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on August 2, 1990 Iraq invaded and occupied Kuwait, an 

oil-rich country whose feudal rulers were close to the U.S. 
In response the USA mobilized worldwide war moves against 
Iraq and the oppressed peoples of the Middle East. The U.S. 
and its allies have turned the whole region into a military 
base, including lH million U.S. troops and 400 nuclear 
warheads onboard ships now protected by Australian frigates. 

U.S. threats of a 'military solution' to the Gulf 
crisis have been backed all the way by the Australian 
imperialists leading spokesman, the Crime Minister. Hawke 
announced on December 4 that the Australian Navy's taskforce 
is to be moved from the adjoining Gulf of Oman into the 
siuering waters of the Persian Gulf itself. Hawke further 
stated that the Australian warships would take on an active 
combat role if open warfare couences. Although no ground 
troops have been sent as yet, it is known that Australian 
army personnel have been on a 12 hour notice to depart for 
the Middle East since late October! 

Australian imperialis■ has been quick to advance its 
own interests by cheering on the bigger imperialists. Gareth 
Evans has openly stated Australia's support for the use of 
nuclear weapons by the U.S. and British imperialists. 

ihat bas become clearer since we penned the following 
ite1s in Rove■ber is the real reason for the Gulf war moves. 
Other opponents of i1perialist aggressi.on bave elevated the 
questions of oil and Kuwait out of context, focusing on them 
as the exclusive cause of the impending war. This view fails 

l. 

War: 
to see that lu11ait and oil have /Jee11 jast the e1case to set 
in aotion long standing plans for D.S. i1perialist-led 
aili tary intervention i11 the Kiddle East. 

U.S. Secretary of State James Baker was reported on 4 
December (and at other times) as saying that even if Iraq 
withdraws from Kuwait and releases all hostages, that will 
not be the end of the matter. Baker stated that Hussein 
poses a long term threat to the region and must be dealt 
with. The o.s. paper Houston Post has claimed, and the Bush 
administration has not denied, that the CIA and its Iuwaiti 
equivalent were involved in a destabilisation cupaign 
against Iraq from Xovember 1989. Key aspects of the ca■paign 
were the Kuwaiti campaign to drive down the price of oil 
(which caused a loss of US$14 billion to Iraq) and Iuwaiti 
provocations on the Iraq border. 

All this highlights the accuracy of the Couittee of the 
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement's Aug.17 co111unique: 
'!be real purpose of the U.S.-led aggressiaD is ta clap 
do1111 011 the 11hale region, atteapt to terrorise tbe peoples 
of the Kiddle East and the 11hole 11orld, aDd stre11gt/Je11 t/Jeir 
11orld Eapire ... !be U.S. is desperate ta repair ud 
stre11gtbe11 its 11e/J of do11i11atio11, e1ploitatio11 ud •arder ill 
order to co11ti11ae feasting on the 11ealtb pradaced b1 tbe 
11asses all over the 11orld. !be Soviet 011io11, Britai11, 
France, Aastralia and others feel obliged to tale part so as 
to protect their 01111 interests and not be e1cluded fro• the 
/Janqoet hall ... 6011 is the ti•e for the proletariat il.Dd the 
people to start writing their 01111 bistor1. • 

SMASH U.S. & AUSTRALIAN IMPERIALISM! 
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*** GULF CRISIS ... ffHAT'S IT ALL ABOUT?*** 

Sure, HUSSEIN IS A TYRANT. But when the 
USA, Britain and Australia start 
sermonizing ·about: concern for the loss 
of the lives of people they rule over; 
and, sticking up for the rights of small 
countries against a "criminal", a 
"madman", "another Hitler" like· Iraq's 
Saddam Hussein ... Watch Out! Its a sure 
sign these oppressors are up to no good! 

Here you have the greatest criminals 
in the history of the whole world -- the 
imperialist bourgeoisie. They are the 
biggest oppressors, responsible for the 
deaths of hundreds of millions of people 
the world over: people murdered outright 
in wars of plunder; people either conned 
or forced to go off and fight and be 
killed in wars to prop up the 
imperialist system; and people condemned 
to the slow death that comes from 
grinding poverty, starvation and 
disease. These are the very same 
imperialists that built Saddam Hussein 
into a militarized Frankens~ein in the 
first place, backed him in a 10 year war 
against Iran and never criticized his 
genocidal war on the Kurds! 

The hypocritical shit coming out of 
the mouths of these Western rulers could 
fill the Persian Gulf. 

The people must cut through the lies 
and deceit about this Persian Gulf 
crisis. The blockade against Iraq and 
massive military and naval deployment in 
the Middle East has nothing to do with 
protecting the mafioso sugar-daddies 
that ran the Kuwaiti kingdom. • 

EVERY STEP THE BUSH, THATCHER & HAWKE 
ADMINISTRATIONS TAKE AGAINST IRAQ IS 

AIMED AT STRENGTHENING THE US-LED 
IMPERIALIST POSITION IN THE KEY PERSIAN 

GULF REGION. 

Especially after the invasion and 
continued occupation of Panama, if the 
USA etc are "successful" against Iraq it 
will lay the basis for even greater 
imperialist crimes. 

The Gulf conflict is a manifestation 
of the principal contradiction in the 

world today: the contradiction between 
imperialism on the one hand; and, the 
oppressed peoples and nations on the 
other. Although the contradiction 
between various imperialist powers 
remains; its main aspect at the moment 
continues to be collusion rather than 
contention. U.S.-led war moves against 
Iraq are a continuation of the politics 
of the U.S.-led imperialist bloc. 

Throughout the Iran-Iraq war the U.S. 
looked in vein for the opportunity and 
excuse to intervene in the Middle East 
without prompting retaliation from 
Soviet social-imperialism (socialism in 
words, imperialism in deeds). With 
Gorbachev pre-occupied taking the 
"social" out of social-imperialism and 
small-time tyrant Hussein on the move in 
Kuwait, the opportunity and excuse had 
arrived. 

Again, as the Committee of the 
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement 
put it in its August 17 communique: "The 
real purpose of the U.S.-led aggression 
is to clamp down on the whole region, 
attempt to terrorise the peoples of the 
Middle East and the whole world, and 
strengthen their world Empire." 
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*** AUSTRALIAN IMPERIALISM EXPOSED ~, , 3 

The Hawke government was second only to 
Thatcher's Britain in joining the USA in 
the blockade against Iraq. Most of the 
Australian phoney left argued this was 
another example of Australia's 
subservience to U.S. imperial .ism. 
"Another Vietnam" was the common refrain 
from these pretend socialis s. 

It took 20 years for the truth about 
Australia's presence alongside U.S. 
imperialism in the Vietnam war to be 
revealed. In War For the Asking, his 
detailed study of the diplomatic 
manoeuvres that preceded the Australian 
government's dispatching of an initial 
commitment of 1000 troops to Vietnam on 
29 April 1965, Michael Sexton deduced 
that, " ... the real initiative did not 
come from the Americans, but from the 
Australiansr"esponsible for the decision 
made public on 29 April 1965." We 
haven't had to wait that long to learn 
that the Australian Labor Government 
joined the latest crime of U.S.-led 
aggression after begging the White House 
for days to join the Gulf invasion. 

On 1 Sept.1990 the Sydney Morning 
Herald publis~ed reports contradicting 
the view promoted, before and since, by 
the revisionist SPA, CPA(M-L) etc, that 
Australia joined in the war moves at the 
demand of the USA. According to the SMH, 
"the Government lobbied long and hard in 
Washington from the very early days of 
the crisis for Australian 
involvement ..... before the U.S. had 
made any request, formal or otherw~se." 
In fact the Australian ambassador 1n 
Washington went so far as to request the 
phone call from Bush which was later 
used by Hawke as the excuse to dispatch 
warships to the Middle East. 

Even before these revelations were 
made public the CRCPA stated, in the 
leaflet distributed at the first 
demonstrations opposing Western 
imperialist war moves in the Gulf and 
included as an appendix to the last 
issue of Revolutionary Communist: 
"Through its leading representative Bob 
Hawke, the Australian ruling class has 
rushed in to advance its own interests 
alongside of US imperialism." 

• "\ ~ l~~ \~~\ 
On Septe 1 i 1~\.~ nounced 

in Federal Parlia.~lti;;=!f;!:~,n-e Hawke 
government had authorized new rules of 
engagement for the Australian warships 
participating i~ the blockade of Iraq. 

·since then their orders have been to 
open fire Qn and seize vessels suspected 
of attempting to deliver cargo to or 
from Iraqi ports. Shortly thereafter 
reports appeared on the television 
showing footage of an Australian frigate 
participating in the firing across the 
bow of a ship that refused to stop, and 
Australian troops that were dispatched 
as part of a boarding team to search the 
ship. There were several more such acts 
of aggression involving Australian 
warships in October. 

In late Sept '90, CRCPA issued DOWN 
WITH AUSTRALIAN IMPERIALISM! PARTNERS 
IN U.S.-LED AGGRESSION a leaflet which 
was distributed at the second round of 
anti-Gulf war demonstrations and 
teach-ins. The leaflet argued: 

"As the Hawke government's 
initiation of Australia's presence in 
the Gulf region; and, the blatant 
warfighting role of the frigates, stares 
us in the face, the hypocritical 
posturing and real intentions 
surrounding the Australian ruling 
class's partnership in this latest 
U.S.-led aggression are revealed. 

"Australian naval participation in 
the blockade of Iraq represents 
Australian imperialism's rushing in to 
advance its own interests alongside US 
imperialism. Some who call for the 
return of the frigates falsely claim 
that Australia is just doing as the USA 
tells it to do. Are we expected to 
believe that Britain and France are also 
pawns and lackeys of the USA? What 
utter rubbish! 

"Because Australia doesn't have the 
same military, political or economic 
clout of the USA, Britain or France 
doesn't mean it has any different 
underlying motivations from them. It is 
a calculated choice of Australia's 
rulers to play their part in the 
U.S.-led war bloc. Because Australian 



4-- imperialists aren't acting on their own, 
'doesn't mean they aren't acting in their 
own interests." 

And we should not be so naive as to 
imagine that the _frigates are the limit 
of Australian involvement. We know that 
North-West Cape was placed· on a high 
level alert during the Arab-Israeli war 
of 1973 and that generally it and such 
spy bases like Pine Gap and Nurrungar 
have played an important role in the war 
moves of the U.S.-led bloc. What are 
these bases up to now? 

Historically the Australian ruling 
class has taken advantage of its lesser 

*** NATIONAL INTERESTS? *** 

A key plank in the phoney left's 
"opposition" to Australian involvement 
in U.S. imperialist-led aggression in 
the Gulf is the claim that Australia 1 s 
"national interests" are being betrayed. 

. CRCPA argued such a claim is false too, 
in our 2nd leaflet on the Gulf crisis: 

"Such a claim, as the Declaration of 
the Revolutionary Internationalist 
Movement says, 'obscures the fact that 
in imperialist countries the 'national 
interests' are imperialist interests and 
are not betrayed, but on the contrary 
defended, by the ruling monopoly 
capitalist class despite whatever 
alliances it may make with other 
imperialist powers and despite the 
inevitably unequal nature of such an 
alliance.' 

"Australian imperialism's 
partnership with the U.S. against Iraq, 
no more betrays the "national interests" 
than previous partnerships of Australia 
with the USA against national liberation 
struggles in Korea, Malaya and Vietnam. 

imperialist position to cloak the 
advancing of its own interests in world 
crises with false neutrality; and/or, 
limited condemnations of other powers' 
barbarism. It is more the case now, 
that world events are forcing the 
Australian imperialists' to show their 
real hand as they continue to advance 
their interests by rushing in to act on 
the behalf of, or stand alongside the 
bigger gangsters in the U.S.-led bloc. 
Australian imperialism pursues its own 
interests, whilst simultaneously 
striving to maneouvre around the 
conflicts between U.S. imperialism and 
its bloc partners -- especially the 
rising sun of Japanese __ irnperialism. 

Now as before, Australia's rulers are 
advancing their 'national interests'." 

"So where do our interests lie? 

"For us proletarians and our allies 
this is not our country, yet! We just 
happen to live here, that's all. This 
happens to be the place where they are 
wageslaving and oppressing us. We 
proudly and most "disloyally" declare: 

we are not Australians, 
we are proletarian internationalists! 

It is wrong for .communists of any 
nation to take the ideological stand of 
being the best defenders of the nation. 
It is just as wrong for communists to go 
about their revolutionary work from the 
perspective of being the representatives 
of the workers of a particular nation or 
country. The Communist Manifesto 
declared that the workers have no 
country. In terms of our ideological 
stand and point of departure, 
Marxist-Leninist-Maoists in Australia 
are representatives of the international 
proletariat. • 



Based on an article in Hevo lut7'onarr ~orler (Yo ice of the Reva lut ianary 
Ca••un;st Party, fJSA) 2 Sept. 1990 

- . 

United Nations? International Pig Sty. 
As U.S. imperialist-led war moves step up against Iraq, there is constant 

talk about the United Nations (U.N.). There is talk of intervention under the 
U.N. flag as being the best, and the only "realistic", solution to the Gulf 
crisis, ·even by supposed opponents of U.S~-led aggression. The U.N. condemned 
Iraq's invasion of Kuwait and approved the trade embargo against Iraq. The U.S. 
and Australia claim this gives them the right to stop ships at gunpoint. Now 
the U.N. Security Counci1 has approved of armed actions against Iraq. 

Western propaganda now says · that U. N. support means the U.S., Austra 1 ia, 
Britain, etc. have permission from everyone in the world to attack Iraq. 

This lie must be exposed: THE UNITED NATIONS DOES NOT SPEAK FOR THE PEOPLE 
OF THE WORLD. It speaks for the governments of the world - and these governments 
are a11 headed by oppressors. And that goes for the phoney communists that run 
the once socialist USSR and China too! These oppressors -- big, medium and 
sma77 --. rip off and murder the people. The 1itt1e oppressors se11 the'ir souls 
to the big imperialist powers who dominate the world economy. These sma11 
oppressors preside over their countries like hyenas picking the bones after the 
big cats have made a killing. 

WHEN THE UNITED NATIONS SPEAKS IT IS ONLY THE LARGE, MEDIUM, AND SMALL PIG 
OPPRESSORS OF THE WORLD WHO HA VE SPOKEN -- NOT THE PEOPLE. 

It is fair to ask: Why would the U.N. suddenly ca17 for "actions" now? 
After a 11, the United Nations is famous as a do-nothing bu11shit factory. They 
did not embargo Israel when Israe,--se-iz,♦.d Gaza or the West Bank. They did not 
blockade the apartheid regime of South Africa or take any action against ten 
years of inhuman American and Australian destruction in Vietnam. They haven't 
bothered to act militarily for decades, and certainly not against the many 
outrageous acts of oppression and aggression from Panama to Bougainvi77e. So why 
act now? And why act against Iraq? 

The answer is that most oppressors (Australia included) tied into the world 
imperialist market oppose higher oil prices. They have formed a loose alliance 
to support the continued extraction of cheap oil from the Middle East -- and the 
continued oppression of millions of Arab people. They are not interested in 
"stopping aggression .. or "saving hostages... They are in favour of strengthening 
direct imperialist control of this key region! 

