





















































On the Slogan “We Won . Fic .
Another RichMan's War

We Won't Fight Another Rich Man‘s War"* is one
. . .he main slogans of the Rich Off Qur Backs—July
4th Coalition. Party members and others are taking
it out broadly to the American people in both their
agitation and propaganda. As the danger of world war
grows the importance of popularizing the stand and

ining of this slogan also continues tu grow.

What does this slogan mean? First of all, what is
the common understanding we want to develop when
we bring this slogan out?

To justify their military preparations and to try to
win popular support for another war, the U.S. imper-
ialists have been stepping up their propaganda around
the need for the U.S. to stand up to the Soviet Union.
This was the way they have tried to sum up their
Angola adventure for instance, saying that the U.S.
made a big mistake by letting the USSR push hera-
round.

And just recently in the draft platform of the
Democratic Party, a big deal was made about how
Russian actions “pose severe threats to world peace
and stability.” It condemned ‘‘the continuea USSR
military occupation of many Eastern European coun-
tries” as ““a monument to their oppression of the
peoples of those nations, an oppression we do not ac-
cept and are committed to oppose. . ."" All this they
use to justify stepping up their own military buildup
and war preparations.

But the masses of American people, and especiaily
the working class, have many experiences which point
to exactly what is driving the U.S. to war. Millions of
workers and others on one level or another realized
that the big corporations were behind the U.S. war in
Vietnam. And the everyday experience working in

" lists’ factories and mines provides the basis for
v 1s to see what drives the capitalists forward—the
need to maximize their profits.

Wh™ | these experiences remain separate in the un-

rstanding of many, much has been learned that can
e bL "t on, and much continues to be learned every
[ massive opposition and resistance of the
’ ~n people to the U.S. war in Vietnam is a glor-
" ap e i the history of the struggle in this coun-
€ . as the war dragged on, as many veterans
iome their stories, the lies of the government
. I1  democracy” and ‘‘stopping aggres-
1 thi,
~ .. me to oppose the U.S. war effort, and a
] . f these came to understand that by
1 he free world” the U.S. government meant
t 1 . ofthe t corporations, the oil com-

panies, the banks and others, to set . .10 [

"

china and discourage further rebeilio - S
plunder. Many in this country bec: me eu .areg
as they came to understand the class pasis fu war—

to see that it was rooted in the same expand-or-die Igw
of capitalism that produces exploitation and oppression
here at home.

Stench of War

Today as economic crisis drags on, the stench of
war thickens. Many people oppose particular acts of
aggression—like that of both the U.S. and the USSR
in Angola—and it is important to broaden and build on
this resistance and understanding. On top of this peo-
ple are faced with.a situation where for many “‘the
only job around” is in the army, and military recruit-
ers hang around high schools and unemployment offi-
ces like vultures.

And the idea is floated that the only way out of
this crisis is to go to war, that this is the only choice
the masses have. The capitalists at times even push the
idea that it may be a hell of a way to live, but it's the
way it has to be. In this context it is crucial to unite
with the hatred of the masses for this situation, to
point out that war is no mystery—its source lies in the
rule of the capitalist class—and to bring out the idea
that there is a way forward, a path to fight and break
through.

By doing this we can explain to people in a down-
to-earth way, based on their own experiences, the
class content of the war preparations and initial skir-
mishes of both superpowers. For the imperialists, for
the Rockefellers, Duponts, and Mellons of the U.S.
and the New Tsars of the Soviet Union, it is a quest'ion
of armed conflict for profit—to decide who will be the
biggest robber barons and exploiters of the world’s
people. It is a struggle of slaveowners over the division
of the loot they get through robbery of whole peoples.
Such a war cannot be in the interests of the peoble
and must be opposed.

The stogan ““We Won't Fight Another Rich Man’s
War” sums this up by pointing to the source of their
current war preparations and the working class’ answer
to it. It draws a line of demarcation by saying our
fight is not with these rich bastards but against them
and their bloody wars for profits,

Deeper Questions

In taking out this slogan and stand to the masses
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‘ o . A victory for the
- T vould continue to

Tst . irrilet. sle tocrises
oot . L, wou rtleedtomo 2en
- - W, i, il finally they are over-
T C. T . ystem putn the museum
13t
! i 1one do tl e imperialists of both
d. 4§ ... ternati. _ to the masses of
. u ocw ' ek out: either it ends in a vic-
tor v WS r. . ctory for Russia. And of course
t n like a defeat for themselives would
be. - of:' possible worlds.
Th™'d Way Out

But why are these the only two alternatives? Why

“5s° 1 awar have to end with the victory or defeat
O_f t e resent. capitalist governments? While this
wew.\ makes perfect sense to the capitalists, it is {osers’
(,>g|c for the working class. In fact, there is a third
aite native- for the workers in this country together
with our class brothers and sisters in the USSR and
elsewhere in the imperialist world to rise up in revolu-
tion, overthrow these oppressors and end the war in a
victor- for the working class.

The imperialist system breeds wars fought slave vs.
slave to cecide which slave-owner will reap the bigger
profit. The proletariat of ali countries says: “convert
this war between slave-owners for the division of their

- -t into a war of the slaves of all nations against the
slave-owners of all nations.”” {Lenin, “The Fourth An-
niv :rsary of the October Revolution,” Collected Works,
Vol. 33, p. 56}

Overthrowing the rulers of the two superpowers,

~t uniting with one set of them, is the only way a
wor d war can be prevented. Should the USSR and the
U.S. drag the world into another war for their empires
of profit our stand must be: They make us shed our
blood, but let us not shed it for them. Let’s shed it
for ourselves, for our class, and for a future for man-
ki 1d free from their rule and free from their wars.

Pacifism Not the Answer

Communists do not want war, we advocate the aboli-
tio | of war. But unlike petty bourgeois pacifists and
those who raise nonviolence to a principle, commun-
ists recognize that this question cannot be separated
from class strv ,le. War cannot be finally eliminated
until classes have been eliminated and communism
_ t. i -~erialism breeds war and imperialist war can’t
be killed until imperialism is killed. To eliminate war
itic .cessarv to make war on the imperialists.

