracyandin
drawing the masses into state administration they become con-
vinced in practice that the basic requirements of working
people can be satisfied only on the road of socialism. All this in-
fuses the masses with the revolutionary spirit and helps to draw

them into an active struggle against the capitalist system, for .

social and national liberation.

“Secondly, the farther we progress the greater becomes the
role of the socialist states-as a force directly opposing the
aggressive counter-revolutionary designs of imperialism.
Under conditions where the might of the Soviet Union and the
entire socialist commonwealth holds the main forces of inter-
national reaction and aggression in check the working masses
and peoples of the colonial countries have the most favourable
opportunity for waging a struggle against imperialism and
internal reaction. People who followed the development of
international events in the post-war years could not fail to see
that there is an extremely close link between the successes of
the revolutionary struggle in the capitalists countries, the vic-

tories of the national liberation movement and the growth of *

the might of the world socialist system.

“Victory over capitalism on a world scale can be achieved
solely through the joint efforts of the world socialist system, the
working class movement and the national liberation struggle of
the peoples. Each of these forces makes its own contribution to

the anti-imperialist struggle. However, one cannot fail to see

that the struggle of the world socialist system against
imperialism is the focal point of world policy, ot the whole of
social development.

“The Marxist-Leninists can-have no doubt as to the primary,
increcsingly decisive role which the world socialist system
plays, and has to play, in bringing about the triumph of the new
social system all over the globe. The historical mission of the
socialist countries is determined by the objective laws of social
development, by the irrefutable fact that the countries in which
socialism has triumphed are today in the van not only of the
socialist forces, but of the progressive forces of the world. They
are not only a beacon lighting up mankind’s road to social
progress but a powerful material force embodying Marxisi-
Leninist ideas, a force which is fighting capitalism and is bound

_to defeat it in the decisive sphere of human activity, the sphere

of material production.

“All the facts indicate that the socialist countries can within a
historically short time surpass the capitalist countries econ-
omically as well. Let us recall that total -industrial output in
the socialist countries in 1962 was roughly eight times as great as
it had been on their territory in 1937, whereas the capitalist

" countries registered only a 2.6 fold increase. The world socialist

system has -now attained a new stage in the economic
competition with capitalism. In 1950 the socialist countries’
share in world industrial production was about one-fifth; today
it exceeds one-third.

“It is the internationalist duty of the Communists of the
socialist countries to continue effectively building the new
society, promoting their economy and strengthening their
defences, consolidating the socialist community, and to strive
to ensure that socialist ideas exercise an increasing appeal to
the working people as they are translated into reality.
Nowadays the merits of socialism are judged not only by
theoretical writings, but, above all, by what is done in practice,
by the way in which Communists actually solve the problems of
building the new society. If we accomplish this task properly,
we shall greatly promote the struggle for socialism in other
countries, and if we don’t, it will be a blow to that struggle.”(17)

In their letter the Central Committee of the Communist Party
of China clearly pointed out: “(4) In defining the general line of
the international communist movement, the starting point is
the concrete class analysis of the world politics and economics
as a whole and of actual world conditions, that is to say, of the
fundamental contradictions in the contemporary world.

“If one avoids a concrete analysis, seizes at random on cer-
tain superficial phenomena, and draws subjective and groun-
dless conclusions, one cannot possibly reach correct con-
clusions with regard to the general line of the international
communist movement but will inevitably slide onto a track en-
tirely different from that of Marxism-Leninism.

“What are the fundamental contradictions in the contem-
porary world? Marxist-Leninists consistently hold that they are:

the contradiction between, the socialist camp and the
imperialist camp; : : v

the contradiction between the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie in the capitalist countries;

the contradiction between the oppressed nations and
imperialism; and ¥

the contradictions among imperialist countries and among
monopoly capitalist groups.

“The contradiction between the socialist camp and the
imperialist camp is a contradici . between two fundamentally
different social systems, socialism and capitalism. It is un-
doubtedly very sharp. But Marxist-Leninists must not regard
the contradictions in the world as consisting solely and simply
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of the contradiction between the socialist camp and the
imperialist camp.”(18)

In his report to the Plenary Meeting of the Central Com-
mittee of CPSU, M. Suslov writes: “The radical changes that
took place in the world after the Second World War are linked
up chiefly with the rise and development of a world system of
socialism. The countries of the socialist commonwealth are the
main bulwark of all the revolutionary forces of modern times, a
reliable champion of world peace. The struggle between world
socialism and world imperialism is the principle content of our
epoch, the pivot of the class struggle on a world scale.”(19)

Soviet Union launched an armed invasion of Czechoslovakia
in August, 1968 and emerged as a social-imperialist super-
power. Soon after this invasion, Soviet revisionists called a
conference of the revisionist’s parties of the world and again
declared: “Mankind has entered the last third of our century in
a situation marked by a sharpening of the historic struggle
between the forces of progress and reaction, between
socialism and imperialism.”(20)

At the 24th Congress of the CPSU held on March 30th, 1971,
Brezhnev repeated the same analysis of the world situation in
his Report of the Central Committee: “Life has provided con-
firmation of the conclusion drawn by the 1969 International
Meeting of Communist and Workers” Parties that ‘the world
socialist systéem is the decisive force in the anti-imperialist
struggle”.”(21)

The Communist Party of China firmly reiterated their analysis
of the basic contradictions in the world in its Ninth National
Congress Report: “...there are four major contradictions in the
world today: the contradiction between the oppressed nations
on the one hand and imperialism and social-imperialism on the
other; the contradiction between the proletariat and
bourgeoisie in the capitalist and revisionist countries; the con-
tradiction between imperialist and social-imperialist countries
and among the imperialist countries; and the contradiction

between socialist countries on the one hand and imperialism
and social-imperialism on the other.”’(22)

Please note that in the Ninth National Congress Report, the
Communist Party of China made another concrete analysis of
the concrete international situation. The rise of Soviet
revisionist social-imperialism was a big blow to the socialist
camp and this camp ceased to exist as it existed just after
the Second World War for a time. Atthe presenttime, there are
only socialist countries like China and Albania while there is no
socialist camp. Furthermore, in a pamphlet entitled Refutation
of the New Leaders of the C.P.S.U. on “United Action”, the
Chinese communists clearly present the differences between
the Marxist-Leninist line of the Chinese Communist Party and
Khruschovite revisionist line. (Excerpts from this pamphlet are
reprimeq on this page tor our readers information—editor.)

Now do these individuals mentioned before make clear dis-
tinction between Marxism-Leninism and modern revisionism
and uphold Marxism-Leninism and repudiate modern
revisionisri? Of course they don’t. Their aim is to cause con-
fusion and oppose the glorious path of the Great October

PART 2

Let us now look at the theories which the two superpowers
promote to deal with international questions, questions relat-
ing to the trend of countries wanting independence, nations
wanting liberation and people wanting revolution. All of the
theories which the two superpowers have support the op-
posite. They push these theories in order to justify their politics
of world hegemony. Central to all their theories is the theory
that the main motive force in the world today is the “combined
action” of the two superpowers to dominate the world. But this
“combined action” only leads to the two superpowers
furiously contending with one another for world hegemony.
This contention is the main aspect of the contradiction
between the two superpowers. It is this contention which holds
the seeds of future world war.

‘The entire ideological and theoretical basis of the politics of
the two superpowers for hegemony is embedded in the
economic base — that is the reflection of the desperate needs
and desires of the capitalist system at its highest stage, which is
the moribund stage. Imperialism means aggression and war,
scrambling for colonies, seizing control of new areas of raw
materials, and struggling for mmarkets and domination cf other
countries. in briei, the two superpowers advance the follewing
theories:

1. THE THEORY OF COMBINED ACTION
This includes:
® theory of “derente”
® theory of “balance” between the two superpowers
@ theory of “global system” of peace ;
® theory of “coordination of common interests”

2. THE THEORY THAT IDECLOGY IS “DEAD”

This includes: ‘
@ U.S. imperialist theory that ideology is “cead” in the Soviet
Union
® Soviet social-imperialist theory that reasen has “‘triumphed”
in the U.S. foreign policy
® Soviet social-imperialist theory of “common
interests” above classes and ideclogy

3. THE THEORY OF PRODUCTIVE FORCES
This includes:
® “giobal probiems” are to be “solved” by joint U.S.im
and Soviet social-imperialist manipulation of science and
tecnnology -
{See¢ the reierence material which follows which deals
with the THEORIES OF THE TWO SUPERPOWERS in greater
detail.) y

human
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REFERENCE NOTES ON ;
THEORIES OF SUPERPOWERS

PART 1

The ideologists for the two imperialist superpowers, u.s.
imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism, haye created a
number of theories in the field of international refations, econ-
omic development, and social change all ¢f which are used to
wage ideological warfare against the Third World countries of
Africa, Asia and Latin America, and against the peoples every-
where fighting for national liberation, independence and
revolution. They aspire through their theories to paralyse the |
national liberation movements, liquidate revolution, spread
pessimism and passivity through the ranks of the revoiutionary

" peoples. / )

Central to all their theories is the theory that the main motive
force in the world today is the combined action of the two-
superpowers. Ideologists for both U.S. imperialism and Soviet
social-imperialism preach this theory, which is the under-pin-
ning of the Brezhnev-Nixon doctrine of “world order’}, “global
unity” and “detente”. The leading U.S. theoretician in inter-
national relations, Stanley Hoffman, writes in Foreign Affairs,
1972; “The central mechanism of deterence is likely to remain
for a long time hipolar. Only the U.S. and the Soviet Union have
the capacity to annihilate each other — a capacity distinct from
that which France, Britain, and China possess, of severely
wounding a superpower but suffering either total or unbear-
able destruction in return. Only the superpowers can deter
each other, not merely from. nuclear war but also from large
scale conventional war and from the nuclear blackmail of third
parties. Their advance over: other nuclear powers remains
enormous, quantitatively and qualitatively...” (p. 621) He des-
cribes a system that is' “of a central worldwide balancing
mechanism.” (624) He says “only the two superpowers are
likely to remain, for a long time, capable of sending forces and
supplies to distant parts of the globe...” (624) and further “that
peace is ultimately indivisible” and therefore “what matters is,
first and still, the Big Two, in pursuit of universal influence, and
in possession of global military means.” (631) These are the
words of the U.S. imperialists in 1972, one year after the mone-
tary crisis in 1971, itself a refiection of the weakened position of
U.S. imperialism on a world scale as a result of thearmed strug- ,
gles of the Indo-Chinese peoples against U.S. imperialism, and
other nations and countries fighting for their liberation and
independence. Yet Hoffman is saying to the Third World coun-
tries that two giants stride the world and can impose their will
upon it because they have the “global means” of waging war.

The very same theory is presented by the ideologists of the
Soviet Union. At the time Hoffman wrote his “theory”, the
Soviet Weekly, New Times (No. 22, 1972) wrote an editorial
regarding the outcome of the U.S. president’s visit to Moscow.
“Thesituation of the international climate, and the prospects of
the solution of controversial questions depend on how rela-
tions are worked out between the great states.”’ In July 1974 the
same journal editorialises (No. 27) on the june 27 visit of Presi-
dent Nixon to Moscow: “All sober-minded, unbiased people
—everyone except the disseminators of malicious inventions

"about some mythical ‘superpower compact” and the gullible
who allow themselves to be taken in by these fabrications —are
aware that the tenor of contemporary international- life as a
whole, the peaceful development of civilization, the future of
all humanity depend to a great extent on the state of Soviet-
American relations. World peace stands to gain from good rela-
tions between the two great powers.” In a U.N. address Nixon
stated the same theme: “The fate of the world depends on the
relations, between the United States and the Soviet Union.”” A
Soviet specialist, N. Akadiev, reiterates the theme with the
claim that “the broad circle of international problems depends
on the position of the U.S.A. and the U.5.5.R.” (cited in Albania
Today, “Identical Imperialist Political Concepts,” by Shaban
Murati, No. 6, 1972, p.51) J. Reston, a U.S. publicist for imper-
ialism, speaks of the “tendency to the establishment of a new
world order” and greets “the diplomatic activity directed
toward influencing the development of this tendency.”

These theories of “detente”, of a “balance” between the two
superpowers is actually written into adocument signed by Nix-
on and Brezhnev. Point 2 of “Basic principles of mutual rela-
tions between the U.S.A. and the Soviet Union” says “An indis-
pensable condition for the maintenance and strengthening of
the relations between the U.S.A. and the Soviet Union is the
recognition of the security interests of the two sides.” Here
quite clearly is the basis of the “global system™ of “peace”. In
faet it is a counter-revolutionary alliance, an imperialist varsion
of the 19th century Holy Alliance against revolution in Europe.
Today however it is an alliance of the two super-imgerialist
powers against the vast mazjority ¢f mankind living in the
developing poor countries of Africa. Latin America and Asia.
Again we can see the commenality of thinking on this issue
between U.S. imperialism and Soviet social-imperialism. On
lune 9, 1972 Soviet journalist, N. Inozemcey explained the
“joint interest” clause in a Pravda article when he pointed out
U'with the joint efforts of the twa sides, actual measures were
taken ensuring their respect for the interest of each side.”

" Former UU.S. Secretary of State, Me!vin Laird, spoke at the time
of “hopeful agreemenis betwesqi the U.S.A. and the U.S.5.R. in
the frameworks of the coorcdination of common interests.”
(cited in AT, Ibid, p.52) Just what these “interests” are is clear:
total demination of the “globe”’; and in particular control of
the raw materials and labor power of the pecples of Africa, Asia
and Latin America.

The harmony of interests between the two superpowers in
their alliance 1o oppose the countries.of Africa, Asia and Latin

“tind “likens

America in their struggle tor independence. liberation and
revolution was spefled out by Richard Nixon in his january 20,
1969 inauguration speech in which he said, “After a period of
confrontation, we are ushering in the era of talks.” For what is
there to ‘talk’ about between countries of opposite social
systems, between countriés foliowing a foreign ‘policy of
principled support for the struggles of Third World countries
for their liberation against 400 years of colonialism and imper-
ialism. and those who follow a policy of armed aggression,
plunder and hegemony? There is of course no basis for “talk”,
except the “talk” of continual struggle againstimperialism, the
“talk” of armed struggle, of public opinion for national liber-
ation, independence and revolution. So how can Nixon
“usher’" in an “era of talks” unless there isanother superpower
of similar outlook of life to “talk” with. |.F. Dulles, the architect
of U.S. imperialist foreign policy during the period when U.S.
imperialism was confronted by the socialist camp recognized
that “talk” was futile. He said in 1857, “agreement means com-
pliance of viewpoints.” This explains the warm welcome given
to Nixon’s line of “ralks” by the Soviet revisionists 'who
called at the time for “joint efforts ... to solve the ripe inter-
national prablems.” What was the theoretical basis for twec
countries supposedly with opposite social systems, and with

opposite cutlooks with regard to the fundamental questions of -

national sovereignty, war, imperialism and so forth to have
“talks” and to sign- “agreements’’ recognizing each other’s
“global interests?”’ h

The theoretical basis of such “agreements” and “tatks” in
international affairs is the line that ideology is dead. S. Hoffman
writes in the same article outlining his theory of superpower
political domination of the world. that “We congratulate our-
selves on having carried out negotiations with Moscow withcut
ideological obstacles.” Nixon, echoing this theory, savs “The
effectivoress of ideofugy weakens thraughout the world and
above all in the field of the problems of foreign policy.”
Another U.S. imperialist theoretician of international rela-
tions, Zb. Brezezinski, the Columbia Univercity CIA ‘scholar’
and expert on the “balance of power” theory writes, “The
radical difference of our epoch is the weakening of ideo-
logical conflicts.” He says that “communism, until recently the

“most militant and principal ideology, is dead.” What these

ideologists of world hegemony and monopoly capitalism are
quite clearly saying is the “ideology” is communism, i.e. the
theory of dialectical and historical materialism, the theory of
proletarian revolution, national liberation and the outlook of
struggling to overthrow all reaction. And for them “commun:

ism” in-the Soviet Union is “dead.” Hoffman writes that

“Krushchev’s proclamation of the ‘non-inevitability of war”
was a “landmark” in preparing conditions for a “bipolar’ su-
perpower block. (Ibid., p.628) The whole revisionist theory
“peaceful co-existence”, meaning opportunist collaboration
with the forces of imperialism, echoes this “end of ideology”
line of the U.S. theoreticians. Soviet Professor Y. Tunkin writes:
“men of different classes and world outlooks unite on the com-
mon platform of the interests of the overwhelming majority of
the population of the planet. Peaceful co-existence responds
not only to the interests of the working class and all the labour-
ing people, but also to the interests of the major part of the
bourgeoisie.” Clearly if one has common “interests”, one can
“usher in an era of talks”. Kissinger said that “When national
structures (i.e. social systems) and the concepts of legality on
which they are based are essentially different, state officials zan
meet, but the possibilities of them convincing each other are

limited, because they speak different languages.”” But today the-

revisionists and the U.S. imperialists do speak the same lang-
uage, which explains why in 1969 Nixon can usherin his “era of
talks” and why Brezhnev and he can sit down to sign agree-
ments recognizing their “common global interests.” While the
U.S. ideologists proclaim the “death” of ideology in the Soviet
Union, the revisionist ideologists proclaim the triumph of
“reason” in U.S. foreign policy. In Memo, No. 4, 1972, G.
Ponomarev writes: “It is admitted that the refusal of confront-
ation announced by president Nixon and his acceptance of en-
try into the era of talks, is a delayed and forced semi-admission
of the failure of the policy of balance on the verge of war, and a
failure of the nuclear threat strategy.” In Pravda on July 13,
1972, V. Korionov says, ‘At the present stage the imperialist
governments are compelled to recognize the foreign policy
principles which have been put forward and are defended by
socialism.”

