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1HE ASIAN KEVOLUTION AND CHINESE PEACEFUL COEXISEN(

The ceaseless victories of the Indo-
Chinese revolutionaries against the most
powerful imperialism the world has ever
seen, inspire the revolutionary movement
throughout the world and add to the
disarray of Capital. These victories and
the continuing struggle in Indo-China
come to mind as we celebrate the
centenary of the Paris Commune, for
they represent the highest point of the
international class struggle today.
However, one has to stress at the same
time that the problem which confronted
the Communards nationally, today
confronts the revolutionary movement
internationally: the need for a strong,
determined and decisive leadership. This
problem is today posed extremely sharply
in the face of the continuing rise of the
world revolution.

The degenerated bureaucratic caste
which rules in Moscow and Eastern
Europe acts today quite openly and
shamelessly as a counter-revolutionary
buffer and exceeds even Stalin in its
willingness to stab revolutions and revo-
lutionaries in the back. Thus we see the
disgraceful support which the Soviet
Union extends to the Bandaranaike
Coalition government in Ceylon against
that country’s revolutionary forces. Side
by side with imperialism, the Soviet
bureaucracy hurries to defend its interests
in the island of Ceylon; it fears the
existence of a Cuba in Asia and under a
leadership which contains revolutionary
Marxists. To add to the existing confusion
in Asia, the Chinese leaders, not to be
outshone by the Kremlin, abandon with-
out pretence the limits of state diplomacy
and their own rhetoric and rush to aid
the military dictatorship of General
Yahya Khan against the mass uprising in
Bengal. This is the way in which the Indo-
Chinese revolution is betrayed in both
Peking and Moscow.

For let us not be in any doubt as to
what the upsurge in East Bengal and the
uprising in Ceylon represent. As we
described in detail in the last issue, they
are the logical outcome of the accumu-
lated contradictions of the Indian
peninsula and represent a very welcome
extension to the Indo-Chinese struggle.
The extension of the front line would
have put tremendous strains on U.S.
Imperialism, militarily and, in particular,
logistically, if the Chinese had backed
the Bengali struggle for national self-
determination despite its leadership (after

all what better way would there have
been of deepening the struggle and
imparting to it a permanent revolutionary
direction?) and if the Soviet bureaucracy
had kept its blood-stained hands out of
Ceylon. Apart from the military and
strategic considerations, the support by
Peking and Moscow to bankrupt reactio-
nary bourgeois governments creates a
political atmosphere which hampers the

development of the struggle and disorients

the revolutionary movement.

At a time when the Indo-Chinese
people need all the help they can get, we
see the short-sighted maneouvres of the
Chinese bureaucracy involving them in
supporting a brutal military dictatorship
in Pakistan—Chou en Lai’s letter of April
12th to Yahya Khan exceeds all
precedents in grovelling before a
bourgeois state. Chou writes:

“I have read Your Excellency’s letter
and Ambassador Chang Tung'’s report on
Your Excellency’s conversation with him.
I am grateful to Your Excellency for
your trust in the Chinese government ...

“Your Excellency and leaders of the
various quarters in Pakistan have done a
lot of useful work to uphold the unifica-
tion of Pakistan and to prevent it from
moving towards a split ... "

The complete text of this appalling
communication was printed in full on
the front page of the leading government
newspaper in Pakistan, The Pakistan
Times, underneath the lead headline
which proclaimed: PEKING SUPPORT
REAFFIRMED, on 13 April 1971. In
this fashion the Chinese leaders betrayed
the interests of the Bengali masses and
exposed themselves to be as opportunist
as the Soviet bureaucracy. Their ringing
declarations in support of Marxism-
Leninism today seem like a cruel joke to
many revolutionary militants in East
Bengal who are fighting for their life.
The continuing struggle in Eastern Bengal,
its spread to Western Bengal and a joint
struggle for a Red Bengal will show the
Chinese masses how their leaders have
misled them. There are signs today of
similar upheavals in West Pakistan in the
very near future and then all the cheap
and vile propaganda hacks of the Yahya
regime in West Pakistan and abroad will
have to think up new stories to deceive
themselves about the nature of the
struggle. Will the Chinese government
help Yahya to crush a revolt in West
Pakistan as well? Where do they stand on

APRIL 24th. DEMO

On April 24th, some 3,000 to 4,000 people
gathered in London’s Trafalgar Square for a
rally and demonstration in solidarity with the
struggle of the peoples of Indo-China. The
mobilisation had been called by the Vietnam
Solidarity Committee in response to American
appeals for the international coordination of
actions on that date.

A roygh survey of the banners carried made
it clear that the backbone of the mobilisation
were the International Marxist Group and the
Spartacus League branches which had been
active in organising it at the local level. However
sufficient banners of local Labour Party Young
Socialists, Communist Party, International
Socialism and Maoist groups were present to
suggest that the lack of greater representation
of these tendencies on the mobilisation was nof
on account of their principled opposition to it.
What precisely it was due to is perhaps for
these groups to make clear. However, the
banners of groups expressing solidarity with the
Irish, Spanish and Ceylonese peoples were
prominent. Although the Schools Action Union

and certain universities and technical colleges
were represented, the virtual coincidence of the
mobilisation with the beginning of academic
term had made the contacting of the bulk of the
student population impossible.

Group 68, whose members include a wide
spectrum of U.S. citizens resident in Britain
opposed to their country’s involvement in S. E.
Asia, took an active part in organising and
mobilising for the action, although making clear
their pacifist rather than solidarity position. In

particular they provided the recordings of the
Winter Soldier Investigation into army war
crimes which were played to the assembling
crowds in the square.

