Number 12
1997 *4.95

THE OFFICIAL THEORETICAL JOURNAL

OF THE MADIST INTERRATIONALIST MOVEMENT @ Q
- ENVIRONMENT
| SOCIETY

Plus: Political Prisoners, Philippines Photo Essay, Reviews...

S,

=,



MIM

Theory

1997
Volume 5, Number 1

Maoist Internatienalist Movement

Editor: MCI2

MiM Theory is the official theo-
retical journal of the Maoist
Internationalist Movement (MIM).
Subscriptions are 318 per yearfour
Issues. Overseas airmail subser|pe
tions are $36.

MiM alse publishes MIM Motes,
the party’s official voice on current
news (12012 issues or 3| each);
Motas Rojas, the newspaper of
emerging Spanish-speaking parties of
MIM  (34/year): and, Maaist
Sojourner, by and far Third WWorld
Magist exiles led by MIM ($ | 2/vear
17 tssues). International subserip-
tions cost more.

MIM Is an undarground party that
does not publish the names of jes
eomrades in erder to aveid state
survaillance and repressicn that has
been historically directed at comma-

movements. In the wext, "MC”
means a MIM Comrade, "RC"
means RAIL Comrade, & member of
the Revalutionary Anti-lmperialist
League, which is led by MIM.

MIM Theory Is not copyrighted.
Please credit MIM when capying,

Send cash, check, or money order
pyable to “MIM Distributers)”

MIM = PO Box 3574
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-35756

West Coast info:
MIM Motes » PO Box 29670
Los Angeles, CA 2002190670

Internet:

mim@Emin.org
www.otext.org/Politics/MIM

nist parties and anti.imperialist |

What is MIM?

The Maoist Internationalist Movement

is the collection of existing or emerg-

Ing Magist internationalist parties in
the Engllish-speaking imperialist countries and their
English-speaking internal semi-colonies, as well 25 the
existing or emerging Spanish-speaking Macist internation-
alist parties of Aztlin, Puerte Rico and other territories
of the ULS. Empire.

MIM uphelds the revelutlonary communist ideclogy of
Marxism-Laninlsm-Macism and is an internationalist orga-
nization that works from the vantage point of the Third
World proletariat,

MIM struggles to end the oppression of all groups over
other groups: classes, genders, nations. MIM knows this is
only pessible by building public opinion to seize power
through armed struggle, ;

Revolution is a reality for North America as the military
becomes over-axtendad in the government's attempts to
maintain world hegemony.

MiM differs from other communist parties on three main
questions: {1} MIM holds that after the proletariac seizes
power in socialist revolution, the potential exists for capi-
talist restoration under the leadership of a new bour-
geoisie within the communist party itself. In the case of
the USSR, the bourgeoisie seized power after the death of
Stalin in 1953; in China, it was after Mao's death and the
overthrow of the “"Gang of Four” in 1976. (2) MIM
uphelds the Chinasa Cultural Revolution as the farthest
advance of communlsm In huran history, {3) MIM believes
the Morth American white-working-class Is primarily a
non-revolutionary worker-elite at this time; thus, it is not
the principal vehicle to advance Maoism in this country.

MIM accepts people as mambers who agree on these
basic principles and accept democratic centralism, the
system of majority rule, on other questions of party line.

“The theory of Marx, Engefs, Lenin and Stalin is universally
applicable. We should regard it not as dogma, but as g guide
to action. Studying it is not merely @ matter of learning terms
and phrases, but of learning Marxism-Leninism as the science
of revolution.” — Mao Zedong, Selected Works, Vol Il p. 208
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WHAT WE WANT, WHAT WE BELIEVE

IVinosT INTERKATIONALIST MovemeT ProcRam, Aucust 1996

1. WE WANT COMMUNISM,

We believe thal communism is the elimination of all
oppression—the power of groups over other groups. This
includes national oppression, class oppression, and gender
oppression,

2. WE WANT SOCIALISM.

. We believe that socialism is the path 1o communism, We

believe that the current dictatorship of the bourgeoisie oppress-
es the world's majority. We believe that socialism—the dicta-
torahip of the proletrial and peisaniry—is a DECessary sicp
towards a world without ingguality o dictatorship—a commu-
nist world, We uphold the USSR under Lenin and Stalin
{1917-195%) and China under Mao (1949-1976) a3 models in
this regard.

3. WE WANT REVOLUTIOMARY ARMED STRUGGLE.

We believe thal the oppressors will not give up their
power without a fight. Emling oppression is only possible by
building public opinion o seize power through anned struggle.
We heligve, however, that armed straggle in the imperialist
couniries is 4 serious sirategic mistake until the bourgeoisic
becomes really helpless, Revolution will become a reality for
Meorth America as the ULS, military becomes over-extended in
the government's attempts w maintain world hegemony.

“We are advocates of the abolition of war, we do ot wani
war; but wer e only be abolished through war, and in order
&0 gel rid af the gun if is necessary fo take up the gun."—Mag
Zedong

4, WE WANT ORGAHIZATION.