But with whom is the new “reasonableness” of U.S. imper-
ialism exhibited? Everyone knows that within months of his
“era of talks” speech U.S. imperialism organized a coup against
the government of Samdech Norodom Sihanouk and invaded
the Kingdom of Cambodia. They intensified their aggression
against the Vietnamese people, the Arab people of the Middle
East, launched a coup against the government of Chile — in
short have pursued an even more intensified aggression against
the peoples and countries in the Third World than before. So
with whom can the U.S. imperialists “‘talk”, with whom can they
of mind” to take a; Yio. Sk s
sacial-imperialism, because they share “common interosts”
ever though they are both competing for world hegemony.
Thus while “ideology *is oroctaimed 1o be “dead” by the ideo-
logists of U.S. imperialism, spokesmen for Soviet social-imper-
ialism proclaim “common human interasts” above ciasses and
ideology. Soviet Professar G. Tunkin, writes in frfernational
Review, “The ideological struggle in international relations can
be and is an object of regulation on the basis of internaticnal
law.” What the Soviet profzssor is saying is that the “global
interests” are suhject to “international law™, that is can be the
subject of “negotiation”, of “talks.” For what is being subiected
to regulation is not “ideology”, i.e. world view. This they
already have in common. What is negotiable is liow murch
the world each will exploit, a negotiation carried outin z fren
of arms race and competition,
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A number of other counter-revolutionary theories are used
by the superpowers to back up their line of “binolar” super-
power hegemony. If ideology is dead, what do the theorists of
U.S. imperiaiism and Soviet socizl-imperialism say takes its
place. Ideoclogy, it must Be remembaeared., is Marxism. i.e. the
theory of irreconcilabie class war between oppressor and
oppressed, between proletariat and monopoly capialist,
between the implerialist supespowers and the expioned masses
of the poor colonial and semi-colonial countries of Africz, Asia
and Latin America — that is between the over-whelming
masses of mankind and the ruling classes of the two imperialist
powers. The contemporary thecrists of U.S. imperialism and
Soviet social-imperialism say that superceding “ideciogy’ (i.e.
ciass struggle) are certain common “global problems’ which
can only be sorted out by “cooperation” and “joint” use of the
scientific and technolegical revolution. Thisis the cerner-stone
of revisionism and modern imperialist outlook — thet is, the
productive forces are decisive, whiie the masses are insignii-
icant, in fact are a “popufation prebiem” to be “solved” as ali
other “global problems” are to be “solved” by joint U.S. imper-
ialist and Soviet social-imperialist manipulation of science and
technology, over which they are organizing a werld mono-
poly. M.D. Schulman, an_ American ideologist and professor
writes: ‘‘The world is transformed not by the revolution of
Marx and Engels, but by the radical influences of present day
technologies.” In the book industrialism and !Industrial Man
written by a number of U.S. sociologiss they proclaim: “The
giant of industrialism walks proudly on the earth transforming
all the features of the old transitional societies. The world is
entering a new epoch, the epoch of total industrialization. Both
the East and West are approaching it.”” Another U.5, ideologist,
Wairer Lipmann, wrote: “The differences between capitalism
and socialism cease being ideclogical and are increasingly
becoming administrative — economic and technical.”

The same line is advanced by the revisionist ideclogists
Pravda writes, “The field of scienice and technology is the

1

themam
field of the battle of sacialism with capitalism.” Sowviet scholss
G. Pokrovskij writes: “The revoiution in science led to the pos-
sthilities of the effective roads of the unification of the various
peoples and states.” And V. Kortunov writes: “technical-
scientific progress connects the foreign policy of various states
with a complicated tangle of interests.” Again we note the
word “interests”, and see the clear connection between
science and technology (productive forces) standing above
class struggle (relations of production) — i.&. science and tech-
nology being monopolized by two powers with the same ideo-
logy (thatis, sharing the same interests) to dominate and expioit
the countries and nations ¢’ the world, especially the poor
masses of the colonial and semi-colonial world. What is the
meaning of “unification of the various peoples and states”’? Is
this not the same theoretical content of the two U.S. ideo-
logues W.R. Kinter and H. Sicherman in their book Tech-

nology and International Politics that “the rechnical=seientific
revolution must lead to the erosion of the sovereignty of the
states.”’? In practice this is precisely what both superpowers are
doing, undermining the sovereignty of the countries and
nations that each dominates in order to promote their “com-
mon” “global interests”, about which they are so eager to

“talk” and recognize."”

An example of the practical application of this “theory” of
“science and technology” as the determining factor of histor-
ical development in conjunction, and as part of the whole
theory of international politics of “bipolar” superpower
domination is the international Conference for Economic; In-
dustrial, Scientific and Technoélogical Cooperation held in
Moscow at the same time as the third summit meeting of Nixon
and Brezhneyv, in June 1974. This meeting brought together
direct representatives of U.S. finance capital together with the
bureaucrat capitalists of the Soviet state and was jointly spon-
sored by the U.S.S.R. State Committee for Science and Tech-
nology and the Stanford Research Institute. What is meant by
two capitalist superpowers by science and technology is made
clear by the practice of the conference. Several multi-million
dollar deals were signed between the Soviet State capitalist
institutions and Coca-Cola Company, Dresser Industries, Inc
(U.S.A.). Mr. A.W. Clausen, president of the Calfornian Bank of
America (assets of $49,400 million) is quoted in New Times No.
27, 1974, as saying “I am very pleased with the direction in
which economic détente is moving for both of our countries.
As you know there are many things that are helping to pro-

_mote our partnership. In particular the establishment of the
U.S.5.R.-U.S.A. joint trade and economic council, of which iam
a director and co-chairman.”” He went on to brag of the Bank of
America’s “contribution” to “promote our partnership”. “|
think the chief thing is the extension of financing, which we
have already begun. Just in the last few weeks we have signed
the contract for the financing of a chemical fertilizer plant. Our
bank is leading thé banking syndicate which is extending a
credit of $180 million.” He went on to brag how the Bank of
America has been doing a good business in the Soviet Union
for almost 20 years, i.e. since the revisionists usurped power in
the Soviet Union and converted the socialist economy into a
capitalist economy. Clausen went on to elaborate the ‘joint’
Soviet-Japanese project tor “development of wealth " in Sibéria
to be sponsored bv a consortium of international banks,
headed by the Bank of America. For him all this is part and
parcel of “détente™ “Apart trom purely business consider-
ations, trade is an important tactor of peace and good relations.
I the U.S.S.R. and the U.S A the two biggestindustrial nations
of the world, can tind common ground upon which to trade
and exchange goods, this is an example for the rest or the
world. " But what took place was not an “excahnge of goods ™, it
was an investment of capital. What was discussed was not
“trade” but export of tinance capital: not a sharing of “tech-



nology and science” but a division of markets for the invest-
ment of finance capital. W.C. Butcher, president of the Chase
. Manhattan Bank of New York (assets $36,800 million) joined his
‘class brother in heralding this new age of “cooperation” and
“detente”. Thus we can sce how the political “talks” have led
to economic “talks . How the theory of detente justified by a
theory of the “end of ideology™ in foreign affairs, becomes an
“economic détente”, and a division of markets for investment
of finance capital. When asked about the significance of the
summit meeting he said that it would give further impetus to
“cooperation between the Soviet Union and the United States™
and would assist in pushing the U.S. Congress to grant the
Soviet Union as a trading
partner.
It is no coincidence that this high-powered conference of
the ruling classes of the two superpowers should meet at the

“maost-ftavoured-nation  status”

same time their political chieftains were conspiring together to
turther their political hegemony over the world. Brezhnev in
l()‘.lsling Nixon on June 27 warmlv thanked the representatives
of U.S. monopoly capitalism, “those farsichted represent=
atives of the 1S, business world who correctly understood the
autual significance for both our peoples, and who are giving
their government active support in this respect.” The “mutual
advantage” Brezhnev reters to is related to another aspect, the
principal aspect of this “jaint™ “scientific and technological”
cooperation in the world. Namelv the “disadvantage " to be im-
posed by both upon the overwhelming masses of humanity
who live in poverty in the ex-colonial and semi-colonial count-
ries of the world, all the bullied small and medium-sized coun-
tries as well as the working classes of the United States and the

Soviet Union, the oppressed nationalities of these countries

who are the cheap labour power used to buiid the “joint pro-
jects™ financed By monopaoly capital. In the report on the
conference the New Times commentator. V. Rosen, quotes a
U.S. monopoly capitalist Dr. Armand Hammer as saying, “we
have to eat an elephant, but we can't doit at ane go, only piece-
meal.” And then Georgi Arbatov, Director oi the U.S. Institute
of the U.S.S.R. Academy of Sciences adding that the elephant
can be eaten from “different sides.” An elephant is a work
animalthat lives in Africa and Asia.'We shall analyze later exac-
tly how these “theories™ of the U.S. and revisionist ideologists
are designed precisely to assist their imperiaiist masters to ** »at
the elephant”, i.e. oppress the Third World's peoples.
Before doing so, however. let us conclude this section of c ur
examination of revisionist and imperialist theories of inter-
national relations bv looking at the whole concept of super-
power summit politics which has dominated international
relations since 1969. If we follow the thinking of the ideoiogists
of imperialism and social-imperialism we see how their theory
of.the motive force in-international politics being superpower
“ihferhational cooperation™ and mutual regard for “glofal
interests” leads to a theory of the “death of ideology” (i.e. class
struggle). and the need to explain the motive force of history as
something apart from class struggle, something that unites ali
“scientific and indusirial revolution.” The
practical consequence of this theory has been illustrated. But
there is an extension to all these theories with the idea of
“superpower” diplomacy, of “style” which rises above class,
“and is explained as pure “technique” (in much the way “tech-
nology and science” stands above relations of production).
Hence we have the “persanal” intervention of Kissinger during
the Middle tast war in order 1o advance the superpower iine of
“no war, no peace”’, a line of blocking the full struggle of the
*Arab peoples for their national liberation and independence
from Zionism. International relations, now devoid of “ideo-
logy”, can be “pure science”. Thus a whole theory of techno-
cracy in international relations becomes a justification for end-
less summit meetings which have become such a fetish in the
theoretical literature of the U.S. imperialists and social-imper-
ialists. Everything is reducea to o maiter of “contacts” and
“communication’’;

mankind, namely

of personal style. Thus revisionism gives
rise to the promotion of the reactionary theory of psycho-
sociologism, that the masses must remain passive while the
technical experts in international relations “sort out” through
their contacts among the superpowers various international
(@EL

Part and parcel ot this much publicized “top level” negoti-
attons is the promotion of an exceedingiy treacherous theory
that diplomacy ininternaiionas! relations today is being “demo-
cratizod UL Kandlov, Sovietr scholar, writes: “Now a notice-
able democratization of international realtions in general and
Reston, U.S. ideo-
logue, wrote in the New York Times, “diplomacyis now shown
television.” Lester Pearson. former prime minister of
Canada, writes in his book, Diplomacy in the Atomic Century™
that diplomacy has a propaganda function, and that the radio
and teievision have made it possible to influence masses of
people with “open diplomacy. " These theories are designed to
cover up the essence of superpower relations whicn are their
secrecy. A November 1972 NATO document macde
public reads: “Nixon made bargainings in Moscow last month
without consulting the allies and without informing them in
dotail atterwards, There is the danger of bilateralism between
the twao superpowers leading to agreements at the expense of
the Luropean members of the alliance.” (cited by Shaban
Murati. “Diplomatic Counter-Revolution”, Albania Today,
Mav-June 1973, p.53). The essence therefore of the massive
pubiicity given to the “high poweéred taiks”, the “summits”,
and the personal “style ™ of Kissinger and so forth is to do max-
imum public opinion for the view that the motive force in inter-
national politics is the two superpowers. that the masses have
no role in history, and that the nations struggling for their liber-
ation are powerless to effect their destiny without the help of
either U.S. imperialism or Soviet social-imperialism.

of diplomacy in particular is evident,” |.

aver

utmaonst

PART 3

We can summarize, now, the intensification of contention
between U.S. imperialism and Soviet social imperialism. Des-
pite all the talk of “détente” these words are merely a
camouflage to hide the contention between the two super-
powers seeking world hegemony. Europe is the focus of their
rivalry. In their strivying for hegemony they have both been
bitterly contending for control over its southern flank — the
Middle East, the Mediterrannean and Balkan areas. When the
second round of talks between the Soviet Union and the U.S.
broke off in June 1973 this was followed by the October 1973
Middle East war and almost a mojor showdown between the
two powers. Two weeks after the third round of “Détente”
talks between the two superpowers in june and July 1974, the
Cyprus crisis erupted, which clearly reflected the contention in
that region. Sometimes they brandish their swords, sometimes
they scurry around in intense diplomatic struggle. U.S.
Secretary of State Kissinger made 7 trips to the Middle East in a
year. Gromyko also made many trips and they almost fell over
each other hustling rom one capital to the other.

As the Soviets have been more exposed in the Arab countries
the U.S: switched its tactics and became the “negotiator” of a
“peaceful solution” to the crisis. The Soviet Union also swit-
ched its tactics and became a “friend” in the Arab fight against
Zionism, while continuing to send emigrants to Israel for man-
power, and thus reached into the U.S. sphere of influence. The
Soviet Union and the U.S. have sent mere than $10 billion
worth of different kinds of military equipment into the area
since the October Middle East War. On January 23 Kissinger
stated that a final peace negotiation would once again involve a
Soviet-U.S. condominium set up originally in the Geneva
Negotiations of December, 1973.

Contention in the Middle East has spread now to the west in
Cyprus and the East in the Persian Gulf and Indian Ocean. Naval
military exercises are held from time to time by both powersin
these two regions. Their contention for bases and a dominant
position in the Indian Ocean has become sharper than ever.

Since early 1974 Soviet social-imperialism has become more
blatant and aggressive in its designs on the “Tinderbx” of
Europe and the Balkans. They tried to foster a pro-Soviet
subversive group in Yugoslavia which was caught and'punished
by the Yugoslavian government. They forced one Balkan state

_to provide a military corridor. When Balkan states resist pres-

sure, the Soviet Union organises military manoeuvres on its

borders. The Soviets also “fished”in Cyprus and tried to use the
situation to make a breach in NATQO's southern flank.
~ The Soviets’ contention in Europe is combined with lulling
them with slogan’s about “détente” and “security”, with
promises of natural resources and markets for capital expan-
sion as bait to curry favour, “develop bilateral relations” and
“all-European co-operation”, and, at the same time, engage in
political infiltration in the region.

As a counter, the U.S. readjusted its relations with West

European countries and strengthened political and military -

alliances with them against the Soviet Union. Using con-

* tradictions in Eastern Europe they have intensified their

“peaceful infiltration” there. Through bilateral “economicand
technical cooperation.” The “European Security Conference”
and the talks on forces reduction incentral Europe, over the last
year or so, reflects the two superpowers’ rivalrsy, interpenet-
ration and mutual exclusion in Europe.

Military confrontation between the two in Europe is becom-
ing sharper. While holding talks in Vienna on forces redution in
Central Europe they continued to step up war preparations in
terms of actual fighting with Europe as the hypothetical bat-
tlefield.

The Soviets have increased the size and quality of their forces
in Europe. In addition to Central Europe they have
strengthened their military deployment and command system
against the northern and southern flanks of Europe. Joint War-
saw Pact militray exercises almost doubled in 1974. The U.S.
meanwhile began largescale renewal of its tactical nuclear
weapons deployed in Western Europe to cope with the Warsaw
Pact’s conventional forces’ superiority.

Most characteristic of this period of increasing contention
between the superpowers is the feverish arms race, especially
the nuclear arms race. The biggest-farce in this regard is the so-
called Strategic Arms Limitation Talks. A so-called “limitation”
of 2,400 strategic delivery vehicles — intercontinental ballistic
missles, submarine-launched missiles and heavy bombers — of
which 1,320 could be armed with multiple nuclear warheads
(MIRV’s). On December 3, 1974 William Beecher, U.S. Defence
Department spokesman, said that in fact the U.S. only had a
total of 2,205 launchers, 822 of which are armed with MIRV’s,
and the programme was to bring the number of MIRV armed
launchers up to 1,286. In other words the “ceiling” was larger
than current stockpiles and even its target figuie. Right now
Defense Secretary James Schlesinger says the U.S. is feverishly
trying to catch up to the “limitation” tigure.

On January 3, 1975 President Ford signed a $95 billion
defense budget which the administration will try to get through
Congress, and “resident Ford! launched his campaign for a $300
million aid for arms to the Saigon puppets. On January 11
General George S. Brown, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
told a U.S. military audience that the “sheer massiveness” of
the Soviet strategic program is staggering. He said “without
successful negotiations or a matching strategic program of our
own’ the S.U. program could “seriously upset the future
military balance.” He said the numerical strength in Europe was
being matched by increasing technical equality because of
their “vigorous development and modernization program.”
(New York Times, January 12,1975) Secretary of Defense, James
Schlesinger said on January 14th that new “negotiations” to put
the Vladivostok agreement between Brezhnev and Ford into a
treaty, would begin January 31. He said that the Soviet Union
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had deployed two new international missiles armed with -
MIRV’s. He reiterated the statement about “limiting” MIRV's
to 1,300 each, and warned that should the Soviet Union mas-
sively deploy these weapons this would be a “potential source
of strategic instability” and the U.S. would “take counter-
measures to maintain the strategic balance”. He worried aloud
about the possibility of a Soviet “selective strategic strike”
against U.S. defense centres, which would cost 500,000 to 5
million casualties, in the hope that the U.S. would not respond
fearing a retaliation by the Soviets against U.S. cities with
casualities of over a 100 million. Schlesinger said that U.S.
strategy invisioned the ability to launch such an attack against
both Soviet defense sites and against cities.

