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The reply of the Commu
nist League (CL) to the "new 
left" revisionists is necessary 
for one reason— the exposure 
of these elements is a prere
quisite to the defeat of the 
revisionist line of the Commu
nist Party of the USA* We real
ize that the "new left" is merely 
a pimple on the backside of re
visionism, yet currently history 
has inflated their importance by 
placing them in the position of 
a buffer between the forces try
ing to build a party of a new 
type and the forces of revis
ionism* The CL has watched the 
degeneration of these organiza
tions over the past three years. 
It was clear that these group
ings, many of whom are led by 
the same leaders of the old 
student movement, could and 
would not break with revision
ism. Thus they are conciliators 
because they try to reconcile 
the politics of Marxism with 
those of revisionism.

Their first task was the 
maintenance of syndicalism over 
Marxism-Leninism within the 
theoretical movement. Over 
and over they have preached 
their syndicalism to various

groups of advanced workers. 
Within the past year there have 
been decisive defeats for the 
syndicalists. Thus quickly 
losing ground, these groupings 
united to attack the Communist 
League, hoping to gain in 
slander what they have lost in 
the objective struggle,

Marxism-Leninism holds that 
the laws of nature hold true for 
the social sciences as well as 
the physical sciences. It is 
precisely at this point that 
the "new left" attempts to 
strike, they advocate material
ism in chemistry, idealism in 
politics. Their basic line is 
that the battle of the prole
tariat is against ideas (i.e. 
racism); 2) that the mass move
ment or the spontaneous struggle 
is the primary aspect of revo
lution, that spontaneity should 
lead consciousness; and 3) that 
the proletarian party will be 
built from the mass movement and 
4) that the laws of Marxism- 
Leninism do not apply to the 
struggle in the United States 
of North America (USNA). This 
line is projected throughout 
their publications and in the 
attack, especially in the sixth

paragraph; "We are not inter
ested in descending on progres
sive working class caucuses, 
splitting them up, and snatching 
away a few of its more active. 
members only to ruin them and 
disillusion them by taking them 
out of the mass movement to form 
some mythological communist par
ty headed by the CL." These pro
jections completely contradict 
Leninism and fit hand in glove 
into the CPUSA's program.

This fundamental question 
was dealt with by Karl Marx and 
Frederick Engels over one hund
red years ago in their Address 
of the Central Council of the 
Communist League (Engels/Marx, 
Selected Works. Vol. II, Inter
national Pub. New York, p. 162)

"At the present moment, 
when the democratic petty bour
geois are everywhere oppressed, 
they preach in general unity 
and reconciliation to the prole
tariat, they offer them their 
hand and strive for the estab
lishment of a large opposition 
party which will embrace all 
shades of opinion in the Demo
cratic Party, i.e., they strive 
to involve the workers in a par-

(cont. on p. 13)

Keep Nixon's Hands Away From Our Dykes!
(from the VIET-NAM WOMEN'S UNION)

Nixon, to justify the 
criminal attacks on dykes of 
North Vietnam, declared at a 
press conference in Texas on 
April 30, 1972 that "dykes are 
a strategic target and indi
rectly, a military target".

This sounds very much 
like the definition of the Ger
man fascists who, 30 years ago, 
in World War II, destroyed 
Holland's dykes and were sent 
to the gallows by the Nurem
berg Tribunal for this savage 
genocide.

Hoping vainly that the 
war will end when there is no
body to fight it and seeing in 
each Vietnamese - whether an 
old person or an infant in its 
cradle - a potential enemy of 
the "security" of the United 
States and of the lives of the 
60,000 American servicemen 
still in South Vietnam, Nixon 
is planning to drown dozens 
of millions of peaceful people 
in the plains of North Viet
nam in this season of rains 
and floods.