So because Australia, Britain and the USA etc have United Nations 
support ..... SO WHAT? So if these same troops and warships that are today 
flying a red, white and blue flag tomorrow fly the United Nations flag as a 
"peace keeping force" ... · .· SO WHAT? This doesn't change the fact that the 
U.S.-led actions are sti71 the moves of imperialist bullies and must be opposed 
everywhere. 



*** CHINA AND THE SOVIET UNION *** 

- The Soviet Union was a socialist country 
when it was led by Lenin and Stalin. 
The destruction of socialism in the USSR 
came in the mid-1950 1 s, beginning with 
the rise to power of modern revisionism, 
led at the time by Nikita Krushchev. 
Modern revisionism's attacks on Stalin 
were the excuse to overturn the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, in 
theory and in practice. Later the USSR 
emerged as an imperialist superpower 
rivalling the USA. 

China under the leadership of ~ao 
Tsetung advanced along the socialist 
road for nearly 30 years after 1949. 
The Great Proletarian Cultural 
Revolution is the most advanced , • 
experience of the international 
proletariat in building socialism and 
revolutionising society. After Mao's 
death, capitalist readers, who today are 
headed by Deng Xiaoping, overturned 
proletarian rule and initiated the 
process of capitalist restoration and 
capitulation to imperialism. There are 
no socialist countries in the world 
today. 

The economic and political crises 
faced by both the Soviet and U.S. blocs 
has pushed them both to collusion 
against the rising tide of revolutionary 
struggles in the oppressed nations. The 
current line-up against Iraq highlights 
the fact that collusion is primary in 
inter-imperialist relations. Contention 
and strategic inter-imperialist war 
preparations are taking place only 
within the ambit of this collusion. 

When Iraq first invaded Kuwait, 
Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard 
Shevardnadze and U.S. Secretary of State 
James Baker made a joint statement 
condemning the invasion. Both the USSR 
and China have cloaked their objective 
support for u.s.-led war moves in the 
Persian Gulf in the "neutrality" of the 
United Nations. Both of these phoney 
socialist regimes voted for U.N. 
Security Resolution 665 which authorized 
the use of "limited force" to enforce a 
previous resolution imposing trade 
sanctions on Iraq. Resolution 665 has 
given the U.S., Britain, Australia etc 1 s 
-uni lateral imposition of a blockade 
against Iraq the image of United Nations 
"legitimacy". 

At the same time, both the USSR and 
China are trying to pose as "friends of 

' the Arab people" and supporters of 
"peace". Their calls for resolving the 
Gulf cris is through "mediation" are 
nothing other than attempts to advance 
their own interests against other powers 
in the key and strategic Middle East 
region. One way that both China and the · 

• USSR have sought to do this has been to 
embrace the proposal for "an 
international conference o~ all 
outstanding disputes in the Middle East" 
made by the opportunist leadership of 
the PLO, the feudal reactionaries of 
Jordan, and other Arab lackey regimes. 

This is precisely the sort of 
imperialist conco·cted "peace" exposed by 
Lenin as offering the people nothing but 
further oppression and sooner or later 
more war. There can be no genuine peace 
a~ long as imperialism exists. 

Phony Communism Is Dead. 
Long Live Real ommunisml 

.. 

Mao More,/· Than Ever! 



*** PROLETARIANS & OPPRESSED MUST CLOSE RANKS: *** 
TO HELL WITH ANTI-ARAB RACISM & THE AUSTRALIA THAT'S SPAWNED IT! 

" ... the proletariat is a single class 
worldwide with a single class interest, 

faces a world system of imperialism, and 
has the task of liberating all of 

humanity." • 
Declaration of the Revolutionary 
Internationalist Movement p.30 ~ Wt -.i,,;,o-i' 

yit'1 • 
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The existence within the working 
class of the Western imperialist 
countrie~ like Australia, of a 
significant number of immigrant 
proletarians, drawn mainly from the 
oppressed nations, is a powerful social 
base for proletarian internationalism 
and the building and strengthening of 
the proletarian vanguard. Along with 
the indigenous people, immigrant workers 
make up the core of the class of 
proletarians with nothing to lose but 
their chains. 

The imperialists see immigrant _and 
other nothing-to-lose proletarians as a 
source of trouble in times of crisis 
such as these. The Australian ruling 
class have in recent times partially 
dropped the "multi-culturalism" carrot 
whilst clubbing more heavily with the 
stick of "one Australia" in the 
ideological offensive to silence 
opposition and enforce compulsory 
patriotism. 

The Australian imperialist media 
quickly moved to whip up anti-Arab 
racism to justify and support war moves 
against Iraq. The 7:30 Report and 60 
Minutes both took to the streets of 
western Sydney to find, bait and vilify 
Arabs that don't go along with 
Australian aggression in the Middle 
East. Articles, letters and editorials 
in the press abused Arabs in Australia 
for (correctly) not being loyal to _ 
Australia. Reactionary pig Ruxton of the 
Victorian RSL issued a poisonous press 
release on Aug.18 full of obscene white 
supremacist trash. A couple of weeks 
later Ruxton pointed to how Italian 
shopkeepers had their windows broken 
when Italy entered WWII and warned 
Iraqis living in Australia that the 
"true blue" reactionaries he speaks for 
would give them "a rough time". In only 
faint echoes did the imperialist media 
report the upsurge in violence against 
Arabs including cowardly assaults and 
.the vandalizing and firebombing of 
Islamic schools and mosques. 

The initial gust of anti-Arab ft~ 
sentiment whipped up in the media had 1

~,, 

barely settled when the scandal around 
the official Australian Navy video 
foully depicting Arabs in traditional\ 
garb broke. The video was nothing less 
than an attempt to fan anti-Arab 
feelings amongst military personnel and, 
by its release to national TV stations, 
the wider populace. 

Government Ministers have actively 
fuelled anti-Arab violence with their 
scaremongering about Arab "terrorists" 

. who have secretly entered Australia to 
• at tack Aus tra 1 i an sail ors and other 
military targets. 

The Australian imperialists are 
striving to whip Arabs in Australia into 
line behind them. The reactionary 
assault against Arabs has been coupled 
with the promotion of "responsible Arab 
community leaders" who play the role of 
loyal opposition to Australian 
imperialism and chauvinism. Drawn from 
the better off sections of the Arab 
people in Australia these "responsible 
leaders" have thus far thrown one wet 
blanket after another onto the simmering 
hatred for imperialism amongst Arab 
workers in Australia. They are 
"fighting" racism in front of ihe 
toothless "Anti-Discrimination Board". 
They write letters asking for apologies 
to the Australian government. They are 
bending over backwards to demonstrate 
their subservience to Australian 
imperialism. 

7 
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At the Aug.24 meeting at Lidcombe in 

·- Sydney's west the spokesperson for the 
Committee for Arab Australians told the 
overwhelmingly Arab audience of over 
500, "We are the most committed to 
Australia. We declare our loyalty to 
Australia means .. ~ fighting and dying 
for Australia if Australia's legitimate 
interests are threatened." And if the 
audience weren't getting the message by 
now he left us with no doubt as to 
what's planned for those of us who 
won't ·go along with such spineless 
"opposition" to Australia's 
participation in U.S.-led aggression in 
the Gulf: "We have to guard against 
.subversive elements who in any way 
threaten Australian security. Australian 
security is our security, let us be its 
protectors." 

Elsewhere, at a later protest march 
other "responsible" Arab leaders 
threatened to stop anyone from marching 
with Palestinian flags, pleaded with 
some Maoists not to burn the Australian 
and Israeli flags, gaped in horror as 
their anti-Australian imperialist banner 
was unfurled, and almost shit their 
pants when the Maoist initiatea chant 
"Fuck Australia" was taken up. 

For Arabs in Australia the real 
message must be made clearer and the 
real deal must be acted upon: there is 
no future in lining up behind Australian 
imperialism even when begging our rulers 
to advance their interests at a distance 
from the u.s.-led war moves against 
Iraq. These "responsible" Arab leaders 
would have us believe that Australia is 
a great place. They look at the millions 

- of immigrants put through this 
meatgrinder of a system and instead of 
focussing on the fact that the vast 
majority are chewed to pieces, they 
concentrate on the few, who like 
themselves, have slipped through to take 
up a relatively comfortable existence 
and conclude not just that the 
meatgrinder works well, but that we 
should figh t and die for it! 

When reactionaries raise the 
jingoist jingle, "Australia: Love It or 
Leave It", and when "good Australian 
Arabs" declare at Gulf protests "Long 
Live Australia" (as they have!) the 
Australia they want the oppressed to 
line up behind is meatgrinding 
imperialist Australia. Well blow that! 

The bourgeoisi e and- their loyal 
opposit ion don ' t want us at the bottom 
of society to rock the boat. Well we've 
got news for them because not only will 
the nothing-to-lose proletariat and our 
revolutionary alli es rock the boat but 
we're going to upt urn it and tip them 
right out. 

Palt111tlnlan llgtlters study Mao. 
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*** AUSTRALIAN "LEFT" IN IMPERIALISM'S SERVICE *** 
'J 

Within days of the Australian government 
announcement to send warships to join in 
enforcing the blockade against Iraq, 
people began organising and agitating 
against the decision. There have been 
petitions, pickets, vigils, public 
meetings, ral l'i es and marches in 
opposition to U.S.-led aggression in the 
Gulf region, including the sending of 

• the three Australian warships. 

At the same time, there has been 
vigorous disagreement on a whole range 
of associated questions as, different 
politics have contended with each other. 
This is not sectarian debate or 
irrelevant "squabbling on the left" as 
the ruling class media likes to make 
out. It is a question of whose line 
(i.e., understanding, programme, 
strategy and tactics) is going to do the 
job that has to be done; and whose line 
leads to diverting the masses from the 
revolutionary path and setting them up 
to be smashed by imperialism and 
reaction. 

As is apparent fiom even the most 
cursory reading of their papers, the 
so-called "communist" and "socialist" 
parties have repudiated any inclination 
toward mak i ng revolution in Australia 
and suppor t ing revolution throughout the 
world. The i r position on the Gulf crisis 
is the latest instance highlighting 
these opportunist impostors "revising" 
of Marxism . Describing the revisionists 
of his time Lenin said, "They forget, 
obliterate and distort the revolutionary 
side" of Marxism. "They push to the 
foreground and extol what is or seems 
acceptable to the bourgeoisie. All the 
social-chauvinists are now 'Marxists' 
(don't laugh!)." Revisionists haven't 
changed since Lenin summed them up in 
State and Revolution in 1917. 

The pro-Soviet SPA's "Resolution on 
the Middle East" bleats for an 
imperialist concocted "peace" whilst 
supporting the U.N. {and therefore 
imperialism's) resolution for a trade 
embargo against Iraq. At the same time 
the SPA expresses disillusionment with 
the USSR's support for U.S. war moves in 
the Middle East (Guardian Oct.10). The 
SPA hanke~ for the firm hand of the 
Brezhnev period when the New Tsars 
advanced their imperialist interests by: 
contending, instead of colluding, with 
U.S. imperialism; and, invading and 
bullying the oppressed nations. 

The Trotskyites turned Gorbachev 
groupies known now as the DSP are busy 
jockeying for the Moscow franchise. They 
are playing down the Soviets' collusion 
with the U.S. and playing up the 
Soviets' "peace" plan. The De-Socialist 
Party also support a United Nations 
"peace"keeping force (Direct Action Oct9 

The "independent" revisionist CPA, 
soon to be "New Left Party", applaud 
French President Mitterand. French 
imperialism's "peace" plan is Iraqi 
withdrawal from Kuwait, "free" elections 
in Kuwait, "general disarmament" in the 
region, and a comprehensive attempt(!) 
to settle the Palestinian "problem" 
(Tribune 10/10/90). The sooner these 
renegades from communism completely drop 
all claim to support for Marxism the 
better. 

The pro-Deng CPA(M-L) blame Iraq for 
awakening the "gods of imperialist war" 
(Vanguard Aug.8). Rearguard goes on to 
wonder if unnamed "others" (who can this 
mean but U.S.-led imperialism?) will 
"intervene to bring the Iraqi invaders 
to heel". In implementing the 
international line of the Chinese 
capitalist readers the CPA(M-L) promote 
the anti-Leninist myth that a "peace 
movement" can stop imperialist war. The 
Chinese Parrots(M-L) whine about "little 
Australia so far removed from the 
action, with its enormous reserves of 
oil and gas" (Vanguard Aug.29) and seek 
to fan national chauvinism that opposes 
war's devastation for Australia at the 
expense of other regions of the world. 
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These variou·s revisionists, via their 

_ leadership bf various "peace" groups, 
have become the self-appointed leaders 
of the various "Bring the Frigates Home" 
and "Gulf Action" coalitions along with 
the pro-imperialist Australian Democrats 
and Greens. Under revisionist 
leadership the anti-Gulf war groups are 
pushing for a mass campaign geared 
around: pleading with "our" rulers that 
it is better to advance Australian 
imperialism's "national interests" by 
keeping off the centre stage of world 
political drama; and, supporting the 
"peace" initiatives of the various 
imperialist powers. 

Speaking outside .the U.S. Consulate 
at the September 1 protest in Sydney as 
a representative of the "Bring the 
Frigates Home Coalition", the SPA's 
Hannah Middleton oinked, "Our national 
dignity and independence have been swept 
aside .. It used to be 'all the way with 
LBJ,' well now it is 'when Bush says 
jump, Hawke asks, how far?'" Not only 
had Middleton purposely ignored that 
morning's Sydney Morning Herald 
revelations about how Canberra begged 
Washington for days to be "invited" to 
join the U.S.; but she did not mention 
the USSR or China's support for U.S. 
imperialism's use of force to enforce 
the blockade. At the same time the 
"chairperson" of the CPA(M-L) waddled 
around waving a "Ban the Bomb" peace 
flag. Does this mean the Chinese 
Parrots(M-L) now consider even the 
Eureka flag too "r-r-revolutionary"? 

* Trotskyites: 
•Lett• in form, Right in essence 

.. Trotsky distorts Bolshevism, because he 
never could grasp any definite views about the 
role of the proletariat In the RuuJan bourgeol• 
revolution" . . . Lenin, .. Against Liquidation-
Ism." 

Fraudulently posturing as Leninists and 
the "revolutionary socialist" opposition 
to the open betrayal by the · pro-Sovi~t 
and pro-Chinese false commun1st parties 
are the Trotskyites. Whether working 
within these Coalitions or babbling with 

_criticism from a sideline pulpit, 
··Trotskyism today, in whatever 
incantation it appears, shows the 
enduring accuracy of Lenin's original 
summation: ~What a swine this Trotsky is 
-- Left phrases and a bloc with the 
Right ... He ought to be exposed." 
(Collected Works, Vol.35 p.285) 



As all genuine Marxists know, and as 
-history verifies, it is the masses who 
make history. With their Euro-chauvinist 
"theory" of "permanent revolution" 
Trotskyites are notorious for pissing on 
the national liberation struggles of the 
masses in the oppressed nations of Asia, 
Africa and Latin America. At the same 
time the Trotskyites promote 
anti-Leninist economism {trade unionism) 
and "critical" support for the pro
imperialist Labour parties in the West. 