In addition to the arms race, there is a sharpening of war talk,
and a definite “cooling off” of so-called détente. An interviesw
with Kissinger released on January 2, 1975 contained his n-
famous threat to use military action against the oil producer:: |
am not saying that there’s no circumstance where we would
not use force. But it is one thing to use it in the case of a dispt.te
over price,'it’s another where there’s some actual strangulation
of the industrialized world”, and then “/ want to make clear,
however that the use of force would be considered only in the
gravest emergency.” (Business Week, January 13, 1975) On
January 3, Kissinger told reporters: I reflect the view of the
President. | do not make a major statement of foreign policy on
which I do not reflect his views.” This is a continuation of the
confrontation politics adopted by the Ford-Kissinger regime in
September, 1974, against the Third World oil producers, and
the Weatern European allies. This is the theory of “inter-
national resources”’, and “international order” in raw material
distribution. He attacked the European resistance to come
under the U.S. plan for a confrontation between the “con-
sumers” and “producers” by saying that the Europeans “suffer
from an enormous felling of insecurity”, and, “sense of im-
potence.” Yet five days later the U.S. was impotent as West
Europe’s 9 ECC members unanimously adopted a program to
recycle 10-12 billion oil dollars in coordination with OPEC
against the U.S. plan of a “producer” consortium confronting
QPEC. :

Kissinger also made several statements abotit the “cooling
off” of détente. On January 8, Kissinger said that the U.S. and
the Soviet Union are “going through a difficult period” and
that a “chill” might be setting into relations. On January 11 the
New York Times reported that Kissinger regretted that the
Phillipine to Indian Ocean Task Group (Enterprise and others)
didn't sail through the Gulf of Tonkin to try and intimidate the
liberation movement in Vietnam. On January 14, the Soviet
Union nullified the much trumpeted Trade Treaty ¢t 1972
because of U.S. insistence that the $300 million trade credit be
tied to Soviet-Jewish emigration. Kissinger said the U.S.
regretted-this “turn of events”, that “our policy of détente
remainsin force”, but that the U.S. would resist Soviet pressure
“with great determination.” Also on January 14, Schlesinger
made his statements about increased Soviet nuclear arms build
up, and the need to have a “two strike” nuclear strategy.

In the Soviet Union the armaments raceis also going on. In
the past 10 years the revisionists have spent $100 billion (U.S.)
for development of nuclear weapons. Even though their GNP is
half that of the US), their armaments budget is the same or
larger, amounting to 20% of their income. About 60% of in-
dustrial enterprises serve the military. In 1970, 20% of their
military budget, $16 billion, was spent on military research and
development. The Soviet Union has reportedly increased the

‘number of intercontinental missiles 15 times in 10 years;

nuclear submarines 5.5 times in 4 years; naval tonnage almost 2
times in ten years; military planes by 50% from 1968-73; and the

_number and quality of tanks and other convential weapons also

are being built up. All this has disastrous effects on their
economy reflected by their scramble for credit; they now owe
other countries $8 billion (US). As well they are impoverishing
the working people of the Soviet Union and plundering the
Third World to pay for this race. X "

They too are promoting national chauvinism and war
consciousness among the people in order to prepare con-
ditions for war. Brezhneyv, in the 27th “Party Congress” called
for literary and art works to reflect “patriotic themes.” G.M.
Markov, 1st Secretary of the Union of Soviet Writers told the
5th congress of writers that “literature has a ‘special res-
ponsibility” to army and navy personnel” and that “all efforts
must be made to develop and strengthen the war tradition in
Soviet literature.” In the past few years a steady stream of
novels, films, plays and paintings have glorified militarism.
Social-imperialism champions, as Lenin says: “not ‘defence of |
the fatherland’ in the sense of combating foreign oppression,
but the ‘right’ of the ‘Great’ Powers to plunder colonies and to
oppress other nations.” Both a literary magazine Octoberand a
film called, Czechoslovakia, A Year of Test, do propaganda for
the invasion of that country in 1968: the film was awarded “the
state prize for literature and art.” A documentary film The
Ocean portrays Soviet naval operations in the Atlantic and
Pacific Oceans, the Barents Sea, the Arctic Ocean, the Baltic
Sea, the Black Sea and the Mediterraneén Sea. A novel Nuclear
Submarines on the Alert, lauds tsarist naval traditions and
denounces the idea of “loafing about in one’s own territorial
waters”. A full-length feature film Tame the Flames, advertises
the militarization of the economy and Soviet nuclear
“strengthe " and is lauded by Pravda as “our political film’ of
“historic signifigance”. Another film Courtesy Call portrays
military manoeuvres and war alerts and shows rows of rockets
ready for firing. The long novel Thunder of Rockets relates the
dream of a rocket commander. A nuclear war vreaks out, he
boards a plane, gives orders from the air to attack the enemy
with nuclear warheads and wins victory. 4

Thus, in both the superpowers, the ruling classes are taking
practical measures in all spheres to prepare to escalate their
contention for world hegemeny into a worid war.
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i speech with two quotations:
bt :;16& THE DOCUMENTS ON THE

FOURTH NATIONAL PEOPLE’S CONGRESS IN CHINA:

“The Congress pointed out that the present international
situation, which is characterized by great disorder under
heaven, continues to develop in a direction favourable to the
people. All' the basic contradictions in the world are
sharpening. The contention for world hegemony !)etwe?n‘th'e
two superpowers, the United States and the Soviet Union, is
becoming more and more intense. The factors for bct!h
revolution and war are increasing. The people of all countries
must get prepared against a world war.”( )

FROM COMRADE ENVER HOXHA
FIRST SECRETARY OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE
PARTY OF LABOUR OF ALBANIA
“We the people of the People’s Republic of Albania, of a
small country in the Balkans which has suffered much at the
hands of the barbarous imperialist occupiers through the cen-
turies and which has won its freedom and everything it enjoys
today arms in hand, call on all common people of the world:
‘Look out: U.S. imperialism and Russian imperialism are lead-
ing the world into another war more terrible than the two
previous world wars. These two superpowers are responsible
for the present great crisis, they are vying with one another for
world hegemony, they are fighting to occupy markets; that is,
to oppress and enslave peoples. It is precisely the two super-
powers that arm anti-popular cliques and governments to use
them as watchdogs and their people as cannon fodder for the
inevitable shambles they are preparing, if they have a free
hand’.”

2.8 8.0, 0.0 ¢

REFERENCE NOTES ON
THEORIES OF SUPERPOWERS

PART 2

The essence of the theory of superpower politics, the theory
of the “necessity to keep the equilibrium between the super-
powers” is the imperialist domination of the world, especially
the imperialist domination of the masses of Asia, Africa and
Latin America. Let us examine for example the theories of the
U.S. imperialists with regard to their hegemony of the seas.
Under the cover of their proclamations of “détente” and “the
shift from confrontation to talks” the Soviet social-imperialists
and U.S. imperialists have both been wildly expanding their
arms race. Soviet vice-minister of defense, commander in chief
of the Soviet Navy, Sergei Gorshkov, has written a beok called
The Navy in Times of War and Peace. He argues that the navy
“will fulfill numerous, complicated and arduous tasks” in a

nuclear world war, and therefore the Soviet Union must “con-
stantly strengthen its sea power,” and “move into the oceans.”
The theories he uses to justify a world navy are one: “‘the
sphere of naval operation is the seas which make up seven-ten-
ths of the surface of our planet.” The seas contain “70 million
tons of gold and 4,000 tons of uranium”, not to mention their
“great military significance.” Thus he promotes the theory that
“the sea bed knows no boundary; whosoever occupies it owns
it.” Two: he says the Soviet navy must “protect the interests of
the country beyond its frontiers”, for “defending state
security” and “keeping in step with the political role of a world
power.” Thus we see how the theory of superpower politics is
extended to justify a “political role of a world power” through
an imperialist navy. Three: he says the navy can be used as a
‘means of exerting pressure in international relations. “The.
navy has actually become a diplomatic means of intimidation
and containment”, he says with respect to superpower claims
by Soviet social-imperialism to occupation of various Pacific
islands “discovered” by the agents of the Russian tsars. He says
“a series of islands between the Marshall and Caroline islands”
and the “Russian islands” were discovered by the Russians, and
“as the first discoverer of these places, Russia has everyright to
occupy them.” (Hsinhua News Bulletin, May 10, 1974, “Soviet
Revisionists’” Cor.fession of Quest for Maritime Hegemony”,
p.223) First a theory for superpower politics, a balance of
power, joint solution of global problems, then a theory for a
means to implement one’s role as a superpower. Every imper-
ialist power has had to develop maritime hegemony in order to
impose its aggressive policies of plunder and domination of
other countries. Spain and Portugal in the late 15th century
used their maritime hegemony to dominate America and the
East Indies. They were followed by the rise of Holland’s mari-
time hegemony which replaced Spain and Portugal in the 17th
century. Holland was followed by the rise of France and
England in the 18th century, with the eventual triumph of
English maritime power which lasted most of the 19th century.
With the rise of German imperialism and U.S. imperialism and
latterly Japanese imperialism, we again see the development of
massive navies and all kinds of “theorie<” about a “place inthe
sun”, “international responsibilities”, “global interests” and so

forth. Why are these navies necessary to.imperialist countries?

Precisely because their purpose is to impose the will of the

dominant power over other countries; they are the instru-

ments of superpower politics. This has been the actual history

of the warld since the late 15th century, a period characterized

by the colonisation and plunder of America, the depopulation

of 100 million Africans through the slave trade, the domination
of the ancient civilizations of Asia, and the robbery and plunder
of these peoples which gave rise to capital accumulation,
development of the capitalist mode of production and the

development of modern imperialism. It was during this period

that all the “international laws of the sea” were written by the
various superpowers, especially the English and the Amer-

icans. This basic world history is essential to keep in mind when

analysing the significance of Gorshkov's “theories” regard-

ingshe gypanision of the Soviet navy, and in understanding the

social-imperialist theories with respect to the Third U.N. Law of

the Sea Conference held in Caracus from June 20 to August 24
and attended by 130 countries. With regard to this conference
he makes very specific reference in his book The Navy in
Time of War and Peace. He says, “Today there still exists a grave
threat of a further division of the world seas. The pronounced
characteristic of the present stage is that some developing
countries in Asia, Africa and Latin America insist that the exist-
ing law on the use of the world seas should be re-examined.”
For him the issue is “not to change the criteria of the inter-
national law,of the sea” but “to strictly abide by the existing
regulations.” Here is the very common mindedness which
enables the Soviet social-imperialists to “talk” to U.S. imper-
ialism. Both agree that the language of 400 years of maritime
superpower politics of first one colonial and later imperialist
power over another is just and simply needs to be “enforced”.
The Soviet paper Krasnaya Zvezda writes: “The principles of
the law of the sea stemmed from universally accepted rules in
existing regulations (such as freedom of the high seas and other
principles). No country should unilaterally refuse to abide by
these rules.” There are two basic issues at stake: one is the
question of sovereignty ovér the sea-bed and the fisheries
which the Third World and certain medium-sized advanced
capitalist countries insist should be extended to a 200 mile limit.
The other is the sovereignty of countries over the straits, and
right to decide who shall use them, and for what purpose. On
both questions the Soviet social-imperialists advance theories
of hegemonism, of great power domination. In the journal
Morskoi Flot, no. 3,1974,5.V. Molodtsov, member of the Soviet
Union delegation to the preparatory committee to the 3rd
Conference writes that the issue of passage through straits
“cannot be left to the arbitrary decision of the coastal stra-
it states, nor be decided according to their will.” Why is this?
What is implicit in this position is that a superpower has extra-
territorial rights, while small countries, and especially poor
nations, do not have complete sovereignty. If a superpower in
exercising its “global responsibilities” wants to send sub-
marines underwater through a small countries straits, then they
have every extra-territorial right to do so. “Freedom of the
seas”’ means freedom of the militarily strong power to impose
its will over a weaker country. It’is the “traditional” theory of
English naval hegemonism taken over from Holland, and
passed on to U.S. imperialism. On the question of the exploit-
ation of the fishery and seabed the Soviet delegate Volkov said
in August 13, 1971 at the U.S. Seabed Committee that many
countries, “often are incapable of fully exploiting the resources
within their own territorial waters, let alone resources in waters
distant from their coasts.” What is the delegate of social-im-
perialism saying except that because of 400 years of plunder
and domination most of the world’s peoples and nations have
been robbed of their wealth and left poor and underdeve-
loped. Now because they are poor, this fact becomes the basis
for perpetuating the poverty and making it even worse through
he concoction of 4 U‘,P(.H'_V Of, nirted <0verelznty e says,
“the sovereignty over the natural resources depends to a great
extent upon the capacity of the industry of the developing
countries to utilize these resources.” Here we have the theory
which justifies the “right” of the superpowers to exploit the
resources and labour-power of the Third World countries. It is
part and parcel of the revisionist theory of the “international
division of labour”, which in respect to sea resources says if a
poor country can not fully exploit the resources of its sea bed,
then the Soviet social-imperialists have the right to exploit it.
The identically same line is given by U.S. imperialism with
respect to the oil resources of the'Third World countries. Pres-
ident Ford, speaking at the World Energy Conference in Det-
roit on September 23, 1974 says that: ““American foreign policy
rests on two obvious present day facts: First, in the nuclear age
there is no rational alternative to international cooperation.
Second, the more the world progresses and modernizes, the
more nations need each other.” What this cooperation means

. is that the U.S. like its partner Soviet social-imperialism, candic-

tate its will to other smaller countries, especially to the Third
World countries. He threatened the small producing countries,
“Throughout history nations have gone to war over natural ad-
vantages such as water or food, or convient passages on land
and sea. But in the nuclear age, when any local conflict may es-
calate to global catastrophe, war brings unacceptable risks for
all mankind.” Here the imperialist logic is that because war is a
“global catastrophe” the Third World countries should pas-
sively accept the dictate of U.S. imperialism as to the price of
oil. This is rationalized on the same theoretical premise the
Soviets use for their policy of the seas, namely that resources
are “international’”’ property. “no one can forsee the extent of
the damage nor the end of the disastrous consequences if
nations refuse to share nature’s gifts for the benefit of all man-
kind.” But whose “gifts” are being “shared”? Ford is discus-
sing the oil of the Middle Fast, Venezuala, Indonesia, not the oil
of the United States. Like the Soviet Union social-imperialists,
U.S. imperialism wants “a global energy program”. To achieve
this “global strategy”, the Third World countries must reduce
the price of their oil, and in addition the advanced capitalist
countries must not make “unseemly scrambles” to secure
their oil; i.e. make concessions to the Third World oil produc-
ing countries because this will destroy “all hopes for a global
solution.” (New York Times, Sept. 24, 1974) The theory is
spelled out by S. Hoffman in his article “Weighing the Balance
of Power” when he says “‘The problem is to avoid a fragment-
ation of the world economy, which would breed chaos” in the
same way as fragmentation in the “strategic-diplomatic arena”’
would bring about chaos. In other words “détente” means that
the twe superpowers are to maintain their domination of
everyone else. There must be no economic “chaos”; “a single
world system must still be the goal.” (Ibid., p.634) Kissinger
echoes exactly the same theory in his threat to the Third World
countries madeon the same day at the United Nations that Ford
issued his threat at Detroit. Kissinger’s fine was “The complex,
fragile structure of global cconomic cooperation required to
stsrain’ Adtfonal etdnomic growthstands ih'dansef of Pring

shattered.” (New York Times, Sept. 24, 19/4) The weapon to be
used against the Third World peoples is hunger. Both U.S. and
Soviet social-imperialism are organizing a joint program to
starve the Third World countries into submission, a program
they are backing up with.their superpower politics, and “global
armies and navies”.

The theories for this devious program are this: “Unlike food
prices, the high cost of oil is not the result of economic factors,
of an actual shortagé of capacity or of the free play of supply
and demand. Rather it is caused by deliberate decisions to res-
trict production and maintain an artificial high price level.”
What are the facts? First of all imperialism and social-imperial-
ism deliberately undermine food production, particularly grain
production, in Third World countries. The 1969 U.N. produc-
tion figures show that the Third World countries account for
99% of coffee production, 97% of cocoa, 58% cotton, 57%
tobacco and 92% peanuts — all products monopolized by U.S.
and Soviet social-imperialism which control the prices. For ex-
ample in coffee producticn, the second only to oil in world
trade of primary products employing more than 20 million
people in over 50 African, Asiamand Latin American countries
the price in 1971 was lower than in 1951! As a result of these
depressed prices, enforced by the monopoly of the market by a
few U.S. imperialist corporations between 1955 and 1969 a total

“of $38,786 million was robbed from the coffee producers, or
$2,580 million a year, half of that going to the U.S. monopolies.
But if we look at the figures for food production we find that
the Third World countries do not produce enough to feed
themselves: They grow only 30% of the world’s wheat, 25%
barley, 92% rice, 40% maise and 18% potatoes. This means that
U.S. imperialism is able to use its monopoly of food produc-
tion as an “aid” to blackmail the Third World countries. That is
why in the same breath that Kissinger demands that the oil pro-
ducing countries cut their price for oil, he calls fora program at
the World Food Conference in Rome to “help developing
nations, to increase substantially global fertilizer production;
to expand international, regional and national research pro-
grams; to rebuild the world’s food reserves; to provide a sub-
stantial level of concessionary food aid.” In short to bring in a
program of superpower blackmail of foed production against
the Third World countries. ;