We believe that democratic-centralism, (e system of uni-
fied application of majority decisions, 15 necessary o defeat
the oppressors. This system includes organization, leadership,
discipline and hierarchy, The oppressors use these weapons,
and we should, oo, By building a disciplined revolutionary
communist vanguard party, we follow in the tradition of com-
rades Lenin, Mo and Huey Newton,

5. WE WANT INDEPENDENT INSTITUTIONS OF AND FOR THE

OPPRESSED.

We believe that the oppressed need independent media to
busild public opinion for socialist revolution. We belicve i1
the oppressed need independent insitutions to provide land,
bread, housing, education, medical cire, clothing. justice and
peace. W believe that the best mdependent mstimution of all is
a self-reliant socialist government.

6. WE WANT CONTINUOUS REVOLUTION.

We belleve that class struggle continues under socialism.
We believe that under socialism, the danger exisis for a new
bourgeolsic o arise within the communist parly isell. We
Pelieve that these new oppressors will restose capitalism unless
ihey are stopped. We believe that the bourgeotsie seized power
in the USSR afier the death of Stalin in 1953 in China it was
alter Mao's desth and the ovenlhrow of the “Gang of Four™ in
1976, We beligve that China's Great Proletarian Coliural

_AgainsLi

Revolution (1966-1976) ks the farthest advance towards com-
munism in human history, because it mobilized millions of
people against the restoration of capitalism.

7. WE WANT K UNITED FRONT AGAINST IMPERIALISH.

We believe that (e imperialists are currently waging a hot
war—a World War II—against the world’s oppressed nations,
ingluding the 1.5, empire’s interal colonies. We seck [0 onite
all who can be united under proletarian and feminist leadership

We beligve thal the imperialist-couniry working classcs
are primarily a pro-imperialist labor aristocracy at this tme.
Likewise, we believe that the biological-wimmin of the impe-
rislist countries are primarily a gender aristocracy. Thus, while
we recrutl individuals from these and other reactionary groups
10 work against their class, national and gender interests, we do
not seek stralegic unity with them, In fact, we believe that the
imperialist-country working-classes and imperialist-country
hiologhcal-wimmin, like the bourgeoisies and petit-bour-
genisies, owe reparations 1o the international proletariat and
pensaniry. As such, one of the first strategic steps MIM will
ke upon winning state power will be (o open the borders.

Wi believe that socialism in the imperialist countries will
require the dictatorship of the international proletarial and tha
the imperialist-country working-classes will need (o be on the
receiving end of this dictatorship.

8. We wanT New DEMOCRACY FOR THE OPPRESSED HATIONS.
WE WANT POWER FOR THE OPPRESSED HATIONS TO DETERMINE
THEIR DESTINIES.

We believe that oppressed people will not be free until
they are able to determine their destinies. We look forward
the day when oppressed people will live without imperialist
police terror and will leam to speak their mind without fear of
\he consequences from the oppressor, When this day comes,
meaningful plebiscites can be beld in which the peoples will
decide for tbemselves if they want (heir own separate nation-
stilEs Or some other amemgement.

9, WE WANT WORLD REVOLUTION.

We believe it is our duty w0 support Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism everywhere, though our principal sk is 1o build pub-
lic opinion and independent institutions i preparation for
Maoist revolution in Morth America. The imperialists think
and st glohally—we must do the same.

10, WE WANT POLITICS 1H COMMAND.

We belisve that correct tactics flow from comect strate-
gies, which flow from a correct sdeological and political line,
We helieve that the fight against imperialism, capitalism and
patriarchy goes hand-in-hand with the fight against revision-
ism, chagvinism, and opporiunism.

“The correciness or atherwise of the ideological and
political line decides everything. When the Party's line is cor-
rect, then everyihing will come s way. If it has no followers,
then it can kave followers; if it has no guns, then o can have
guns; if it kas no political power, then it can have political
power, "—Man Zedong

copy and distribute » copy and distrifiute = copy and distribule = copy and distribute = copy and dislribule = copy and disiribule



Introduction to this Issue
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IM publishes this issue of MIM Theory on revolutionary environmentalism o push the debate for-
ward on socialism and the environmentalist agenda. We offer criticisms of various “lefi” environ-
mentalist lines — from the owtright First World-“Not-In-My-Backyard” movement to the idealist,
Luddite anti-industrialism — to the revolutionary environmentalism of the Communist Party of the

| Philippines. Our fundameéntal goal is eradicaling The oppression of people over people, and this goal is also

the most effective way (o liberate the environment from human aggression. We do not believe that socialism
necessarily achieves environmental salvation, but we do argue that only through socialism do we have a
chance at it. So we outline our own position on the following principles:

| Historically, the most egregious assaults on the environment have been products of oppressive rela-
tions among people. Production processes most damaging to land and resources have been made possible
through violent coerced labor conditions — from the extraction of gold, rubber, sugar and other monocrops
to the industrial pollution of multinational indusiries — that characterize colonialism and imperialism, The
drive for profit and wealth from resource-rich areas to the First World has ireated people and resources as the
same expendable mass. Multinationals” pursuit of land has forced landless peasants o practice destructive
agriculiural techniques o survive. The eradication of these destructive processes through land reform, self-
determination and independence in the Third World will halt the environmental destruction they cause.