Because they do not stand for 
all-the-way revolution but instead for 
diverting the oppressed from true 
liberation, Trotskyites say that we 
must: support Saddam Hussein against the 
imperialists; whilst lobbying the very 
same Australian Labor Party that sent 
warships to the Middle East. 

The "Socialist Labour League", 
"unconditionally defends Iraq" (Workers 
News Aug.24). The "International 
Socialist Organisation" say "We want 
Iraq to win, to defeat the United States 
and its allies" and "for every inch he 
[Saddam Hussein] takes down this road -
a road towards revolution[?!] -- he 
should have our support" ( The Socialist 
Aug.1990). At · a number of early pickets 
the ISO carried placards which read 
"Victory to Iraq". 

"Never yet has Trotsky held a firm opinion 
on any Important question of Marxism. He 

• alwaya manages to 'creep Into the chinks' of 
this or that difference of opinion, and desert 
one side for the other." ... Lenin, "The 1903 
Progra111me and Its Uquldatora." 

Where in this is the revolutionary 
role of the masses? Where is the 
understanding of the Iraqi people who 
have been brutally repressed? What 
about the Kurds, the many thousands that 
have been massacred and displaced? What 
about their anger and fighting spirit? 
What about their victory and the victory 
of the masses of the region in the fight 
against imperialism? Listen to what the 
ISO have to offer the masses: 
"Marxists [sic, they mean Trotskyites] 
in Iraq would seek to encourage working 
class discontent with Hussein's 
regime ... They would explain ... that the 
regime was impeded from fighting 
effectively against imperialism by its 
suppression of the Kurds . .. "(The 
Socialist Sept. '90 p.10). And the ISO 
have the cheek to serve this crap up in 
the name of Lenin! 

There's a big difference between 
supporting reactionaries like Saddam 
Hussein and supporting and mobilizing 
the masses for genuine revolutionary 
war:- People's War. 

Along with the demented "Spartacists" 
the SLL feature as the religious 
fundamentalists of Trotskyism. They 
profess an unshakeable faith in 
Trotsky's 1938 "Transitional Program". 
With such faith, and such a text at 
their disposal they see no need to learn 
from experience. The Trotskyites have 
understood, they therefore have no need 
to think! It is hardly surprising then 
that today's Trotskyites' successes have 
been no less brilliant than those which 
they achieved under their guru's 
leadership after 1929. Their impotence, 
and their infantile "leftism", the 
"leftism" of undaunted dogmatists who 
have never made a revolution but have 
undermined those of others {whom they 
call Stalinists), is indeed humorous if 
not pitiful. 

Given that Trotskyites can take 
advantage of favourable objective 
conditions, just as much as 
Marxist-Leninists, victory must be put 
down to a correct line and leadership. 
Trotskyites cannot concede this, they 
would condemn themselves. 

Just how off-base and anti
revolutionary is Trotskyism's and the 
other revisionists' stand on revolution 
in the oppressed nations, is again being 
shown up in Peru. Where in the 1960's 
the Trotskyite "revolutionary struggle" 
led by Hugo Blanco ended in utter 
failure, the Maoist Communist Party of 
Peru have led the masses in successfully 
waging revolutionary war since 17 May 
1980. Whole areas are being liberated 
from the reactionaries, yet the 
Trotskyites, Soviet- Albanian- and 
Chinese-style revisionists, and other 
reformists have formed a United "Left" 
against the People's War. 

Typically, Trotskyites and other 
revisionists alternate between 
cheerleading selected reformists 
(usually those with· a cosy relationship 
with Soviet social-imperialism like the 
ANC), and simply crossing to the other 
side of the barricades under the pretext 
of opposing "terrorism" (as in their 
opposition to the revolution in Peru). 
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so, their "internationalism" around the 

~ Gulf crisis is either support for Saddam 
Hussein or the imperialist powers. 

CRCPA supports the Declaration of the 
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement 
which states: •Lenin pointed out, 'There 
is one, and only one, kind of real 
internationalism, and that is - workinq 
wholeheartedly for the development of 
the revolutionary movement and the 
revolutionary struggle in one's own 
countey, and supporting (by propaganda, 
sympathy and material aid) this 
struggle, this, and only this, line in 
every country without exception.' Lenin 
stressed that proletarian 
revolutionaries must ·approach the 
question of their revolutionary work not 
from the point of view of 'my' country 
but 'from the point of view of my share 
in the preparation, in the propaganda, 
and in the acceleration of the world 
proletarian revolution.•• 

The SLL's "Socialist Program" 
(Workers News Sept.21) is full of 
dangerous and reformist illusions. It 
claims to "open up" the road to 
"complete the world socialist 
revolution" but it evades the means by 
which the working class is to take 
power. The SLL "Program" passes over in 
complete silence the basic Marxist
Leninist principle of the necessity of 
civil war to overthrow the imperialist 
order. It is nothing more than a variant 
of the Soviet-style revisionists' 
"peaceful road to socialism". 

Behind all the mouth-frothing 
phrasemongering is the SLL's "demand 
that the union leaders and 'lefts' expel 
the Hawke-Keating right wing from the • 
ALP and take the road of struggle for a 
workers' government to implement a 
socialist program" (Workers News 
Aug.31). There is no role for the 
workers and oppressed in the SLL's puny 
"road of struggle" beyond lobbying 
"lefts" and "union ieaders" (or as Lenin 
more accurately tagged them, labour 
lieutenants of capital). 

The SLL themselves have written of 
how the "left" in the Labor Party and 
the trade union movement have gone along 
with the entire reactionary program of 
the supposedly more right wing leader
ship of the Labor Party. They note how 
every single "left" Labor MP endorsed 
the dispatch of warships to the Gulf. 

They point out that "lefts• like Brian 
Howe have ·been leading the attacks on 
pensioners, unemployed, and other 
sections of the people (Workers News 
Aug.24). These Trotskyites' phoney 
socialist politics are exposed as all 
the more ludicrous when one looks to the 
state of Victoria. There the "Socialist 
Left" have assumed, in the person of 
Joan Kirner, leadership of the Labor 
government and proceeded to implement a 
"socialism" even more reactionary than 
the suppo_sedly more right-wing Labor 
government led by John Cain. 

The Spartacist League have attempted 
to distance themselves from the SLL over 
the Gulf crisis with another version of 
anti-Leninist economism. The Sparts 
paraphrase their U.S. mentors' slogan: 
"tabor's Got to Play Hardball to Win". 
The Sparts promote the Trotskyite drivel 
about the Soviet Union being a "deformed 
workers state" and like to speak out on 
the best way the Soviets should help 
"world revolution". Who can forget the 
Sparts obscene slogan at the time of the 
Soviet Union's invasion of Afghanistan, 
"Hail the Red Army in Afghanistan"? or 
at the time of the U.S. invasion of 
Grenada, "Grenada for the Cubans"? Their 
latest joke is to write to the Kremlin 
and demand that the Soviet government 
rescind its arms embargo against Iraq 
(Australasian Spartacist Sept/ Oct 
1990). Perhaps such out-Sovieting the 
Soviets is to be expected from fools who 
claim that deformed workers hold state 
power in the USSR. 

Trotskyites and other revisionists 
aren't trying to mobilize the 
nothing-to-lose proletariat and other 
oppressed masses for revolution. They . 
are pitching a line· based on wage deals 
and reforms to the labour aristocracy 
and the better off sections of the 
working class. They reject Lenin's What 
Is To Be Done and his analysis of the 
reasons behind the collapse of the 
Second International. Subsequent 
experience has confirmed that the 
response of the labour aristocracy even 
to impoverishment is most likely to~ 
to rally even more closely around the 
ruling class since this upper strata of 
the working class senses, and with a 
certain logic, that their fate is linked 
to that of the bourgeoisie and the 
outcome of imperialist war. 
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• Gallipoli veteran/~ 

Ernie Guest 
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,,.'-:-,:· -?~: fought a war that 
.• .. . . -~~-~~ hindsight tells him 
. ::·, .- ,~,:.~~t was all about 
• •• ··h money. Now at the 

'.$ • other end of the 

'War's a swindle' I

·;.·'. ·. century, he sees 
• ·-·< .. , •i young AustralJans 
~ . : , .. _,,.: r ready to die in 
\~,~ · • ·,, another war about 
•• mon~v 

IT'S my 95-th birthday tomor
row and l'\'e seen more senseless 
slaughter than anJ' man should 
ha\·e to witness. 

Last week I watched again as Aust
ralian fighting men left home ready 
to die in other peoples' wars. 

No one told me in 1914 that the rea
son we were at war with Germany 
was economics - I only worked that 
out with hindsight. • 

And nobody has told the troops or 
the people this time that. the real 
reason Australians are headed for 
the :Middle East is also economks. 

Truth is the first C'asualty of war 
because politicians need to get 
people interested in fighting. 

The day in 1914 when Kaiser Bill 
declared war, truth went out the win
dow. This time the politicians are 
saying we ha\'e to punish Iraq and 
defend the rights of Kuwait. 

It's a swindle. An awful lot of fellows 
were filling their pockets pretty full 
~ith Ku~aiti oil money and they .don't 
want to lose it. It's as :,imple as that. 

We did nothing when Indonesia in
vaded East Th.nor, nothing when 
they invaded Dutch New Guinea. 
And that was in our own backyard. 

I'm a bit of a rebel tut l'rn speaking 
as one who has·suHered in war. 

When I came off Gallipoli with 
shrapnel in my arm and shell~shock 
from the 1:one Pine attac:k, I was like 
a match with the wood scraped off 

I was very thin, had a touch of ch
0

ol
era an~ hadn't had a change of 
clothes m fou1· months. The only way 
I was able to muster the strength to 
take part in the attack was by drink
ing some Ideal Milk and Caf e Ole 
smuggled from a hospital ship. 

The cholera was from the 1500 dead 
stacked in front of our trenches. I'll 
never forg~t the smell or the mag
gots and files. Just before Lone Pine 
my mates pumped a can of milk int-0 
me with a drop of rum in it. 

OU has become the most important 
influence on the economies of the 
world. That is why our ships are 
headed for the Persian Gulf. 
When money~ is involved, it's more 

important. than nations or men. 
These decisions are made in board
rooms, not parliaments. 

We ·are sending three naval ships to 
the Middle East and it has not been 
put to the people. You weren't asked. I • 
wasn't asked. It wasn't publicised 
throughout. the whole Commonwealth. 

It was done as soon as the United 
States said: •~e need to stop this be
cause the ta·ade is too important". 
_ The Government claims it can•t 

f and mon~y_ for the people, yet it 
spends mllhons of dollars to build a_ 
beautiful warship and send hundreds 
of our finest young men halfway 
round the world only to write-off the 
loss if it is sunk. 

Tell me where the economic and 
political sense is in that? 

Australia has always been quick to 
go to war - this time too quick. It is 
going to give us a bad name through
out the Arab nations. 

We were bloody popular there. 
Even when I went back to Turkey for 
the 75th Galli1,oli anniversary in 
April, the people were willing to 
shake your hand. They knew 
Australians were decent people. 

If you put men in uniform, give 
them a rifle and bayonet, they will do 
whatever job is given them - even 
with insufficient equipment and 
without being told how. 

The mistakes are made at the top -
by the men who control thousands of 
lives. Many, many times soldiers 
have been put into situations - like 
Gallipoli - where they never had a 

c.hance. ' ._,,,___.~.-......... 't':-

"'. . oll't ~O• 
~e\jJ ,· 

' ._ .. lilll .... . - .f. -... 

Revolutionary War Is the One We'li Fi~,-ght! 
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*** LENIN, STALIN lie HAO ON WAR AND PEACE *** 

There are broad sentiments among the 
people for peace. Whilst the "left" tail 
behind or turn their backs on these 
peace sentiments, our attitude, the 
attitude of revolutionary communists, is 
fundamentally different: "We understand 
that war cannot be abolished unless 
classes are abolished and Socialism is 
created; and we also differ in that we 
fully regard civil wars, i.e., wars 
waged by the oppressed class against the 
oppressing class, slaves against 
slave-owners, serfs against land-owners, 
and wage-workers against the bour
geoisie, as legitimate, progressive and 
necessary" {Lenin, Socialism and War). 

A few pages further on, Lenin argued 
that it was the duty. of revolutionary 
communists to utilize the sentiments of 
the people in favour of peace. At the 
same time, Lenin pointed out that 
revolutionary communists will not, 
"deceive the people by conceding the 
idea that peace without annexations, 
without the oppression of nations, 
without plunder, without the . germs of 
new wars among the present governments 
and ruling classes is possible in the 
absence of a revolutionary movement. 
Such a deception of the people would 
merely play into the hands of the secret 
diplomacy of the belligerent governments 
and facilitate their 
counter-revolutionary plans." 

It is important to heed Lenin's 
concluding sentence to this paragraph, 
"Whoever wants a lasting and democratic 
peace must be in favour of civil war 
against the governments and the 
bourgeoisie," for this is the 
demarcation between genuine Marxists and 
those phonies that Lenin tagged social
pacifists ("socialists" who used the 
language of Marxism but are really 
pacifists). 

In "Problems of War and Strategy", 
Mao Tsetung put it this way: #On the 
issue of war, the Communist Parties in 
the capitalist countries oppose the 
imperialist wars waged by their own 
countriesi if such wars occur, the 
policy of these Parties is to bring 
about the defeat of the reactionary 
governments of their own countries. The 
one war they want to fight is the civil 
war for which they are preparing." 

In 1952 Stalin refuted the claim 
(still made today) that a strong peace 
movement means Lenin's thesis that 
imperialism inevitably leads to war is 
"obsolete". 

Stalin declared: "To 
eliminate the inevitability of war, it 
is necessary to abolish imperialism." 



The RIM Declaration analysed in 
19.84 that both the danger of a third 
world war and the possibilities for 
victorious revolutions were increasing. 
The Declaration called for "beginning 
revolutionary warfare where that is 
possible, stepping up preparations where 
the conditions for such warfare are not 
ripe." This view remains correct. All 
manner of Laborites, defrocked 
"Marxists", Trotskyi-tes and revisionist 
renegades sneer and say we are bad for 
upholding the truth that political power 
grows out of the barrel of a gun. Such 
"criticism" from impostors is nothing 
new, as Mao said: nsome people ridicule 

us as advocates of the 'omnipotence of 
war'. Yes we are advocates of the 
omnipotence of revolutionary wari that 
is good, not bad, it is Marxistn. 

Genuine communists, that is, 
Marxist-Leninist-Maoists, say that as 
long as imperialism exists peace is a 
dangerous mirage. Twentieth century 
history records that war, of one sort or 
·another, has been continuous and remains 
inevitable. Today the statement by Mao 
Tsetung: "Either revolution will prevent 
war, or war ·will give rise to 
revolution", as the Declaration of the 
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement 
points out, "rings out all the more 
clearly and takes on urgent importance". 

PROTE '' •• 



*** REVOLUTION IS THE SOLUTION! ,t,t,t 

ITwar breaks out in the Gulf, us 
proletarians and our allies in this 
country should take the position of 
revolutionary defeatism. That means we 
can't support ftour- government and its 
evil partnership with other imperialists 
and their running dogs as it 
participates in the murder and 
brutali2ing of our Arab class brothers 
and sisters. We welcome the· defeats of 
our own ruling powers at the hands of 
its enemies ... no matter who those 
enemies are! Of course we would prefer 
that to be the proletariat and oppressed 
peoples led by a genuine communist 
party, ridding the Middle East of 
imperialism and Zionism in the only way 
possible: New Democratic Revolution and 
People's War. 