This is exactly the theoretical position of the Soviet revision-
ists. They say there is an “international division of labour” in the
world. That they are a “worker” country which produces in-
dustrial goods; and the Third World countries, especially India,
the largest dependency on Soviet social-imperialism, are
“peasant” countries who will produce agricultural products for
export— agricultural products for industrial consumption such
as cotton, hemp, jute, and export luxury food products such as
coffee, sugar, tea, vegetable oil, etc. Because the social
imperialists are “socialists”” and are “friends” of developing
countries, they do them a favor of “guaranteeinga market” ata
“fixed price.” This is the basis for the systematic robbery of
Cuba’s sugar production. In turn the Soviet Union sells its in-
dustrial products at inflated prices. This is the age-old policy of
coionial plunder based on straighttorward robbery ot buying
low and selling high. Between 1960 and 1971 the Soviet social-
imperialists imported $6,700 million worth of cotton fibre,
natural rubber, non-ferrous metal and food. The Soviet press
brags that “it is entirely wrongto regard aid to foreign countries
as alms or waste of money ... such aid is not given gratis” and
“we have never sold commodities ‘at a loss’ in Asian, Near East
or any other countries.” With respect to the question of oil, the
Soviet Union also shares t- theory and practise of plunder of
the Third World countrnies. While Ford raves about “dis-
asterous consequences’’ if Third World countries “refuse to
share nature’s gifts”, the Soviet revisionists promote their
theory that Middle East oil is “international wealth.” They
claimed that “the Arab oil, though it is Arab wealth in form, is in
reality international wealth.” The Soviet Union is an oil rich
country yet they extort tons of oil from the Middle East to pay
for the military “aid” they receive from the Soviet Union. The
chairman of the Soviet state committee for foreign economic
relations said “Irag supplied the Soviet Union with oil by way of
compensation for expenditures on aid. We imported 4 million
tons of oil from Iraq in 1972, and the import will be increased
considerably in 1973.” The policy is to pay for the oil and gas at a
fixed price about 20% lower than the international price to pay
off debts and trade deficits. The Soviet Union then re-sells this
oil in Eastern and Western Europe at 4 and 5 times the price it
pays for it. Thus superpower politics finds expression in a
struggle for control of the Middie East oil and the European
market, which is dependent upon Middle East oil for its sup-
plies. We can see the relationship between a theory of
“détente”, of the two superpowers resolving all international
disputes themselves, and a theory of the “internationaliza-
tion” of natural resources, of a “world system”, of “global
problems” which need solving through “global programs”. All
the theories are the ideological basis for the systematic plunder
of the Third World countries, the bullying and intimidation and
subordination of the capitalist countries in east and western
Europe, as well as other small and medium-sized developed
countries. The principal aspect to this superpower politics is the
competition between them for world hegemony, each one try-
ing to undermine its “partner’s” hegemony. Thus U.S. imper-
ialism moves into the Soviet sphere of Eastern Europe, and the
Soviet Union moves into Latin America. This i< the upshot in
practise of the “balance of power”. ‘

The theory the revisionists promote as part of their cam-
paign of contention with U.S. imperialism in exploiting Third

“World countries is that of “an alliance of the socialist countries
and national liberation movements.” They promote the theory
that the way to development for the Third World countries is to
ally with the Soviet Union and depend on it for industrial pro-
duction, markets for agricultural products, weaponry and so
forth. Posing as a ““socialist” country with the tradition of the
Great October Socialist Revolution led by Comrades Leninand
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Stalin gives the social imperialists a certain idec!ogical edge
over U.S. imperialism now thoroughly ¢xposed as an imper-
ialist plunderer of the Third World. Theretore it is mostimpaort-
ant at this stage to fully expose the Soviet revisionist theories
regarding “socialist economic integration” and “national rap-
prochement”. The first theory relates to Soviet social-imperial-
ist hegemony over its Eastern European revisionist “allies” and
their reduction to neo-colonies of the Soviet Union. The
second theory relates to the heart of the whole ideological
foundation of social imperialism, namely Great Russian
chauvinism, the black reactionary ideology of tsarism, and the
ideological basis for the re-constitution of the old Russian em-
pire on an even greater scale than dreamed of by the old tsars.

The theoretical basis for the neo-colonization of the Eastern
European revisionist countries was dished out by Brezhnev asa
rational for the invasion of Czechoslovakia in August 1968. In
keeping with the superpower political doctrine Brezhnev had
forewarned U.S. imperialism that the invasion was going to take
place on the basis that Eastern Europe was the Soviet’s “sphere
of influence.” The theoretical justification v. .5 expressed in
Brezhnev’s doctrine of “limited sovereignty”, that is, because
the world is divided into two superpowers, and because any
“disturbance” of “equilibrium” between them would upset
this balance and lead to a thermo-nuclear war, therefore the
small and medium-sized countries had to “limit” their sover-
eignty, and come under the dictate of one or other of the two
superpowers. The essence of this theory of international rela-
tions is to be seen in the economic program which has been
developed at the 24th session of COMECON, based on the
theory of “limited sovereignty” and “scientific and techno-
logical collaboration”. We have seen how the theory of “scien-
tific and technological revolution” as the motive force in his-
tory is being used to import U.S. finance capital into the Soviet
Union. The same theory is used by the Soviet Union to accumu-
late capital at the expense of the Eastern neo-colonies. There
. are 44 multi-partite agreements all of which assert Russian
hegemonism over Eastern Europe and develop the Russian
economy at the expense of their own. Most of the big industrial
projects involving several Eastern European countries are being
built within the Soviet Union such as a unit for the enrichment
of asbestos with a 500,000 ton capacity per year being built in
Kiembayev in the southern Urals; the cellulose combine in Ust-
Ilimski Siberia; the metallurgical combine near Kursk with a
capacity of 10 to 12 million tons of steel yearly; a plant for the
enrichment of copper, phosphorites, etc. The “cooperation”
involves the plunder of the capital accumulation of the neo-
colonies. In addition the “integration”, which is justified on the
basis that the “scientific and technological revolution” leads to
the breakdown of national sovereignty, borders and so on,
means that the Soviet revisionists are using thousands of
workers from Eastern Europe to move to the Soviet Union to
work on these “integrated” projects. About 20,000 Bulgarians
are working on the construction of the paperand cellulose fac-
tory in the vicinity of Archange!, on the construction of the
metallurgical combine of Kursk, or are cutting wood in the
forests of Kom. There are also several thousands of workers
from Bulgaria, Poland and other countries working in the
Soviet Union. This robbery of the labor-power of the Eastern
European workers, a robbery which greatly retards the deve-
lopment of the economies of the countries from which these
workers come, is heralded by the Soviet revisionists as “inter-
national cooperation”.

Through this “international cooperation” the Soviet social-
imperialists both appropriate the surplus created by the im-
ported “fraternal” workers, and solve the problem of the
labour shortage necessary to develop their raw materials in the
distant areas of the Soviet Union. The neo-colonial essence of
these ‘joint projects’ is summed up in the method of repaying
the credits advanced by the “cooperating” countries. For ex-
ample, Czechoslovakia will advance credits from 1974-8
for construction of the asbestos enriching combine, but the
Soviet Union will not begin to pay back the credits until the
plant is in full production in 1980, will pay it back in a longer
period than it was advanced, and will pay it back in products
produced by the new instruments of production, i.e. by supply-
ing asbestos. The neo-colonial aspect of the relationship
between Eastern Europe to the Soviet Union is indicated by the
increase in the share of industrial production of the Soviet
Union of the COMECON countries from 69.5% in 1960 to 76%
in 1970. During the same period the share of the GDR fell from
87% to 3.4% and Czechoslovakia from 7.5% to 4.2%.
(“Revisionist Economic Integration and its Contradictions”, by
Kicco Kapetani and Veniamin Togi, Albania Today, May-june
1974, p.36) The differentiation between the economies of
Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union is evident in the increase
of basic funds of the Soviet Union being 2.7 to 3 times faster in
the Soviet Union than in Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, the
GDR. (1bid.) :

The Soviet Union also controls the economies of Eastern
Europe through its monopoly control of basic raw materials,
fuels, machinery, equipment and so on. Through its expropria-
tion of capital from Eastern Europe, the Soviet monopoly
capitalists accumulate capital for its export to Third World
countries in the form of so-called aid, as loan capital and
functioning capital. Always the objective is toseize the key sec-
tions of the Third World country’s economy, to wring political
and military concessions for bases and so forth, and thus
provide the Russian monopoly capitalists with a world empire
greater than ever envisioned by the Tsars. With this neo-colon-
jalism of course comes greater contradictions within the
revisionist camp. The Soviet review Miravaja Ekonomika i Mez-
hdunarodnije Ostanshenija wrote “Some of the COMECON
member countries are not much predisposed to give up their
industrial production. They proceed from various reasons, the
principal one being their inclination towards the industrial-
ization of their countries, and the modernization of the struc-
ture of industry.” (Ibid. 38) In addition the high prices charged
by the Soviet Union for oil and other industrial products is caus-
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ing severe crises in the revisionist camp which explains in part
why the Soviet Union is having a difficult time in mustering the
“world communist movement” to Moscow for official ap-
proval of “détente” and the policies of Soviet social-imperial-
ism. -

As for the theory of “national rapprochement” within the

Soviet Union itself we see the full extent of great Russian
chauvinism which is the main ideological content of Russian
imperialism. The revisionist clique writes time and again; “the
national question, as it came down to us from the past, has been
settled completely, finally and for good.” Kruschev launched
the theoretical basis for the intensification of the Russification
program during the 1961 22nd Congress of the CPSU when he
called for a policy of “increasingly closer rapprochement of
nationalities.” Brezhnev has followed this line which.he des-
cribes as a policy of “the further drawing-together of nation-
alities.” The Soviet journal Communist boasts in its 4th issue last
year that the Soviet Union is entering “the stage of achieving
complete unification” among all the nations and that now
“possibilities to conceive more specifically the process of rap-
prochement, even integration, among all nationalities.” It adds
that a “single socialist nation is taking shape” and is achieving
“unification of language” through widescale use of Russian.
They are not so blatant as to say that integration into the Rus-
sian nation is a good thing. Instead they talk about “forming a
new historical community of people — the Soviet people.”
That does not mean “elimination of the difference among
nationalities and_disregard of national characteristics, lang-
uages and culture.” Yet the Soviet journal Soviet Ethnology says
that “the concept of nation and tribes ... will increasingly give
way to the concept of Soviet people.” But how does the
concept of Soviet people become an opposite to nationality? It
is because for the modern revisionists “Soviet people” means
Russification, a forced assimilation of peoples to the Russian
language, and the liquidation of other nations and tribes.
' The similarity between the old tsarist theories that “as long as
a people preserves its faith, language, customs and laws it can-
not be considered subdued” and the theory published in the
No. 7 1972 issue of Statistical Review, a Soviet periodical, that
“the people of different nationalities and tribes in their millions
regard-Russian culture as their own”, and that thisis an import-
ant aspect of the “development of the multi-national Soviet
socialist state,” is different only in phraseology. The essence is
the same old Tsarist Russian chauvinism. The essence of Rus-
sification is the Russification of the language of the Non-Rus-
sian peoples. Brezhnev’s policy is that “every citizen (of the
non-Russian languages) should master this language (Russian)”
and that it should even be learned in “pre-school child care
institutions.”” The purpose of this is clear: the language
becomes the means of de-nationalizing, of Russifying the
peoples of the Soviet Union. The Handbook of World Popul-
ation published in the Soviet Union notes that in the Soviet
Union today “groups of people who have changed their lang-
uage, in course of time usually also change their ethnic
(national) identity.” (Hsinhua News Bulletin, May 12, 1974, p.6)
Thus the theory of “national rapprochement” is nothing less
than the theory of Russification.

Another method used by the revisionist clique to Russify the
non-Russian tribes and nationalities living in the Soviet Union is
through mass eviction of peoples from their native lands to live
in Russian areas of the country. In a book called Theoretical
problems of the Formation and- Development of the Multi-
national Soviet State published in 1973, the authors admit that
“people dispersed for a long time in an alien-national envir-
onment are experiencing the natural process of assimilation
with this national environment.” Statistics in the 1970 census in-
dicate that 390,000 Moldavians or 14.6% of the population was
deported from their country by 1970; about 5 million or 13.4%
of the Ukrainian nation were similarly uprooted. In the Baltic
states of Lithuania, Lativia and Estonia, the majority of these
nations are now inhabited by Russian people. The census ad-
mits that with “each new census, the number of nationalities
covered by statistics constantly declines”. From 1959 to 1970 the
number of Soviet nationalities declined from 126 to 119. What
does this mean in terms of the actual daily suffering of the non-
Russian masses. It means being uprooted from homes, having a
foreign language imposed on oneself at the place of work or in
the schools, it means violent repression against all forms of
resistance. It means the daily shame of being condemned as an
“inferior”’ nationality, of being denounced and imprisoned as
“nationalist”. These are all the trials and sufferings that have
been imposed on conquered and oppressed peoples for cen-
turies. What difference isfhere between the English uprooting
the conquered Irish people, and the “national rapproche-
ment” of the Ukrainian nationality into an oppressed and
degraded province of the “Soviet peaple”, i.e. Great Russian
nation. There is no difference except that Brezhnev carries cut
his shameless policies against the nationalities and tribes of t1e
Soviet Union under the theories of “national rapproche-
ment”, “internationalism” and so on.

There is a clear pattern in all the theories advanced by the
U.S. imperialists and the Soviet social-imperialists regarding
international relations, relations between countries and
nationalities. Their ideas comprise an integrated world view, a
philosophical system, an ideclogy. John Foster Dulles advised
U.S. imperialism that “We must be dynamic. We must use ideas
in the capacity of arms.” This is precisely what the ideologues of
both superpowers are doing — using their counter-revol-
utionary theories as weaponry against all the peoples and
nations of the world. The central thesis to this arsenal is that two
superpowers dominate the world in an equilibrium that must
not be disturbed by countries wanting independence, nations
wanting liberation or people wanting revolution. This balance
of power stands above classes, and is “free from ideolcgy”. Ac-
cording to this world view a “global system” determined by a
scientific and technological revolution makes national sover-
eignty out-dated and “reactionary.”

. What does all this “theory'” reflect? It reflects nothing more

than the self-interest of a very small class of militarists,
capitalists, bureaucrats and various bad elements of two
nations, the United States and Russia, imposing their selfish
wills on the over-whelming masses of humanity, first and
foremost the struggling masses of Asia, Africa and Latin
America. These ruling cliques of U.S. imperialism and Soviet
social-imperialism for all their talk of “détente” and “global
economic and diplomatic order” are sitting on a volcano of
revolutionary upheaval. Why is this? The reason is that imper-
ialism, despite its temporary resurgence as a resuit of the
mighty socialist camp being turned into its opposite by the
modern revisionists, is the eve of proletarian revolution. Every-
where imperialism creates its own gravediggers. The concen-
tration of capital into fewer and fewer hands forces a mighty
alliance, a united front, of all those who are oppressed, bullied,
dominated, and exploited by this concentration of capital. The
very day Kissinger rattles his sabre at the oil producing count-
ries and the European powers, a new alignment of forces
between the Arab producing states and the European con-
sumers is organized. At the very time Soviet social-imperialism
defends the old imperialist “laws of the sea” former English
colonies, products of those laws, Canada, Australia and New
Zealand, join their opposition to the positions to the two super-
powers. Superpower politics, two power “détente” has created
its_ opposite, a mighty and gathering alliance of all the op-
pressed nations, led by the masses of Africa, Latin America and
Asia who have been struggling without let up for 400 years
against the most brutal plunder, violent repression, indignities
of national abuse imposed by superpower hegemonism. They
have been propelled by imperialism to fight, and in the course
of years of fighting have learned the great historic lessons of
the Paris Commune and the Great October Socialist
Revolution. Today they are teaching the masses everywhere
the universal truth of “dare to struggle, dare to win.” Since
World War Two the great collossus of U.S. imperialism with its
atomic bombs and Fort Knox stuffed with gold has been
brought to its knees, mainly by the struggling masses of Asia —
first in China, where the 8 million strong Chaing Kai-Shek
army was crushed by the Peoples Liberation Army led by the
Communist Party of China and Chairman Mao. Then in Korea
where the fraternal Korean and Chinese people supported by
the socialist camp led by Comrade Stalin defeated the so-called
U.N. army of U.S. imperialists. Then during the 1960’s in Indo-
China where the Indo-Chinese people persisted to wage pro-
tracted struggle, and continue to do so against U.S. imper-
ialism.

The fact ‘s that U.S. imperialism was forced into an “alliance”
with Soviet social-imperialism. Their concoction about
“détente” is actually their admission of weakness, and obscures
the fact that both superpowers have irrecoricilable contradic-
tions between them, each one seeking continually to have an
advantage over the other. Furthermore, the decisive factor in
history today is precisely struggle of the Third World’s peoples
against superpower politics. They are leading the united front
against U.S. and Soviet social-imperialism — a united front
which_includes many different classes and countries. What
propels history forward is the struggle against superpower
politics.

The people of Canada live in a country that is dominated by
U.S. imperialism. Every day the ideologists of this superpower
promote their - theories about how Canada can not be
independent, how we must fearn to live with “superpower
politics” and reconcile ourselves to “limited sovereignty.”
Daily the masses are told that Canada’s natural resources are
really “international resources”, and because of the revol-
ution of science and technology we must depend on “inter-
national coopeération”, i.e. the import of capital to develop
these resources. Furthermore, Canada is made up of an op-
pressed nation of Quebec and many oppressed Native Indian
tribes and nationalities. The same theories which the Soviet
social-imperialists promote about “national rapprochement”
and “integration” are promoted here. The lands are stolen
from the people, the economic development of the country is
stifled, and reactionary “caosmopolitan” culture is used to op-
press the masses on a daily basis. But how do the Canadian
masses react to the theories of passivity and hopelessness
promoted by the ruling class, and especially U.S. imperialism?
Everywhere there is an increase in resistance, a deepening of
struggle, a sharpening of clarity about what are the real pro-
blems facing the masses and who is causing them. The inspir-
ation far the Canadian people comes from the great wars of
liberation launched by the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin
America. The fighting vanguard of the Indo-Chinese people
has kindled flames around the world against the theories of
“détente”, and these sparks have landed here in Canada too.
They must be made to make fires against all the dead and reac-
tionary ideas of passivity, of self-interest, of selling out, of
national chauvinism and insensitivity towards the great epical
struggles being waged by the overwhelming masses of man-
kind who live in Asia, Africa and Latin America. Marxism-
Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought is the great theoretical guide
to expose the reactionary theories of superpower politics,
“détente”, the end of ideology and all the rest of the ideo-
logical garbage that together makes the world outlook of U.S.
and Soviet social-imperialism. The course of world history in
this era of great revolutionary change moves very rapidly. In
twenty years a mighty socialist country became a superpower
imperialist state. But already, within five years of an unholy
alliance between it and U.S. imperialism, a new force, its op-
posite has come into being — a mighty alliance of nations and
countries fighting for their liberation and independence. And
underneath the great revolutionary surging of the world’s
people against U.S. and Soviet social-imperialism and all reac-
uon. This is the main trend today. The Canadian masses are part
of this trend and will definitely make a contribution to the over-
throw of the counter-revolutionary alliance of U.S. imperial-
ism and Soviet sodial-imperialism.
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NO INFLATION IN CHINA
stable prices and the reasons

(From Peking Review, May 9, 1975)

Market prices in our country have long
.been kept stable in the last more than 20
years. In 1952 people could buy the
following items for daily use with Ren-
minbi (RMB) 15 yuan (according to the
exchange rate between Renminbi and
U.S. dollar released on April 29, 1975 by
the People’s Bank of China, 15 yuan is
equivalent to 8.37 U.S. dollars.): 10
kilogrammes of rice, 5 kilogrammes of
flour, 1 kilogramme of pork, half a
kilogramme of sugar, half a kilogramme
of table salt, 15 kilogrammes of
vegetables, 1 metre of white cloth, 2 cakes
of soap, 25 kilogrammes of coal, half a
kilogramme of edible oil, half a
kilogramme of kerosene and some other
consumer goods such as aluminium ware,
stationery and medicines.