2. Being a true environmentalist in the First World means committing national suicide, as it requires the
inevitable “sacrifice” of these resources for use above human need. But opting out of consumplion alone s
reformism — active suppon for revolutionary national liberation struggles, through working with a Maoist
party, is the most effective path to overthrowing imperialism and liberation for its human and non-human
victims,

3. Toward the goal of equality among people, production and development — including technological
development — is essential to the constrection of socialism, We will not suppon destroying or halting tech-
nological developments in areas such as power plants, refrigeration, and medical care (1o name a few) in the
name of environmental protection. After socialist revolution, a sirong military (i.e. weapons production) o
defend against capitalist aggression will also be a necessity and must not compromised for environmentalist
reasons. However, as dialectical materialists, we know that only through mobilizing the masses of people
who participate in production and agriculture in an equitable way can we apply the scientific knowledge
we've gained since the Soviet and Chinese socialist experiences to work on reducing the toxic pollutants that
characterize advanced industrial and agricultural production.

4, Maoists recognize that “the environment,” “natural resources™ and other such concepts are socially
constructed according to the values of human society. Something that exisis in nature is designated a
“resource™ if it is beneficial to human life; and that social construction is not democratically determined.
“Resources” that could produce cheap food and medicine for the poor may not be “resources” worthy of pro-
tection by those in power. Hence, we do not speak of the absolute morality of “saving the environment™
apart from our understanding of revolutionizing human social relations — and with them conceplions of
mrality.

5. Only by putting proletarian politics in command will we be able 10 address the problems of human
oppression and the exploitation of the non-human workd. Toward a greater understanding of this issue, we
explicitly invite criticism 1o this issue of MIM Theory, and are cager o host further polemics and struggle
over the correct course for Maoist environmentalism,

— MC44 & MCI2




Letters to MIM Theory
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Spear & Shield:
MIM Wrong on

—Political —

Prisoners

Two Problems (with what MIM suys
aboul what We t-a}'} i just received MIM
y Theory 11 [Am-
enkkkan Prisons
on Trial -ed.],
and here are
SOMELE COIMIMEETELS,
followed by a

rume whu:h w: puhh.r.bad in 1992,

1. We (Spear & Shield Collective)
didn’t (Mew Afrikan P.OW. Journals in
197714978) & don't say Ul CONSCIOUS-
ness is principal (... if consciousness
rather than material conditions wiks pran-
cipal, then oppressed people who did rod
THINK they were oppressed would not
be.” (p. 36)). - Practice is principal; this
is what makes Political Prisoners and
Prisoners of War! S0, "a New York
Prasoner,” as well as MIM, has guoted
1k incompletely and incorrectly.

2. You don't seem o understind that
We have YEARS OF EXPERIENCE
with “applying revolutionary leadership
10 an overwhelmingly revolutionary
population.” Our focus on imprisoned
revalutionaries is 1o give the people con-
crete examples of what We are fightng
fior, what kind of people We need © be,
and the requirements of he struggle for
land, independence & socialism.
Oftimes when conditions change for this
“geerwhelmingly ('7) revolutionary pop-
wlation™ {i.¢., release from prison of
transfer), their PRACTICE doesn’t man-
ifiest their revolutionary potential.

This all leads me 1w some other ques-
lions:

1. How closely have you REALLY
studicd this gquestion”

2. Have you ever been in prison?

3. Have yoo ever visited a political
peisoner of @ prisoner of war in u.s. pris-

ons?

4. Have you ever spoken with one (a
PP or POW) ouiside of the MIM circle
{particularly a New Afrikan Political
Prisoncr or Prisoner of War)? 5. You

nary Call all prisoners politcal prsomers, -

but do woo call all prisoners revolution-
aries?
ReBuild!
—Spear and Shield Collective
October 27, 1996

WHo ARe NEW AFRIKAN
PoumicaL PRISONERS AND
PrisoNERs oF War?

Reprinted with permission from
CROSSROAD, vol. 4 #3, winter 1992,
Spear & Shield Publications, 1340 West
Irving Fark Road, swite f08, Chicago, L
TR

During the past twenly years a very
active theoretical struggle has unfolded
arpund the Mew Afrikan Independence
Movement's stand on Mew Afrikan citi-
zens held in ULS. jails and prisons. A
major subject of this struggle has been
the evolving definition of New Afrikin
Political Prisoners and Prisoners of War,

A wendency within the Movement has
recently arisen which believes it neces-
sary to make a sharp distinction between
Mew Afrikan and noo-New Afrkan (e.g.
“Black”™) political prisoners and prisoners
of war, Two reasons are put forth for
making such distinctions: 1) the New
Afrikan Independence Movement negds
1o strengthen its ideological and structur-
al base; 2) the struggle o assert Mew
Afrikan nationality 1s a form of the
struggle between contending ideologies.