Vietnam is a tropical 
country, where it rains heavily 
in the wet monsoon, with rain
fall sometimes averaging 600 
milimeters a day. There are 
very big rivers.* The Hong Ha 
(Red),-Thai Binh, Ma and Ca 
rivers, for example, have a 
rate of flow of tens of thou
sands of cubic meters per se
cond. Some 15 million people, 
or 75% of the * population of 
North Vietnam, live along these 
rivers and their tributaries.
In places, the density is 600

persons per square kilometer. 
There are also high mountains, 
whose slopes speed rain-water 
toward the rivers and into the 
fields in mighty currents. In 
certain places after a heavy 
rain, the water level may be 
7 or 8 meters above the fields.

To the east the country is 
washed by the sea whose level, 
at high tide, is 2 or 3 meters 
above the fields.

Without dykes, the fields, 
towns and villages in the 
plains of Bac Bo would be flood
ed every year, and cultivation 
in coastal areas would be im
possible because of sea water.

In the season of rains 
and storms from June to Octo
ber every year, it is the sys
tems of river and sea dykes 
totaling over 3000 kilometers 
that protect the lives of do
zens of millions of people 
living on a vast region of tens 
of thousands of square kilo
meters. These dykes, the 
fruits of the labour of the 
Vietnamese nation, act as 
mighty dams to keep rivers 
from overflowing. In North 
Vietnam, the breaking of a 
dyke is regarded as a great 
disaster of unfathomable con
sequences.

The Vietnamese people, 
well aware of all this, have 
spent thousands of years put
ting up and strengthening sys
tems of dykes along rivers, 
from their sources in the moun
tains to the sea, and along the 
coast to keep sea water from

the fields.

Since the restoration of 
peace in North Vietnam, the 
DRVN Government has paid great 
attention to the consolidation 
of dykes. In addition, it has 
built many major irrigation 
works - lakes for better con
servancy and dams to fight both 
floods and droughts. Almost 
everybody takes part in the 
checking and repair of dykes 
before and after the rainy 
season every year. There have 
been dozens of million of cubic 
meters of earth removed in all 
these years, much more than in 
the previous centuries.
Thanks to these great efforts, 
our dykes have always been se
cured, although there have 
been many heavy swellings in 
the previous years, including 
those of the war of destruc
tion conducted by President 
Johnson.

✓

Now, by attacking our 
dykes and irrigation works, 
the Nixon administration is 
actually destroying the de
fenses of man's natural envi
ronment .

Following are the remarks 
made by French geographer* Yves 
Lacoste (Le Monde, June 7,
1972) on this criminal scheme 
of Nixon:

"Like in * the years of 
1966 and 1967, the U.S. ag
gressors have dropped the hint 
that they might consider the 
possibility of the destruction 
of the Red River's dyke sys- 
tem# (cont. on p. 6)
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ty organisation in which general 
Social Democratic phrases pre
dominate, behind which their 
special interests are concealed 
and in which the particular de
mands of the proletariat may not 
be brought forward for the sake 
of beloved peace. Such a union 
would turn out solely to their 
advantage and altogether to the 
disadvantage of the proletariat. 
The proletariat would lose its 
whole independent, laboriously 
obtained position and once more 
sink down to being an appendage 
of official bourgeois democracy. 
This union must, therefore be 
most decisively rejected. In
stead of once again stooping to 
serve as the applauding chorus 
of the bourgeois democrats, the 
workers and above all the League 
must strive to establish an in
dependent, secret and open, or
ganisation of the Workers Party 
alongside the official democrats 
and make each local section the 
central point and nucleus of 
workers' associations in which 
the attitude and interests of 
the proletariat will be discuss
ed independently of bourgeois 
influences."

Lenin also fought for the 
independence of the proletariat; 
the building of a proletarian 
organization with the emphasis 
on consciousness over spontan
eity. The primary task of revo
lutionaries today is to build 
a Marxist-Leninist Party. This 
means an exhausting study and 
adherence to the science of 
Marxism. The strategic line of 
the Communist League is best ex
pressed in the Introduction of 
the Constitution of the Commu
nist League. It reads in part;

"The Communist League was 
formed in 1968 by a group of 
Marxist-Leninists. The purpose 
of the CL is to organize and 
participate in the struggle of 
the working class against the 
US Capitalist class and in the 
struggle to establish a Dictator
ship of the Proletariat.