Tt - imperialists do not allow the working class the
freedom to stand aside from their wars. They drag the
workers off to fight for them. When they piace guns
ir; { e workers’ hands and tetl them to shoot down
: fellow . rkers we have no choice but to organize

t ther 1 on this front. The weapons they order
- rs to use to prop up their rule on the broken
of ” lions must be turned into weapons against

aga
"-‘
|

them and their system wh.” 1’ ; .

Even the threat or reali " of & A oa o !
country would not change this s d. e
uniting with one set of rulers to expel the 0° ..~
way forward for the working cla~ volle cak
through the middle of this conflict and make
tion, against whatever set of oppressors-hi 1.on
dated their control.

Not only must the working class not fig,
victory of its rulers in such an imperialist war
the interest of the working class to welcome th. ¢
feats of these rulers.- This is not because the w ':'.
class wants the rulers of the Soviet Union towi k..
actly the opposite—we stand for the working clas: ¢ ‘
the Soviet Union to overthrow their oppressofs and
reestablish socialism. And we do not stand far Russian
capitalists oppressing workers here, any more than we

do for the U.S. capitalists.

va sl

Revolutionary Defeatism

The reason the working class welcomes the defeats
of its own bourgeoisie in an imperialist war is because
their defeats, their weakening, gives the working class
a chance 1o advance its struggle to overthrow them.

It is like the question confronting the slave who sees
his master’s house burning down: is he going to run
for water to put out the fire, or welcome it and use
the opportunity to step up his own struggle for libera
tion?

It is only by overthrowing the imperialists and
buiiding socialism that society can move forward and
end once and for all the miseries and oppression of
capitalism. This is why in such a war, the only stand
which corresponds to the interests of the working class
is to work to turn the imperialist war into a civil war,
a revolutionary war.

This stand is not a pipe<dream of Marxist-Leninists,
although carrying it through during an imperialist war
certainly involves some very real difficulties and calls
for courageous struggle. Fighting to advance the strug-
gle toward the.goal of revolution through the course
of war is in fact the only stand that can produce ad-
vances and not defeats for the working class.

This is something that historical experience clearly
shows. In previous wars, armed with a correct line,
the masses of people in many countries have turned
the outrage of imperialist aggression and war into an
occasion to redouble their determination to be rid of
these oppressors, and have won great victories in revo-
lutionary struggle.

War Sharpens Contradictions

World War 1 was marked by the first revolution in
which the working class was able to seize and hold po-
wer, Russia in 1917, and was followed by revolutionary
upsurges of the working class in a number of coun-
tries, including Hungary and Germany. Following
World War 2 a whole series of proletarian revolutions
were successful in China, North Korea, North Vietnam
and Eastern Europe, although since then capitalism has
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.nde T Lafor ko nas f people,
n- dously  ar s the intradictions
Yot Cooar o volutionary situation

vork e el has an npportunity to over-
o e rvcbers and establish socialism,
. toowe of this will happen “automatically.”’

It ons Lan o through the corscious struggle of

‘ Lo elass, led and armed with revolutionary un-
ste 1 dyits Party,
Hove  athes b done? Our stand and actions in

U traaale right now will determine to a great
hether or not we are prepared to fead things
e should war break out. Under current condi-
rms, thas does not mean our main task is to build an
< ti-war movement, although struggles must be
waged against acts of aggression and war preparations.
Vhat 't does mean is that we must develop a revolu-
tlwonary movement led by the working class, fighting
on all fronts, that is capable of overthrowing the im-
talists when conditions are ripe and put an end to
thew rule and their wars.
it is in this way, with this goal in mind, that every
struggle of the working class must be approached, in-
cluding the daily battles against speedup, layoffs, and

other attempts to increase exploitation where the work-

ers” struggles are mainly centered today.

Failure to build the struggle aimed at this revolu-
tionary goal would seriously disarm the working class,
and make it impossible to take advantage of the crisis
an imperialist war would cause. History is a useful
teacher here, too. Most of the leaders of the working
¢lass parties of the Second International practiced re-
formism and opportunism before World War 1. When
the war broke out each sided with their own capitalists
in sending the workers to kill each other on the battle-
fields.

Lenin pointed out the roots of this when he said
“1¢ocial chauvinism is opportunism in its finished form.”
{""Opportunism and the Collapse of the Second Inter-
national, Vol. 22, Collected Works, p. 113) Today
the leaders of these parties are people like Willy Brandt
of West Germany and Golda Meir of Israel—past and
prese 1t heads of capitalist governments and open

)

traitors to the working .

Link With All Battles

On the other hand great advances can be made if
struggles are developed on all fronts that attack and ex-
pose the system and the consciousness of the workers
is raised in the course of many batties. To do this,
the Party must arm the workers with an understanding
of the cfass basis of all events in society— from fights
on the shop floor to acts of aggression and war prepar-
ations.

[t is in this way that the Party must draw out the
real links between different events in society, and as
the Party Programme says, develop “’fighters on one
front against the enemy into fighters on all fronts.”

So in taking out the slogan “We Won't Fight An-
other Rich Man’s War* we must not do it in an ab-
stract way, unconnected with the current struggles
the workers are involved in. Neither should we mis-
lead people by making wrong connections, by spread-
ing the illusion, for example, that the imperialists
should “reorder their priorities’ and spend money for
*‘Jobs, not war.”

Instead we should draw the actual link that does
exist: that the cause of war and unemployment and
every other abuse lies in the capitalist system of wage-
slavery, and that to finally do away with all this, the
workers must do away with the source, the rule of these
imperialists. We need to show that just as the crisis is
driving the ruling class to intensify its attacks on the
working class in this country, so too is it driving them
to intensify their exploitation around the world and
to contend with the other capitalist powers, especially
the Soviet Union, and to push that contention toward
war.