In general these items can be bought
with the same amount of money today.

The picture was an entirely different
one in old China. In the 12 years between
the outbreak of the anti-Japanese war in
1937 and the collapse of tionary
Kuomintang rule in 1949, bank notes is-
sued by the Kuomintang inflated more
than 140,00 million times and prices
soared over 8,500,000 million times. The
plummeting of the purchasing power of
the fapi, the currency issued by the reac-
tionary Kuomintang government, can be
shown by the following examples: One
hundred yuan of fapi could buy two oxen
in 1937, but only two eggs in 1945and only
"a sheet of toilet paper in May 1949.
STABILIZING AND ADJUSTING PRICES

The inflation handed down by old
China was ended as a result of a series of
effective measures by the Party and
-government following liberation. Prices
of such articles in daily use as grain, cotton
cloth, table salt and coal have been kept
low and stable from the start. Prices of
certain industrial goods for daily use like
radios, plastic goods and enamel ware
have gone down, while those for drugs
have been reduced several times, with the
average price today 80 per cent less than
in 1950. With the growth of the petroleum
industry in recent years, the state has
reduced the price of gas for home use.
Living expenses such as rent and water,
electricity and transportation have not
changed much. Rent generally accounts
for only 3 to 5 per cent of the wages of
workers and staff members.

China has adhered to the principle of
“stabilizing the market and the price”
ever since liberation. Prices are stabilized
while the people’s purchasing power has
been steadily growing and their demand
for commodities has been rising by big
margins. China’s total retail sales of com-
modities in 1973 rose more than sevenfold
compared with the early post-liberation
days. For example, taking 1952 as the base
year, silk and woollen fabric sales in-
creased more than 30-fold and knitting
wool more than 20-fold. Compared with
the early period of liberation, sales of
wrist-watches, bicycles, sewing machines
and radios also showed enormous in-
creases, ranging from a dozen to 100
times.

While stabilizing prices, the state also
properly adjusted prices of certain com-
modities in a planned way. Imperialism
and the domestic reactionary ruling
classes frantically exploited the peasants
before liberation by buying farm
products cheap and selling industrial
goods dear, that is, by using the method
of enlarging the “scissors” differences
between prices of industrial and farm
products. Since the founding of the
People’s Republic of China, the People’s
Government considers rational ad-
justment of the price ratio between in-
dustrial and farm products an important
political question in consolidating the
worker-peasant alliance, and it has many
times raised purchasing prices of farm and
sideline products and lowered selling
prices of such agricultural means of
production as chemical fertilizers, insec-
ticides, farm machines and diesel oil for
farm use. Compared with 1950, pur-
chasing prices of farm and side-line
products have been nearly doubled and.
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selling prices of chemical fertilizers,
insecticides, diesel oil for farm use and
other agricultural means of production
have been reduced by from one-third to
two-thirds. The price ratio between in-
dustrial and farm products has narrowed
by 40.5 per cent compared with 1952. The
peasants can exchange for a much bigger
amount of industrial products than in the
past with' the same amount of farm
products. For instance, herdsmen in Ch-
inghai Province in western China could
only get one and a half tea bricks orseven
metres of cioth for 50 kilogrammes of
wool before liberation. New with the
same amount of wool they can get 12 tea
bricks or 70 metres of cloth.

The reactionary ruling classes also used
regional price differences to oppress and
exploit the working people in the old
society. They pushed down the pur-
chasing prices of goods at the places of
production and raked in exorbitant
profits by transporting them for sale in
other places. They also amassed big for-
tunes by making use of seasonal fluc-
tuations in prices. At harvest time, for ex-
ample, they bought farm products at
depressed prices and sold them at higher
prices when the old stocks were nearly
exhausted before the next harvest. After
liberation the state commercial
departments gradually narrowed regional
price differences and abolished ir-

_rational seasonal fluctuations in the prices

of major farm products. These differenc-
es and fluctuations were narrowed even
more in remote border regions and
mountain ageas as well as places inhabited
by national minorities. The prices of
chemical fertilizers, insecticides, mat-
ches, and drugs of Western medicine are
identical throughout the country.

While the purchasing prices of farm
and side-line products have been raised,
their selling prices on the market have
always been kept stable. For instance,
while the average purchasing price of
grain has doubled as compared with that
of 1950, retail prices have changed very
little. Costs of storage, transport, proces-
sing and sales of grain are all state sub-
sidized. The state also gives subsidies for
vegetables, meat and eggs from year to
year. These measures ensure stable retail
prices and secure living for the people in
town and country. State subsidies for
these items run up to several thousand
million yuan every year.

WHY ARE PRICES STABLE

why has China been able to keep prices
stable for a long time?

Developing the Economy and Ensuring
Supplies. Chairman Mao has pointed out:

“The general policy guiding our
economic and financial work is to
develop the economy and ensure sup-
plies.” (Economic and Financial Problems
in the Anti-fapanese War.)

Only when the economy develops and
there is an abundance of commodities
can prices be stable. Qur farm production
has grown continuously since the foun-
ding of the People’s Republic of China.
Grain output in 1974 was 2.4 times that in
the days immediately after liberation.
There have also been enormous increases
in cotton, oil- and sugar-bearing crops,
bast fibre crops, tobacco, tea and other
industrial crops. On the basis of all-round
development in farm production, both
light and heavy industries have rapidly ad-
vanced. Commodities on the market rose
from several-fold to more than tenfold.
Commodities held in stock by commer-
cial departments also showed steady in-
creases. Such commaodities at the end of
1974 had almost doubled compared with
1965, the year before the Great Cultural
Revolution started. Stock increases were
even taster for such major commodities as
grain, cotton and other daily necessities.
For every yuan of currency issued by the
government, there are seven or eight
yuan of commodities circulating in the
market. Besides, every yuan is backed by
tour or tive yuan's worth of commodities
kept in stock. This is the material basis for
stable prices.

Planned Adjustments of Currency in Cir-
culation. ‘Another important reason for

China’s long-term price stability is cen-
tralized and unified state management of
currency issuance and state = planned
release and withdrawal from circulation
of currency. Currency issuance has always
been limited to the needs of production
development and enlarged commodity
circulation. Revenue is not increased by
means of issuing bank notes.

Renminbi is the only money in cir-
culation in China. All economic dealings
among enterprises, public undertakings,
government offices, organizations and
P.L.A. units above an amount specified by
the state are settled through accounts in
banks without using cash. No bills cir-
culate in the market. $+ -culation in bills
as practised in capita. ociety has no
place in China.

More than 90 per -« ' of the money

released in China is for ;. ying wages'and
purchasing farm and side-line products.
Balance between the release and

withdrawal from circulation of this part of
the money is ensured through planning.
The number of new workers and staff
members to be added, wages paid and
commodities needed every year all
proceed according to state plans. In
deciding total wages, the state considers
the possibility of economic conditions
and arranges the supply of commodities
accordingly. Before the state releases
currency to the rural areas for purchasing
farm and side-line products, paying out
financial funds in support of agriculture
and issuing agricultural loans through
banks, it arranges appropriate supplies of
industrial products for daily use and
agricultural means of production for the
rural areas. This ensures the timely
withdrawal from circulation of the money
thus released.

Of course, the plan for the circulation
of money, when implemented, may meet
unforeseen changes. Such a new situation
will be solved by adjusting state plans. For
example, if the release and withdrawal
from circulation of money cannot be
balanced in the process, this can be ad-
justed on the one hand by increasing or
reducing the amount of loans issued by
banks and the amount of money released
and on the other by withdrawing money
from circulation through boosting the
supply of commodities from stocks.
Unified Management of Prices. Prices in
our country are managed by the state ac-
cording to the principle of unified cen-
tralized leadership and local

management at different levels. Produc-’

tion and sales units have no power to set
prices.

The price level and amount of profits in
capitalist society decide production, con-
sumption and circulation. In exposing the
capitalist mode of production, Marx
pointed out: ~ “Production of surplus-
value is the absolute law of this mode of
production.”  (Capital).  Therefore,
producing whatever makes more money,
prices going up or down wherr there is a
scarce or “plentiful” supply of com-
modities and artificial raising of prices and
cornering the market become inevitable
social phenomena. Taking society as a
whole, production proceeds blindly. All
this is the result of the contradiction
between the private ownership of the
means of production and socialized
production in capitalist society.

Public ownership of the means of
production has béen established in
socialist ownership by the whole people

and enterprises under socialist collective

ownership by working people and rural
people’s communes. Production is aimed
not at individuals getting rich but at
developing socialist economy and meet-
ing the needs of the whole society.
Production is managed and adjusted by
state plans according to needs and pos-
sibilities, and the greatest portions of the
commodities are in the hands of the state.
Products turned out by the state-owned
enterpriese belong to the state while the
farm and side-line products produced by
the rural people’s communes or their
brigades and teams, except those for their
own consumption, are purchased by the
sstate at rational prices.. i 210 Uil
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The establishment of the socialist

system makes it possible for China to put
commodity production and circulation
and price setting under a unified state
plan. With regard to the important com-
modities relating to the national economy
and people’s livelihood, plans for their
purchase, allocation and sale are made
and their prices set by the departments
concerned under the central authorities.
Prices of other commodities are set and
managed by provincial, prefectural or
county people’s governments under the
unified principles, policies and
regulations of the central authorities. This
eliminates blindness in social production
and unrestricted ups and downs in market
prices.
Free From Influence of International
Market. We have adhered to the principle
of “maintaining independence and keep-
ing the initiative in our own hands and
relying on our own efforts” in socialist
construction over the past two decades
and more. We have -never been
frightened by imperialist “blockades and
embargoes,” nor have we submitted to
the political and economic pressure im-
posed by social-imperialism. Proceeding
from our actual conditions, relying on the
strength and wisdom of our own people
and on domestic accumulation and using
our own resources, we are building an
independent and relatively com-
prehensive industrial and economic
system. From raw materials to finished
products, the greatest part of our com-
modities is produced by ourselves. The
commodities are sold mainly to the
Chinese people, particularly the peasants.
We have an enormously huge domestic
market.

Adhering to the principle of self-
reliance does not, of course, mean
seclusion from the outside world. China
has economic and trade activities with
more than 150 countries and regions in
the world on the principle of equality,
mutual benefit and exchanging what each
needs. This also has enhanced friendship
between the Chinese people and the
people of other countries.

Since the founding of New China we
have adopted the policy of putting
foreign trade under state control,
abolished the various privileges enjoyed
by imperialism in old China and freed
foreign trade from dependence on
imperialism. Plans for our imports and ex-
ports are rationally arranged according to
the needs and possibilities for developing
the national economy. Trade and foreign
exchange are kept in balance. Gone for
ever are the days of old China when the
market was flooded with foreign goods
and the country was ruthlessly exploited
by imperialism through exchange of une-
qual values. Owing to the unfavourable
balance of trade at that time, gold and
foreign exchange reserves were com-
pletely depleted and debts piled high.
Hence devaluation of the domestic
currency and soaring of prices. Now all
this has been wiped out for good.

China’s imports and exports are under
the unified management and accounting
of foreign trade departments .in ac-
cordance with state plans. Goods for
domestic and foreign trade are separately
priced which severs the direct price
connection between domestic and
foreign markets. Therefore, prices on the
domestic market can be consistently kept
stable despite sharp price fluctuations on
the international market.

“The. correctness or incorrectness of
the ideological and political line decides
everything.” China is a developing
socialist country and the people’s stan-
dard of living still has to be raised further.
However, the people enjoy a secure life
because prices have long been kept stable
and low and the supply of the basic means’
of subsistence has been ensured. This is
an achievement of the Chinese people
who, under the guidance of Chairman
Mao’s - proletarian - revelutionary line,
have united in struggle and smashed the
interference and sabotage by class

‘enemies at home and abroad. gnd item.
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(continued from page 5)

ing class movement rising to engage in a show of strength with Marxism-
Leninism. Modern revisionists and anarcho-syndicalists work hand-in-hand
even though the two despise each other. Betrayal by modern revisionism of
the working class movement created the conditions forthe re-emergence of
anarcho-syndicalism.

The outcome of the anarcho-syndicalist line in the working class movement
is first the splitting up of the movement which leads to its liquidation. It has
the same effect as the modern revisionist line, butthe anarcho-syndicalists
come up with the so-called "left'" image. An avid propagandist for this line
in Canada today is Jack Scott. His basic argument in supportof the liquida-
tion of labour's day-to-day struggle against capital is as follows:

"...a series of spiralling wage demands that no longer have any mean-
ing, since every increase disappears in increased prices and increased
taxes, sometimes even before the wage increase goes into effect.'

If Jack Scott's facts are taken to be true (that is, "...a series of spiralling
wage demands that no longer have any meaning, since every increase dis-
appears in increased prices and increased taxes,...'), then the only truth that
can be derived from these facts is that the workers should fight all the more
for further wage increases and develop their militancy in struggle. Without
fighting against the falling purchasing power of their dollar and for having a
greater number of dollars in their pockets, workers will be reduced to no
more than slaves. Jack Scott covers up his straight-forward liquidationist
and class-collaborationist line by presenting a pie~in-the-sky solution: "The
role of radicals should be to convince workers of the necessity to strike for
higher objectives as the only solution to current problems." Again, if the
words of Jack Scott are taken to be the true refiection of his feelings that he
is interested to provide the "'solution to current problems'' then wouldn't itbe
better if the workers increased their militancy in fighting for better wages
and working conditions as well as prepare conditions to '"strike for higher
objectives" ? But Jack Scott's "higher objective', aswediscoverinmany of
his diatribes against the internationals, is ''total break, organisationally and
ideologically, with the internationals', the attainment of which will create
conditions for further striking for '"higher objectives''. Under the hoax that
"spiralling wage demands'' ""have no meaning" (he should ask some actual
workers whether they have or not!), and that the workers should "strike for
higher objectives' without paying any attention to the level of development of
the'working class movement and the extent to which the economic and politi-
cal crisis has set in, Jack Scott is calling for the liquidation of the struggles
of the workers. (For a relatively complete analysis of Jack Scott's anarcho-
syndicalism, read Section C of the Explanatory Notes.)

The significance of the re-emergence of anarcho-syndicalism is two-fold:
1) It marks the beginning of the struggle of Marxist-Leninists to provide cor-
rect orientation to the working class movement with anarcho-syndicalism as
merely an hysterical attempt by the bourgeoisie to stop that struggle, and 2)
it also marks the end of the road for the treacheries and betrayals of the
sham anti-revisionists. Genuine Marxist-Leninists must launch vigorous
campaigns to criticise and repudiate anarcho-syndicalism and implement the
Marxist-Leninist line on this decisive front of the working class movement.
Over the years, Jack Scott and PWM exercised a tremendous negative in-
fluence in certain left-wing circles. It was Jack Scott's line of not fighting
for wage demands but of convincing the "'workers of the necessity to strike for
higher objectives' which gave rise to petty hourgeois revolutionism and ad-
venturism and it is the opposition to this line which will assist the correct
orientation of the working class movement now.

In their lifetimes, Marx and his close friend and collaborator, Engels,
waged a vigorous and sustained struggle against Proudhon, an anarchist and
anarcho-syndicalist of their time. Lenin and Stalin, in their lifetimes, kept
up this attack. In North America, and in various European countries, genu=
ine Marxist-Leninists launched one struggle after another against various
types of anarcho-syndicalism. There was the struggle againstdualunionism,
two unions, one revolutiorary and the other reactionary, existing side by side.
(For the Marxist- Leninist struggle against anarcho-syndicalism, read Section
B of the Explanatory Notes,)

Workers from various parts of the world are brought together by modern
production. It is this condition of modern production which creates a sense
of solidarity and united struggle amongst the workers. When workers are
forced to bargain individually with the employer it creates intense competi-
tion (a worker has to compete for a job, in the first place, because of the high
level of unemployment within the capitalist system) and strife amongst
the workers. The workers are forced to work for long hours under the most
wretched working conditions and the employers retaliate against any worker
or group of workers who wage struggle for reform of the existing working
conditions and demand a living wage. The capitalist employs his power of
capital to his best advantage. He discriminates against one worker and fa-
vours the other. He buys off a tiny minority of workersand usesthem as his
agents at the work-place. In other words, apart from extracting maximum
surplus value, he creates conditions for the perpetuation of exploitation not
at the current levels but always striving to bring it to higher levels sothathe
keeps extracting maximum surplus value from the workers at any giventime.
The workers are forced by these objective conditions toorganise themselves
into unions which cut down competition in their ranks and transform them
from individual workers to the class of workers.