Of the three speakers, Group '68 spoke first,
giving some idea of the scope and scale of the
American mobilisations, and their place in the
resurgence of the anti-war movement. Ernie
Roberts, of the Engineering Union, then spoke
on the internationalist obligations of the British
Labour Movement and the irresponsibility of
its leaders in remaining so apathetic over
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the question of the revolution in the
Indian sub-continent? Their supporters
on an international scale should begin to
ask that these questions be answered
immediately.

Not satisfied with their support of the
Yahya military clique and their silence
on the events in Ceylon, the Maoist
regime chooses this particular time to
improve its relations with U.S. imperia-
lism. Mao Tse Tung’s interview with
Edgar Snow (The Times, 28.4.71)
reveals an element of both opportunism
ind senility. Thus the arch-imperialist
Nixon is invited to visit Peking, where he
“would be welcomed” and Mao expresses
“admiration for American decentralisa-
tion which spread wealth and responsibi-
lity among 50 states”. We wonder what
the American supporters of Mao (in
particular the black militants) would

make of that particular “Marxist-Leninist”

analysis. But certainly the most devastat-
ing effect of “ping-pong diplomacy” has
been the statement of a senior Chinese
diplomat to Edgar Snow that “Nixon is
getting out of Vietnam”. At a time when
the Indo-Chinese comrades have registered
a big success in Laos, this is hardly the
time to accommodate imperialism and at
the same time the anti-war militants who
led the new upsurge in the United States
as shown in the massive demonstrations
of April 24, 1971, are given a stab in the
back by Chinese “diplomacy”. Hardly
the best way of helping the revolutionary
movement either in Asia or anywhere
else in the world.

Chinese foreign policy has now reached
the end of the road. From Geneva in
1954, where they openly pressurised the
Vietnamese to accept an imperialist-
sponsored Agreement, through the Indo-
nesian debacle in 1965, via the isolation-
ism during the “cultural revolution” and
the opportunism vis a vis the military
dictatorship in Pakistan and the monarchy
in Nepal, right through to the invitation
to Nixon to visit Peking. Having consis-
tently refused to utilise Ho Chi Minh’s
call for a united front to aid the Viet-
namese struggle, the Chinese leaders now
seek a rapprochement with U.S. imperia-
lism, no doubt based on the “five
principles of peaceful coexistence’. What
price the Chinese Kruschev now, com-
rades of the Chinese Communist Party?
All these factors will no doubt also affect
the Vietnamese leadership in Hanoi, and
it is to be hoped that the latter’s fighting

will is not impaired by Chinese op
nism.

The most urgent task is the brin
together of the three different sect
the revolutionary struggle in Asia 1
a revolutionary united front in ord
hasten the destruction of U.S. Imp
lism. The downturn of the struggle
Palestine has not affected the com:
in the Arab Gulf (cf. interview wit
PFLOAG militant elsewhere in thi:
and the latter struggle combined w
that of the Indo-Chinese, in additic
the explosive situation in the India
peninsula, makes the future seem a
one. Despite the betrayals of Mosc:
and Peking, the struggle will move
ward, but the lack of a coordinatec
leadership between its different sec
will slow its pace and hinder the ur
ing process which leads to a Red A:

The tasks confronting the milita
the Fourth International (F.1.) seer
whelming in the face of the extrem
limited resources at the latter’s disy
but the fact that the F.I. does not }
state power should be an added im
to its militants in the metropolitan
countries to give all possible suppo:
the comrades in the colonial and se
colonial world, who struggle agains
imperialism. The need for a mass
revolutionary international has nev
seemed greater than it does today a
the centrists (i.e. the “non-sectariar
sectarians) who avidly searched for
crumbs from the Maoist table and ¢
demned the F.I. as being sectarian,
now begin to ask themselves certair
questions relating to the new turn t
by the Maoist leadership. They shos
also not be too surprised if within t
next year the Peking leaders begin t
their breach with Moscow.

For the militants of the Internat
Marxist Group and the Spartacus L
the struggle to build a large and vial
section of the Fourth International
Britain, based on the working class,
continue, and we will carry out our
nationalist duties as best as our limi
resources will permit us. The proble
which have to be surmounted are
numerous, but then the possibilities
also immense.

VSC, by putting the Indo-Chinese struggle in its
international context, was able to stress how
central its role continued to be.

The demonstration passed through the central
shopping districts on its way to the U.S. Embassy
in Grosvenor Square, where a delegation handed
in a letter expressing disgust with U.S. policies
and solidarity with the peoples of Indo-China.
The body of marchers themselves found the
military-style formations of police surrounding
the Embassy both infuriating and illuminating,
An American flag was burnt, and the mood of
‘the demonstrators took a markedly more mili-
tant turn. However, the closed ranks of the
marchers, particularly of the Spartacus League
at the front, prevented many arrests on the
march (two arrests were made in all). Dispersal
at Hyde Park, in previous demonstrations the
scene of victimisation by the police, was this
time accomplished swiftly and efficiently.

Demonstrators were subsequently amazed
to read in the Observer the next day that the
mobilisation had involved only some 350 people

This report was echoed in the Workers Pre
report of 400, and more “‘generously” in
1,000 given in the Morning Star. In fact 2,
leaflets had proved inadequate to cover th
the Square, and this does not count the si;
numbers joining the march immediately b
it left or along its course.

VSC, incensed at this treatment of a m
sation markedly more successful than all i
immediate predecessors, has sent a strong
of protest to the Observer. They point out
what is at issue is a lot more than mere bic
over numbers. There has in fact been a nev
access of strength, ending the downswing i

- anti-war movement, reflecting that in Ame

although still on a more modest scale. This
upsurge has expressed itself in both the qu
tative and qualitative strengthening of the
demonstration. The bourgeois press and it:
Stalinist and sectarian derivatives must not
allowed to obscure this fact.

Duncan McNiven

