" The CL is fully aware that 
’If there is to be revolution, 
there must be a revolutionary

(cont. from p. 12) 
powerful support from the state 
have tremendously promoted the 
growth of industry, farming 
and livestock-breeding in In
ner ■Mongolia. For many years 
now, the region has supplied 
the state-with large amounts 
of animal, agricultural and 
side-line products and other 
capital and consumer goods, 
thereby contributing its share 
to building our great social
ist motherland.

The revolution and produc
tion in the Inner Mongolian Au
tonomous Region today is un
precedentedly excellent and 
will get increasingly better. 
Guided by Chairman Mao's revo 
lutionary line, the Mongolian, 
Han and other nationalities in 
the region together with the 
people in the rest of our coun
try are uniting to win still 
greater victories!

party. Without a revolutionary 
party, without a party built on 
the Marxist-Leninist revolution
ary style, it is impossible to 
lead the working class and the 
broad masses of the people in 
defeating imperialism and its 
running dogs.' At this point in 
US history there is no revolu
tionary party.

"The CL cannot and does not 
consider itself a party. We 
believe that a revolutionary 
party will be built by the mer
ging of true Marxist-Leninist 
groupings out of their common 
struggle in theory and practice 
against the revisionist ideology 
which is presently holding back 
the working class movement.

"The source of this revis
ionist ideology is the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union and 
their faithful running dogs, 
the Communist Party of the USA. 
Only by a hard and constant 
struggle can Marxism-Leninism 
be put in its proper place as 
the theoretical beacon lighting 
our way."

Replying to the economists 
and anti-party elements, Lenin 
wrote in What Is To Be Done?. 
Lenin, the Iskra Period, Book 
II, International Pub. New York 
1929, p. 181;

.Both these ten
dencies, the opportunist and the 
'revolutionary* bow to the pre
vailing primitiveness; neither 
believe that it can be elimin
ated, neither understand our 
primary and most imperative 
practical task, namely to estab
lish an organization of revolu
tionists, capable of maintaining 
the energy, the stability and 
continuity of the political 
struggle."

The "new left" charlatans 
characterize the struggle for 
organization as "storybook" re
volution. The CL stands by 
Lenin, that the struggle for 
proletarian organization is ab
solutely crucial. "They are 
prepared to justify our inabil
ity to organize secretly by the 
argument that with the spontan
eous growth of the mass move
ment it is not at all important 
for us to fight against the po
litical police!!!" (ibid. p.
185) and "...but the struggle 
against the political police 
requires special qualities, it 
can be conducted only by pro
fessional revolutionists." 
(ibid., p. 185) Lenin further 
states that not only is the 
forming of a party the primary 
task of the revolutionists, but 
that in this party formation 
consciousness must lead spon
taneity, and that the larger 
the mass movement grows the 
more the party is needed.

"I assert: 1) That no 
movement can be durable without 
a stable organization of leaders 
to maintain continuity; 2) that 
the more widely the masses are 
drawn into the struggle and 
form the basis of the movement, 
the more necessary is it to 
have such an organization and 
the more stable must it be for

it is much easier then for de
magogues to side-track the more 
backward sections of the masses; 
3) that the organization must 
consist chiefly of persons en
gaged in revolution as a pro
fession; 4)that in a country 
with a despotic government, the 
more we restrict the membership 
of this organization to persons 
who are engaged in revolution 
as a profession and who have 
been professionally trained in 
the art of combating the politi
cal police, the more difficult 
will it be to catch the organisa
tion; and 5) the wider other 
classes of society are able to 
join the movement and perform 
active work in it." (ibid. p.
198)

This is not the lit* . of the 
revisionist sycophants. From 
the Revolutionary Union (RU) 
comes the strategic call for a 
united front against imperialism 
not a party. They clearly dev
elop the line that the party 
will be built from the struggle 
of the united front.