Taken out broadty in the Party’s agitation and pro-
paganda, the slogan ""We Won't Fight Another Rich
Man’s War,” when it is linked in a lively and down-to-
earth way to the actual struggles and experience of
the warking class, can heighten the struggle against
the imperialists, especially their current war prepara-
tions, and prepare the working class to seize the ini-
tiative in a revolutionary situation and do away with
these greatest of oppressors once and for all. I




Guardian SowsC. -
Caves In toImperia

t~ ' today is undergoing rapid changes. The
nperialist system is intensifying all
.1ajor cont, adictions in the world, it is turning up
ne ur erneath the conflicts. Overall, this is a
Jrable situation for the -evolutionary struggle
“out the world. The exploiters are at each
L » throats and weakened by crisis, the masses of
rkers in the U.S. and other capitalist countries are
inc easingly competlled to struggle and the struggles of
« peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America conti-

2 to deal sharp blows to the imperialist powers.
Whle the capitalist world is sinking into deeper crisis,
the countries where the working class holds power
have made important advances in building socialism.

At the same time, the present world situation places
new dangers, and new tasks, before the working class
and masses of people of every country. In particular,
the greatly intensifying rivalry between the rulers of
the U.S. and the new imperialist rulers of the Soviet
Union is leading toward a third world war.

Under these circumstances, it is more important
than ever that the working class and masses of people
be armed with a correct understanding of what is hap-
pening in the world, how the class forces line up, and
how to advance the revolutionary struggle under to-

day’s conditions.

Yet there are certain organized forces in this coun-
try who are working overtime with views that spread
confusion, paint enemies as friends and disarm the
masses at the very time when it is crucial that clarity
be achieved. The revisionist “Communist” Party, USA
has long promoted the lie that the USSR is the great
bastion of socialism and progress, the friend of the peo-
pie of the U.S. and the peoples of the world.

Fortunately, the CPUSA has not been able to sell
this trash to many people in this country. But unfor-

tunately, the editors of the Guardian (which bills itself
as an “independent radical newsweekly”’) have recently
stepped forward as a chief spokesman for an opportu-
nist political line which, under today's conditions,
serves as a cover for the Soviet Union’s imperialist

nature.
One . .n Enemy?

Usin' the excuse of a “discussion of China’s foreign
cv, =1d criticism of an article by William Hinton
“© - (whatever Hinton’s intentions) that the
> “ urge sie is at least a potential, if not present,
sent of 2 United Front against the Soviet Union
.3 . 1@ main danger), the Guardian has launch-

ed a full-scate ¢ 'z v e
the world s uc 1o .
According to the e o w don Lo
face only one main cnemy | 8o
warned by longtime ¢ 30 mott v
cde, a0 v ay

Burchett not “to view Moascov
1976) which means to the G drin v : Dy
to hurl insults at the Sovie Low eve e el
Hsocial-imperialists,” but we must not Ioraes L at G

ad

i-
talism has not “been tully restored and con ahic
in the Soviet Union.” {June «¢ 1976) This co!
only mean the Soviet Unioris g socialist coun wy.

The Guardian deciares, incotreactly, l - _he prin-
cipal contradiction in the world is betwee U . S.im-
perialism and the oppressed peoples and ~tions ¢ 702
world.” {(May 26, 1978) In practice the © war fia 1 car-
ries this incorrect view further, acting as if that were
the only contradiction ot major significance in the
world. While they clain to be Marxist-Leninists {and
even hold up Mao Tsetung on special occasions) the
Guardian completelv negates the Marxist-Leninist view
of imperialism as the highest stage of capitalism, the
internal laws of which inevitably give rise to world wars
and working class revalution.

Instead, the view of the waorld that shines through
the pages of the Guardian is an idealist, petty bour-
geois view, in which there 3 only one big bully in the
worid, the evil rulers of this country, and they will be
brought down by bemg battered from outside by the
forces of progress and light. What is missing in all
this is any real class content.

Clinging to the Past

One reason that the Guardian continues to exert
some influence is that they appeal to the experience
many people gainec. Juring the struggle against U.S.
aggression in Vietnam and the revolutionary move-
ment of the 1960s generally. They try to wrap them-
selves in the mantle of that movement and portray
themselves as the inheritors of its revo  “ionary th.
They represent themselves as the uphc Iders of - -
lutionary struggle against the U.S. bourgeoisie, « .. .he
political line they promote stands as an obstacle to
the development of that strug jle.

At that time, the national ... ‘onstr . in

Asia, Africa: YLat Arn. i v _far.- ¢ - /the
single most , »w 1 re ling owr - eirer-
ialist system, ' ¢! ofth ~ou t~ was '
undisputed chiefta .. e rldc .7 isyste
the chiel . s . The |
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y vu e el e Twent
N, oasons o tween
. . N v n nd between the
\ n olutionary torees alt to
v paut of the oo A, Of the “hes
' rooas,an 1 Soviet military aid,
Wi follows. the Vie namese aceepted
1t So s oad Marxast L mimist didn’t claim
M paw s ot the Soviets, Why shoubdn't
"Ladotw w thing?
« oo wan ot the struggle of the Vietnamese
it the apposite of what the Guardian
oo ashel v The Vietnamese fought o heroie
v n “reade, inwhich they came up against viy
VLt at the VLS imperialists could throw at them,
e b g nuthon ground troops at one point. It
A the cowageaus straagle of the Vietnamese them-
that drov off the U.S.
The Jenu’ e nternationalist aid by the People’s Re-
- China was important to the Vietnamese peo
struagle, but it was not the decisive factor. The
R] Qiven by the Soviets was always coupled with at
to s to - hiotage and control the struggle, which the
Voo amese rasisted. And the Soviets are still trying to
| sh the V tramese for concessions--like military
bases. The Vietnam war showed that by mobilizing
1 ¢ masses of people, relying on them and perservering
votry e Ltis possible to defeat the most power ful
v emies.
*oot thas lesson s totally fost on the editors of the
G’ e o | ojustifying their 100% support for the
“'PLA and the “heroic Cuban volunteers’” they write,
s ther Cuba nor Angola {[meaning the MPLA] pre-
1 the necessity of international assistance, but
\ th South Africans, mercenaries, and UNITA forces
;o ~neing from the south and Zaire and FNLA advan-
ci~q rom the north—all backed by the U.S. and West-
' werialism—while the country was itself surroun-
c2d o wstile Zaire, Zambia and occupied Namibia,
MALA b little choice but to invoke its right to pro-
.&:r'2 1 inpernationalist support from socialist Cuba.”
_\v' 5, 1976, emphasis added)

.

Little Choice?