Unions provide the workers with class consciousness and class solidarity.
Unions are "'schools of communism'. The material conditions of the workers
necessarily force them to seek alternatives within the capitalist system (re-
formism) and outside the capitalist system (proletarian revolution). The
struggle for wages and the struggle to resist the deteriorationof the workers'
living and working conditions is only one front of the struggle. The other
front for the class-conscious workers is to assist other workers to get or-
ganised and to participate in political struggle. Organising the unorganised

workers is part of the struggles taking place on the economic front. All
clags-conscious workers (advanced sections of the proletapiat) must join
their political party and wage political battles. Organisations = (like trade-

unions) based on struggles of the workers on the economic front mobilise the
main force of revolution, The proletarian party, based on Marxism- Leninism
and proletarian internationalism, organises the leading force and provides
correct direction and orientation to the economic organisations of the workers,
The unions are absolutely essential to convert the faceless, un-organised and
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directionless workers into a fighting army of labour againstcapital, The pro-
letarian party is absolutely necessary to provide the proletarian army with a
general staff and a host of sergeants who actually lead.this army to victory
over capital, :

The trade-union movement irresistibly developed with the intensification
of the exploitation of labgur by capital, The trade-union struggle is the start-
ing point of the movement to overthrow the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and
to establish the dictatorship of the proletariat. The workersacquire this con—
ciousness of struggle on their own. Capital attempts all the time to break up
the unity of the workers and put an end to the dogged resistance of labour to
capitalist exploitation and wage slavery. Labour responds totheseattacks by
developing further unity and militancy in struggle. The battle goes on. Some
battles are won and others are lost, but throughall these struggles the work-
ing class strives to become a fighting class and prepares for final assauiton
capital. Unions become centres of discussion where lines aredrawnbetween
the line of class struggle and the line of class collaboration and compromise
and the workers learn to differentiate between what assists labour's struggle
against capital and what blunts it.

The trade-union movement in Canada is, at the present time, dominated by
reactionary leadership. The vast majority of the workers are not even or-
ganised into unions. The capitalist state is attempting to force the unions to
become an appendage of its dictatorship and a force against the working class
itself. The NDP is leading this struggle on behalf of the capitalists and the
modern revisionists are gladly assisting them. Under these circumstances,
not to participate in the day~to-day struggles of the workers or not to organ—
ise the unorganised is to leave the unions under the control and influence of
social fascism and fascism. Genuine Marxist-Leninists must work within
the existing trade-unions and organise the un-organised, The workers on
their own are capable only of trade-union consciousness. This consciousness

can be transformed into revolutionary consciousness only by building the
Party of the proletariat based on Marxism-Leninism and proletarian inter-

nationalism. Anarcho-syndicalism is opposed to the day-to—-day struggles of
the workers, supports the disruption of the working class movement and is
against the building of the Party of the proletariat.

We are going through aperiod in which economic crisis is looming in Canada.
In order to shift the burden of the economic crisis onto the backs of the work-
ers, the capitalists must smash all the resistance of the workers to this shift
and achieve "industrial peace'. Conflicts between labour and capital in the
industries are the concrete reflection of capital attempting to exploit and en-
slave labour to the maximum and of labour resolutely resisting this attempt.
"Industrial peace' means '"peace' through the enslavement of labour by capi-
tal so that capital can exploit labour to the maximum without facing any re-
sistance. :

The two contending sides (labour and capital) are getting ready for com-
bat and the lines are being drawnon the economic front. The isolated struggles
and skirmishes, at this time, are merely the reflectionof the greater strug-
gles that lie ahead. The monopoly capitalist line of 'industrial peace' is
eoming into direct contradiction with the line of class war. The capitalists
are bringing in the full weight of the state on their sideand areusingpolitical
deception against the working class, The workers have only their defence
organisations, and for many workers (the majority), even defence organisa-
tions do not exist,

Are the capitalists capable of ensuring "industrial peace"? The answer is
no, but they will do their utmost to bring it about. During the 1920's Musso-
lini was brought into power in Italy in order to ensure "industrial peace' and
to make trade-unions serve the fascist state. Mussolini, eventhough he de-
ployed brute force and brought untold suffering onto the working people, failed
to realise his cherished dream of liquidating class struggle and making the
working masses into passive work-horses of the capitalist class. The cor-
porative state of Mussolini failed to protect him from the wrath of class strug-
gle, The capitalists in Canada will not achieve their fond dream of "indus-
trial peace' either.

The targets of attack of the bourgeois state and of political deception are
the trade-union movement and the unorganised workers. The capitalists would
like to make the trade-union movement the appendage of the state while mak-
ing it extremely difficult for unorganised workers to organise themselves.
The state has on its side the labour aristocrats and various social fascist po-
litical leaders. In spite of all this "monumental" support, I am convinced
that they will never achieve "industrial peace'.

Is the working class movement capable of resisting the attacks of capital?"
The answer is yes! Not only is the working class capable of resisting these
attacks but labour is also capable of launching an offensive and overthrowing
capital. The working class is heroically fighting notonly thedirect onslaught
of capital and the violence of the state but it is also fighting bourgeois trends
and political deception in the working class movement,

Political deception and the attacks of the state are simultaneously used by
the capitalists against labour. Take, for example, the role of the NDP inB.C.
It came into power through political deceptionand is now using the state again-
st the working class. Through its anti-labour legislation, Bill 11, the NDP
established the Labour Relations Board (LRB) the main objective of which is
""securing and maintaining industrial peace'. The LRBis provided with sweep-
ing powers. It is almost a legislative body itself which is authorised to make
its own rules as it goes along, within the powers of Bill 11 of course (which
are unlimited), As one class-conscious worker remarked: '""The Labour Re-
lations Board is the most efficient way of suppressing the struggles of the
workers, The LRB has been given powers which even the Almighty may not
possess,''" The LRB is the special committee of the state to oppose the basic
interests of the working class and to make the trade union movement an ap-
pendage of the state,

Bill 11 is the result of the political deception of the NDP, Here, the NDP
uses as its guide all the social democratic theories about the nature of the
state. For the NDP, the state is above classes andis merely a bureaucratic
set-up which can be used equally by the capitalists and the working class!

Right from the beginning of the first clause of Bill 11 to the last, political
deception is obviously visible through and through., Sub-sections (I) and (2) of
Section 2 of Part I of Bill 11 states:

"1) . Every employee is free to be.a member of a trade-union and to par-:

(continued on page 16)
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ticipate in its lawful activities.

" 2) Every employer is free to be a member of an employer's organisation

and to participate in its lawful activities,"

This is the NDP's concept of "equality™ of "freedom" in front of the law,

The NDP, which is supposed to be the party of the working class, is formula-
ting laws which provide "equal" "freedom” to the employer and the employed!
The motive of the workers in organising themselves into trade-unions is to
1) eliminate competition in their ranks and 2) wage a united struggle for better
wages and working conditions. In other words, workersorganise themselves
to resist exploitation of labour by capital. On the other hand, employers or-
ganise themselves to eliminate competitionatthe time of bargammgand strive
for maximum exploitation of labour by capital. The motives of the contending
parties are opposed to one another. How then can Bill 11 serve both the res-
istance of labour to capital and the exploitation of labourby capital ? It has to
serve one or the other. It can never serve both. In this instance, Bill 11
serves capital.

The employers own the means and implements of production, Labourers,
on the other hand, possess only their potential labour power to sell, The em-
ployers can very well afford to delay hiring, postpone production or shut down
operation altogether while the labourers must sell their labour power or else
they will starve, How can there be any 'equality" of "freedom' under these
conditions? Freedom of one, in this case, means the enslavement of the other,
Bill 11 ensures freedom of capital to exploit labour while there is no "free-

-dom" for labour to resist this exploitation. (For detailed analysis of Bill 11
and the alliance of forces on this question, read Section A of the Explanatory
Notes.) :

Erroneous views havebeen advanced in the past by both the anarcho-svndi-
calists and the modern revisionists which hold that the struggles on the eco-
nomic front are detached from the struggles on the political front. They fur-
ther state that the struggles on the economic frontare "lower forms' of strug-
gle while struggles on the political front are '"higher forms'". It is also
incorrectly stated that the political struggles "emerge' out of the economic
struggles. A study of Bill 11 and innumerable other facts prove that this for-
mulation is entirely incorrect. How did Bill 11 come into being? Through
political struggle! And what is the aim of Bill 11? Its aim is to support the
struggle of the monopoly capitalists on the economic front,

Bill 11 concentrates the economic rights of the capitalists and workers in
juridical form. Bill 11 is the weapon of capitalists against the workers on the
juridical front, while the workers have no weapon whatsoever except to defy
it. The workers can retaliate by launching strike struggles and toppling the
government or forcing some concessions out of it, There are two fronts
of struggle: 1) economic and 2) political, There are other fronts too, for
example, the cultural, juridical, military, etc., but all these fronts serve
the economic base. Political struggles reflect the ripples, the conflicts ‘and
storms taking place on the economic front and reflect them in a concentrated
form. So to make distinctions between the two in a manner to belittle one
struggle over the other or magnify the significance of one over. the other is
pure sophistry and deception. Which kind of struggle is going to be decisive
will depend on the concrete circumstance, It cannot be judged in the abstract
on the apriori basis,

Comrades can see clearly that in passing Bill 11, the capitalists are facing
a problem that is economic but they have applied political deception to solve
it, The class-conscious workers will also have to fight both battles in the way
that is most advantageous to themselves, They cannot afford to prefer one
type of struggle over another on an apriori basis,’

At this time of looming economic crisis, if the working class does not wage
economic struggles then it will weaken its political struggle and will fail to
accomplish its class aims, It is criminal for a glass-conscious worker or a
political activist to belittle the struggles on the economic front, It is equally
criminal not to involve workers in political battles,

The anarcho-syndicalists concoct ""moral objections" to various struggles
and compel their followers to abide by their commarddments:

"Thou shalt not fight for higher wages!"

"Thou shalt not work in the international unions!"

"Thou shalt not build the political party of the proletariat!"

"Thou shalt not participate in political battles!"

And there are various other commandments. Every tactical line is elevated
to the level of principle by the anarcho-syndicalistand abandoned, while every
strategic position is converted into moralism and propagated.

Some comrades and friends have asked me to comment on whether or not
"it is correct to work in the internationals" or "fight for better wages and wor-
king conditions" or "fight for Canadian unions", etc, I have always maintained
that the correctness or incorrectness of a tactical line is decided by whether
or not it serves to advance the working class movement. Sometimes, a given
tactic assists the growth and development of theworking class movement, and
at other times the same tactic becomes a roadblockand hinders it. It is cor-
rect to fight for better wages and working conditions and towork in the inter-
national unions at this time. The international unions cannot be transformed
into fighting organisations without actually going inand waging struggles there.
Those who claim that the pre-condition for the destruction of class compro-
mise and class collaboration is the destruction of the internationals are the
same ones who advocate the destruction of the capitalist system first and the
waging of struggles for higher wages and better working conditions later.This
is turning things upside down. We are not opposed to '"Canadian unions' as
such, but if the entire strength of the "left" is to be wasted in raiding inter-
nationals or protecting themselves from getting raided by the internationals
then we will have no part of it. The principle of national unions for each na-
tion is correct but it is not possible to defeat the internationals through mor-
alisms and with the installation of ""Canadian unions'" through empty phrases.
We stand for Canadian unions in the fields where the internationals are not
present. We stand for organising the unorganised workers intoalready exist-
ing unions and if in some area there is no union, then establishing independent
unions. Under certain circumstances, we will also work for the breaking up
of the internationals. We stand for one labour centre nationally. The Cana-
dian Labour Congress must be forced to accept all unions into one body.

Some comrades and friends’have mentioned that my suggestionthat-those-
who still have illusions about the NDP and who wish to fight Bill 11 through
government and "legal" channels should continue to do so is an act of capitu-

lation to those forms of struggle and is tantamount to creating illusions about
the worth of these struggles. I would like to stress here that those who have
illusions about the NDP are not going to change their minds about the NDP or
about these struggles by listening to our lecture or reading some pamphlets
issued from the sidelines. People change their views by actually participa-
ting in direct struggles and learning through negative and positive experiences.
The line of telling someone that we already know about the worthlessness of
a type of struggle is a wrong line. \What I have said is that it is a good thing
that there exist certain elements in the NDP who are quite antagonisticto Bill
11 and are ready to wage some struggle against it through the NDP. What we
want to accomplish by suppdrting these individuals is a fight against the anti-
working class elements right in the heart of the NDP itself.If these elements
are serious and are able to give to anti-working class elements in the NDP a
good fight, then they will certainly make a contribution on thatfront. Further-
more any suggestion that these friends should leave the NDP right now without
causing at least a bit of disorder within the NDP is to harm the interests of
the working class movement and it can only isolate us from certain fighting
elements within the NDP. I am not suggesting toanyofour comrades that we
should ourselves wage that kind of struggle. Iam opposed to working within
the NDP. I have always maintained that it is better to work for communism
directly, but if certain elements are not yet ready to do so buthave pro-
communist sentiment thenitis not correct to suggest that these elements should
do nothing until the time they are ready to work for communism. There are
struggles they can involve themselves in and makea contribution to the revo-
lutionary process. I still maintain the same views.

The question has also been raised as to what, if anything, we will accom-
plish by opposing Bill 11, It is true that we are not strong enough at this time
to topple the NDP regime, but there is no reason why we should not engage in
some fight (even if it is on the ideological and propaganda front) for the time
being. What we will gain by this agitation is anability to launch further strug-
gles plus certain influence in the working class movement. This much "gain"
is good enough for the time being.

There are some comrades who think that any struggle short of insurrec-
tion is a waste of time, I hold that this is a very harmful attitude towards the
working class movement. The movement can be advanced only if we are in
the thick of struggles and learn the art of class struggle through waging var-
ious types of -struggles, How to use even a minor sort of struggle for reform,
for revolutionary purposes, is an art learned by revolutionaries through strug-
gle, Our revolutionaries also must learn this art,

On the question of the tactical line, our comrades have to firmly grasp that
in order to smash the citadel of the enemy, it is extremely necessary to be
close to the citadel and actually have through-going knowledge of it. To come
into contact with a fortress is not reactionary but revolutionary and to learn
how to blow up the fortress and actually do so is not such a terrible thing
either. The anarcho~syndicalists do not want to go near the fortress (and
they gesticulate and wildly wave their arms at whosoever tries to go near it)
because it belongs to the enemy, while the modern revisionists have actually
become part of the enemy's defences.  From the outside, the trade-unions
appear to be the citadels of capitalism, and their leadership has been usurped
by the agents of the enemy class, but the basic nature of the trade-unions is
still against capital and this nature has not changed (and cannot be-changed).
Times do change and things have the tendency of turning into their opposites.
As the economic crisis deepens and the capitalists further increase their
efforts to make the trade-unions the appendage of the state, the broad masses
of workers will fight ever more courageously and militantly and will convert
the same trade-unions into fighting organisations. One tendency covers an-
other. Beneath the treachery and betrayal of certain trade-union leaders lies
the real fighting spirit of the basic masses of the organisedand unorganised
workers. There is a real volcano ready to erupt which the capitalistsare try-
ing to plug through the violence of the state and political deception. They will
never succeed in this nefarious deed.

We are faced today with the :simple and straight-forward question of or-
ganising the unorganised and leading the working class movementin its pol-
itical struggle against the capitalist system. In this struggle, we must have
clear heads and feet firmly on the ground.

Our Partvhas won some initial victories on several fronts. We have a daily
newspaper which goes to various working class circles and its influence is
growing. We have the Party with branches in all major citiés with cadres
capable of carrying forth a line and implementing it. We have working class
cadres already engaged in work in the working class movement. We have
some experience in organising the unorganised, We are relatively more united
in thinking and action and stronger ideologically, politically and organisation-
ally than before. We are very close to providing a detailed analysis of the
economic situation in Canada. We have gained much experience through neg-
ative and positive examples during the period of disseminating Mao Tsetung
Thought and waging the resistance movementagainst the attacks of the police
and of the holy alliance of the "left". There is an economic crisis looming
and workers are generally astir. With such an excellent situation inside the
country, there is a still more excellent situation on the international scale.
There is a growing struggle against super-power politics and generally the
revolutionary trend is developing throughout the world whereby countries want
independence, nations want liberation and people want revolution.Under these
conditions, the responsibility of all genuine Marxist-Leninists, all class con-
scious workers, and all revolutionary intellectuals is to get down to the nitty
gritty of strengthening the working class movement by -

1) Working within the already existing trade-unions and fighting for the
correct line there;

2) Organising the unorganised workers;

3) Strengthening the national working class newspaper, " and

4) Supporting all oppositional trends. {

Comrades and Friends, in conclusion I would like to re-assertthat no matter
what the monopoly capitalist class does, it is doomed to extinction. This is
the eve of the social revolution of the proletariat and comrades and friends
must believe in the inevitability of the social revolution of the proletariat and
struggle to bring it about.

~+THE-WORKING CLASS WILL CERTAINLY WIN!

THE CAPITALIST SYSTEM IS BOUND TO BE OVERTHROWN!
- Reprinted from PCDN, Vol, 3 No. 397, March 27, 1974 -



ZANU— UNITED FRONT AND ARMED STRUGGLE
. (cont'mued from page 5)

VICTORY FOR PARTY
WITH CORRECT IDEOLOGY

In the case of Africajznot a single country achieved
independence without morethanone-nationalist party during
the struggle for independence: The same is true of the
revolutionary movements in the Soviet Union, the People’s
Republic of China, Vietnam, Cuba, etc. (In the People’s
Republic of China, there are still about five other parties apart
from the Communist Party of China.) In each of these coun-
tries, what happened was that the-party which persisted in the
struggle and adopted the correct ideological and political line
was in the end victorious. Why should such a principle not ap-
ply to Zimbabwe? Why should Zimbabwe be different from all
these other countries? To force Zimbabwe liberation
movements to have a fusion is to try to go against the historical
trend. Unfortunately, historical process is inexorable.

THE QUESTION OF
UNITED FRONT

ZANU has historically advocated and continued to favour
the principle of a united front. Why do we favour a united
front? And what kind of a united front do we have in mind?

Let us deal with the second question before dealing with the
first. The kind of United Front ZANU wants must be based on
three basic principles. The first principle one of
independence and initiative. By this we mean that each party
must retain its organs and must have a free hand in developing
its specific programme, especially with respect to military
operations.