We must link the struggle against 
imperialist war in the Middle East, 
especially Australian imperialism's 
complicity in that crime, with the 
struggle for revolution -- in Australia 
and worldwide. Look around the world -
the times are getting heavier and a 
showdown is coming between the oppressed 
and the oppressors. More and more we 
have to fight in conscious unity with 
the people battling the oppressors from 
Peru to Palestine, from South Africa to 
Eastern Europe, from Tiananmen to 
Redfern. We have to keep the strategic 
goal of revolution in mind even as we 
ar.e fighting more immediate battles. 

the most far-seeing and liberating 
ideology, tempered and determined 
revolutionary leadership, and solid 
organization with deep roots among the 
masses of people. Today there is no such 
party in Australia. Forging a genuine 
communist party in Australia is an 
urgent task, and it is the immediate 
task facing revolutionary communists in 
Australia. 

It is our firm conviction that a 
truly revolutionary Australian party 
armed with Marxism-Leninism-Maoism is 
sure to come into being in the flames of 
revolutionary struggle. We are equally 
convinced that the Australian revolution 
will undoubtedly be victorious provided 
the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism
Maoism is really integrated with the 
concrete practice of the Australian 
revolution. In this way we will fulfill 
our responsibility, and contribute the 
most we can, to hastening the 
development of the world revolution. 

Our basic model for making revolution 
in Australia remains the October 
Revolution forged under Lenin's 
leadership -- a (typically long) period 
of political work laying the basis for 
and preceding the going over to armed 
insurrection in the big cities, followed 
by the setting up of a revolutionary 
regime and the pursuance of civil war 
against the opposing reactionary regime. 

If we only wanted to protest war and We revolutionary communists have 
make some nofse for peace, if we only declared our burning class hatred for 
wanted to rattle our slave chains, then Australian imperiali.sm and all 

. pretty loose mass organizations would be oppression as we strive to rally forces 
enough. But if we want to eliminate the for its overthrow. A key part of this 
cause of war, if we want to break the whole process is exposing and opposing 
chains that bind us· and our clas~ _ Australian imperialism here and overseas 
brothers and sisters across the globe, as it digs in to defend and expand its 
then_we nee..9__a vanguard _ _:_~ a party with ill gotten gains. 

AUSTRALIAN & ALL IMPERIALIST TROOPS & WARSHIPS, 
GET OUT OF THE MIDDLE EAST! 

SAILORS, SOLDIERS ... DON'T GO! 
TURN THE GUNS AROUND! 

FAN .THE FLAMES OF REVOLUTION, 
FROM PERU TO PALESTINE AND AROUND THE WORLD! 

DOWN WITH REVISIONISM & PHONEY 'SOCIALISM' ! 

UNITE AROUND MARXISM-LENINISM-MAOISM, 
BUILD THE VANGUARD PARTY TO OVERTHROW AUSTRALIAN IMPERIALISM! 

LINK UP WITH THE REVOLUTIONARY INTERNATIONALIST MOVEMENT! 
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·The summation of histori
cal experience has, itseff, 
always been a sharp arena 
of class struggle. Ever since 
the defeat of the Paris 
Commune, opportunists and 
revisionists have seized upon 
the defeats and shortcom
ings of the proletariat to 
reverse right and wrong, 
confound the secondary 
with the principal, and thus 
conclude that the proletariat • ......._~ 
'should not have taken to 
arms.' The emergence of 
new conditions has often 
been used as an excuse to 
negate fundamental princ~ 
pies of Marxism under the 
signboard o'f its 'creative 
development.' At the some 
time, it is incorrect and just as 
damaging to abandon the 
Marxist critical spirit, to tail to 
sum up the shortcomings as 
.well as the successes of the 
proletariat, and to rest con
tent with upl1olding or 
reclaiming positions consid
ered correct in the past. 
Such an approach would 
make Marxism-Leninism brit
tle and unable to withstand 
the attacks of the enemy 
and incapable of leading 
• new advances in the class 
struggle - and suffocate its 
revolutionary essence.· 

- from the Declaration of the 
Revolutionary Internationalist 
Movement 

Mao's polemics against Soviet revisionism and the launching of the Great 
• Proletarian Cultural Revolution against the capitalist road.ers in the Chinese 

Communist Party gave hope to revolutionaries around the world who saw the 
rot that had developed in the Soviet Union and were searching/or the way to 
overthrow imperialism and recast the world. 
Top:The miners of Mutchengkien energetically repudiate the coun.Jer-revolution
ary revisionist line of Liu Shao-chi, China's Khrushchev , that was being 
applied in the mines. 

The decade of the 1990s has been 
ushered in with a series of events of 
earth-shaking proportions - the 
collapse of most of the previously 
constituted regimes in Eastern 
Europe and the almost complete 
abandon on the part of the Soviet 
and East European rulers of any pre
text of Marxism-Leninism. For the 
Maoists, who have been the resolute 
opponents of these regimes for the 

past three decades, this is a most 
welcome development. The exis
tence of these hideous regimes mas
q u era ding as "proletarian" and 
"socialist" has long been a burden 
for the genuine revolutionaries. 
Better that these revisionists openly 
declare their true colours than that 
they continue to cloak their crimes 
in the name of our ideology. 

Further, the collapse of these 
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regimes has opened up a very 
favourable situation in these coun- -
tries. Although there is much confu
sion in the thinking of those who 
have lived through this travesty of 
"socialism,'' the desire for a radical 
destruction of the existing society, 
the awakening to political life, the 
discrediting of the former rulers and 
the divisions among them, all make 
for the most favourable objective sit
uation for revolutionary advances in 
the Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe since Khrushchev rigged up 
the capitalist system there in the 
l 950s. And not only are the revi
sionist enemies of revolutionary 
communists weak in those countries 
where they have held power, the 
entire -pro-Soviet revisionist move
ment the world over has been pro
foundly shaken and disoriented by 
.the events of autumn and winter 

.. 1989-90. 
. -~_;_ But while one set of enemies is 
• ;Jhrown into disorganisation, another 
• set of enemies, the ruling classes of 
the Western imperialist states, is 
puffed up and arrogant. These reac
tionary gangsters are trying to use the . 
troubles of the rival gangs in the East 
to claim the final victory of capital
ism, the market and "democracy" 
over what they continue to falsify as 
"communism" or "Stalinism". 

The collapse of these regimes also 
poses serious responsibilities before 
the genuine communists. It presents 
us with the task of wielding our sci
entific ideology and understanding 
of the capitalist nature of the phoney 
socialist regimes and waging a vig
orous political and ideological coun
teroff ensi ve. Without this, it will be 
impossible for revolutionary 
Marxism to get a foothold in the 
East bloc or, more generally, to 
defeat the anti-communist wave cur
rently unfolding. 

Mao Tsetung 

Our greatest weapon to ·under
stand the current situation and to 
battle the enemy is the comprehen
sive teachings of Mao Tsetung con
cerning the nature of socialist soci
ety, the class struggle that takes 
place under socialism, and the dan
ger of capitalist restoration like that 
which, Ma.o analysed, had taken 
place in the Soviet Union and the 
East European countries following 
the death of Stalin. 

Not only did Mao understand 
socialism from a theoretical point of 
view, he was also able to lead the 
broad masses in constructing social
ism and in waging the Great 
Proletarian Cultural Revolution, an 
unprecedented mass upsurge aimed 
at overthrowing those top officials 
of the Communist Party who, like 
their counterparts in the Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe, were 
turning socialist public ownership 
into a mere facade hiding their own 
private expropriation, whose essence 
was the same as that of all other cap
italist exploiters. 

Indeed, the working class and the 
masses of people in the Eastern 
European countries have long recog
nised that a special stratum of privi
leged people concentrated in the 
Communist Parties have been appro
priating the fruits produced by the 
labouring people. In Eastern Europe, 
communist phrases have been used 
to cover ove-r real inequality and 
exploitation just as in the West 
Christian demagogy about "love thy 
neighbour" has accompanied vicious 
class exploitation and oppression. 
Unlike many revisionists, we should 
not be surprised or shocked that the 
masses in these countries are hoist
ing anti-communist banners, when 
the word "communism" has been 
used to justify all of the exploitation, 
inequality and reaction of those 
regimes. As Mao put it so forcefully 
when speaking of the capitalist
roaders in China, "It is right to rebel 
against reactionaries." It is up to us, 
the genuine revolutionary commu
nists, the Maoists, to strip off the 
"red" mask from these reactionaries 
and show everyone their ugly capi
talist face. 

What_ is most important to grasp 
about the discredited regimes of the 
East is not principally their form of 
rule and ideology which made them 
different from the West, but the class 
essence of these regimes which 
makes them the same as the capital
ist West. 
I) A small minority of society con
trols (and in fact, owns) the means 
of production (through its control of 
the state apparatus). 
2) This minority functions as a class 
in every way. Thousands of links, 
visible and invisible, secret or open, 
bind together top party politicians, 
directors of factories, schools and 
hospitals, leading figures in the 

media and cultural arena. Furthe
rmore, this class perpetuates itself 
just as surely as the bourgeoisie in 
the West by passing on wealth and 
power to its children. 
3) This ruling class uses the police, 
army, couns and prisons to exercise 
a disguised dictatorship over the 
majority of society and to viciously 
clamp down on anyone who opposes 
them. 
4) The workers are reduced to the 
status of wage-slaves; they have no 
control over the affairs of state nor 
even any real say in the function of 
their factories and enterprises. Their 
task is to shut up and work hard and 
receive their pay in return. 
5) Production is determined not by 
what is needed to benefit the people, 
but by what will generate the most 
profit, even if this is often disguised 
by the state plan . 
6) The education system and cultural 
sphere exalt the way things are and 
propagate the views of the ruling 
class. Little criticism of the existing 
set-up is allowed. 

All of these features of the East 
European regimes are very familiar 
to our readers in the imperialist 
West, for they are features of all cap
italist states. 

Why, then, has it proved so difficult 
for the genuine communist movement 
to penetrate these countries? Why is it 
that even some from the communist 
movement who have previously 
opposed these regimes find them
selves confused and despondent at the 
sudden tum of events? At the heart of 
this question, too, is the question of 
Mao Tsetung Thought 

It is interesting to note, for exam
ple, the avowal of demoralisation 
emanating from the leadership of the 
Albanian Party of Labour.l The PLA 
has long tried to portray itself as the 
guardians of Marxist-Leninist 
"orthodoxy". They distinguished 
themselves in the 1960s by siding 
with Mao Tsetung and the revolu
tionaries in the Communist Party of 
China in the struggle against 
Khrushchev's modern revisionism.2 
But they never really grasped Mao's 
analysis and were often puzzled and 
disturbed by the revolutionary tor
rent Mao had unleashed in the Great 
Proletarian Cultural Revolution 
(despite the fact that Mao and the 
Chinese had gone to great lengths to 
inform the Albanian leadership -
see specifically Mao's brilliant "Talk 
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to the Albania Military Delegation" 
reprinted in J\W1W 1985/1). After 
Mao's death and the counter-revolu
tionary coup of Deng Xiao-ping and 
Hua Guo-feng in 1976, Enver 
Hoxha launched a vicious attack on 
Mao Tsetung Thought, an attack 
which did considerable hann to the 
international communist movement 
and made the task of regrouping the 
genuine revolutionary communists 
all the more difficult 

It must be said the Albanian view
point found quite a following in 
what was the international commu
nist movement, more than can be 
explained simply by the narrow 
opportunist fear of a "stateless" 
international movement for the time 
being. Albania tried to represent 
itself as the champion of the heritage 
of the international communist 
movement (and especially of Stalin), 
while attacking its greatest accom
plishment - the Cultural Revolu
tion led by Mao Tsetung. In fact, the 
Albanians defended Stalin's errors 
and not his achievements of building 
socialism. The fact that so many 
were won over or disoriented by this 
line shows • that Mao' s teachings had 
not been thoroughly assimilated by 
much of what then represented the 
international movement 

What is Socialism? 

Some of the most vulgar distor
tions of Marxism-Leninism have 
taken place exactly on the funda
mental points of what socialism is. 
For Marxist-Leninists, socialism can 
only mean a revolutionary transition 
period leading from capitalism and 
other reactionary forms of class 
society to the achievement of com
munism throughout the world. It is 
the most thorough and radical revo-
1 ution that has ever taken place in 
the history of humanity. 

History has shown that the social
ist revolution can only begin when 
the proletariat has seized political 
power by force of arms and has 
established its own revolutionary 
dictatorship. This is the road of the 
October Revolution that, as Mao 
said, is valid for all countries. Only 
with political power firmly in its 
hands is it possible for the proletari
at to construct a socialist economic 
system based on state and collective 
ownership of the principal means of 
production (factories, mines, rail-

roads, land, etc.). 
It is important to stand firm in the 

face of the critics of Marxism who 
would negate the accomplishments of 
Lenin and Stalin in building the first 
socialist state. We can say with confi
dence that the Bolshevik Revolution 

. marked a turning point in the history 
of mankind. Negating the experience 
of l.,enin and Stalin means abandon
ing the proletarian dictatorship, the 
forcible overthrow of the existing 
property relations and the conscious 
reconstruction of society in the inter
ests of the proletariat and the masses. 
It means abandoning the goal of 
classless society, corn m unism. It 
means giving up on the very idea of 
all-the-way revolution. 

But this defence of our principles 
will not be success/ ul unless it is 
coupled with a thorough and pene
trating exposure of the class nature 
of revisionism, of its bourgeois 
essence. How is it that the J orms of 
socialism (state ownership, leader
ship of the Communist Party, 
planned economy) have taken on an 
entirely different content? 
• Marx first pointed out that social-

But this defence of our prin
ciples will not be successful 
unless it is coupled with a 
thorough and penetrating 
exposure of the class nature 
of revisionism, of its bour
geois essence. How is it that 
the forms of socialism (state 
ownership, leadership of the 
Communist Party, planned 
economy) have taken on an 
entirely different content? 

ist society would be born ideologi
cally, politically and economically 
stamped with the birthmarks of the 
old society. Furthermore the history 
of the proletarian revolution has 
been that power has been seized in 
first one country or a group of coun
tries surrounded by a hostile world 
dominated by imperialism. The 
weight of the past as well as of the 
world situation in which they found 

themselves has placed a tremendous 
burden on the genuine socialist 
states that have existed. 

How would it be possible to move 
in the direction of a society based 
upon "from each according to his 
ability, to each according to his 
need" when the economic base in 
the Soviet Union and later in China 
were weak and unable to meet these 
needs? 

One of the great contributions of 
Mao Tsetung was always keeping 
the final goal of achieving commu
nism throughout the world firmly in 
mind and evaluating the line and 
policies adopted in socialist con
struction from this angle and none 
other. It was not enough, Mao 
understood, to develop the produc-
tive forces of society - the produc-
tive forces certainly had to be devel
oped, but on the basis of continually 
revolutionising the relationships 
between people and the thinking of 
people which was still largely 
marked by the ideologies of the 
exploiting classes. And the produc-
tive forces had to be developed not 
as an end in itself but to provide the 
necessary material basis for a higher 
form of society no longer divided ~ 
into classes. 