Leaving aside the whole distorted picture painted
here of the development of events, the above statement
sts to the root of the Guardian’s outlook. The “MPLA
‘1" e choice” but to open the door to 10,000 Cuban
ps and Soviet tanks and rockets or it would have
~his revealing quote shows what is commaon
ledge—foreign troops and military aid put the
rower. While the final word has yet to be
A-_)la, thousands of Cuban soldiers remain
there, Castro is calling for tens of thousands
olunteer for civilian duty, and the Soviets

X -ing their all-too-familiar patterns of
€ n .
Ap . y. e . _dian editors are incapable of

bnagn _as s waged hy the a0 Lo .
cotoaltconditun g o wonkd v
vICTR Y yonl sapendetg Tooan oog o ebe v
s qoes hand i haned waitlo the ha™ !
no choee but to buck bevnder 1o the NEDEITRE
face of U5 « dorhwoneand age coaon e
brithantly retuted by the heron L A BT
which, though strrounded by the "7 1 o
duinst countres, o stood up toatba e

With the Guaardian™s mennect v’ 1o b ovel
Untan as i 2soetalist ™ stgus power e e cas ot 1o
hoe on Angoha, they sunk cvere deepes tying S ap
hold their hne on Angola The Geaarddan toed teope
tity the Guban expeditionary force by repeatnng toas
o' nonsense about Caba betieg a 21 ann Alnean™
country. Accordhing to Willeed Thachett, Caban frooge,
do not represent “owtside meer feren T b ae uin

ting favorably from Agostinho Neto, bead ol the M- 2y,

e Alnican ongins o many Cabsanes traredormes oo

counties into brather countres m sohdany with each
other, which understand each ather  above Afl there

is this sentimental side, that which repnesents our cam
mon ongin.” (Apud /7, 1976)

Thus the Graardian combines its opportanean with
utter nons g the hasest appeal to the et hack
ward nationalie o But two can play thas gane T he
Guard” n did not make the <ame point abouat the Lot
that gre t numbers of th South Alncan troopes oy nere
also by ek, e that the UL smpietialinds, work tng thiroagh
flunkies b Roy Inme {so called el nghite sade 77
and tong m the payrolt of the imperadisasy nade of
forts to eorut Black veterans i this conntry a4 um
cenarins to tight on the side of NI A, i

At least one of the Goardian’s cditors has been
around long enough to remember the vse ot Garkhas
by the British ymperialists and the fact that unperial
ists have long used sotdiers trom then dependencies
to enslave others.

Guardian Attacks China

While continuing 1o pose as i “hiend of China,” the
Guardian’s actions opened the door to comments from i
wide variety of yevisionists, trotskyites and ot nppot
tunists 1o accuse China of siding with 1he U5 boun
geoisic. But despite the slander of the 1evisiomats and
the implications of the Geardian, the Commuint Paty
of China has consistently put forward the hne of op
posing hoth supetpowur s,

At the present time, the Chinese haye paid special
attention to making use of the contyadiction | between
the two superp wers, « hecially vipping the mask of
socialism off the USSR, which pr sents the greatest
immediate threat to China. The policy of exp' ning
the differenc s between imperialist powers while v in
taining principled oppe sition ¢ | imperial im e, en
tirely consistent with Lenin’s policy :  rthe 'l
vik revoluti. ) and the . xperience of all « scahisg

/ 1
since then,

The Guardiar 1id not thoro Ahly - b
of the RCPon Ang  (which ¢ nsisted |, » pholdin

the struggle « Jains: the Por(y CEXPang .,
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- of Events

.-~ 1t 1at the danger of world war s not grow
i ying the Soviet Urnon as a friend or even
d . enemy s a dangerous line which would lead
5 of people in this country into an arnbiush,
» USSR will continue to launch new Anqgola-like
" itary adventures, and the U.S. bourgeoisie will con-
1 nue to label this aggression as ““communist” as it steps
its own aggression and war preparations.

Trying to portray Soviet social imperialism as “'so
cialist” and its aggression as “support for liberation

vements’’ will never succeed in mobilizing the masses
if workers in this (or other) countries against U.S. imn-
perialism because this picture of the USSR does not
reflect reality, it is simply not true.

Only by understanding the actual class basis of the
increasing superpower rivalry can the working class
come to realize that it has no interest in siding with
the exploiters of this country in a war between exploi-
ters.

The Guardian’s line does nothing to advance the
struggle of the U.S. working class in a revolutionary
direction. True, the words “working class revolution”
occasionally find their way into the pages of the paper,
in much the same way as do pious proclamations that
"'sooner or later’” ‘““all peoples must stand up against the
two superpowers”’ (1975 New Year's editorial): some-
thing that exists in the far off and nebulous future
{much as the priests talk about the kingdom of heaven
on earth) totally without significance for action.

But the actual direction for the struggle offered in’

the pages of the Guardian is anything but revolutionary.

While portraying the workers’ struggle as something
limited to strikes and other struggles around economic
issues, "‘progressive’’ union officials like Cesar Chavez
and Arnold Miller, leaders of bourgeois organizations
like NOW and the NAACP, progressive lawyers and
congressional liberals are, in practice, promoted as
the leaders of the “political struggle.”

The basis of the Guardian’s line is not love for the
Soviet Union but contempt for the working class and
the masses of people and their ability to make revolu-
tion. Instead, they search for “saviors” and easy solu-
tions—sometimes trailing ‘‘progressive’” union bureau-
crats and other times justifying reliance on Cuban
troops and Soviet rubles and tanks. With a line inca-
pable of mobilizing the masses for revolutionary strug-
gl *a Guardian will find itself left high and dry as
c2vi lopments lead toward a superpower showdown.

|+ uc ' circumstances, and especially the actual
outbreak ~such a war and the increased exploitation
and >ppressior 't will bring in this country, those who
he 1 ¢ ¥ -~ Guardian will find themselves with

rtle of .0st ‘2 to say 1) the masses, littie to base
1 .e. 0 )osing . .5, “mperi. .;m and will
1 - te iave”it choice’ rtto ca: tulate to the

Cboure . i

q 1 e Vo
, e e Pree, ot T
(1 rabove g . B TR 7 _ .
gre ne owstooru t a -
fromo - pportun o ne ~e o LT v

started out, the W a’ nclay ~u ey
to tear o sn “pig am (ke b the T
h dful, while screaming about hcrt ! D.
revisionism and the Soviets.