The Need to Assert New Alfrikan
Nationality

The struggle for an advanced, compre-
hensive and ideologically consisient
political line within the New Alrikan
Independence Movement 15 an expres-
sion of necessary theoretical debate
which must occur in order that contra-
dictions within the Movement and con-
tracictions between the people and the
oppressive state may be sharpened and

resolved, and so (e the Movement may
hasten the realization of its goal of
national independence and socialist
development. Theoretical struggle is
necessary because different ideas exist
within the Movement == ideas which—
have their basis in the class forces which
exist inside the nation — and it is thas
an expression of class struggle within
the nation and within the Movement.

For nearly thirty years the New
Afrikan Independence Movement has
led a revitalized theoretical struggle
within the nation to funther develop (and
to make predominant), the line which
asserts the strategic goal of national
independence for Afrikan people inside
present 115, borders. This was nol a new
underaking.

From e fifteenth century, at which
time the colonial contradiction in the
Western Hemisphere between Afrikan
peoples and Egropean seuler-colonialists
has its origins, the primary contradiction
WITHIN the colonized nation has been
expressed, on one side, by those who
sought o regain some form of separate
existence as a distingt and free people.
On the other side of the contradiction anc
those who have sought to assimilate
themselves into the LS. as, in effect,
partners in imperialist oppression and
plunder.

This historic struggle between those
who “want in™ and those of us who “want
o, is mose than a mere surategic daffer-
ence between sectors of a single move-
ment: These who pursue national inde-
pendence embrace one ideology and
belong to one movement, and those who
oppose this movement clearly belong 1o
another and embrace a different ideology.

The other major moverment of Afrkan
people inside the U5, is most ofien
referred to as the “black liberation
movement.” Whatever this movement
may he aboul, it s not about NATION-
AL liberation. If it were, then it would
be deseribesd in terms of the nationality
of the people pursuing their existence &
A nation-state independent of the 115,

It is extremely necessary that the New

4
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Afrikan Independence Movement assert,
al every opporiumity, its separate
(national) identity from all movements
which do not scek the establishment of a
sovercign and independent state for
Adrikans i the U5, because the failure

__to do 50 WILL impede the national lib-

eration struggle.

The guestion of national sdentity is
uniquely important (o Afrikans in the
1.5, unlike most peoples who struggle
for national liberation. The colonization
of Afrikan peoples in the Wesiern
Hemisphere was facilited by fomms and
technigues of oppression which were
designed o underming or destroy our
original identities as peoples — peoples
who shared similarities with each olher,
and who shared differences from the
peoples of the oppressive settler-
oolonies.

S0 long as We maintain our sense of
similarity between oorselves and the
ense of difference from the oppressor
{amd the sense of dignity inherent in our
sense of separate identity), then We will
continge 1o resist oppression amd fght o
regain our independence as a people —
@ prople separate and distinct from the
OPPICSSIve slate,

The distinct national ideniity of Mew
Alrikans, when expressed by us as a
group/movement/people, charicienzes
the fundamental contradiction which
exisls between our nation and the ULS
settler- imperialist state, O form of
MATIONAL identilication signals: 1)
the actoality of our separatencss; 2) our
desire 1o he free of the culwre of the
115, and w0 be free of s political juris-
diction,

Conscious and Unconscious New
Afrikan Citizens

The Mew Afrikan Independence
Movement recognizes two basic classes
of cilizens:

1) Unconscions;

2} Conscious,

The Movement recognizes thee cale-
gorigs of Mew Afrikan citizens beld in
L5, prisons and jails:

13 Captured Cilizens (unconscions);

2 Political Prisoners (conscious);

3} Prisoners of War (conscious).

Chur stand on New Afrikan citizens
held in 1.5, prisons and jails rests on oor
umderstanding of the different levels of
consciousness and commilment among
{hem, and upon recognition of e differ-

ent kinds of activity tha they were _

andfor are engaged in.

The formal distinclion between
“Conscious” and “Unconscions™ New
Afrikan citizens was made — and the
importance of the distinction was
emphasized — in the first Article of the

Code of Umoja, our nation’s
Constitution:

Article I

Mew Afrikan Citizenship

Section | — Citizenship by
Birth: Each New Afrikan person
bom in America 15 8 citizen of the
Republic of New Afrika.

Section 2 — Citizenship By
Parentage: Any child bom o a citi-
zen of the Republic of New Afrika
is & citizen of the Republic of New
Adrka.

Section 3 — Citzenship By
Naturalization: Ary pesson ok oth-
erwise a citizen of the Republic of
Mew Afrika may become a cititen
of the Republic of New Afriks by
completing the procedures for nal-
wralization as provided by the
People’s Cemter Council.