"It is therefore the pri
mary revolutionary duty of the 
people of the U.S. to build a 
militant united front against 
U.S. imperialism." (A selection 
from The Red Papers #1, 2 and 
3, Revolutionary Union, Chicago, 
111., p. 3)

And further;

"Our organization does have 
such a strategy; the United 
Front against imperialism, led 
by the proletariat. This means 
developing and linking up mass 
struggle around five spearheads 
of opposition to US imperialism. 
...." (Red Papers #4, p. 16,
RU Chicago, 111.)

Further the RU clearly 
states that the proletarian 
Marxist-Leninist party will be 
built from the mass movement 
and the united front (Red Papers 
#1,2 and 3, p. 56);

"While the building of a 
Communist Party at the earliest 
possible time is key to building 
the united front, work to begin 
building the united front should 
not wait for the formation of a 
Communist Party; in fact build
ing the United Front is dialec
tically related to building a 
real vanguard party of the 
proletariat. At present the 
Black and Brown proletarian 
organizations that do have real 
ties with the masses can take 
the lead in the united front, 
and to some extent they already 
are. But in order to forge the 
maximum unity of the proletariat 
the organizations playing a van
guard role must draw around them 
the largest numbers of prole
tarian fighters as well as basic 
allies from other classes and 
strata and unite with as many 
middle forces as possible on 
the basis of the united front 
program to isolate the monopoly 
capitalist ruling class. As 
the strength of the united front 
grows, so will the strength of 
the proletariat, as the more 
backward workers are drawn into 
motion by the gathering momen
tum of the movement. And, as 
the workers movement gains imp
etus and more and more workers

(cont. on p. 14)
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are brought into active struggle 
the building of a vanguard party 
of the proletariat as a whole 
will be the order of the day. 
This party, firmly rooted among 
the masses of working people, 
will be able to consolidate the 
united front among the proletar
iat and its allies, win over 
still broader sections of the 
middle forces, and establish 
its leading role. This is not 
a magic formula...."

A
{

V. I. LftNIM

In his work The United 
Front Against Fascism (p. 25) 
Dimitroff clearly states that 
one of the most important as
pects to building a United 
Front against fascism is the 
party of the proletariat. "... 
it depends on the existence of 
a strong revolutionary party, 
correctly leading the struggle 
of the working people against 
fascism." Dimitroff makes it 
clear that there can be no unit
ed front against fascism without 
a party, not that the two can 
be built at the same time but 
that the party must be built 
first. How is the proletariat 
to be represented in the united 
front, by learned individuals, 
or does the "new left" want us 
to rely upon the petty bour
geoisie or the CPUSA to repre
sent us? The program of these 
organizations is distinctly 
anti-proletarian. They have 
taken the old bourgeois ideol
ogy from SDS and SNCC and smear
ed it with Marxist phrases.
This will never do, the prole
tariat will continue to suffer 
and labor under the rule of the 
capitalist class without organ
ized resistance until it has an 
independent multi-national Marx- 
ist-Leninist party to lead 
them. There will be no united

front against fascism until 
this party is built.

It should surprise no one 
that these "new left" groupings 
dwell upon the unconscious and 
lowest common denominator as
pects of the movement. They 
like the old party just fine.
The CPUSA does not challenge 
them, it supports them in sev
eral ways. Their syndicalism 
is never challenged, their 
white chauvinism can remain un
scathed, but even more impor
tant, they know full well that 
the formation of a proletarian 
communist party and the destruc
tion of the CPUSA eventually 
means that the petty bourgeois 
will follow the lead of the 
workers. Their entire lease 
on life is their attempt to 
lead and influence the petty 
bourgeois democrats. They do 
not want a real communist party 
within the USNA (United States 
of North America) because its 
formation would immediately 
begin to polarize the left and 
eventually the entire class a- 
gainst the revisionists. These 
events would undoubtedly expose 
the sham revolution advocated 
by the "new left". For these 
reasons they do not attack the 
revisionists. They contend 
that "the revisionists are too 
weak" and "they aren't worth 
the trouble" and many other var
iations of the same line that 
preaches "ignore the revision
ists". In turn the revisionists 
find them suitable bed partners.