They gqu kly ran up against © cility of ¢
which was not based nn relyingor 1€ aSs€!

cluded that even the Vietname  Jeo '« . '_a|. E
masses in this country, were incapat e - nnir ~-
tory through thewr own efforts. The supporters 0. :
Weathermen flipped into supporting = .. - MCGQV(

Now the Prairie Fire crowd is tryingtoou -t
Guardian in cheering on the Soviet/Cuban ¢, . eSSl
in Angola, gleeful in fact that they have finally ‘ca 7
force—an imperialist force—capable of “standing up’’ 1
the U.S. bourgeoisie. But without basing hemselves on
the masses of people in this country, these people, also
could easily abandon this stand and capitulate to U.S.
imperialism.

Labeis Can't Cover Role

One of the charges the Guardian levels at the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China is that, in making use of contra-
dictions within the ruling circles of different countries,
China has quoted imperialist spokesmen the Guardian
deems “more reactionary” or ““more right wing.”

(May 26, 1976)

But the world is not divided into “wings’ between
the “right’” and the “left’”’ but into c/asses, a basic fact
which the Guardian continually ignores. This view of
the world goes hand-in-hand with their attempt to ob-
scure and cover up the class nature of the Soviet Union.

The label worn by imperialists is of little concern to
the victims of their plunder. The U.S. launched its first
imperialist war (the Spanish-American War) under the
guise of aiding the people in Spain‘s colonies in fighting
for their liberation. But the results of U.S. imperialist
“liberation’” are well known—the Philippines, Cuba and
Puerto Rico were seized from Spain and made into colo-
nies of the U.S.

Similarly, when the U.S. went ali-out following
World War 11 to replace the old colonial powers, Bri-
tain and France, as the chief exploiters of the people
of Asia and Africa, they did so under the name of
“democracy and freedom’’ and of opposing « . _nialism.

In 1956 the U.S. condemned the British, French a !
Israeli effort to seize the Suez Canal fror | Tayp 4
this make the U.S. imperialists more de nocratic, ..
gressive or less reactionary? Obviously not. I e
list powers have always opposed the imperialism of
their rivals.

Several years ago India and the Soviet ' on*‘ .1-
ched a phony “‘national liberatio mo - in East
Pakistan and used *asanexc for Indiar . s
armed wi ' Soviet riilitaryeq pr rto ' .o . 2
the peog re an_ form “inceper..' ‘ S
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Imperialist War and The
Interests of the Proletariat

As the contention between the two superpowers
incre: iingly heads toward war, communists must work
to arm the working class with a clear class understand-
i3 of the situation. This will not only enable the
workers to make the superpowers’ war preparations
more difficult but atso, should war break out, help
them seize the opportunities the war presents to
advance the struggle for socialist revolution.

Unfortunately a tendency has arisen among some
Marxist-Leninists in several imperialist countries with-
in the bloc headed by the U.S. to make an incorrect
and one-ided analysis of the present situation, and as:
a result to view the Soviet Union as the main enemy
of the world’s people. This is a step away from the
correct and, until recently, generally held view: that
the U.S. ruling class is being challenged by its up-and-
coming rival in the Soviet Union for control of the im-
perialist world, that this imperialist rivalry is the cause
of the growing danger of a new world war, and that
the two superpowers comprise together the main en-
emy of the world’s people. As opposed to the correct
view, this new tendency has dangerous implications
for the revolutionary strategy of workers in many coun-
tries. As Mao Tsetung points out, "The principie of us-
ing different methods to resolve ditferent contradic-
tions is one which Marxist-Leninists must strictly ob-
serve.” {""On Contradiction,” Selected Works, Vol. 1,
p. 322)

This is a lesson that should be kept in mind in ana-
lyzing the question of war, particularly by those who
argue that “reading between the lines” of the foreign
policy of the People’s Republic of China reveals that

they are not serious about opposing both superpowers
as the main enemies of the world’s people. This ignores
the different situation and contradictions faced by the
working class when it holds state power and deals with
other nations, including imperialist ones, on a state to
state level. A Revolution article on world war pub-
lished in November, 1975 explained this: *As a coun-
try where the working class is in power, China is able
to use its diplomacy and state to state relations to make
i of contradictions among the imperialist and reac-
_nary forces, and to build unity between peoples and
in ies in resisting superpower domination.”
r - the working class is suffering under and strug-
- - .nst the dictatorship of capital, it doesn’t have
freedom to employ this method nor is it compelled

.make. compromises necessary to carry it out.
I iirt .w deal with the errors that arise from
== Fthe world situation and show how
. it= [y of 1ing the main blow at the Soviet

Union” is the wrong method for cormrmiarisr *e,
in building the struggle for proletarian reiurioe
the imperialist countries in the U.5. bioe urier
conditions.

"

The Question of the USSR

What are the facts about the Soviet Ureon? o«
lers are a young, lean and hungry clase of rn. L L
driven by the most basic laws of capitalinrn *6 &70ar s
their empire or face being crushed at the harnrls of
more successful imperialists. To expand they na
to challenge the American capitalist class, w  th e
tablished itself as the most powerful imperiali.® nour
try and the main exploiter and oppressor of the wnrid’,
people following World War 2. To make thi. thal-
lenge they have to be more aggressive, make more fap
id war preparations, and so on than their better<.1ab-
lished rivals. To conclude from this, however, that
the Soviet Union is the cause of war or the main ene-
my is incorrect.

As long as there are imperialist countries, they 5.
be driven by the basic laws of capitalism itself ro aom-
inate and exploit other countries and to expand at tt -
expense of their competitors. At any given tir &, < :
will be more successful than others, and the \aves w:i'
always seek to hang onto and expand what *f py've "t
as much as their have-not brethren will try ana tak . .
away from them. This uneven development wi | a wé /s
lead to war—the only way the imperialists can rescive
the contradiction. [t is imperialism itself that cau-ec
war.