Section 4 — Pre-Ratiflication
Cilizenship Rotained: Each person
wha is a citizen of the Republic of
Mew Afrika s the tme of the pas-
sage of this CODE OF UMOJA iz
berealier a citizen of the Republic
of New Adrika

Section 5 — Right 1o Chosce of
Citizenship: MNotwithstanding
Sections 1,23, and 4 of Article I,
the right of any person o expressly
deny or renounce hisfher cilizen-
ship shall not be domed.

Section 6 - Citizenship of Other
Alfrikans: Persons of Afrikan
descont, wherever their original
place of birth or domicile in the
wogld, have a right o Mew Afrikan
Citizenship, as provided by the
People’s Center Couneil.

Section 7 — Conscious
Citizenship: All citizens of the

_____states against the Mew Afrikan

Republic of Mew Adrika who are
awane of their citizenship are con-
gcious Mew Afrikan cilizens. Az a
resalt of an over 300 year-obd poli-
cy of force and frand used by the
United States government and the
governments of various American

nation, many citizens of the
Republic of New Afrika are not
aware of tweir baman right o New
Adrikan Citdzenship and indeed are
nol aware of the existence of the
Mew Afrikan nation in North
America. The growth of a con-
#cious New Adrikan citizenship is
related (o the success of (e libera-
tion gtruggle. The ohjective mea-
surement of that growih shall be a
consideration in the development
and implementation of Provisional
Government policy, programs and
structure a3 determined by the
People’s Center Council.

Ome canned fight for national indepen-
dence if one i3 unawsare of the very exis-
tence of the nation, ie., if one's nation-
ality is not New Afrikan, Unconscious
cilizens owe no permanent allegiance 1o
the defined objectives of New Afrikan
people, and they owe no allegiance
any organ of the New Afrikan
Independence Movement, e.g., the
Provisional Government, the New
Afrikan People’s Organization, the
Spear and Shield Collective, or the New

Afrikan Commuonist  Organizing
Because New Afnkans arc engaged in

a struggle for national independence and
socialism, and because of the
Movement's relative weakness at pre-
senl, its aim with regard 1o the 105,
prison system is nol to reform it. We
plan 1o secure the refease of all New
Afrikan citizens from U3, prisons — but
We will do so only as & consequence of
successiul national liberation revolwtion.
We will continue to struggle o secure
the release of certain prisoners, and We
will struggle to improve the reaiment
and the living conditions of captured cit-
izens, However, the success of these
efforts will themselves greatly depend
upon our effective engagement in strug-

5
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gle in all spheres of the lives of the
masses of New Alrikan people.

The Movemen's major responsibility
toward imprisoned wnconscious cilizens
i%, at this time, 1o promote New Alrikan
consciousness, and 1o involve them in

ivity that will promoe the

further development of the Movement
and its struggle for national indepen-
dence.

MNew Afrikan Political Prisoners and
Prisoners Of War

Mew Afrikans held by the LS. as
Political Prisoners and those held as
Prisoners of War, are Conscious Citizens
of the nation, e, they are CoNsCious
fighters of a people stuggling against
colonialism and for national self-deter-
mination and imdependent SU0e power,
Mew Afrikan Polincal Prisoners and
Prisoner of War have swom a general
allegiance to the naton and s objec-
tives, amd sworm a particular allegiance
1o one of the formations of New Afrikan
Independence Movement.

The primary distinction presently
drawn by the Movement between Mew
Adrikan Political Prisoners and Prisoners
of War is that the latter are classified as
the armed forces of the nation, New
Adrikan Prisogers of War are armed anti-
colonial combatants; they are members
of structured military arms of political
organizations; they are commanded by
persons responsible for their subordi-

nates; they adhere to international
humanitarizan law, ie., they mest all cn-
teria of said law, and they should be
accorded Prizoner of War status and
ireatment by the LLS.

— Owusu Yaki Yakubuo

__Spear & Shicld Collective

MC12 Responds: In response (o the
specific criticisms of the MIM Theory
article, we musl say that MIM did not
misquote Spear & Shicld in the passage
cited. Earlier i the anticle we stated of
the Spear &  Shield cssays:
“Fundamentally, the argument against
classifying all prisoners (or even all
oppressed nation prisoners) as political
is to preserve e term for people with a
palitical practice, as opposed o the
masses of lumpen prisoners locked
down for non-political crimes” (MT11,
p- 35). Therefore, there should be no
doubt that Spear & Shield argues prac-
tice is principal in this case, as we said,

However, we argoed that Spear &
Shiekd went on o define the necessary
practice by its level of consciousness, so
that their logic ends up clevating the
conscious over the practcal more than
we think s comect in the CIrCUMAADCES,
In fact, as the article sent with e letter
from the Spear & Shield comrades
shows, they have defined two kevels of
citizenship in the New Afrkan nation,
conscious and unconscious, a distinction
that MIM does not agree with when fod-

ENVIRONMENT SOCIETY REVOLUTION

mally defiming national membership,
The second specific argument, that
MIM fails to understand Spear &
Shield's long years of experience in this
area, 15 aleo whde of the mark. MIM's
OWn exlensive experience in prison

conclusions. We are certainly awane that
MANY, Cven most, prisoncrs degenerate
politically when they get out of prison,
In the MIM Notes prison section, Under
Lock & Key, we routinely run an
announcement that says, “Many com-
rades stop doing politcal work afier
their release,” and wrge them 1o keep in
contact with MIM. This fact, however,
this only serves to underscore MIM s
argument that prison conditions are dif-
ferent from other institations of colonial
appression, such as schools. This
strenglhens, rather than weakens, our
argument against pitling jailed revolu-
tionary leaders against more lumen
nationals in prisoan.