In understanding these laws of ~ 
socialist construction, Mao learned ....., rmuch from the negative as well as t:::, 
positive experience of the construe- ~ 
tion of socialism in the Soviet Union 0 
under Stalin. He pointed out that eco- ~ 
nomic categories ultimately reflected <: 
relationships between people, and ._ 
that it was incorrect to talk only about ~ · 
things and not about people. ~ 

Of course, Stalin, unlike those Ut 
like Khrushchev who attacked him 
after his death, was also thoroughly 
committed to the communist goal. 
But while Stalin waged struggle 
against many opponents of social-
ism, he had difficulty seeing how 
they were being engendered from 
within the socialist economy itself, 
that these opportunist elements who 
strove to transform those sections of 
the socialist state and economy 
which they controlled into their own 
private property represented a new 
bourgeoisie. Theoretically he had 
even argued that the existence of a 
bourgeoisie had become impossible 
in the Soviet Union with the con
struction of the socialist economic 
system. Stalin downplayed the need 
to continue making revolution even 
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after socialism had been established. 
Mao, on the other hand, was able 

to analyse how a bourgeoisie is 
inevitably generated under socialism 
and that, therefore, it is necessary to 
repeatedly arouse the masses from 
below to sttike down the bourgeoisie 
within the Communist Party itself 
and, step by step, dig away at the 
capitalist economic and ideological 
"soil" which was generating new 
bow-geois elements batch after batch. 

Mao saw that the dictatorship of 
the proletariat had to be understood, 
in Marx's words, as the declaration 
of the permanence of the revolution, 
and that its strength would come 
from drawing the proletariat and the 
broad masses more and more into 
"affairs of state" - the fundamental 
questions of the society. Mao knew 
that the proletariat could not simply 
"delegate" their dictatorship to the 
Communist Party. The vanguard 
communist party is needed to lead 
the socialist revolution, Mao under
stood, but he also grasped that the 
enemi.es of the revolution would also 
be found within the communist 
party. Mao had to wage a sharp · 
struggle ag2-inst the theory that once 
socialist ownership had been estab
lished the main task was to develop 
the productive forces, arguing 
instead that further revolutionising 
society and continuing to battle the 
capitalist roaders is the decisive fac
tor in advancing socialism. 

Mao understood that socialist eco
nomic construction required a state 
economic plan, that this is a vital 
way in which the proletariat begins 
to consciously transform nature 
instead of being merely the slaves of 
economic laws as under capitalism. 
But Mao also understood the ques
tion of centralised planning in a very 
dialectical way, that is, he under
stood the unity and struggle of oppo
sites - between balance and imbal
ance, agriculture and industry, heavy 
and light industry, and between the 
centre and the regions. He knew that 
centralised planning had to be 
accompanied with local initiative. 
On these questions, too, Mao 
summed up the negative as well as 
the positive experience of Stalin, 
and in particular Stalin's tendency to 
rely on heavy-handed, bureaucratic 
and overly centralised methods in 
socialist planning. For Mao, the pro
letariat must dominate the plan and 
never the other way around. One 

famous slogan during the Cultural 
Revolution hung over the Shanghai 
waterfront: "Be Masters of the 
Wharf, Not Slaves to Tonnage!" 

Mao realised that the struggle to 
achieve communism would be long, 
protracted and complex, involving 

For genuine communists 
worldwide, corning to 
understand the true contra
dictory nature of socialist 
society was not frightening 
but liberating. 

twists and turns and struggles with 
which the international communist 
movement was not yet familiar. This 
is reflected in his statement that, "The 
next 50 to 100 years or so, beginning 
from now, will be a great era of radi
cal change in the social system 
throughout the world, an earth-shak
ing era without equal in any previous 
historical period. Living in such an 
era, we must be prepared to engage in 
great struggles which will have many 
features different in form from those 
of the past ''3 

A Long, Bitter Battle 

Throughout history, the transition 
from one social system to another 
has proven to be a protracted pro
cess full of setbacks as well as 
advances. The Chinese party 
stressed how the replacement of 
slavery by the feudal system in 
ancient China took hundreds of 
years. Similarly, in Europe the bour
geois revolution took place over 
several centuries before feudalism 
was thoroughly supplanted by capi
talism. In both Britain and France, 
for example, counter-revolutionary 
restorations took place and held 
sway before the rule of the bour
geoisie was firmly established. 

What was true for the bourgeois 
revolution is all the more true for the 
proletarian revolution which does 
not seek to replace one exploiting 
class by another, but to carry out the 
most profound revolution in history, 
a "radical rupture", as Marx put it, 
with all previous exploiting soci
eties. The seizure of political power 
by the proletariat is already a great 
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accomplishment, but this seizure of 
power only opens the door to the 
struggle to transform the ways in 
which people interact with each 
other in all aspects of social life. 

The ideas and practices which 
have grown up on the basis of thou
sands of years of class society will 
not go away without a bitter struggle, 
and these ideas and practices will 
continually have a tendency to cor
rupt and ultimately transform even 
socialist society. When the factory 
managers believe their role is to 
decide and that of the workers is 
simply to produce, when the workers 
themselves believe that their lot is 
simply to obey orders, when engi
neers and technical personnel believe 
that their better position in society is 
due to their own natural talent, when 
teachers behave as tyrants and cul
tural works extol the traditional role 
of women, for example, we are not 
very far from capitalism. 

Consider the vital problem of 
"bourgeois right". Under socialism, 
a wage system would still be neces
sary and workers would be compen
sated according to the principle of 
"to each according to his work" 
since the higher form of social 
organisation "to each according to 
his need" could not yet be instituted. 
The realisation of this principle is 
indeed a big victory over capitalism 
in that it establishes that "he who 
does not work, neither shall he eat", 
and in so doing deals a giant blow to 
the old capitalist class who lived off 
the labour of the workers. But at the 
same time "equal reward according 
to equal work" invariably brings 
about real inequalities because, as 
Marx put it, people have most 
unequal needs (a single man, for 
example, compared with a woman 
responsible for three children). 
Furthermore, the ideas associated 
with this principle of "to each 
according to his work" are most cer
tainly bourgeois, such as the idea 
that "hard work merits reward" and 
"those who work harder should 
receive more", etc. 

The continued existence of a 
wage system and the need for goods 
to be exchanged through money is a 
reflection that society has not yet 
gone beyond the barriers of corn• 
modity production and distribution 
according to the value of commodi• 
ties. This is what Lenin was refer
ring to when he said that "we have 
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Signatories of the Declaration of the 
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement 

and Participating Organisations in the RIM 

Central Reorganisation Committee. 
Communist Party of India (Marxist-Leninist) 

Ceylon Communist Party 
Communist Collective of Agi.t/Prop [Italy] 

Communist Party of Bangladesh (Marust-Leninist) [BSD-(M-L)] 
Communist Party of Peru 

Communist Party of Turkey/Marxist-Leninist [TKP/ML] 
Haitian Revolutionary Internationalist Group 

. Nepal Communist Party [Mashall 
New Zealand Red Flag Group 

Organisation of Marxist-Leninists of Tunisia 
Organisation of the Revolutionary Communists of Afghanistan• 

Proletarian Party of Purba Bangla (PBSP) [Bangladesh] 
Revolutionary Communist Group of Colombia 

Revolutionary Communist Party, USA 
Revolutionary Communist Union [Dominican Republic] 

Union of Iranian Communists (Sarbedaran) 

• The Information Bureau of the RIM hu announced that the OrganiAtioo of 
the Revolutionary Communists of Afghani.swi has been accepted II a 
signatory of the Dec/araJio,i of tM RevolUIWNZry /,cuntalU)NZJist Movarultl 
and as a puticipating organaatian of the RIM 
In addition to the above list of those whose participation in the Movement hu 
been publicly announced by the Committee. a number of ocher organisatiom 
work closely with the Movement to advance ill cause and build and 
strengthen vanguard canmuniat organisatioo. 

The Dec/aratu,11 of tlu RrHJ/J,s.li,oNVy /,wmatu,flfQ/ist Mov•tMIII hu been 
printed in over 20 languagca. Not shown here: Gujarati., Ncpalc::sc, Japanese 
and~aaL 
1. Punjabi. 2. ltalim; 3. Fam. 4. Hindi. 5. Frcoch, 6. Orincse. 7. Miliyalam., 
8. Bengali. 9. Creole. 10. Gc:mtm, 11. Engli&h (U.S.) 12 .English (Indian), 13. 
Spanish(Spain) 14. Spanish (U.S.) 15. Spanish (Peru); 16. Spanish 
(Colooibia), 17. Tw:k:ish, 18. Tamil; 19. Arabic, 20. Danish, 21. Kurdish. 
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created a bourgeois state without the 
bourgeoisie." Under revisionist rule 
this principle of "bourgeois right" is 
worshipped. In China, following 
Mao's death, the revisionists have 
even raised the slogan that "to get 
rich is glorious". Mao pointed out 
that under socialism, bourgeois right 
"could only be restricted" and not 
eliminated, but he did indeed fight 
to restrict it and criticise the ideolo
gy associated with it. Left unrestrict
ed, bourgeois right would lead right 
back to capitalism and even the prin
ciple "to each according to his 
work" would, if a new bourgeoisie 
takes the means of production for 
themselves, become again the well
known capitalist principle that "he 
who works the least gets the most." 

Mao realised that it would be no 
quick and easy matter to eliminate 
the "three great differences" 
between city and countryside, work
ers and peasants and manual and 
mental labour. As long as these dif
ferences existed communism would 
be impossible. The elimination of 
these relics of centuries of class 
society also depended upon a higher 
level of productive forces than exist
ed in China as well as upon radical 
revolution in the organisation of 
society. 

Mao's response to understanding 
the difficulties and the protracted 
nature of the transition to commu
nism was not to throw up his hands 
and declare "human nature" unbeat
able. Rather, he sought the means to 
carry through the revolution under 
these circumstances and he armed 
the workers, peasants, soldiers and 
revolutionary intellectuals of China 
and the internationalist communist 
movement with this correct scientif
ic understanding of socialist revolu
tion. For genuine communists 
worldwide, coming to understand 
the true contradictory nature of 
socialist socie-ty was not frightening 
but liberating. 

It let us understand how it was 
that what. had long been described 
as an "impenetrable fortress" of 
socialism in the Soviet Union had 
been captured from within and, 
more importantly, showed that 
through the revolutionary struggle 
of the proletariat and masses such as 
during the Cultural Revolution, it 
was possible to defeat those who 
would drag society back to the ~api• 
talist road, and, in so doing, unleash 

hundreds of millions of people to 
make giant leaps in transforming all 
aspects of society. Mao restored 
Marx' and Engels' vision of com
munist society in which men and 
women would consciously and vol- • 
untarily change the world and them
selves, untrammeled by the exis
tence of classes, a vision which, at 
the hands of revisionists, had been 
distorted, hidden and stripped of 
any practical significance. 

Despite the great victories won in 
the ten years of the Cultural Revolu
tion, after the death of Mao Tsetung 
the capitalist roaders in China were 
able to come to power through a 
coup d'etat aimed at Mao's staunch
est followers led by his widow 
Chiang Ching and Chang Chun
chiao. That socialist revolution in 
China itself was temporarily defeat
ed was, of course, a great blow for 
the proletariat worldwide. But Mao 
had armed us to withstand this blow, 
to understand it, to carry forward the 
battle on other fronts and in other 
countries and never to lose our 
strategic confidence in the final vic
tory of our cause. 

Mao restored Marx' and 
Engels' vision of communist 
society in which men and 
women would consciously 
and voluntarily change the 
world and themselves, 
untrammeled by the exis
tence of classes, a vision 
which, at the hands of revi
sionists, had been distorted, 
hidden and stripped of any 
practical significance. 

All of these points are complex 
and are governed not only by the 
general laws of nature and revolu
tion but by very specific laws partic
ular to the socialist economy as 
well. In order to really thoroughly 
expose the capitalist nature of the 
Eastern European regimes, and more 
importantly, to be prepared to do a 
good job at socialist construction 
when we come to power, it is neces-

sary for the genuine revolutionary 
communists to get a deeper handle 
on this question and a basic mastery 
of the political economy of social
ism. And it is also necessary for the 
communists to get a firm grasp on 
Mao's criticisms of Stalin, not to 
chime in on the anti-Stalin chorus, 
but so as to be better able to draw, 
for themselves and the masses, a 
clear line of distinction between the 
East European monstrosities and a 
genuine socialist society. The revi
sionist regimes inherited many of 
the farms of socialism. Furthennore, 
they took advantage of the mistakes 
that had been made by Stalin and 
genuine revolutionaries. In the coun
tries of Eastern Europe this was 
even more complicated by the fact 
that, unlike the Soviet Union, little 
revolutionary transformation had 
ever been carried out. To aid this 
study, we have reprinted some brief 
extracts from two important works, 
Mao's Critique of Soviet Economics 
and the Fundamentals of Political 
Economy (a textbook published in 
Shanghru in 1974 under the leader
ship of Mao's line) in the hopes that 
these texts in their entirety and oth-
ers will be studied. :b. 

As the Declaration of the ~ 
Revolutionary Internationalist Q 
Movement puts it, "Lenin said, ...., r'Only he is a Marxist who extends t:, 
the recognition of class struggle to ~ 
the recognition of the dictatorship 0 
• of the proletaria1'. In the light of the ~ 
invaluable lessons and advances <!: 
achieved through the Great ~ 
Proletarian Cultural Revolution led ~ 
by Mao Tsetung, this criterion put ~ 
forward by Lenin has been further <.11 
sharpened. Now it can be stated that 
only he is a Marxist who extends the 
recognition of class struggle to the 
recognition of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat and to the recognition of 
the objective existence of classes, 
antagonistic class contradictions and 
of the continuation of the class 
struggle under the dictatorship of the 
proletariat throughout the whole 
period of socialism until commu
nism. And as Mao so powerfully 
stated, 'Lack of clarity on this ques-
tion will lead to revisionism."' 

Form and Content 

It has often been pointed out that 
Mao was able to develop his pene
trating understanding of socialist 
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revolution because of his excellent 
grasp of the dialectical materialist 
method. He was never content with 
the appearances of things; he always 
strove to find their essence. He 
realised that it was the unity and 
struggle of opposites that deter• 
mined the nan.rre of every process in 
nature and in human society and he 
relentlessly pursued this method 
when examining socialist society. 

The Communist Party has politi• 
cal power? Well and good. But is the 
Communist Party really a party of 
the proletariat, is it representing 
their largest interests or is it becom • 
ing a private club in the hands of a 
minority of society which sttives to 
protect and reproduce the interests 
of this minority? Mao proved that 
there was no such thing as the 
"monolithic party" (as Stalin was 
fond of calling it) but that the party 
itself would always be the arena of 
fierce twa.line struggle between the 
proletarian and revisionist line, 
whose outcome would determine the 
very direction of society. 