The superpower drive toward war exists nc¢ ./ because
the Soviet capitalists can only establish their dor. nar e
over the imperialist world through armed conflict. L.ke-
wise the American capitalists can only reconsolidate
their domination by crushing their rivals, in particurar
beating down the Soviet challenge, through war. To
identify the New Tsars of the USSR as the cause of war
is simply to defend the status quo in the world, and
thus the U.S. imperialists.

What of the U.S.? Do its rulers need defe ding?
U.S. imperialism is far weaker than it was even a de-
cade ago, when it was the undoubted No. 1 imerialist
power. It is caught in the quicksand of economic cr . _
uqder attack from imperialist rivals and moves toward
independence in the Third World, and more and more
mistrusted by the broad masses of American people,
whose struggle against their rulers is growing more in-
tense.

Vicious infighting within the cap.  “'sts’ ranks _m-
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--- ¢! "vec oo " iney place ncreasing strains on the

c'osccietv @ © ntersi +~e suffering of the masses and

< e . :contradictio sof socety. Thisis exactly why

Wwar ¢ te~ 2ads t0 a "ev)iutionary crisis. But that doesn't
€@ ,2t:2 “actthat at the start of a3 war it may temporari-
=3

s reot ~3 class stave off a crisis.

What Kind of War?
" g at e of a war between these two superpowers
¢ . .5 oereadly summed up—it would be an imper-
s : mzroet. 11cz nps he_led by the t. _ super-
£~ rso - **e2redivisic s ¢’ he we 'ld, centering in
ike 3 ike tha last tv. 5, ~ Europe.
T, W1 VoL Lenin, great leader of the
e .2 .7 tatatw o da harp struggle against
se -~ aim > ‘socia! sts” w 0 came up with dozens
BXC WS i o :0'c gtlwothe 'riin enemy’” was
- . . raas.. cefighting, He-
S & s v 0. amany ided investi-
-2 a ivensocia’ pi eno™~ :non ts develop-

w0
(1)

Y
g irer assucn hars oran o, esgscially if there is no

oy for'  ext.
1~ ’ -

- PR { R B T

’6rc to he develi M~ f the v

las .:ruge €. )
anthth:hzr?- * jgone particular « “Dortul

. ke the slightest attem

tinued, Heodrtv)gs n?; g;:Iomatic history of at *
~ thi e:: gecadés, which history proves cor: ’
?::Ztt tth:a conquest of colonies, the Ic;zthmg of fa

i usting and ruil ~.gofthemc .
?Slur':srallesshg\:: geen the baékp ne of the poI’|’t|ﬂ“ |
poth groups of the now belligerent F:?’Wz:‘sh .
Collapse of the Second I_nterr)z.atl’ona ;o ob egt v
Vol. 21, p. 218, emphasis Lenin’s} Can it be de,
that these words apply with remarkable aptn_ ) the

d situation today? o -
WorFlurthermore, Lenin dealt in this context with «

of the specific arguments bein?’ heard age':’ir.\ today, for
instance the position that the ‘‘aggressor’’ is the guilty
party in such a war: .

“Both groups of belligerent nations were syster.,
cally preparing the very kind of the war such af the
sent. The question of which group dealt t_he _flrst m
tary blow or first declared war is |mn)ater|al in any
determination of the tactics of socialists. Both sides’
phrases on the defence of the fatherland, resistance
to enemy invasion, a war of defense, etc., are nothing
but deception of the people.” (Lenin, “Conference of
the R.S.D.L.P. Groups Abroad,” Collected Works,
Vol. 21, p. 159)

Likewise, Lenin heaped scorn on “sophists” who
attempted to make out that one group of imperialists
was somehow less nasty or more democratic than the
others. If a French or British opportunist upheld his
republican form of bourgeois government against
Germany, Lenin would remind him of their alliance
with Tsarist Russia, ‘‘the most reactionary and barbar-
ous of governments.” If a German "‘socialist’’ pointed
self-righteously at the Tsar—"*German imperialism too
is monarchist; its aims are feudal and dynastic.” (The
European War and International Socialism, Collected
Works, Vol. 21, p. 22)

What about the savage repression by the New Tsars
of t-he masses in Russia and in the Eastern European
231'0“5 their troops occupy? Does this make the USSR
r;:‘:j':;tig ew!:'? For all_ impferiaﬁsis, their form pf

or democratic'’—is geared to suit their
needs‘ ata ;.)ar_tlcular time and place. Consider the
gfs;h g?j!s):;gsllztfs\—’t.he butchers wl?o murdefed l!u ~
endless Iist—and X rl\et-nam‘es.e, to cne_one cC w1eint
ment of South Afrielr al:\les, he yvh_ne .settler e
blood-soaked Sh o 1, Sreeli Zionists, Spei + »
ah of Iran.

With l‘.enin's analysis of the first great p ’
wa_r holding so many lessons on how to sui 1 u
drive to war of the two superpower: if mé
SeNse 1o study the method by whi -1 ,
Russian working class resolved 1

é ) tl
workmg_for the defeat of the Tsai,  ~wver ywr
the war in order to weaken i “fi N uos

throw by revolution. Here

: L |
Ing class attacks war, not - ’

roC T
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U hloe Uoa od by
o SO vedars Vo LW
s oo aeat rqe e ’
~rnbhol member of aat’ )
C L e caee on hnanee cap ol | \
CGie. onels, db Emperic e war. tUR L
C e e M, Cofe d W ks, vol. 23, . .4
ROIRTCINY RTMEARN
Cyen o the hpahly uniikel event sol .""er
Croeeiy vapitanist class st wldact b T

o Both SO pPoweES at onee (not merely ay o

{2 (o ke sore of later jumping in on thev V.,

no difference in the overi n 1@

of the impeiahist wa, During * lorld War 1, the r 1asses

o e Serbian people led by their bourgeoisie .11 1ad
cnt deveiored mto imperialists, e waging ~ "‘a_tional
peration strugale against the Great Power Austria—

st 0 detense ©of an existing imperialist state—but
veonsolidate into ¢ modern nation. _

Never theless. Lenin warned, “The national element In

£ s Auste Serhian war 1s an entirely secondary consid-

e ten nd does not affect the general imperialist char-

Setes L thew ' (“Conference of the R.S.D.L.P.