Spear & Shield also says “Our focus
on imprisoned revolutionarics is o give
the people concrete examples of what
We are fighting for, what kind of people
We need o be, and the requirements of
the struggle for land, independence &
socialism,” MIM docs nod object 1o spe-
cial work on behalfl of imprisoned revo-
lutionaries. As we said in the arlicle in
question, "Making a distinction between
political prisoners with a revolutionary
practice — like Mumia Abu Jamal and
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Geronimo Pratt — for the purposes of
defending revolutionary leadership is
progressive. MIM supports struggles 1o
free these individuals who are leaders of
ihe proletarial and who the proletariat
and the party must defend againsi state

k" But we also said, “The profetari-

al must defend its beaders withoul con-
ceding that the masses' imprisonment is
any less substantively ‘political” on the
part of the oppressor we seck 1o defeat”
{p. 34). In this latter statement is the dis-
agreement with the Spear & Shield
Callective,

MIM was incorrect 1o refer to the
prison population as “overwhelmingly
revolutionary™ in that semence. Rather,
we were correct on the previous page
when we said that every “cominon crim-
inal” s @ “polential revolutionary ™ That
means that the prison population of the
oppressed nations is hoth more potea-
tially revolutionary than the population
owptside, and more revolutionary i proc-
nice a5 well.

Unanswered in Spear & Shield’s
response is MIM's argument thal prison
itself leads many peopbe 0 become revo-
luionaries who were ool when they

==

What Is MIM? documents
MIM's history and origins,
including the Main
| Principles, Program,
| Constitution and a collec-
tion of defining essays. This
is 24 packed pages you need
to understand MIM.
Send §2
cash, check
or maney order to:
MIM Distributors
PO Box 3576
| Ann Arbor, MI 48106-3576.

‘What is MIM?

wenl in, In part that is becanse, for many
young people especially, prison is the
first place they get a decent education on
important matiers (including MIM Moies
and other revolutionary publications).
And in part that results from the drama-
ically concentrated perpetration of

national oppression (Bat (ke place i questions ol the-day-or it-doesn’t: This is——

prison. These two elements together
make prison a much more revolutionary
sitation than life on the outside, even in
a colonially-oppressed nation.

Finally, with regard 1o the questions in
(he lewer, we will only answer them in
part. The questions aboul personal back-
ground amd experience ane questions for
an individual rather than an organiza-
fion, 50 we won't answer them in that
way. We also wouldn't answer such
questions on an individual basis, because
they are idealist anyway, However, il
should be clear from MIM Nowes and
MInM Theory, including MTE1, that they
are produced in concert with many iris-
omers, whose contributions are and have
heen central 1o the development of our
practice and ling. One of the articles i
question was wrillen by a Maoist prison-
er. Many prisoners work with MIM and

s

What iz the

Maoist

Intermationalist
— Movement?

ol

RAIL, 50 the question of whether “we”
work with or communicats with “prison-
ers" is misplaced.

For Maocists, line is decisive. What
MIM says is right or wrong becanse it
works or il doesn’t work, because it cor-
rectly treats the imponant conditions and

determined in the dialectic of theory and
practice. This line of reasoning by Spear
& Shield is sclf-defeating. Most people
who have experienced national-colonial
oppression at the hand of Amerika are
ol revolutionary nationalists. Does this
make the theory wrong? MIM receives
many criticisms from people who have
“been there™ and el us that we are
wrong because our argument doesn't (il
their ideas. Tom Wicker of the New
York Times went 1o Attica and talked to
revolutionary political prisoners; does
that make his analysis of thal movement
cormect? No.

With regard to question #1, has MIM
“REALLY™ stmlicd this question. The
answer is Yes, as is readily apparent
from reading the years-long record of
MM reading and writing on this issue,
the testimonials and arguments of hon-
dreds of political prisoners, and so on. It
woukl be incomect for MIM w @ke on
sich guestions lightly, and we have noi.

With regard to question 85, MIM does
not call all prisoners revolulionary. As
we said, they are as a group the most
revolutionary population in North
America with the possible exception of
First Mation peoples. We treat all prison-
ers a5 potential revolutionaries becanse
they have a high rate of responsg (o rev-
olutionary politics, and many develop
revolulionary political practices inside
and outside of prison.