You have established the dictator• 
ship of the proletariat? An important 
accomplishment. But is this state 
really putting power in the hands of 
the workers and peasants? Mao 
asked, "who criticises?" He cut 
through the economist/revisionist 
conception that considered "social
ism" simply the improvement of the 
conditions of the masses and insisted 
on the political power of the prole
tariat allied with all of the revolu
tionary masses. He saw that the state 
itself was a contradictory phe
nomenon under socialism. It was 
absolutely necessary to build and 
strengthen the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, but this very state appa
ratus could and would be trans
formed into a weapon against the 
masses, a dictatorship of the party 
bigshots, factory directors and tech
nocrats, or a new bourgeoisie, unless 
the most tenacious struggle by the 
masses was carried out. 

You say that you have built a 
powerful socialist country? This is a 
great accomplishment. But Mao 
pointed out that to talk about the 
final victory in one country "runs 
contrary to Leninism" and that we 
should never lose sight of the world
wide goal of communism. If the 
socialist state became an end in 
itself, if it no longer existed to serve 
the advance toward worldwide corn-

munism, it would cease being 
socialist at all and become an obsta
cle in the path of the world revolu
tion - which is exactly what hap
pened in the USSR. 

Mao understood that things could, 
under certain circumstances, be 
transformed into their opposites. We 
too should use this method when 
analysing events. The revolt of the 
masses in Eastern Europe is objec
tively a revolt against the evils of 
imperialism, yet in the minds of 
most of the people in those countries 
it is a revolt against socialism and 
communism. This is not a reason to 
tail behind the backward sentiments 
of the masses in those countties. No, 
these people must be challenged, 
and boldly, with the truth of 
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung 
Thought But it is also very wrong to 
look only at the surface appearance 
of things and draw erroneous con
clusions as to the revolutionary pos
sibilities in these countries. Phoney 
"Marxism-Leninism" - real revi
sionism - has been the official ide
ology, the state religion, in the coun
tries of the East bloc. No real possi
bility of inroads for genuine 
Marxism existed until this state reli
gion was thoroughly repudiated and 
rejected by the masses. To see only 
the anti-communist label and ignore 
the anti-capitalist content is a viola
tion of dialectics - and it is wrong. 

The International Dimension 

As we mentioned above, one of 
the reasons for the difficulties of the 
socialist states that have existed was 
the fact that they were situated in a 
hostile world still dominated by 
imperialism and reaction. As the 
Declaration of the Revolutionary 
Internationalist Movement puts it, 
socialist countries are base areas of 
the world revolution and are a sub
ordinate part of the latteL The 
socialist countries are locked in a 
life and death struggle with the 
world imperialist system. It is abso
lutely necessary for the proletariat 
and the revolutionary masses to take 
power wherever possible and begin 
constructing a socialist society. The 
victories in this process, such as 
those won in the USSR under Lenin 
and Stalin and in China under Mao, 
help propel the whole world revolu
tionary movement forward, especial
ly by serving as living proof that 

exploitation of man by man need not 
be the organising principle of soci
ety. They serve as a beacon to the 
oppressed of the possibility ·of a bet· 
ter future. 

Socialist states have adopted a 
policy of "peaceful coexistence" 
with the capitalist and imperialist 
states. But such peaceful coexistence 
can only be a truce in an ongoing 
conflict which, in the long run, can 
only be resolved by the victory of 
one camp or the other. The irnperial
i s ts have shown that while they 
might at times be forced to accept 
the existence of a socialist state, they 
will never give up their efforts to 
encircle, harass, subvert, or even 
invade such a socialist state. 

Furthermore, apart from the mili
tary aspect, as long as the imperialist 
system is still dominant in the world, 
a great deal of the world's produc
tive forces, and with it, important 
economic lifelines of the world, will 
be under their control, and this will 
be used against_ the socialist society. 
Given this and given the planetary 
character of human society, some
thing which has become all the more 
marked with the advent of 
imperialism, it is inconceivable to 
imagine a communist society exist
ing on only part of the earth. 

Can Socialism "Deliver 
the Goods"? 

One of Khrushchev' s great boasts 
was that East-bloc "socialism" 
would "bury" the West through the 
process of peaceful competition. He 
thought he could build up an empire 
that would rival that of the United 
States and Europe in terms of the 
living standards it gave to many of 
its people living in the imperialist 
metropole. Of course, Khr.ushchev 
and his successors were never able 
to fulfil this boast, and today the rel
ative riches in the West are being 
used as the ultimate proof of the so
called superiority of the Western 
capitalist system. 

The main reason for the relatively 
poorer economic situation in the 
East than in the West is simply that 
the West has been more successf u/ at 
exploiting an international empire. 
Not that the social-imperialists of 
the USSR have not also tried to con
struct and profit from such an 
empire - they have. But for a num- • 
ber of historical and geopolitical rea-



sons, the Soviet-led bloc was never 
able to secure and profitably utilise a 
worldwide network of countries to 
the degree that the Western imperial
ists have. 

A genuine socialist country would 
never enter the race for neo-colonies 
and Third World feasting grounds. 
The development of the productive 
capacity of a genuine socialist state 
is never an end in itself and even 
raising the level of living standards 
of the masses in these countries is 
subordinate to the goal of advancing 
toward communism. Put bluntly, it is 
better to go without if the only way 
to obtain the desired material goods 
is by becoming a new exploiter 
state. The East bloc had no com
punction against entering this reac
tionary competition; they taught 
their populations that the very goal 
of socialism was more "goulash" on 
every table (which is why Mao 
ridiculed Khrushchev's "goulash 
communism,,). But in the final anal
ysis the West proved a better source 
of goulash than the East. 

It must be added, however, that 
the "scales~• which the imperialist 
West wishes to use to measure the 
supposed superiority of its system 
are rigged. It is easy to show, for 
example, that revolutionary China 
under Mao or the Soviet Union 
under Lenin and Stalin were poor 
compared with the West. But what 
about the countries the West 
exploits? The imperialist system has 
two "poles" - those who live in the 
imperialist citadels and benefit to 
varying degrees from the privileged 
position of these countries and those 
who live in the vast reaches of Asia, 
Africa and Latin America where 
whole countries have been deformed 
and put at the service of ensuring the 
wealth of the imperialist countries. 
China before liberation in 1949 was 
exactly one of those countries which 
had been sucked dry by the imperi
alist ·nations, and the scars of this 
oppression were inherited by the 
proletariat when it took power. But 
despite these very real economic 
hardships, revolutionary China was 
able, step by step, to develop the 
economy in an all-round way that 
greatly raised the living standards of 
the people, especially in such key 
areas as nutrition, health and educa
tion. and tha also provided for fur
ther advance along the socialist 
road. In fac~ the standard of living 

of the masses in China compared 
very favourably to the standard of 
living of the labouring people in the 
oppressed countries. 

The collapse of East bloc "social
ism" is also being used to say that 
the only path of economic develop
ment is to hitch a country's develop
ment to the "motor" of imperialism. 
It is true that the imperialist exploit
ing machine is a powerful motor for 
"economic development." It can 
chew up people by the millions and 
spit out tons of broken bones and, in 
the process, it can build modern 
cities usually surrounded, in the 
Third World at least, with equally 
"modern" slums. Imperialism can 
only develop a country by creating 
in miniature what it does in the 
world as a whole - increasing 
wealth at one "pole" while increas
ing misery and desperation at the 
other "pole". Like a magnet, capital
ism and imperialism cannot exist 
without both poles, within a given 
country and internationally. 

The Soviet Union promoted a 
"socialist" version of this same theo
ry, calling on the countries of its 
bloc to step in line with the "interna
tional socialist division of labour." 
The disastrous results of this policy 
in Cuba are one of the subjects of 
the article by Rudi Mambisa in this 
issue. 

The Situation is Excellent 

The deep crisis of the East bloc 
regimes and the collapse of Soviet
style modem revisionism provide an 
excellent opportunity for the gen
uine communists. Although the 
trumpets of anti-communism are 
loudly blaring, the Revolutionary 
Internationalist Movement and other 
Maoist forces are equipped with the 
necessary tool to seize hold of this 
excellent situation and advance the 
revolutionary struggle. This tool is 
none other than Marxism-Leninism
Mao Tsetung Thought - the reso
lute enemy of pessimism, agnosti
cism and all forms of revisionism. 
The lessons that the proletariat have 
learned in making revolution• and 
building socialism are not in vain; 
they will permit us to sweep aside 
the rubbish and construct the new. 
The fact that the socialist revolution 
has proven complex and protracted 
is no argument whatsoever against 
launching the revolution, but rather 
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testimony to the greatness of the 
task of creating a whole new world. 

The masses of people in the 
oppressed countries, in the East bloc 
and increasingly in the Western 
imperialist states as well, are being 
propelled into struggle against the 
ruling classes. This is because, as 
Mao put it, "Wherever there is 
oppression, there is resistance." And 
where there is resistance people 
inevitably seek an ideology that will 
teach them whom and how to fight 
Right now many people are follow
ing various enemy flags, but they 
cannot help but be increasingly disil
lusioned with such false promises. 

The possibility of a new wave of 
revolutionary struggle is certainly 
not lost on the imperialist enemy. 
One of their greatest concerns in the 
East is to swiftly restore some stabil
ity to the bourgeois order. The capi
talists, East and West, must rapidly 
unveil the true meaning - the class 
content - of the "democracy" they 
have been heralding. Those who 
have been rising up against the 
social inequalities and the privileges 
of a few must now be taught that 
such privileges and inequality are 
the very heart of the capitalist l:a. 
democracies to be constructed. The 
aroused masses must be put back to ~ 
sleep - and as quickly as possible. ~ 
given the hardships that are in store c::, 
for them. But history has shown that ~ 
this is not always so easily done. D 0 

~ 
Footnotes C: 

--1. In a speech to the 9th Plenum of the ~ 
Albanian Party of Labour Central ~ 
Committee in January 1990, Ramiz Alia, ._ 
leader of the PLA, describes the recent Qi 

events in E Europe as being .. on the whole 
favourable to capitalism"; he asks, "how is 
it possible for the working class, for the 
masses, to become protagonists and suppo-
erters for the restoration of capitalism" and 
concludes that the communists "should live 
with this tragedy painfully, but of course 
not in despair". 
2. Nikita Khrushchev was the Secretary 
General of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union between 1953 and 1964. In 
1956, shortly after the death of Stalin, 
Khrushchev launched an all-out attack on 
Stalin and the very principles of Marxism
Leninism and the accomplishments of 
socialism in the USSR. He presided over 
the restoration of capitalism in that country 
until he himself was overthrown in a 
palace coup by Brezhnev and Kosygin in 
1965. 
3. Cited in "Capitalist Roaders Are the 
Bourgeoisie Inside the Party", Peking 
Review No. 25, 18 June 1976. 



ONLY V UT N 
SAVE OUR PLANET! 

Those who rule over us like 10 brag Iha& lheir syslem is the "besl of all 
possible ':"'°rids." Bua 1he facl is, the capilalisl system is strangling the very life 
out of lhlS planel. The lungs of the planet are being ripped out as tropical rain 
forests are des1royed. The earth's prolecaive shield, the owne layer, is being 
depleted. And vast areas are being devastated from massive toxic waste. In a 
1housand and one ways this system is killing people because its law of "profit in 
co~mand" means the total disregard for the heallh of the people and the 
cnvtronment 

In 1854 the Puget Sound Indians occupied a large area of land ·in 
W.1shi~g•~n. When lhe U.S. government offered 10 buy the land, Chief Sea11le 
wro1e in hlS reply: 

'_'We know that ~he while man does not understand our ways. One pariion of 
land IS the same 10 hun as the ncxli for be is a stranger who comes in the night 
and iakes from lhe land whatever he needs. The earth is not his brother but his 

. enemy, and when he has conquered it, he moves on. He leaves his fathers' graves 
and his children's birthright is rorgouen. He trea'ts his mo1her, the earth, and 
brothers _1he sky,_as t~ings to be bough-t, plundered, sold like sheep or bright 
beads. His appeute will devour the earth and leave behind only a desert." 

A hundred and fifty years later, the capitalists still control things on this 
planet. And they are still waging war on the earth ... the air ... the water ... the sky. 
Mass movements around ecology have developed in countries throughoul the 
world. People are figh1ing to "save the Earth." And in doing so, they are 
confron1ing the palitical ques1ion ofwhal is the real cause and solu1ion 10 Jhis 
problem. There IS a growing sense that there is something deeply wrong wilh a 
sys1e~ ~al lr~ats lhe earlh and lls inbabilants this way. And more aod more, 
there 1s a f~hng •~at only somclblnJ radical and "earthshaking" is going 10 stop 
1he deslrucuon going on. • 

. Many people a~ correct~ sec ,tia, ~~ere !)lUSt be a "global approach" 10 . 
1h1s problem-1tia1 l1 lS impossible to try an<S undc;rstand ecological issues Jn a 
narrow, "country by country" way. As Kar! Marx said: • 

•·Fr~m lhe standpoinl of a higher economic form of sociely, privale . 
ownersh~p of the globe by single indiylduals will appear quite as absurq as private 
o_wnershap of one man by anolher. Even a whole society, a nation, or even all 
s1mul1aneously existing societies taken 1oge1her, are not the owners of the globe. 
They are only its passessors, hs usufruc1uaries, and like boni patres familias, they 
must hand ii down I0SU~iµg g~n~f@li<)fl§jD ~!l iWPfOV~ ~J\d!lio.nt :· . . '• ·.: , .. 

~b-Avalcian, Chairman oftheRCP, has also addressed this question. lri 1"· ••· • 
Reflectwns, S~etch~, 1Jnd Prov~ations, Avakian says, '½ very profound analysis is 
conccnlraled an lhas slalement by Marx, which gives from yet aoolher angle an 
added emphasis 10 lhe impartance of viewing things first and above all from the 
P?in! of vi~w of the world arena ~nd the world struggle. Stepping back and 
viewing lhang_s from that slandpomt, looking a, lhe world map from this aspect, 
for example, II becomes clear lhat simply viewing the s1ruggle in terms of how ii 
should procee~ in one particular country or one parlicular part of the globe · 
cannot deal wllh lhe fundamenlal problems 1ha1 mankind as a whole confronls in 
aucmpting to be, as Marx says, the trus1ees of the globe. And ii cannot, in fact, 
le~~ 10 a qualitative change, to a qualilalively more ralional approach to how 10 
1111IILC 1hc resourc~ of 1he canh 10 further the emancipation of mankind and 10 
advam;c ~uman soc1etr In a materialist sense, a coun1ry-by-coun1ry viewpoint, or 
a viewpoint of only being concerned about lhe advance in one nation or one part 
of lb~ wo~ld, cannot even ap~roach, lei alone solve, 1his problem. So lhe land 
que!.11011 in 1he final analysts IS a global question." 

Chairman Avakian then goes on 10 poinl out two imponan: 11roblcms 1he 
p~oplc of the world need to solve 10 become "lrus1ccs of lhC; glob-::." 
. ~e. firs1 problem is the national question. In countries do1nina1cd by 
unpcnahsm lhc masses need 10 wage a people's war of national liberal ion. And 
in lhc future, the struggle 10 achieve na1ional equality, even between s1a1cs ruled 
by lhe prole1aria1, will remain a crucial parl of the transition to this higher form 
of society 1ha1 Marx referred 10-a communisl world. 