s Ab o7 Collected Works, Vol. 21, p. 159)

ot ot would make

oo
A this . bviously does not m- n that there are not con-
1  f many sorts among the imperialists. Chi
i e . utilize its position as a socialist count
v 1t o of these as pointed out in the Novemt 2r
i v article cited earlier, which continues:
I~ the  esent situation, China, recognizing the
toct th ittt Soviet Union is overall on the offensive
AR\ N al emphasis to making use of contra-
JLtionson those between the U.S. and Soviet

v aists—to place obstacles in the path of Soviet
axpansion. This China does in order to delay the
outeak of war and to make the conditions more
tavorabie for the masses of people and their revolution-
any leadership to develop their struggles, stren *hen
their farces and get prepared to continue the struggle
under the canditions of world war, should it break

aut fram superpower contention,

“The Chinese also do this in order to make it more
difficult to launch an attack on China. And as a part
of strengthening the forces of the working class and
its allies worldwide, China is paying serious attention
to preparing itself for defense against attack. Under
the present conditions the greatest danger of such attack
comes from the Soviet social-imperialists.”’

Again, it is one thing for China to do this and quite
another for communists within an imperialist power to
mechanically adopt this policy to avoid the task of de-

oping a revolutionary strategy and tactics by using
Marxism to analyze concrete conditions.

"By the same token, a working class which does not
have state power, while it does not have the same
ability as the socialist countries to use state to state
relations, etc. to further the worldwide struggie, also
does not have the necessity to make compromises with
\ariou: “mperialist and reactionary ' srces and govern
ments, 1 the same way as the socialist states do n urder
to make use of wu 1tradictions, etc.” {Same article)

With the ~0  .diction of a war between imp  "list
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Tt S5y storical analogy,
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an d oo ki . '

intl %9305 isan c lf“’ " "”‘
. i W per o - .

p ol o | e s for vorl 1

dic. lttoor tl . . .

e aends agreat 0o ofits AL
torship, spenusdo .

e qas frith c fumns in the o
pre'mmtm“: U e, ote, ut thow
which it has designs, €16, ©35- = 0 = ter v
do not make the Soviet Unton a '§:n ru ew
U.S. now, any more th;?n Flwy madae d;c; I\‘N Y o
evil” than France o1 Biitain when Wor ar
Omf\;i?kj 3:5)4?{1”\9, the grea. Io.ade_r of the Chin 1 »
tion and the international working class, declar 1 1y
time, "On whichever side, the Anglo-I .rench or the ¢~
man, the war that has just broken outis an unjust, pr
atory and imperialist war.” (""The ldentl.ty 0‘1: Int .
Between the Soviet Union and All Mankind,”” Ses 1
Works, Vol. 2, p. 277) o

This class analysis was the key to the situatic 1. I
made no real difference in the character of the war 1’
in Germany the capitalists ruled by naked terror, while
in France and Britain the bourgeois dictatorship was |
the guise of a democratic republic. _

in fact, World War 2 is a good exampie of how dif-
ferent contradictions must be resolved by different
means. The character of the war changed with the in-
vasion of the Soviet Union by Germany on June 22,
1941. The imperialists did not change their nature—
both blocs remained imperialist to the core.

Again class analysis provides the key to understand-
ing the situation. With the invasion, the overall char-
acter of the war became determined by the contradic-
tion between a state “under the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and states under the dictatorship of the bour-
geoisie.”” (Communist Party of China, Proposal Con-
cerning the General Line of the International Commu-
nist Movement, p. 7) The Axis powers and Germany
in particular then became the main enemy. In diff r-
ent countries, ‘communists grasped the necessity of
entering the war on the same side as the imperialist
bloc that had been forced to ally with the Soviet Union
and turned this necessity into freedom. They took ad-
vantage of the split in the imperialist camp and the al-
liance of one bloc with the Soviet Union, to fight for
leadership of the struggle against the Axis, and use that
leadership to advance the struggle to socia ism. Within
a few years of the end of World War 2 the socialist
camp had grown to a dozen countries.” (This is from
an article focusing on the history of the proletarian
line on war in the May 15, 1976 Revolution.)

In the course of a new world war such a cha-
could conceivably occur again. If either supef 1t -
were to attack China, the working class of every cot
try would act to defend the People’s Republ zasy -~
of the overall task of building the struggle ~ 1
class rule around the world. The overal’ .nc.  °
tion at the time would determir. . hat formt
fense would take.

"_1 any case, the workers will -~
and implement a quick char '
World War 2, should it |
have worked to help them
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pointed out, the revolutionary working
1ent “will remain true to itself only if it

hel one nor the other imperialist bourgeoisie

e capitalists should be support-

oL, e r '
deie : and the overt..rn

ing this to the tasks v~ > ¢

“We consider the defeat ~ '
conditions.” {"'Conferer ‘ o
Abraad, Collected Works V' . 7.,

In the event of a2 ew vo - i
ing up now—a vicio and pre © or, ¢
set of imperialists will be the a0
the people—communists in the _Jr “er
tries and, in particular in the }.°, 4
to organize the masses of woi <ers and tt
welcome the only real “lesser evil™ -tor
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own capitalist class—and pave the way ot (s

good—working class revolution,
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Jga . uth - ca)
. activits resu ti ' in the abort_zve
s or . “of tF o ruggle in z .nbabwe (Rhodesia).

; 1§ 1 1S article of the imperia’'st conten t/'gn in the
i . Jiberation struggles remains the basis for un-

ts in southern Africa.

'aLeopard Change His Sp?ots?
1., Tries “New Policy” in Africa

3 - sidential advisor Henry Kissinger defines
in Southern Africa in a secret memo to
Oopp  ses any support for African liberation
<1 'S, w.o ares that ““The whites are here to stay
¢ he o 1v way that productive change can come
a oo rough them,”” and calls for “closer relations
“ri t1e white-dominated states.””
1876—Secretary of State Henry Kissinger flies to
uthern Africa for the first time. Speaking to news-
in as “'a senior government official” he says the U.S.
Il provide “‘economic, moral and political aid’’ to lib-
ation movements and hints at military aid too. Ina
major speech in Lusaka, Zambia, he declares complete
opposition to the white settler government of Zimbab-
we (Rhodiesia), calls for “majority rule within two
years’’ th re and warns South Africa that the segrega-
tionist apartheid system must end.