MIM welcomes this struggle with the
Spear & Shield Colleciive and thanks
them for their response (o our articles,
We repeat that in this struggle we
believe we have more unity than differ-
ence with Spenr & Shicld, and we urge
readers inside and outside of prison (o
continue this streggle with both MIM
and Spear & Shield. MIM Theory will
gladly devote more space 1o this impor-
Lant guestion in future Ssues.
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A-APRP
Responds

MIM,

I is wrong to believe that one cultire
 possesses alone all the moral, spiriual,

T social, or intel-
lectual values
which exisi. To
believe thai truth
only exisis in
d onres own racial
::-r ruﬂuml miliew ix wropian, Human
discoveries, infelleciual powers and the
development of knowledge aren't
restricied o anyone in parbicular. They
are the result of a chain of wneversal dis-
coveries .., and developments. .

—Akmet Seku Ture

It i5 incorrect to say that the All-
African People’s Revolutionary Party
“upholds a psendo- socializt Weology™
(MIM Notes 118 July 15, 1996). What is
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism? I speaks
1 working people’s conditions as seen
by Marx, Lenin (euros) and Chairman
Mao {Asian).

Adrican people are survivors of colo-
nialism and chatiel slavery. Along with
class exploits people of color must deal
with white supremacy amd racism,
Mirumahist-Tureist Pan-Africanism in
short is the ideology necessary for
Afncan people o deal with the condi-
toens umigue o Alrcan people.

Alrica began civilization. Present in
that civilization was communalism,
which communism 15 based oo, We are
happy to see people embrisce these ideas
o [t the culiural contexis of every land
mass andd people world wide.

We are sciennific socialisis. We are
comrades in the worldwide struggle o
end exploitation of one person by anoth-
©F S0,

Ready for the Revolution,

— Party Militant, August, 199

MIM Responds: This letter denies
the umversal aspects of Maoism: the
necessity of revolutionary armed strug-
gle, the theory of Protracted People’s

War in semi-feadal and semi-colonial
countries, and the continuation of class
struggle under socialism. This only cor-
roborates MIM's assessment of the A-
APEP in MIM Motes 118, which crit-
cized the A-APRP for cheerleading for

all sorts of revisionist and non-revold-

tionary movements, such as the stale-
capitalist regimes in the ¢x-USSR and
Cuba and Yasser Arafat's PLOJ(L)

Revolutionary anti-imperialist move-
ments which do not fully understand the
necessily of armed struggle ran the risk
of capitolating to the enemy like the
PLO or FMLN i El Salvador, National
liberation movements which do not
understand the necessily of continuous
revolution and the development of
socialism run e risk of becoming neo-
colomies (this is a particolarly pressing
question in the case of Eriea).

Socialist movements which do not
understand that class struggle continues
umder socialism run the risk of capitalist
restoration, which can lead to state capi-
talism (as in the ¢x-USSE and China) or
neocolonial domination (as n the case of
Cuba during the 70s and 80s).02)

But the letter goes even funher than
just denying the cormecness of Maoizm;
it implies that becanse Marx, Engels,
Lenin, and Sialin were Eoropean and
Mao was Chinese, they have nothing 1o
say 1o Black revolutionarics, African
revolutionaries, Mohawk revolutionar-
ies, or Mexican revolutionaries. This is
an unscientific standpoint which judges
what is said by who is saying it. The
hydrogen atom has one electron, regard-
less of whether Margaret Thatcher or
Kwame Nkrumiah says 20, The science
of revolution demands tial we investi-
gate the coment of what 15 sald and test
it against reality before accepling or
rejecting it — we cannod afford the lux-
ry of making ad hominem arguments,
The letier's flippant dismissal of
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism as the nar-
row view of a few individoals is a sign
of laziness and lack of investigation.

For one thing, Mao himself went 10
great lengths o explain that the undver-
sal aspects of theory have o be creative-
Iy applicd to concrete reality of every

society, e.g. it wouldn't do just o copy
the Bolsheviks tactics in the Chinese
countryside, MIM has written extensive-
Iy about this, and repriois an anti-Jdog-
matist quede from Mao on page two of
every MIM Motes and MIM Theory,
Furthermore: the proaf of the pudding.
is in the cating, Marxis(-Leninists and
Maoists led the two most successful
struggles for socialism the world has
seen 50 [or and at one point led more
than one-thind of all the people on the
planet wowards communism, The experi-
ence of the Chinese revolution alone
encompassed several nationalities and
many different concrele siluations, from
land reform and goerrilla warfare in the
countryside to strikes and rebellion in
the cities.

Revolutionaries in India, Azania,
Viewmam, Ertea, Turkey, Peru, and the
Philippines have studied and used Mao
Zedong’s theories to lead successiul
anti-imperialis stugghes. The combined
praciice and thought of these revalution-
aries from many sociclies assore that
Marxism-Leninism-Maoiam i3 indeed
not the property of one “racial” or cul-
tural milieu (that is, coliural atmaos-
phere).