What more could the re
visionists ask for, in their 
attack on the CL the "new left" 
claimed to be "interested in 
building a Third World led anti
war, anti-imperialist, and pro
socialist movement within the 
United States..". The line of 
the CPUSA is, needless to say, 
not concerned with building a 
communist party either. Pre
sently the CPUSA's masquerade 
as the proletarian vanguard 
does immeasurable harm to the 
working class movement. . Their 
line is the line of a mass move
ment, an "anti-monopoly coali
tion". Hence we shall see how 
these "new left" groups not only 
oppose the line of Marx and 
Lenin, oppose fighting revision
ism and building an independent 
proletarian organization, but 
openly support the counter-re
volutionary program of the re
visionists. Gus Hall states 
in The Erosion of U.S. Capital
ism in the 70*s (p. 70, New 
Outlook Pub., New York 1971);

".....what this country 
needs, and what is now possible 
is a massive people's movement, 
a coalition of peoples move
ments, a coalition geared to 
the problems and currents ex
pressed by the working class, 
Black, Chicano and Puerto Rican 
movements working closely with 
students and other sections of 
the population."

And further from the Main 
Resolution of the CPUSA;

"...we observe a growing 
trend toward the expansion of 
united front actions and the
formation of coalitions....
These represent important ad
vances in the process of devel- ■

opment of the anti-monopoly co
alition." (p. 25)

And from his speech Capi
talism on the Skids to Oblivion, 
(p. 74), Hall writes;

"It is in this new context 
of the mass upsurge that we 
must see the need for a new 
united left sector in every mass 
formation. The new initiatives 
must come from a united left. 
There can be a meaningful united 
left only if it sees as its main 
task that of being an initiator 
and leading force within the 
broader mass trends and move
ments."

The Communist League is 
neither impressed nor intimi
dated by the super-revolution
ist "new left". To us the anti- 
Leninist program stinks just as 
much coming from the lips of 
Gus Hall or those of the RU

The "new left" tried to 
disguise its revisionist program 
by calling for the "united 
front against imperialism".
They managed only to show their 
ignorance of Marxism. The 
"united front against imperial
ism" is a program for the col
onial and semi-colonial coun
tries. Its aim is to make use 
of the split in the bourgeoisie 
and to unite all aspects of so
ciety against imperialist ag
gression. To the "new left" 
the Communist League would like 
to ask, where is the national 
and comprador bourgeoisie in 
the U.S. capitalist class? Di
mitroff makes this point very 
clear on page sixty eight of 
the United Front Against Fas
cism (int. Pub.. New York 1938).

"The changed international 
and internal situation gives 
exceptional importance to the 
question of the anti-imperialist 
united front in all colonial and 
semi-colonial countries.

'‘In forming a wide anti
imperialist united front of 
struggle in the colonies and 
semi-colonies, it is necessary 
above all to recognize the var
iety of conditions in which the 
anti-imperialist struggle of 
the masses is proceeding, the 
varying degree of maturity of 
the national liberation move
ment, the role of the proletar
iat within it and the influence 
of the Communist Party over the 
masses."

One of the main points in 
Imperialism by Lenin was the 
consolidation of the bourgeoisie 
under imperialism. As for tac
tics the Communist League pre
fers the tactics of Lenin to 
those of Gus Hall. Lenin states

"And it is therefore our 
duty, if we wish to remain So
cialists, to go down lower and 
deeper, to the real masses.
That is the whole meaning and 
the whole substance of the 
struggle against opportunism."
(Lenin on Britain, FLPH, Moscow, 
p. 327)

But the "new left" prefers 
the fantasies of the "heroic 
urban guerrilla". They see them-

(cont. on p. 15)



Page 15

CL REPLY
(cont. from p. 14) 
selves as the daring heroes of 
history and the CPUSA fosters 
and finances this thinking in 
order to divert the energy of 
the youth and the interests of 
the advanced sections of the 
working class.