The second problem is the question of small production. Small production 
and small ownership of land is widespread in the world today. And even after the 
prolc1aria1 seizes power, "Land 10 lhe liller" will remain a jusl, revolulionary 
de~and. 11 will ~01 be possible to abolish "overnight" all private property and 
pnvate ownership of lhe means of produclion. And the prolelariat in pawer will 
have to learn 10 live wilh small producers while al the same lime struggling to 
transform lhem and their oullook. As history has shown, this is bound to be a 
complex and difficult process, full of rwists and lurns. 

All this underscores the fact that we can't approach the problem of "saving 
1he plane1" without talc.ing a revolutlonaiy internalionalist approach. Only -
revolution can save our planel-revolulions aimed at geuing rid of oppression in 
every part of lhe world. The issue here is not simply "protecting the species." Al 
•~e roo_, of lhe serious ecology problems lhreatening lhe planet today lhere are 
btg pahtical and economic problems-imperialist dominalion and paverly. And 
so ifwe want to solve loday's problems of ecology, we have to address the 
ques1ion of the profound lopsidedness of the world. 

The imperialist countries, both Easl and West, dominate a greal parl of 1he 
world's produc1ive forces and enslave the great majority of the world's people. As 
Lenin poin&ed out,parasitism is one or 1he mos, lmpor1an1 fea1ures of 
imperialism. Whole sections of the Imperialist countries are devolcd 10 
nonproduc1ive activities, while lhe imperialists plunder large paras of lhc world 
and exploit the massi!S &here as colonial sla~es. And some of 1he spoils from ibis 
are passed along lo sec1ions of people living in the home country. This parasitism 
is backed by lhe tremendous weighl of military production and the 1hrea1 of 
destructive weapons that could destroy lhe plane,. These are the foa1ures of 1he 
l~psidedn~ of 1he world loday. This undersoores the respansibility of people 
nghl here to &be "belly of the beasl" 10 rise up and overthrow this system. 

Marx's point lbal we are only lbe earth's possessors and that we must hand it 
down·10 succeeding generations in an Improved condition underscores the 
importance of ecology. But as Bob Avakian paints oul, "More than 1ha1, It helps 
us to see more clearly how human society is indeed the tlUStee of lhe globe, and 

how lrtsane ii is for different nations, and even different individuals wi1hin 
different na1ions, 10 be ballling each olher for control over little parcel£ of lhis 
earlh in a way w_hich can only maintain anarchy and s1and as a great obstacle to 
human society consciously deciding how 10 best use-and al &he same time 
preserve for the future and develop-a he globe of which it is lhe 1rus1ee." 

The capilalists wanl 10 cover up the fact that it is lhem and their sys1em 
1ha1's killing the earth and its people. These days il's fashionable for corparations 
lo talk about "ecological respansibility." Bul the needs of 1his sys1em are 
completely incompatible wilh ecological respansibility. And we are nol all jusl 
common 1ravelers on "Spaceship Earth." Those who rule have the power of life 
and death over us. We live in a world marked by classes and class society, by 
oppressor nations and oppressed nalions, by oppressors and oppressed. And the 
deslruclion of lhe earth and ils people is one resull of 1he exploi1a1ive social 
relations carried out and maintained by the capilalilil class. 

The people of the world cannot allow lhis class of oppressors 10 remain 1he 
owners and abusers of the earth. The fale of lhe planet must nol be lefl in the 
hands of a system that is completely oulmoded and is already destroying the earlh 
and ils inhabitants. And no amount of individuals "changing their lifeslyle" is 
going 10 solve this problem as long the people don't have s1a1e power. Only 
revolution can save our planet. And only revolution can free humani1y from the 
chains of exploila1ion-so lhat, in facl, we will be able to carry ou1 our 
trusteeship over the globe and hand down to succeeding generation, a whole new 
world. D 
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f,J\JILtf. 
The following response to criticism of CRCPA's position on 

AUSTRALIAN IMPERIALISM AND BOUGAINVILLE 
is now being made publicly available: 

In July 1989, CRCPA distributed a leaflet titled, "BAWS CFF l3CXXiAINVILLE! 
AUSTRALIAN IMPERIAL!s-t GEr oor ce PAPUA-ml-1 GOINFA •• 

The leaflet provided some analysis and background to the struggle being 
waged by the Bougainville Revolutionary Army against the police and military 
forces of the PN:i government and referred to the despatch to Bougainville of 
four Ircquois helicopters by the Australian government. The spark for this 
upsurge in struggle related to the Panguna copper-mine on Bougainville 
operated by Bougainville Copper Ltd. 

The leaflet was subsequently criticized in writing by a former supl?()rter of 
CRCPA: 

"I believe the main thrust of the leaflet to be quite wrong ... I 
also think it illustrates the differences we have had on this 
subject.•• II 

Other (ex-)supl?()rters of CRCPA have expressed substantial agreement with 
this letter of criticism. 

The "offending" section of the CR:PA leaflet read, 

AIJSl'RALIAN IMPERIAL!s-t IS TO BLAME. 

Troops fran Pap.la-New Guinea (PR;) have tried to suppress the Bougainville 
rebellicn with a reign of terror. With their '~ration Blueprint' they have 
1112rdered thirteen, and bashed an1 teargassed many zoore. Ralndups, aoo 
buOUDj the hanes of suspected rebel synpathizers have becaoe routine. 
Legislation to bring back the death penalty is afoot. 

Australian capital has been deeply entreoched in Pm since World War I. 
currently Australian investment is about $2 billion. Nearly 70% of the PR; 
econany is owned by Australian capital. Large Austral~ profits are made, 
amidst t.he poverty of the PR; peoples. Iitlch in the same way that the wealth 
of Australia was built on -top of the outright ra:lbery of the Aboriginal. 
peoples. ~-

In spite of pious prani.ses from Prine Minister Hawke that they won't be used 
c:W3ainst the Bougainvilleans - the Ir~ois helicopter is a war machine! It 
is designed for counter-insurgency. 

~ is boiliD; over with social unrest. Australian inperialist exploitation 
is the cause. It is not surprisin:; then, that Australian troop intervention 
bas been openly reported arrl discussed in the media. 
We've seen such sabre-rattling before. 
Australian troops aoo warships were despatched to Fiji aoo _Vanuatu, in case 
they were needed to protect imperial interests. 



The CRCPA leaflet argued, •']he Bougainville people are right to rebel 
against Australian inperialism aoo its PN:; accooplices.• 'The leaflet 
concluded by raising the following slogans: 

VI~ TO THE BCXX;AilNILLE REBELS! 
R) AilSTRALIAN INl'ERVENl'IOO IN PAPOA NBi GOINFAl _ 

SUP,_...,""'PQRl~· THE RIGBT CF TBE PACIFIC PEDPI,E.q . TO SELP-DETERMINATIOOl 

******************** 

The letter of criticism stated, 

[11 '"Bougainville Copper Ltd is a part of the CRA group and that 
conp3ny is at least 80% British. 

"It is therefore .in defence of British imperialism that the 
[21 Australian government and equiµrent are being used aoo it is British 

profits that the Australian taxpayers money is being used to 
protect. 

"The Australian military forces are in this instance a lackey to 
British and not Australian imperialism and The Hawke Labor party is 

(31 clearly a conprador government protecting foreign imperialist 
interests. . 

"The thrust of the leaflet totaly distorts this important fact 
(41 presumably in an attempt to prove that Australia is a significant 

imperialist power. 
"surely if you look objectively at the facts you will see that 

Australia is almost overwhel.ned by Foreign ownership of all our 
irnportant resources. The concept of Australia being a significant or 
even an independant Imperialist is patently wrong • 

[51 "Industry both primary and secondary, Tourism and finance are 
well under the foreign thurrb and the few renaining large 
'Australian' companies have shareholdings that cannot be analysed 
and are dependant to a very large extent for loans and share 
placements to the large OS financier~. 

"The leaflet therefore deflects the attack away from the real 
(61 enemy, fails to show the comprador nature of the Hawke labor party 

and reflects very adversley on your handling of the facts." 
" ... You seem to hold the view that you rrust expose all 

capitalists sirrultaneously. That you rrust fight on all front~ 
(71 sirrultaneously. That any attempt to distinguish between those who 

are the main enemy at a particular time, and those who could be 
brought into support the general line you espouse, is an act of the 
political degenerate." 

(Spelling as in original, 
margin nurrbers ours - CRCPA> 

(81 The letter of criticism continued with allegations of "Trotskyism", 
"leftwing corrrrunism" and a general deviation from Lenin, Stalin and Mao 
Tsetung on tactics being levelled at the CRCPA. 



~ cocPA stands l2Y ~ Bougainville leaflet~ conpletely rejects .the. 
criticisms. ~ slanders contained .in .this. letter, 

It has now been recognized, even by Amnesty International, that the four 
Australian supplied helicopters (flown by Australian pilots) were used 
against fighters of the Bougainville Revolutionary Arrrrj (ABC television news 
11/7/90). The Australian government remains a firm supporter of ·the blockade 
against Bougainvi~le which is causing a rising death toll on the island due 
to a breakdown in medical services on the island (The Age, July 10, 1990). 

There is nothing new in this letter of criticism. It is wrong and it 
articulates exactly the Chauvinist Party(M-L) view that Australia is an 
oppressed country (by foreign imperialism) and the Australian government and 
bourgeoisie nore generally are comprador or lackey in character. This view, 
in marginally different manifestations, has had a long history in the 
11 cormunist" and "left" 100vements in Australia. It remains the dominant view 
on the Australian "left". ·rt has also been the subject of ideological 
struggle within the CRCPA (as this letter indicates) and other groups which 
strove to keep aloft the banner of Marx, Lenin and Mao in the wake of the 
revisionist betrayal by the CPA(M-L) majority after the capitalist roaders' 
coup in China following Mao's death in 1976. 

Historically, there have been two types of deviations from the Leninist 
analysis that in the era of imperialism there i a fundamental division of 
the world between a handful of advanced capitalist countries and the great 
nurrber of oppressed nations. On rec09nition of this reality - Lenin, Stalin 
and Mao all argued correctly that -- the world proletarian revolution is 
composed of two revolutionary currents: socialist revolution in the 
imperialist countries; and, national liberation in the oppressed nations. 
The "left" deviation is best represented by the Trotskyite and Hoxhaite 
sectlets who maintain it is a question of immediate socialist revolution in 
tne oppressed nations as well. The openly rightist deviation, which has had 
a long history in the communist novement in rustralia, is a blurring of the 
Leninist differentiation with the notion that Australia is oppressed by 
foreign capital and there is a need for Australia to be "independent" before 
there can be socialist revolution. The letter of criticism is firmly in 
this rightist revision of Lenin's analysis of imperialism and the tasks it 
places before the proletariat in Australia. 

[11 BQr-AINVJI,IrE COPPER LTD. CBCL) AW BRITISH CWNERSHIP 

BCL's headquarters are in Melbourne. It is owned 53% by Conzinc 
Riotinto Australia (CRA), 19% by the PN3 government and the remaining 27.3% 
is held by public shareholders, mainly Australian (Pacific Islands Monthly, 
January 1989). The Panguna copper mine, which is at the centre of the 
struggle on Bougainville, is jointly operated by BCL and the PN3 government 
<~, 0::tober 16, 1989). It contributed at least 17% of PN:;'s internal 
revenue and 45% Of export earnings before the Bougainville rebel landowners 
shut it down in 1989 (The Age, April 13, 1989). 

3,-
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Copper mining began when in 1969, CRA in collaboration with the Australian 
colonial administration, forcibly seized land owned by Bougainvilleans. 
Police baton charges and tear gas attacks were used to crush Ctercporarily) 
the resistance of the local people (Playford and Kirsner, Australian 
Capitalimn p.61>. 

It .is true that CRA is "at least 80% British", but that is not ·aecisive. The 
CRCPA leaflet correctly located the struggle over the Panguna copper mine in 
the context of Australian capital's oyerrall domination of the PN:; economy. 

(21 ImITISH IMPEBJN,IS'i AW PW 

SUbsequent investigation by us has confirmed the neo-colonial domination of 
PN; and Bougainville by Australian imperialism. 

In the oppressed nations finance capital is in the hands of foreign capital. 
Since the end of ¼WI Australian finance capital -- based mainly around 
Westpacf which as the Bank of NSW opened its first Papuan branch in Port 
Moresby in 1910 (Buckley and Wheelwright, No Paradise for Workers p.247) 
has been the dominant fraction of capital in Pt-r;. 

After PN:;'s "independence" from Australia in 1975 this in no way changed 
except that Australian imperialism, both directly and through .its comprador 
government in Port Moresby, has tightened its grip. 

The letter of criticism would have us believe that because one British 
rronopoly also has a significant interest (but as we indicate above NJr, as 
the letter of criticism implies, a majority interest in the Panguna copper 
mine) that it is British. imperialism that is dictating to the Australian 
governm:nt. 

In denying Australian imperialism's involvement and responsibility, this 
perspective is oblivious to the fact that in the imperialist era, the 
alignment of (social-)imperialist powers (big and not so big) is a question 
of lining up in two rival blocs headed by the biggest powers. Like the 
wolves they are, imperialists of all sizes hunt in a pack. We know from 
20th century history, that both previous world wars developed not as tree 
for alls with each power attacking the others willy nilly. The fact that 
Australian imperialism is in alliance with other bigger imperialist powers, 
in no way changes the fact that they are acting out of their own imperialist 
interests. Because of the uneven development of nonopoly capitalism, all 
imperialist alliances are unequal. This "inequality" in no way changes the 
imperialist nature of these alliances. 

In any event, to claim that, today in 1990, British imperialism carries Irore 
clout in PN:; or the S-W Pacific generally, than does Australian imperialism 
is unsupportable on the evidence. One of the spoils that fell to Australian 
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imperialism from defeated German imperialism after WWI was the colony of New 
Guinea. Olr rulers have not looked back. PN3 is Australia's largest buyer 
of rice and third largest market for high-tech manufacturing products. 
Exports from Australia to PN3 are running 4:1 in Australia's favour now at 
around Sl billion (Australian Financial Review January 17, 1990). Australian 
corporations are responsible for 45% of all foreign investment in P~'s 
mining, manufacturing and service industries (Maclellan, "Policing the 
~onorny in PN3," Arena no.86, 1989, p.43). Arrl .as the CRCPA leaflet pointed 
out, 70% of the PN3 economy is owned by Australian capital. 

But still, we do not believe that it is purely economic concerns that drives 
Australian imperialism to act as regional policeman for the Western 
imperialist alliance. Rather, Australian imperialism is concerned to 
maintaL""? a relatively stable and passive PN3 mainly because of the exarrple 
that a successful anti-imperialist and secessionist movement there would set 
for the rest of the region. The Australian imperialist media certainly 
recognize this, as the following quote from an editorial in The l\ge (January 
23, 1990) highlights: 

"The success.or failure of 'the Bougainville rebellion will influence· 
similar novements elsewhere in PN3. The gold and copper Cl< Tedi 
mine, another venture in which a lot of Australian money is 
invested, is already starting to follow the pattern set a year ago 
on Bougainville.... . PN::; is justified in seeking... military aid to 
help it control the Bougainville insurrectionists ... " 

As well, there is the role Australian imperialism has been allocated, as a 
Pacific power, within the Western bloc's strategy of turning any war with 
the Soviet bloc away from Europe, where the social-imperialists have 
enornous ground forces advantage, to a global conflict where maritime forces 
have a more significant role, especially on the more vulnerable flank of the 
Soviet bloc. 