The second principle is that a united front must embrd(o all
anti-imperialist and anti-racist forces in Zimbabwe. Such. a
united front must include all political parties in Zimbabwe
(ZANU, ZAPU, ANC and FROLIZI), the workers, peasants,
intellectuals, students, teachers, professionals, farmers,
government employees, African businesémen, African church
leaders, Chiefs and all anti-imperialist forces in the country.
This principle enables each group to wage the struggle in the

i<

way it sees fit. Those who want to engage in peaceful and
constitutional struggle will be free to do so. Religious groups
would utilise whatever methods their religions permit them to
use. Those who prefer armed struggle like ZANU would have a
free hand in waging armed struggle. |

The third principle is that the united front must be based on
execution of a definite programme of action. Our minimum
programme for a united front, for example, is that all parties
support:

(a) the principle of immediate majority rule based on one
man one vote;

(b) the principle of armed struggle as the prlmary
means or form of struggle, constitutional and peaceful means
of struggle being secondary.

ZANU favours such a unity programmesbecause it ensures

.that:  (a) armed struggle continues in Zimbabwe; (b)
revolutionary forces hold the machinery they have built and
the ground they have already won in the country, for this
ground is our strategic point of departure and its
loss will mean the end of everything that the Af-
rican people of Zimbabwe, particularly ZANU,
have sacrificed in the past ten years and in par-
ticular in the last two years, This is a fairly
reasonable demand that progressive forces in
the worl d should be able to appreciate and sup-
port.

To sum up, there were two kinds of unity be-
ing advocated at the Lusaka talks. One was ca-
pitulationist unity, and the oiher was revolutio-
pary unity. Capitulationist unity entails the
bringing together of the Zimbabwe people at any
cost regardless of the dire consequences on the
armed struggle in Zimbabwe. Whether unity
would enhance the revolutionary prospect in Zim-
babwe or not was immaterial. What was impor-
tant was that the people would have one leader,
one organisation and speak with one voice. This
brand of unity is adventurous, retrogressive,
reactionary and should therefore be resolutely,
firmly and wholly opposed. It is unity to dark-
ness.

The other kind of unity which ZANU supports
is revolutionary unity--unity in action. This
kind of unity seeks to unite the people of Zimbak-
we in the struggle, struggle is the means of u-
nity, is the aim of struggle. If unity is sought
through struggle. it will live; if unity is sought
through yielding, it will perish. ZANU is confi-
dent that the workers, peasants, intellectuals
and students of Zimbabwe-~the native forces of
our revolution--wherever they are will firmly
and resolutely resist any kind of unity that will
not bring them genuine (and not nominal) inde-
pendence and will carry the revolution to the
end.

RAILROAD WORKERS

(continued from page 1)

"Our cause is just, our case is strong, our

position is firm: We will not settle without full
protection for our members' rights in the areas
of wages, cost of living, health and welfare, in-
cluding dental care, vacations, holidays, scope
rules and, in these times of widespread unem-

ployment and lay-offs, full updating of our job

stabilization agreement."

What the railroad capitalists want is to give
meager pay increases and make further attacks

on their job security, and take away various

rights that they have won during the past 30 and
In other words, in the face of grow-
ing inflation, they are asking the railroad work-
ers to take a cut in real wages, promising 22%
increase in wages over 3 years, well below the
Furthermore,

40 years.

increase in the cost of living.

they attack on the front of job security.
is a crucial question for railroad workers.

There were 1,800,000 railroad workers nation-

This

ally in 1927, while today there are just over

500, 000.

The railway capitalists assert that the just
demands of the unions would hurt both capital
and labor during the economic crisis.

ions now have.

They are
attempting to impose a "pattern settlement' on
the whole industry like the one seven other un-
Their offer is for a three year
contract of 10%, 5%, 3%, 4%; a "cap" or upper
limit on the cost of living escalator with provi-
sions that it can be partially rescinded if the cost

of living goes down, and 2 moratorium on the

question of work rule changes (sub-contracting,
etc.) for three years during which the companies

could continue their present job, elimination

practices.

The railroad capitalists launch
attack against the railroad worker

the attack on their standard of living. Second,

a two-fold

B

First is

they attack the workers' rights to fight for job

security and a living wage,

the struggles of the workers.

ious, anti-worker Railway Labor Act.
the gangster logic that ''this dispute in the
judgement of the National Mediation Board,

threatens substantially to interrupt interstate
commerce to a degree such as to deprive a

section of the country of essential transport-

1"

ation service...

The railroad cap-
italists relied on their government to suppress
On April 15, two
days before a strike was supposed to take place,
President Ford invoked Se ction 10 of the notor-

Under

Ford and the state mach-

ine showed what class interests they are ser-
vants to, and suppressed the railroad work-

ers strike.

suppression--is over.

to continue with the plans to strike.

60 days are up, and the so-called
"cooling off period'" --or initial period of

BRAC is planning now
Already,

Ford has released a statement to the effect
that a strike must not be allowed. And the

Chicago Tribune is already talking about

once again - invoking the Railway Labor Act
through a congressional amendment, in order
to, once again, fascistically suppress the

workers rights to strike.
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The railroad capitalists and the govern-
ment use not only a two-pronged attack against
the workers standard of living and rights to

strike; they also use two-faced tactics of
fascist suppression and political deception.

While from one side of their mouths come

the orders for suppression of the strike,

from the other side comes the political
deception such as "working together in the
mutual interests of capital and labor "

through "industrial peace'' in order to avoid
"interruption of interstate commerce." What
brazen lies!  The railroad workers are faced
with job insecurity; their 1974 purchasing pow--
er was 5.4% below the December 1973 level,
while the cost of living has already increased
this year at a rate of more than 10%; meanwhile,
the thirteen major railroads, during the tkird
quarter of 1974, registered profits 80% higher
than during the same period in 1973. The rail-
road capitalists are interested in nothing else
but increasing their profits while keeping work-
ers' wagesto a minimum. It is for this reas-
on that the railroad capitalists might call once
again for President Ford to invoke the Railway
Labor Act.

The Railway Labor Act was put on the books
in 1926 and has been used many times since as
an anti-strike law. Looking into the use of
this anti-labor Railway Act makes it crystal
clear that no laws exist above classes, and that
the laws in capitalist America are to serve the
monopoly capitalist class against the workmg
class.

William Z. Foster, an outstanding commun-
ist leader in the United States until his death
in 1961, commented in 1927 in reference to the
Railway Labor Act:
"In fact, the law contains one definite anti-
strike provision. Section 9, Paragraph 8 of the
law says:

'Nothing in this act shall be construed

to require an individual employe to render

labor or service without his consent, nor

shall anything in this act be contrued to

make the quitting of his labor or service hv

an individual employee an illegal act, nor

shall any court issue any process to compel

the performance by an individual employee of

such labor or service without his consent. '

""This sinister paragraph while affirmatively
conceding the right of the 'individual' to quit work,
negatively denies that right to groups of workers.
In order to stress that it is the individual and not
an organization that his this right, the word 'indi-
vidual® in the law is written in italics.

'"Under this provisicn, undoubtedly, the courts
will rule that the unions have no legal right to
strike against arbitration awards or during the
compulsory no-strike periods while mediation and
investigation proceeds. Any federal judge will

issue an injunction against a striking union in such
circumstances, " ,

As Foster shows, here we have the political de-
cepuion as well as the anti-democratic practices
of the railroad employers and their government.
Ey suno~sedly giving rights to the "individual",
the capitalists want to deny rigars to the collective-
ly organized workers. It is a simple fact, that an

""individual" worker has no way of winning a decent
standard of living by withholding his la}oor power

as one man standing alone. Workers band together
in their trade unions in order to stand united a-
gainst the monopoly capitalist class. The reason
trade unions are important as defence organizations
is that 1) they can cut down on the competition be-
tween the workers; and 2) they can advance the fight
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Railroad Worker

for higher wages, job security, etc.

It should be obvious why the railroad capitalists,
through their government, attack the workers while
at the same time suggesting there should be ""indust-
1f we further look into the arguements
of certain railway capitalists, this will become clear.

rial peace."

In articles in company magazines the com-
mentators again and again lauded the past year
as-one of outstanding "cooperation'' between labor
and capital to their "mutual" benefit. Gus Welty,
labor editor for the company magazine RAILWAY
AGE, in a typical artical on January 27, 1975,
gives this flimsy argument for class peace:
""Has nothing really changed? Are railroads and
rail unions natural enemies bent on mutual de-
struction?" (as though workers' economic strug-
gles were self-defeating). He praises the "almost
unbelievable'' maintenance of peace thus far and
outlines the companies' strategem for continuing
this state of affairs through the "current unpleas-
antness'': 3

'""A BASE TO BUILD UPON: Last year was So
strife free as to be almost unbelievable, if you
look back at rail management/labor history since
the end of World War Two and especially since
the late 50's. Project 70's (a scheme for labor-
capital collaboration on rate increases, speed-
up, retirement reform, ete. -Ed.) proved it
would work, and management and labor got to
know a lot more about each other. There was
so much of a positive nature happening that it
came almost as a surprise when January 1, 1975
passed without a wage-benefit agreement. . .

"If labor and management get through the cur-
rent unpleasantness without losing respect for
each other and without ejther party coming out
with a feeling of being 'had', then they can con-
tinue the working together that has been so well
begun..."

Which really serves the interests of the work-
ers - struggle or "working together' ? Analys-
ing the relationship between wages and profits,
Karl Marx said,

""Since the capitalist and workman have only
to divide this limited value, that is, the value
measured by the total labor of the workingman,
the more one gets the less will the other get,and
vice versa. Whenever a quantity is given, one
part of it will-increase inversely as the other de-
creases. If the wages change, profits will
change in an opposite direction. If wages fall,
profits will rise; and, if wages rise, profits will
fall." (from WAGES, PRICE AND PROFIT -
Marx.)

During the current economic and financial
crisis of monopoly capital with the decline in in-
dustrial production, and thus the decline in rail-
road freight, the companies' operating revenues
have naturally declined. The companies want
class peace to make the workers absorb the bur-
den of the economic crisis while the companies
maintain their superprofits.

Let us look at several ways in which the cap-
italists are shifting the burden of the economic
crisis onto the railroad workers' backs to try to
maintain or increase profits.

1. Through inflation and rising prices. Under
the pressure of inflation and rising prices (from
April 1974 to April 1975 the cost of living rose
10.2%) the purchasing power of the dollars the
railroad workers are receiving in wages is less-
ened. Unless the workers get wage increases in
proportion to inflation, they are actually suffer-
ing a wage cut. Now, the railroad capitalists
claim that inflation and rising prices hurt them
too (thus the "mutual" interest). But here the
class nature of the state machine stands clearly
exposed. On the one hand the Railway Labor Act
suppresses the right of workers to strike for
wage increases to keep up with inflation. On the
other hand the Interstate Commerce Comission
duickly granted a 10% rate increase for the rail-
roads in mid 1974 and then another 7% rate in-
crease later. Not only this, but the railroads
also easily obtained relief from rising diesel
fuel prices with permission of the I, C. C. to add

(continued from page 17)

:h :uhﬁzlztig; r(;ng; frei';';ht rates to compensate tor
dures appr(c;)ve'd b( s e.}qx-edlted g
surchéi‘ée went into yf;he ‘Comm.lssmn. LR
s o 1:) ;c;‘,y b?: mid-August the
-9%." RAILWAY AGE,
p.7, January-27,1975) :

2. Layoffs. When business slows down the
ailroad capitalist feels absolutely no responsi-
bility to support the worker whom he yesterday
exploited mercilessly to gain billions in profits,
and throws him on the streets. Under the pre-
sent Railroad Unemployment compensation laws
the maximum an unemployed railroad worker
can draw is $12.70 five times a week, or about
$63 a week.. Again there is no "mutual” interest
nor any excuse for class peace.

3. Job elimination through technical innova-
tion and speed-up. While the capitalists who own
the railroads talk about technical innovations on
the railroads as being great for the workers so
far as reducing toil, and for efficiency in the
publid' interest, the fact is that, under capital-
ism, the one and only reason for the investments
in technical innovations is to maintain or in~-
crease profits at the expence of the workers.
Thus workers lose jobs and the capitalists make
more profits.

1,00k at how far this has gone in the last twen-

ty years or so.

From 1950 to 1972 (the latest year for which
complete figures in U, S, STATISTICAL ABSTR-
ACT are available) the amount of ton-miles
carried on the railroads increased from 591,550
millions to 782,598 millions, or an increase of
32.2% work done.

Now in the same :mount of time the average
number of workers decreased from 1,237,000 to
537,000, or adecrease of 56.6%.

Now, if one takes these figures together they
show that in 1950 the workload was 477,000
ton-miles per year per worker. Whereas in 1972
this amounted to 973,000 ton-miles per year per
worker. Thus in 1972 the workload was 204% of
the 1950 workload per worker ! Over one half
the railroad jobs gone while production is up
32.2%. This is the kind of "'working togethex!'
that the capitalists like.

4. Government grants and loans. The mono-
poly capitalist bank owners have allowed many of
the U, S, railroads to fall into disrepair because
they preferred to invest their railroad profits in
more highly profitable, speculative enterprises
such as coal fields, timberland, various indust-
rial ventures and even gold mines, etc. Now, _
many of the U. S, railroads are nearly inoper-
able, especially in the heavily industrial East,
and are declaring themselves "bankrupt", Using
this cover of "'bankruptcy'! they can, (a) throw

- thousands of railway workers out of jobs during

this economic crisis without bhaving to pay any

severance pay as normally required of a solvent

road; (b) whip up enough hysteria about the pos-

sibility of job loss through railroads folding to

demand that Congress turn literally billions of

workers' tax dollars back over to the companies.

The "working together' advocated by the rail-

road capitalist is for workers' money to line

the pockets of the railway capitalists while thou-

sands of workers are cut loose without any sev-

erance pay.

mic crisis of the U. 8. monopoly capitalist class
deepens the capitalist owners of the U, S, rail-

roads, who are the biggest and most voracious
monopolist banks, will stop at nothing to dump

the full burden of their economic crisis onto the
railroad workers' backs so as to maintain their
profits. In this effort they have the full backing

of the capitalist government and both capitalist
political parties.

The pipedreams of the railroad capitalists for

"industrial peace" and "mutual benefit" are bound

to fail. The preparations of the BRAC workers to

strike are preof of this fact. The BRAC workers

should be supported in their fight for higher wages
and job security. Any attempts by the railroad cap-
italists and the government to suppress the struggle
of the railroad workers by using anti-labor laws or
any other method should be denounced by all sect-

ECONOMIC CRISIS (cont. from p.3)

"was factually or legally impossible for the
_actor to commit the crime, if the crime could
have been committed, had the circumstances
been as the actor believed them to be."

There are many other provisions in this piece
of fascist legislation which can be used against
trade unions and other democratic circles.

These different forms of government legisla-
tion are presently being used or are planned for
use against the working class, particularly dur-
ing this time of economic crisis. The intent of
the capitalists is to prevent the workers from
fighting against the effects of unemployment and

inflation. :
These two weapons--unemployment and infla-
tion--are being used by the monopoly capitalist
class in order to shift the burden of the economic
crisis onto the backs of the workers. These
weapons are not used arbitrarily according to
the subjective whims of some capitalists, but
are inherent in the monopoly capitalist system,
and are used in periods of crisis in order to se-
cure maximum profits for monopoly capitalists.
It is absolutely essential that the workers use the
trade unions to fight against unemployment, for
job security and higher wages, against bad work-
ing condition. Furthermore, it is'necessary for
the unorganized workers to get organized into
their defense organizations, and for all sections
of the working class to make sure that none of
their rights to fight capital, such as the right to
strike or the right to organize, are legislated
away or suppressed in any way. In the final
analysis, in order to do away with the exploitation
and increasing impoverishment, the capitalist
system brings to the workers, the working class
must have its own Marxist-Leninist Party and
overthrow capital.
As Comrade Marx pointed out over 120 years
ago in Wages, Price and Profit ’
These few hints will suffice to show that the very develop-
ment of modern industry must progressively turn the scale
in favour of the capitalist against the working man, and that
consequently the general tendency of capitalistic production
is not to raise, but to sink the average standard of wages, or
to push the value of labour more or less to its minimum limit.
Such being the tendency of things in this system, is this say-
ing that the working class ought to renounce their resistance
against the encroachments of capital, and abandon their at-
tempts at making the best of the occasional chances for their
temporary improvement? If they did, they would be degraded
to one level mass of broken wretches past salvation. 1
think I have shown that their struggles for the standard of
wages are incidents inseparable from the whole wages system,
that in 99 cases out of 100 their efforts at raising wages are
only efforts at maintaining the given value of Jabour, and
that the necessity of debating their price with the capitalist
is inherent in their condition of having to sell themselves as
commodities. By cowardly giving way in their every-day
‘conflict with capital, they would certainly disqualify them-
selves for the initiating of any larger movement. :
At the same time, and quite apart from the general ser-
vitude involved in the wages system, the working class ought
:‘?;r;?de;;agjfsggetso t}tlrel;relseloveshthe ultimate working of these
Soheh effect; i) r}l(or l;%t; ngt to forget that they are
P retar(,:lin 5 dl the causes of those effects;
bt direction-gth e b ownward n}ovemer{t, 'but not
curing the malady. Th’e :1: tht:e};harefapplymg sl g
ly absorbed in th.ese uynavgid;bl el': Ofe'hm)t % be. T
springing,up from the never- i e mcessar.;tly
or changes of the market %?Slﬂg Entfroachments ohmpnal
ST the i ety i e O ity
e 5 poses upon tbem, the.p'resent system
: y engenders the material conditions and the
:Zz;nyfoI’;Z:e:;c:fsiity for afl c.:conornical“ recorllstructinn of
for a l';zir day’s work Ie Ctohﬂefmzznve s s A fair day's w
: y ought to inscri

the revolutionary watchword,
system!”

‘1ge
be on their banner
“Abolition of ithe wages

» Unavoidable Imperialist Economic Crisis

As early as_ 20 years ago. Chairman Mae had
2iready foreseen the inevifability of the economic crisis
of U.S. imperialism. He said: *“The ecenomic power
of U.S. imperialism, which grew during World IL is
confronted with unstable and daily shrinking domestic
and foreign markets. The further shrinking of these

markets will cause economic crises to break out.” (“The
Present Situation and OQur Tasks,” Selected Works of
Mao Tsetung, Vol. TV, p. 172. Foreian Languages Press.
Peking, 1961.) This thesis of Chairman Mao's is of great

significance as a guide ‘¢ our analysis of the political
and economic crisis of the preseni-day capitalist world,

especially the iwe superpowers.