In return the "new left" 
collaborates with the CPUSA*s 
political program and attempts 
to reconcile all anti-revision
ist elements under the wing of 
the old party. The proof of 
this is the "new left" them
selves. Having a thieves fall
ing out, the leadership of the 
Revolutionary Union had a split. 
Basically the split was between 
the terrorists and the econo
mists, not a split in principles 
(for each group is still pro
strate to the idol of spontan
eity). Much hoop-la and excit- 
ment was generated over the 
"split". Yet when confronted 
by Marxism-Leninism, each of the 
"mortal enemies" joined forces 
to attack the Communist League. 
Further, each demonstration and 
conference finds them in each 
others arms. Yet when any real 
battle against revisionism, for 
instance the battle against the 
revisionist line of "racism", is 
mounted; these groups all scurry 
to form a "united front to pro
tect the revisionist masters". 
This is the closest thing to a 
united front they have ever been 
in.

Though they may protest 
loudly and claim to have been 
misread, facts are stubborn 
things and the facts point 
clearly to their role as concil
iators of revisionism. They 
claim to stand aside from the 
battle between the Marxist- 
Leninists and the revisionists. 
The Communist League stands by 
Lenin, when he pointed out in 
What Is To Be Done? (p. 122 &
T5T71

"Since there can be no 
talk of an independent ideology 
being developed by the masses 
of the workers in the process 
of their movement then the only 
choice is; Either bourgeois, 
or Socialist ideology. There 
is no middle course (for human
ity has not created a ’third' 
ideology, and moreover, in a 
society torn by class antagon
isms there can never be a non
class or above-class ideology). 
Hence, to belittle Socialist 
ideology in any way, to deviate 
from it in the slightest degree 
means strengthening bourgeois 
ideology."

Over the years the revis
ionists have perfected to an 
art the ability of taking ris
ing groupings of advanced work
ers and bringing them under the 
wing of the bourgeoisie. Now 
that the revisionists are being 
challenged, as small as the 
challenge might be, there arises 
a real need for the role of the 
conciliators, those elements 
who attempt to bring the Marx
ists and revisionists together 
not under the banner of struggle 
but under the banner of coopera
tion. We say no. We will stand 
solidly opposed to revisionism 
even if we have to stand alone.

Now that the conciliators have 
opened the attack, we are more 
than ready to fight. "We are 
marching in a compact group a- 
long a precipitous and diffi
cult path, firmly holding each 
other by the hand. We are sur
rounded on all sides by ene
mies, and are under their al
most constant fire. We have 
combined voluntarily, especially 
for the purpose of fighting the 
enemy and not to retreat into 
the adjacent marsh, the inhabi
tants of which, right from the 
very outset, have reproached us 
with having separated ourselves 
into an exclusive group, and 
with having chosen the path of 
struggle instead of the path of 
conciliation. And now several 
in our crowd begin to cry out—  
let us go into this marsh1 And 
when we begin to shame them they 
retort: How conservative you
are! Are you not ashamed to 
deny us -the right to invite you 
to take a better road!

Oh yes, gentlemen! You 
are free, not only to invite 
us, but to go yourselves wher
ever you will, even into the 
marsh. In fact, we think that 
the marsh is your proper place, 
and we are prepared to render 
you every assistance to get 
there. Only, let go of our 
hands, don’t clutch at us, and 
don't besmirch the grand word 
"freedom"; for we too are "free" 
to go where we please, free, not 
only to fight against the marsh, 
but also those who are turning 
toward the marsh." (Lenin, 
op. cit. p. 97)

■The Communist League again 
issues the invitation to all 
honest revolutionaries to strug
gle around the line of Marxism- 
Leninism and for unity, unity 
based upon principle and the 
desire to build a communist par
ty of the proletariat which will 
lead the revolutionary movement 
of the working class.