N

- O

~

Can a Leop. rd Chanc : His Spots?

What mire ;ulous development is this? Can U.S. impe-

. sm have chan ed its nature to take the side of the li-
-z *ion struggles of the African masses? Hardly! Ra-

ther this development is a move by the U.S. ruling class
rut its losses in Southerr Africa—the ones it has al-

'y suffered in Angola and the ones that loom on the

horizon in Namibia (South West Africa), Azania (South

Africa) and most immediately in Zimbabwe (Rhodesia).

fr -, Kissinger’s ’Lusaka doctrine,” as it’s being

“e 1 e press, shows that the U.S. is still commit-
ted ' e present regime in South Africa. The point
of - - 'ngful changes’” the U.S. is demanding—

~ y imination of the most blatant barbarisms
1e a irtheid system and a few token blacks in
T . is to undercut internal and external op-
os ion to the South African )vernment by making
:ar to be an advocate of “progress,” even if at a

- ace. Thel .. »fthe U.S. policy  Southern
ric:, owever,i -t -Iserving white rule, but
"ww . power an exploiting class that will open its
F LS . st plunder of the area. The U.S
L t (<~ ,v.ncha _necessal ~in-

sure the minimum of interference with its investments
and profits, scheming all the while to extend its con-

trol.

Zimbabwe—Focus of Struggle

This is clear in Zimbabwe (Rhodesia) where the
U.S. can no longer hang on too tightly to the minority
white settler government of lan Smith, which faces
collapse under the blows of the liberation struggle of
the African masses. In fact, Zimbabwe is the next
test in Africa not only for the U.S. imperialists, but
for their opposite numbers in the Soviet Union, the
new bourgeoisie there.

Rhodesia is an “independent’’ former colony of
Britain with 275,000 white settlers, where an all-white
government maintains traditional colonial rule over
6,000,000 black Africans. This setup has been under
increasing pressure from a growing national liberation
movement engaged in guerilla warfare and other
forms of struggle, and externally from independent
African nations and an international trade boycott
called by the United Nations.

Armed Struggle Growing, Despite Traitors

Lately Prime Minister lan Smith has been sta™™" g

filesperately for time, opening phoney negotiations ' or

eventual™ majority rule—he suggests a thousand years
with a few traitors to the national liberation v
ment, and even bringing a few traditional Afr.can
chiefs into his cabinet for display purposes. Meanw
however, the liberation forces during Api were i |l
to cut for a while both the railroad and . = l
way from Zimbabwe to South Africa, 1 ™«
g_overn'ment's only friendly neighbor s -~
hberatlc_m of Mozambique from Pcn
Ias'f year. Thousands of new | oA
training in base camps in be “de ) ' ,
al African governm ave =~ h
to provide . >t only ur st 1
anallov n 4,y ' ) " |



' n '
' s 11} .I|l|) Jaf P
HI BEYRTE I 1 PR PR BT
e o o advaniba,
RN . L I O O B T TP T Y I
TLI toothen v, o s of the eoader
Cw o triagh ‘ W ally cacnoe vy oooffoan y on
Ne toat” to ho e nvwgeghineg for che v e
oo h vy b the U550 v bt I/
olter ot mihitary hardware aned at feasy bl L
[N “uban wobdiers s shio B trongps, espeedable ! N
eoav the Kiembun i oncerned o pot e bare! . ’ '
Volcto bestuse Thes, the gy peonnee will cur thren o
Cthodesan anmy hke cheesecake Onoge part, the ) eeeke . ts
yoqovernment’s stggested ohort o’ e s teging ,
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e aut that 1t om o position Yo twist arpe, aned r/ /
vd needlews bloodshed, " Perhape, Freangeo staplice, “ .
he can persaade Soth to ageee v magority rale sned K3 ‘
with 20 times as many black veters e whinte, v .;,: -,
should take care of things, At the inmrmiim, i shoaaid Ar - [ P
b possible ta keep South Afnica ou of any fughnreg, T B N
at least, Heory sugaests, provided the B, aned i R G
then Cuban expeditionary force aren’t invited by '—_j_ — —_
the Iiberation torees or the African governent:,
gt ree e, L -
Superpower Manuevering in Southern Africa P e gt A% ne L L et
T, ’,

The two superpowers interfere in liberation srogegle, A A M AL
like *he one in Zimbabwe and seek 1o qain the de | R I T T
passiblt infltuence in them, This is not out of any ger- of v s s z T
uine desire to aid them to victory and indegpendsnce ATV RN W XSRS -z
but rather to hold them back and to create the con- e ar L nan th tv R
ditions to control these nations to the greateat possible ARSI SR I A S Tl
extent once political independence has been won. Be- LT dPRALEE SR IO
cause of their socialist cover, the New Tsars of the the fra'ars g -
USSR have an easier time extending their infiuence, by 2 Lo
but their motives are becoming more exposed. Some Woon e g g RS
months ago, for instance, Mozambiyue’s Premier R A S R R T ez
Joachim Chissano expressed some disillusionment with RCPIILL  cyur ignee vy - o
Soviet ““aid,”” saying he hoped they would riot try to eytent tnng o B T
pressure the Angolan forces they backed the way they Thisie  gemrvsr o n el e o
had his government. Party, ri*heiz i rgese o e ..

The basic strategy of each superpower toward the L ) A R T A
independent nations of Africa and the Third World in ML mnt n ey e e
general is to aid in the consolidation of a capitalist or ity e

feudal ruling class, loyal or at least tied to it.

Nature of Independent African States
LA PO “iotin
Although several independent African nations have tia. Jomoegore Ao
governments that call themselves “socialist,’” in fact fartt = rog . s .-
none of them are dictatorships of the proletariat. Ir. wor v -
any cases they are governed by people who led t =~ ence .ty = -
"uggle for political independence—intellectuals, | ro- loyr
onals, colonial civil servants and milit y offi s, ¢ iy
merchants and businessmen and, artic ila 1o s

v > h e was protracte ! armed struggle 2aders o
inks of the pea: 1tsandwc ke . B to ar :
- sor another ™ t e, . th T
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