— ions of the workers and progressive people.
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WHAT IS THE TROUBLE, AND WHO IS THE TROUBLE-
MAKER IN THE EAST INDIAN COMMUNITY?

Dear Reader:

The East Indian Defence Committee is producing this
pamphlet in two parts in order to clarify to the Canadian
people and people of various immigrant communities
the problems which the East Indian community is facing.

For some time now, the capitalist media has carried racist ,

and fascist propaganda against the East Indian com-
munity. The purpose of this propaganda is two-fold: To
cause confusion on the problems facing the East Indian
community and to prepare reactionary and racist public
opinion against the East Indian community. The purpose
of this two-part pampbhlet is to clarify the issues and op-
pose the racist attacks on the East Indian community.
We have chosen the title: WHAT IS THE TROUBLE
AND WHO IS THE TROUBLE-MAKER IN THE EAST IN-
DIAN COMMUNITY? This title was chosen for one
reason and one reason only — to show that the East In-
dian community is hardworking and if left alone there
will be no problems in the community. We, as part and
parcel of the Canadian people, are capable of looking
after our own affairs. Itis usually remarked by the media:
THERE IS “TROUBLE” IN THE EAST INDIAN COM-

MUNITY AGAIN. Furthermore, they fascistically
declare: MARXIST-LENINISTS ARE THE “TROUBLE-
MAKERS” IN THE EAST INDIAN COMMUNITY.

Through this two-part pamphlet, we will show that there

is no “trouble” in the East Indian community. The
trouble is with the Canadian government at various
levels. It is the Canadian government which is in trouble
and for this reason is causing trouble in the East Indian
and other communities across Canada. Because it is the
government at various levels which is causing trouble, it
can be said squarely that itis the Canadian government at
various levels and their hirelings who are the trouble-
makers in the East Indian community. It is the Federal
government and its agencies, like the immigration
department and the police forces to the level of city
mayors and local police forces, who are causing trouble
in the East Indian community. It is they, the various levels
of government, who are the real trouble-makers and it is
they who must be opposed. 5

There was a lot of “trouble” in the East Ipdian com-
munity between 1908 and 1915. There had been a lot of

“trouble” in the East Indian community up until 1968,
‘when the Marxist-Leninists started organising in the East
Indian community. We ask: If the Marxist-Leninists
cause “trouble” and are the real “trouble-makers”, then
why was there trouble between 1908 and 1915; as there
were no Marxist-Leninists in the East Indian community
then? There are a hundred and one facts that prove that
the Marxist-Leninists and genuine East Indian patriots
are the unifiers and defenders of the East Indian com-
munity while the Canadian government, its agencies,
plus the High Commissioner of India’s office and its
agencies are the real trouble-makers. No amount of fas-

cist propaganda is going to cover-up the fact that the
“Green Paper” singles out East Indians for attack or that
the Canadian government has always treated our people
as fourth-rate citizens and have opposed the im-
migration of East Indians to the extent of opposing our
people bringing their relatives and at one time, in 1908,
even conspiring to throw all East Indians out.

In the second part ot our pamphlet, we will provide a
detailed history of the treatment that the Canadian
government has meted out to East Indians from 1902 to
date. No amount of propaganda can white-wash the in-
famous episode when Hopkins, an RCMP functionarv,
hired Bela Singh, a traitor to the East Indian community
to shoot and kill East Indians in the Sikh Temple in 1914,
The killers were then let go, scott-free, and provided
with enough money to flee the country. When Mewa
Singh, an East Indian patriot witnessed all this and then
punished Hopkins by killing him, he was cruelly and
brutally assassinated by the government of this country.
The same things are being repeated at this time. The
government is buying out traitors who are attacking the
Marxist-Leninists and progressive people while the
courts, instead of charging these traitors to the East In-
dian community, are hurling all sorts of trumped-up
charges against the victims. What happened on March
30th, April 20th and at other times in Vancouver cannot
‘be covered up. :

Traitors to the East Indian community are spreading
the nonsense that Marxist-Leninists aretrying to take
over the Sikh Temple, a religious organisation, and are
causing “trouble” there. The traitors were causing
trouble in the Sikh Temple long before the Marxist-

Leninists ever participated in the affairs of the Sikh Tem-
ple. Secondly, even though Khalsa Diwan Society is the
religious organisation, the traitors never hesitate to use it
for their own political ends all the time. When Dave
Barrett, Mrs. Gandhi etc. are invited to the Sikh Temple
and presented as “leaders” of the community, is this us-
ing the Temple for religious purposes? When these
traitors issue statements against Hardial Bains and the
East Indian Defence Committee from the premises of the
Sikh Temple, are they using the Sikh Temple for religious
purposes? These traitors are carrying on fascist
propaganda that Marxist-Leninists do not believe in
“GOD”, and for this reason they have no place in the
community and its institutions. Is this not fascism against
the Marxist-Leninists that they are being attacked on the
basis of their views? Everyone has the right to hold
whatever views they wish to hold. Our people have the
right to believe in God or to not believe in God. These
thekadars of “God”” (meaning contractors of “God”) are
putting themselves in a position of dividing our com-
munity on this basis. This shows that they have become
totally bankrupt and fascist. It is well-known that the East
Indian Defence Committee is organised to oppose racist
attacks. There are all sorts of peoplein it. There are Marx-
ist-Leninists as well as religious people, workers, and
intellectuals, also small businessmen and professionals. It
is this Committee which also came forward to support a
slate of candidates against another slate for the election

*

‘of the Khalsa Diwan Society on January 19, 1975. It is this

Committee which is in the fore-front of struggle against
the splitting and dividing of the community by the agents
of the government.

By raising the issue of “God”, the traitors to the com-
munity are exposing themselves to be real anti-East In-
dian and agents of the government. While these traitors
say they are thekadars of “God”, they also pretend that
they are ““‘communists”’, no less!!! Their ‘communism’ is
the fascism of the Hitler, Mujibur Rehman and Shrimati
Gandbhi type. In their hysteria and self-exposure, they are
running hither and thither whimpering: “We are also
“progressive” but it is the staunch opposition by Marxist-
Leninists which has ¢xposed our real ugly fascist features.
They (the Marxist-Leninists) have forced us to become
fascists.” We ask: if you were patriotic and interested in
the welfare of the community, how did the Marxist-
Leninists turn you into the opposite direction? Everyone
knows one thing for sure — the belief of the:e traitorsin
religion is a sham; the belief of these traitors in anything

progressive is a sham. What is real in them is their anti-
community and anti-people reactionary nature. That is
what is real. '

This real nature of theirs coincides with the interests of
the various levels of government and it is for this reason
that they are supported by the government while being
resolutely opposed by the East Indian community. No
doubt, there are people temporarily assosciated with
them who are good but are confused. The East Indian
Defence Committee will do everything to win over these
people in due course of time.

The two-part pamphlet will deal with all the previously
mentioned issues. Part I of the pamphlet will include the
events which took place between March 9 and 30th, in
terms of the support provided by the people for the ac-
tivities of the East Indian Defence Committee. On March
9th, the East Indian Defence Committee asked Comrade
Hardial Bains to address their general meeting and
present the line and orientation for the work of the EIDC.
Sardar Bela Thandi and Comrade Hardial Bains ad-
dressed a press conference as well as addressed the
gathering (for the content of this meeting see the
statement of the EIDC issued in Toronto on March 12,
1975 and printed in this pamphlet on page 6). The next
day, Vancouver Province and Vancouver Sun both car-
ried news-items claiming that Hardial Bains had given a
call for the organising of “vigilantes’ against the racists.
The following day, various so-called “leaders” of the
community denounced Hardial Bains for this call which
had never been issued. The entire hysteria was well-or-

* chestrated by the media, police and so-called “leaders”

of the community. Between March 9th and 23rd, every
reactionary howled against Hardial Bains and the EIDC.
The High Commissioner of the Indian reactionary
government to Canada made a special visit to Vancouver
to assure the mayor and the traitors to the community of
his support against Hardial Bains and EIDC. Reactionary
radio shows blared day in and day out racist and anti-
communist propaganda. Two Conservative M.P.’s called
for the deportation of Hardial Bains. During all this

hullaballoo, of course, the windows of the EIDC office
were smashed. The community was highly enraged and
indignant at this reactionary attack on Hardial Bains and
the EIDC. Canadian workers and other people voiced
their opinions against the attacks on Hardial Bains and
the EIDC. The EIDC again invited Hardial Bains to address
a meeting on March 23rd, in Vancouver and provide a
line and orietation against this propaganda (see the
remarks made by Comrade Bains during this meeting
printed on page 10}. Scon afterwards, a mass rally was
organised to carry out propaganda against the racist at-
tacks on the East Indian community and to show that the
East Indian people are Canadian people and all share
weal and woe with one another. Part I of this pamphlet
carries the proceedings of the meeting held in Van-
couver March 30th, 1975 (see page 13) Included in this
pamphlet is also a press communique released by the
EIDC and Khalsa Diwan Society (elected on January 19,
1975 but not recognized by the traitors of the com-
munity) issued on April 6, 1975. The second part of the
pamphlet will go into detail about the activities of the
government at its various levels and their agents, against
the East Indian community.

We thank all the people who have supported the
struggle of the East Indian community against the racist
attacks. We would like to emphasize in the end that
racism as such is not the issue in Canada. The main
problem in Canada is the U.S. imperialist domination = f
Canada and the capitalist system itself. So the task of tke
Canadian working class and people is to oppose U.5.
imperialist domination and overthrow the capitalist
system. We fully support this fundamental right of the
people to do so and we are a part and parcel of this
mighty contingent against U.S. imperialism and
monopoly capitalism. U.S. imperialism and the mono-
poly capitalist class persecute us through racist attacks,
a much more pernicious form of class exploitation and
repression. Our contribution to the historic struggle ag-
ainst U.S. imperialist domination of Canada and against
the monopoly capitalist class will be successful if we
unite as one against racist attacks. The Canadian working
class and people can fight the U.S. imperialists and the
Canadian monopoly capitalist class if they continue op-
posing the shifting of the burden of the economic crisis
onto their backs. If we oppose the racist attacks and the
working people oppose the shifting of the burden of the
economic crisis and together we support one another,
only then will the militant and fighting unity of the
people deepen and broaden to a higher scale. There are
some individuals who are talking about racism as being
the “issue” to divert the working people of Canada from
opposing U.S. imperialism and the Canadian monopoly
capitalist class. They present the nonsense that “all
nationalism is reactionary” in order to split and divide
the immigrant communities in their struggle against
racistattacks. We are firmly opposed to these individuals.

The immigrant communities should close their ranks
and fight as one against racist attacks. They should op-
pose the ultra-left clap-trap of “socialism will end
racism’ or “all nationalism is reactionary’” or “racism is
inherent in capitalism’” which all amounts to liquidating
the struggle against racist attacks. The unity of the East In-
dian community is being forged with the working people
of this country while in the process of fighting racist at-
tacks. Itis this fight against the racist attacks which all im-
migrant communities and the native people should take
up in all earnestness. While uniting to fight the racist at-
tacks on the basis of uniting one’s own community, we
should also provide a helping hand to all others who are
doing the same in their communities. Furthermore, we
must unite firmly and closely with the entire working
people who are fighting against U.S. imperialist
domination of Canada and the monopoly capitalist
system itself. This is the line of militant unity and
solidarity of the East Indian Defence Committee and the
Indian Workers Movement. We call upon all the working
people to support this line.

In closing, we thank all our friends from all circles for
their support for our struggle against racist attacks and
we call upon them to continue supporting our struggle.
East Indian Defence Committees are being organised all
across Canada. The headquarters remain in Vancouver.
Please write or phone us for any further information.

Yours, in the struggle against our common enemies
East Indian Defence Committee
Room 106, 335 West Pender

Vancouver, B.C.
Phone 688-7421
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we will take the culprits to court”. This clearly shows that
the police do not want to protect the East Indian com-
munity. When the police fail to do something, then the
family calls the so-called ‘leaders’ of the community.
They usually give the line: “It must be your own fault”
and “Further, even if it is not your fault, we cannot do
very much about it except that you should have faith in
the police and the government of this country”.
Meanwhile, racist attacks go on. Then the family. contacts
the East Indian Defence Committee. EIDC right away
investigates the case, assigns duty to members to guard
the place and fight back if any attacks take place during
that period. Besides this, the EIDC calls upon the family
to participate in self-defence, not to be afraid and to
stand up and fight. This is the manner in which EIDC
operates at this time and has operated iri the past. Ifthere
is any court case, EIDC assists the family and looks after
the proceedings.

3. During the press conference and after, the question
was raised to seek out the racists and hit them hard. Com-
rade Bains explained that as far as EIDC is concerned, it
will not participate in seeking out the racists at this time.
The policy of EIDC is to encourage self-defence and
fighting back. If some individuals seek out the racists and
thrash them, that is their own policy and not the policy of
the East Indian Defence Committee.

4. There is no antagonism between Canadians of East
Indian origin and other Canadians. The problem is not
one of “whites” attacking the “coloureds”. The problem
arises on account of the capitalist system, and racism is
inherent in it. During the periods of crisis, the
government and its bodies escalate attacks against the
people and the worst hit are those who are national
minorities. It was pointed out that this ruling class has

always used racial discrimination against others, and the

best example to illustrate this is that of the people of
Quebec. Even though they are “white”, the ruling class
of this country has always discriminated against them.
Comrade Bains gave the example of official propaganda
which is used against our people. He said that the mayor
of Vancouver has declared himself to be the enemy of
the East Indian community. In doing so, he has become
the enemy of the East Indian people. Comrade Bains ex-
plained that our community makes up less than 2% of

the total populace in Vancouver. But whenever the

mayor talks about the problems of the city of Vancouver,
he singles out our people and blames them for the
problems caused by the capitalist system itself. This

shows the guilty conscience and sinister motive of the
mayor.

52 As far as the fascist propaganda unleashed against.
the East Indian Defence Committee is concerned, that

we advocate “Taking the law into our hands”—there can
be further from the truth. On the contrary, it-is
the government and its agencies which is using arbitrary
methods to persecute-our people. Hundreds of exam-
ples.can be given whereby perfectly legal visitors to this

“country from India have been arbitrarily deported, our

people deprived of jobs and discriminated against in
housing and education. In short, it is the government
and its agencies which is taking “the law into its hands”
against our people. What the East Indian Defence Com-
mittee advocates is the basic and inviolable right of all
East Indian people and all Canadians to defend
themselves against any threat to their person, property,

family and community. This is not “taking the law into -

one’s hands”, this is defending ourselves in the face of
the governmental and institutional attacks. And itis con-
founding right and wrong to suggest that those who are
victims of racist attacks are the ones “taking the law into
their hands”.:

6. As far as the East Indian Defence Committee is

' concerned, it is the responsibility of the police to defend

our community. But neither the government, nor its
institutions, nor the police is providing any protection.
Nay more, they are the source of attack on our people. If
the government and its institutions protects our people
from racist attacks, then the East Indian Defence Com-
mittee will cease its activities on this front but NOT UN-
TIL THAT TIME! Here is a challenge to those who believe
in the “law” t6 get the law working against the racists. We
also believe in that law which protects our people and
works against the racists, but we do not believe in the law
which is responsible for attacks on our people. We will
always oppose such a law.

7. Those “‘leaders” of the East Indian community who is-
sued a statement denouncing Comrade Bains for defen-

ding the community are the creation of the government
and its institutions. These individuals are bribed and are
agents of our enemies in our community. One can only
pity them to see their.disgusting performance on radio.
and TV prostrating in front of the racists, begging mercy
and promising them they will themselves oppose the East
Indian people, will do their best to split the community
and liquidate their anti-racist struggle. These people are
like Thieu of Vietnam, and Lon Nol of Cambodia, and In-
dira Gandhi of India. For a few cents they have sold
themselves and their people. We can only say this much
to them: you will not go unpunished. You will certainly
pay for your crimes. These individuals were just a few
months ago denying that racist attacks take place, and
now they have compared the East Indian Defence Com-
mittee with the racists and equated the two. What
treacherous activity against our people. These in-
dividuals cried hoarse on radio and TV that EIDC has no
support amongst the people, then why are you moaning
and groaning, beating your breast in order to serve the
enemies of our community? But these claims are not the
facts of life and prove the opposite, which is leading you
into hysteria. You know very well that the East Indian
Defence Committee is the only organisation with over
800 members in the Vancouver area alone and which has
branches all across Canada.

The East Indian Defence Committee takes this op-
portunity to reiterate its firm resolve to mobilise our
people against the attacks of the government and its
institutions on our people and the racist attacks of their
agents on our homes, property, children, old people and
women.

We call upon all our people to fight ever so more
vigorously against the racist attacks on our people!
We call upon all the Canadian people to support our
struggie!

Racist attacks on our people will be defeated!

OUR PEOPLE WILL WIN!

a higher level.

After the March 9th meeting of the East Indian Defence Commiittee and after the fascist
hysteria generated by the bourgeqis press, the police and the reactionaries inside and out-
side the East Indian community, the East Indian Defence Committee organised two rallies
on March 23rd and on March 30th to oppose the fascist hysteria and to mobilise further
support against the racist attacks. Comrade Hardial Bains was the main speaker in both the
rallies and vigorously led the programme on the two occasions. Hundreds of people (over
400 East Indians and 100 Canadians on March 23rd and over 800 East Indians and over 200
- Canadians on March 30th) attended the two rallies and provided vigorous support against
racist attacks on the East Indian community, against threats of deportation against Com="
rade Hardial Bains, and against the confusion being generated by the media. The two
rallies brought the struggle of the East Indian people against the racist attacks to a new and

' JLETTER FROM LOK AWAZ ON PAGE 19

-

Comrade Hardial S. Bains addressing the mass rally organised by the East Indian Defence Committee in Vancouo March 23, 1975.
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