PARA MA'S INFORMAClCN t

For more information about 
the Communist League or 
People’s Tribune write:

P.0. BOX 3774 
MERCHANDISE MART 
CHICAGO, ILL 60654

P.0. BOX 72306 
WATTS STATION 
LOS ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA

P.0. BOX 170
TIMES PLAZA STATION
BROOKLYN, N.Y. 11217

P.O. BOX 24241 
BAYVIEW STATION 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

P.O. BOX 06783 
LINWOOD STATION 
DETROIT, MICH. 48206
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MAIN STATION, #901 
DENVER, COLORADO

SEGURIDAD
(viene de la pagina 9) 
sus crimenes en su propio pair's 
son poco comparado con la brutal- 
idad feroz con que trata el’ rnun- 
do colonial. En vez de $1.65 
la hora el miembro de la tribu 
Ovambo que trabaja como esclavo 
en las minas de diamantes per- 
tenecientes a E.U. en Namibia 
(suroeste de Africa) recibe... 
j5 centavos la hora! En vez de 
ser despedido por tratar de or- 
ganizar una union al obrero su- 
dcoreano...flo paran contra el 
paredon y lo fusilan! En vez 
de sobrevivir a base de "food 
stamps" y el pequeno cheque del 
desempleo o el "welf are"... ‘(la 
familia campesina boliviana que 
se esta muriendo de hambre mas- 
tica la coca para olvidar el 
hambre! En la mayor parte del 
mundo colonial si un obrero o 
campesino sufre una herida grave 
no tiene esperanza— ino hay me
dicos!

La crisis general del im
perialism© se intensifica de 
dia a dia. Como la liga Comun- 
ista ha senalado repetidamente 
esta crisis esta obligando a 
los imperialistas de E.U. a 
lanzar nuevas guerras y a estab- 
lecer el facismo en su propio 
pais. Los imperialistas se 
ven obligados a darle otra vuel- 
ta la tornillo a la clase obrera 
angloamericana. Para las masas 
oprimidas ya sufriendo hoy, el 
facismo solo puede significar 
nuevos horrores incontables.

Georgi^Dimitrov, el gran 
comunista bulgaro y li'der de la 
Internacional Comunista, dijo 
en El frente unido, "El facismo 
les’ prometio a los obreros ’un 
salario justo’, pero en reali
dad les ha traiclo un estandard 
de vida au'n mas bajo, de indi- 
gencia. Les prometio' trabajo a 
los desempleados pero en reali
dad les ha traido tormentos aun 
mas dolorosos del hambre, del 
trabajo servil obligado. En 
la practica convierte a los o- 
breros y a los desempleados en 
los parias de la sociedad capi- 
talista privados de sus derechos, 
destruye sus uniones, les priva 
de su derecho a la huelga y a 
su prensa obrera, los obliga a 
unirse a organizaciones facis- 
tas, saquea sus fondos de se- 
guro social y transforma sus 
molinos y fabricas en cuarteles 
en que reina el desenfrenado 
domimo arbitrario del capital- 
ista." (subrayado por nosotros)
Y, "El facismo es el enemigo mas 
salvaje de la clase obrera y de 
toda la gente trabajadora."

La cuestion de las peli- 
grosas condiciones en las fa
bricas de los E.I. hoy— como 
toda otra forma de opresidn e- 
conoinica— no se puede entender 
aislada de la crisis del capi- 
talismo. Igualmente la lucha 
contra estas condiciones ases- 
inas debe ser transformada en 
una lucha contra el imperialis- 
mo. Como nos ha ensenado Lenin 
el imperialismo es la reaccion 
en todo. No puede ser reformado. 
i'Tenemos que unirnor para derro- 
carlo!

(ABAJO CON LA SANGUINARIA CLASE 
CAPITALISTA!
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