The Australian ruling class has carefully crafted the political and economic 
structures of PN3 to suit its own strategic imperialist interests. Aid is 
high. In 1988 the Australian goverrurent gave PN3 $275 million, as well as 
half its military budget. In May 1989, Australia agreed to give PN3 Sl.5 
billion in assistance over five years (The sun, Melbourne; May 25, 1989). 
currently there are in the order of 100 Australian defence personnel 
deployed in PN3 and PN3 officers are trained in Australia (The Australian, 
January 19, 1990). And as mentioned above in referring to the CRCPA ~eaflet 
the four helicopters used against the rebels were provided by Australia, as 
were the pilots (ex-RAAP) whose salary was paid for by Australia. The 
parallel with Vietnam here is obvious. 

cameron Forbes, reporting from Port Moresby made these points in The Age, 
(April 22, 1989): 

"Its a titre of questioning the political system [in PN:;] ... the relat
ionship with Australia, the former colonial power ... there are charg
es of economic suppression am nee-colonialism by Australians ..... 
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the fires of secession will blazeo.~ 

"PN3 .... remains dependent on Australian aid and will be for roore than 
a decade ..... The head of the newly born Trade Union Congress, 
Lawrence Titinur, uses that nasty term, exploitation ... 'the basic 
exploitation is from Australians ... exploitation has increased 
rather than decreased ... the troubles at OK Tedi [operated by 
Australian roonoJ;X>ly BHP -- CRCPA] and Bougainville, the youth riots 
- in our view these are signs of frustration at oppression and 
suppression' ... He [Titim.lrl also claims the old plantation owners 
have returned in a new guise -- as management agencies which 
[Australian] banks insist be involved before funds will be loaned to 
PN:; owners ... similar agencies operate in sectors servicing the 
mining iooustry ... the levels of profit in this country nust be the 
highest in the world. Managerial positions are held by [Australian] 
expatriates and our people wander the streets'." 

Cne of the more nauseating aspects of the carrpaign against the proposed 
M.llti Function Polis, p..ished by Chauvinist Party (M-L) and the rest of that 
rrotley pack of scraggly "left" nationalists, has been the xenophooic 
hysteria over the possible creation of a large Japanese expatriate 
population in Australia. The "left-wing" racists' collective silence about 
the 4,000 plus expatriate Australian population in PN:i and Bougainville who 
live off the backs of the toiling indigenous masses has been deafening. 

£31 CCJIPRADCR 

Mao Tsetung never ·used the word conprador ("a class which directly serves 
[foreign] imperialism and is fostered by it" -- &I, II p. 289) in the 
context of an advanced capitalist country. Mao Tsetung always upheld the 
Leninist division of the world even if 11 Maoists11 in the West have not. For 
exanple in "Problems of War and Strategy," Mao remarked that, .ncapitalist 
countries ... in their external relations, they are not oppressed by, but 
themselves oppress, other nations." To suggest, as do the CPA (M-L) , that 
Mao's exposition of the role of the cornprador bourgeoisie in the oppressed 
nations is applicable to the bourgeoisie in capitalist countries is a 
roonstrous forgery. 

141 AUSTRALIA AS AN IMPERIALIST PQ9ER 

Australia is a lesser imperialist power with its own sphere af 
international plunder especially PN3 and the S-W Pacific. It is the biggest 
capitalist power in the Southern Hemisphere and whilst it is not one of the 
big six Western imperialists (currently rreeting in Houston, USA - July '90), 
it is in the top ten. The Australian social order and class basis is 
indistinguishable from bigger and the biggest imperialist powers. Lenin's 
five-~int definition of imperialism clearly fits Australia. 

As stated above, when Australia intervenes or threatens to intervene -- and 
we've seen a lot of that lately arouoo crises in Fiji, Vanuatu, PN3 as well 
as Namibia and a corrmitrrent of naval support to the Persian Gulf -- it does 



so for inperialism as a whole, as a merrber of the Western inperialist 
alliance am for .i.ta.~mm. iroperialist interests. 

JS 

The claim that because Australia is not one of the biggest inperialist 
powers it is therefore not an inperialist :POWer at all is nothing nx:>re than 
the the Chinese revisionists' "Theory of the Three Worlds" re-visited. 

(51 FOREIGN CAPITAL IN AilSTRALIA 

The key question of who holds state power is decided by identifying in whose 
han:is finance capital is in - foreign or local capital. Although there is a 
substantial proportion of foreign capital in selected industries this does 
.DQt. make Australia dominated by foreign capital. Banking capital arxl key 
i.Ixiustrial capital, the oost important segments from which finance capital 
ererges (as per Lenin' s Imperialism> are owned by Australian bourgeois. 
None of even the most outspoken advocates of the "Australia is a client 
state" school have suggested otherwise. 

Like its lesser inperialist peers, Australian capitalism has always made use 
of foreign capital to expan::l because the domestic base for capital 
accunulation is inadequate, and because it is characteristic of the post
WWII, neo-colonial phase of inperialism that inperialist powers penetrate 
each other and each others' neo-colonies with capital and goods. 

As the profit figures for Australian trading banks routinely show, high 
profits are made because, not in spite, of heavy foreign borrowings. 

(61 1'HE MAIN ENwY 

In his struggle against the opportunists of the Second International and 
their desertion from the comm.mist ranks Lenin had recourse to hold up the 
fighting internationalist spirit of the German Leibknecht. Leibknecht 
declared in the face of the social-chauvinists who claimed the real enexey 
lay beyond the border that, "the main enemy is at home.• CRCPA strive to 
live up to this in theory and practice. 

As Mao said in "Problems of War and Strategy", the one war that comm.mist 
Parties in capitalist countries want to fight is the civil war against their 
"own" ruling class for which they are preparing. 

To argue or do otherwise, is a rejection of the basic Leninist principle on 
the attitude the proletariat in the capitalist countries nust take toward 
its "own" bourgeoisie. 

The "general line we espouse" is hastening the developirent of the world 
proletarian revolution by overthrowing irrperialism in Australia. All 
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imperialism and reaction are our enemy but our main enemy is Australian 
imperialism and wil.'). not change from "particular time" to "particular time". 
We unite with all who can be united in this historic rnission ·of the 
revolutionary masses led by their vanguard party. 

The letter of criticism confuses the general line of a proletarian party (or 
group) with strategy and tactics. But in any event the furrlarrental principle 
ot having a revolutionary defeatist position towards one's "own" bourgeoisie 
~ not negotiable. We are not out for support from the class enemy. We base 
ourselves upon those with nothing-to-lose - the downtrodden proletarians -
and their allies. 

[7] TIQI'SKYISM, 

The Declaration of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement points to the 
cold hard truth that, "the basic Leninist prirx:iples regarc.iin; the 
preparation for aoo wagin; of the proletarian revolution in the i.up!rialist 
c:oontries have long been buried un:ier an avalarx:he of revisionism" (p.37). 
Cne of the biggest boulders in the pile of revisionist rubble in this 
country pas been the view that denies Australia is an imperialist country. 

Far from us being the Trotskyites it is those who from an openly rightist 
position deny Lenin's analysis of imperialism that have most in comron with 
the also anti-Leninist (but from the "left") Trotskyites. 

Despite invoking their names, the letter of criticism is not able to (nor is 
it possible to) IIUster Lenin, Stalin or Mao Tsetung as support for the 
proposition is advancing a "left-wing" cornrcunist or Trotskyite line. 

******************* 

JAPANESE-DESIG ' 115 TH£ snxx RR£ s.owr.v ~ aJWa'JfrDES 8EalO 71lfM ~ 
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STUFF AUSTRALIA DAY! 
The 1988 Bicentennial bloodfest may be over, but the stench from the 
patriotic belch of January 26th still burns our nostrils. 

The Aboriginal people have exposed this day as Invasion Day.The syst
~matic theft of Aboriginal land and the destruction of Aboriginal 
culture which began back then,continues to this day. 

Those concessions which have been granted by the ruling class,such as 
limited land rights,have flowed from the actual resistance of the Abor
iginal people themselves. Resistance against the continuing and basic
ally unchan9ed oppression by Australian imperialism of the vast major
ity of Aboriginal people. 

IT IS RIGHT TO REBEL. 

The Aboriginal people are right to rebel against the racists, reaction
aries and rulers of Australia, and the more rebellion the better! 

We must support every outbreak of Koori protest and rebellion. 

The pleas by the ruling class for reconciliation in 1988 are still 
echoing two years later, and so is the hypocrisy. 

Pl ea s ~ u c h a s " f o r g i v e a n d· f o r g e t II a 11 b o i l down to t e 11 i n g t h e op p r -
essed that they must accept their continuing oppression and genocide. 

That is, if . you are young, black and get on the wrong side of the 
police, within a few hours of arrest, having been bashed first by the 
cops and then by the screws, you could be dead. 

Loud and clear the Aboriginal people have made themselves heard
there is nothing in this day to celebrate. 

WE'RE PROLETARIAN INTERNATIONALISTS, NOT AUSTRALIANS. 

For we who are the proletariat and its allies-the propertyless class
there is likewise nothing to celebrate, nor even identify with, in Aust
ralia Day. 

We don't have a country.We live in it but it is not yet ours, and we 
identify not with Australia but with the international proletariat. Our 
flag is the red flag of revolution, not the tattered and bloodstained 
flag of the ruling class. 

RED, WHITE & BLUE · 
WE-HATE YOU! 

YOU STAND FOR PLUNDER 
~ YOU MUST GO UNDER! 

-
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FALSE CONNUNISH IS OEAO, LONG LIVE REVOLUTIONARY COHNIJNISHl slt~t:ions; i11p le11entlng a r-eYo lut ionary 11ass 1 foe, spread
Krushchev' s attack on Stalin, in the notorious ·secret·- .. 1ng the-:outlook.'a.nd ·' ·_influ~n~e of Narxis11-leninis11-Maois11 to 
report at the 20th Congress of the Co1111unist Party -·of: the ·-the highest 4egre

0

ei-. a-~d, be1-ng based a11ongst these who have 
Soviet Union in 1956 heralded the e11ergerrce of 11oder.-n, nothing to los~ ·_ tn~ downtrodden proletarians - and, their 
Soviet-style revisionis11. Marxis11-leninis11 was revised by allies~ - Thi~ is so that when a revolutionary situation 
gutting its revolutionary soul and capitulating to e11erges a mass party can be forged around revolution and not 
i11perialis11. The attack on Stalin was the excuse to reject economic deals, refor11s and selling cut to bourgeois 
the dictatorship of the proletariat in theory and practice. political parties and i11perialist powers. 
So not since the 1950's has there been any working class 
rule in the USSR ~hen this new bourgeoisie inside the Soviet 
communist party steered a course down the capitalist road. 
So too, in Eastern Europe where co1111unist parties followed 
in the steps of Krushchev's ~evisionism and restored 
capitalism. Two decades later in China, capitalist roaders 
(headed by Deng Xiaoping) snuffed out what was a revolution
ary beacon under Nao Tsetung's leadership. Today the state 
capitalists that run these countries are reeling, scorned 
and reviled. Many have even dropped the label ·communist·. 
Fine! Mao identified these revisionists for the privileged 
parasites they are 25 years ago and with accuracy predicted: 
·1r the Rightists stage a coup d'etat in China, I a■ sure 
they will know no peace .. . ■ Another socialist revolution is 
the only solution for the East -- HAO MORE THAN EVER! 

NAKE HEYOLUTIOII! 
Nothing less than turning the whole world upside down (or 
·rather right s;de up) is going to bring dovn this 
i ■perialist systeli. Preparation for all-the-way revolution, 
and not pitiful reforms is the urgent order of the day. The 
revolutionary movement in Australia must aia to serve the 
world revolution by overthrowing the state paver of the 
ruling class here. This will pave the vay for proletarian 
dictatorship and through more revolutions eventually 
classless co11unis1. We stand by Mao Tsetung's words: 

·11 there is to be a revolution, there must be a 
revolutionary party. tithout a revolutionary party built on 
the Narxist-leninist revolutionary theory and in the 
Nsrxist-leninist revolutionary style, it is ;t1possible to 
lead the working class and the broad masses of the people ta 
defeat i11perialislf and its running dogs.· 

FOH ,4 HAOIST PARTY UNITED Ill THE 
REYOL UTIONARY IIITERNATIOltALIST l{(J'IEIIE!(T ! 

If there is to be revolution in Australia the proletariat 
and its allies will need the party Mao spoke of above as 
none has e-xisted here far decades. The Marxist-leninist
Maoist vanguard in Australia will be built as part of the 
international co11unist movement. The recent regrouping of 
Maoist forces throughout the world into the Revolutionary 
Internationalist Movement (RIM) is a qualitative leap in 
rebuilding the international communist movement. The CRCPA 
supports RIM, joining in its campaigns and working toward 
forming a Naoist party. CRCPA is guided by the 198, RIM 

·oeclaration, and strives to ;ake the specific application of 
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism to the concrete conditions of 
Australia. This means: carrying out revolutionary agitation 
and propaganda; analysis of the world and Australian 

001N ¥ITH AUSTRALIAN INPEHIALISH! 
Australia is a lesser imperialist power. Although the 
Australian ruling class doesn't always act on its own 
doesn't mean it isn't acting in its own interests. This 
Australian imperialist bourgeoisie wields state power. It 
commands the army, police, courts, bureaucracy etc using 
them to keep us down. Parliamentary elections merely 
mystify this bourgeois dictatorship. Australian imperialism 
has its own sphere of dominance, bullying and exploitation, 
in the SW Pacific etc as well as a growing global presence. 
CRCPA welcomes more defeats for Australian imperialism and 
its allies. Today, there is nothing progressive about 
Australian nationalism. Our flag ;s the red flag 

OOflf tITH HACISN ANO NATIONAL OPPRESSION! 
The history of capitalism in Australia is a continuing saga 
of genocide, outright robbery of the land and, brutal 
oppression of the Aboriginal and Islander peoples. 
Concretely taking up this national question and upholding 
the right to self-determination, including secession, is a 
key cornerstone around vhich the unity of the revolutionary 
proletariat and the oppressed Koori and Murri peoples 11ust 
be built. The biggest step in getting rid of the ideological 
poison of racist attitudes will be taken when this 
imperialist system that is the source of this sewer, and in 
turn thrives off it, is swept away. 

OUR INTEH!tATIONALIST ourr. 
Australian co■munists 1ake revolution not just for the 
workers and oppressed in Australia. The Australian 
revolution 1ust be _11ade in unity with and for the cause of 
the international proletariat. We place special e■phasis on 
supporting the People's War in Peru led by the Co11unist 
Party of Peru, a party based on Harxism-leninism-Maois■, and 
participating in the .Revolutionary Internationalist Movement 

STEP FORK ARO! 
To those who can hardly wait for the time when this rotten 
system can be torn down, link up with us revolutionary 
communists. Join us in preparing the ground for people's war 
to seize political power and pave the way far the creation 
of a new syste1 that will put an end to all oppression and 
exploitation, everywhere. 

Co•mittee for a Revolutionary Com•unist Party ;n Austra/;a 
Correspondence to ·rhe Co••Utee • at e;ther: 

Box ,uo PO 801 Al/0 
GPO Nelbourne JOO! Sydney South 2000 