MIM has more unity with the Ture
quote st the beginning of s letier than
with the letter writer. Ture recognizes
that scientific wruth ¢xists, and encour-
ages people to leam from other cultures
in order to master it. The letter wriler
tums Ture on his head and essentially
argues that African revolutionaries cin-
net beam from “earos™ or " Asins."”
Maodes:

1. “African Liberation Day 1995 pamphiet,
published by the A-AFRF.

2. Bee MIM Theory 4 for a review of how
Sowiet social imperialism came to domi-
nate Cuba and see MIM Theory 10 for an
[-LLHY duﬁcribing how the Soviel social
imperialists weed the Cuban military as 2
1o0] io strengthen their contraol of Angola.

MIM Theory wants to
publizh debate over
theory and practice. If you're
reading this, shouldn't you
either be working with MIM or

writing us with your criticisms?

8
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‘$tates, Not
‘Snakes’

Greetings.

As per yours of the 10th, you wrong

snal:cs by your reference to the central
capialist state as
“the United
'§ Snakes.” Legless
repriles are not
fouling our envi-

i romment (o the
detriment of all living things. Although
cold-biooded in more than the metaphor-
ical sense, snakes do nol napalm inmo-
cent villagers or engage in terrorist
activities against entire populations.
Snakes do pol monopolize the globe and
pile up surpluses created by the labor of
others while tose others languish from
want of the basics for life. Mo, you inap-
propriately discredit snakes by conflat-
ing their mythological symbolism and
nataral defenses with a very real and
vicious foe. Perhaps a betier term you
might consider would be the “U155." The
full-length acronymic refercnt “United
Dollars of Amerika™ need only be
implied, as the point should be obvios.

1 concede the descriptor “Amerikan™
s long as it is clear in s usage that the
term refers (o imperialist state power and
nod 10 the many Americans who live in
the two continents of the Western
Hemisphere, Amerikans  arritate
Americans from countries such as
Mexico, Canada and Brazil by their
usurpsation of a term that apples equally
o those wheo live in Nonh amnd South
America, Whibe [ am not fully in concor-
dance with that appellation (America) as
it is rooted in the name of an lalian
European merchant  adventurer
(Amerigo Vespucci), I will admit its
commen usage. Uur pUrpose misl con-
front the material,

Although vo one shoald be surprised
by the monopolistic endencies of 1%
capital, whether it applies w the real or
the erminological, we should perceive
that capitalists live in other places than
the UTSA. Although LIS capitalists domi-

nate, they are joined by capitlists from
Canada, England, Italy, France,
Germany, Japan, South Korea, Taiwan,
glc., in the exploitation of the inlemma-
tional working class. The anmed force of
capital is hemdquariered in the USA but

_it_has branch offices everywhers, with

local bosses (compradors) in charge.
Capitalism must be fought everywhere it
operanes.

1 agree that the Amerikan working
class is not currently a “revolutionary
vehicle” as you put i However, the US
working class must join with the work-
ers of e world for world revolution o
be specessiul. We ane curmenily wiiness-
ing the development of conditions that
can revolotionize the US working class.
1% capital is in the process of an
increasing immuseration of the Amerikan
waorker. It should be our purpose as
Marxists to clevale class CONSCIOUSHESS
wherever we arc.

We must iry o make all workers real-
ize why the rich are getting richer while
we are pelting less, We arce divided and
conguered, sliced up and devoured,
hased on ponsensical notions of nation-
alism. We must make known that this
process of exploitaion can only be ter-
minated by the eradication of the perver-
sions of racism and national borders,
This “progess™ that divides our humani-
ty, in all its definitions, is capitalism,
Capitalism's eradication, and the neces-
sanily concurment solidarity of the work-
ers of the world, and the mutual con-
cemns for our wonderful culiures, inclhsd-
ing those imprisoned in the gilded cages
or ghettos of the imperial center, this is
revolution, Together we will win; only.
In this struggle 1 remain

Yours in solidarity,

— & worker in the West

The RAIL Coordinator Responds:

.. | think you raise a good point aboat
the wse of “the United Snakes™ for both
its misrepresentation of the animal
snake, but 1 woold sy more imponantly
because of the memphorical and mythi-
cal reference. 1 would say that w fully
gel a materialist analysis correct and
well voiced to the masses one must be

consistent in everything, including ser-
minology. To refer 1o the “v.5."” as
smkes leads ones mind o the idea of a
“matural” innate corruption where the
next step is just believing in human
natore, [ agree thal the vse of USA is

_much more direct and materialist

approach to the naming of Amerikkka
and its loyal patrons the Amerikkkans,
The % has a larger meaning in selfish-
ness, cormuption, power and individoal-
ism — everything that Amerikkka stands
for. 1 hope MIM will reconsider its use
and 1 will pass on this leter 10 the vari-
pus RAIL branches o get their mpat.

One point of struggle | think we have
is in your analysis of the white working
class, what MIM and RAIL call
Amerikkkans and he labor ansiocracy.
You said you would oaly “concede the
descriptor “Amerikan” as long as i is
clear in its usage that the wrm refers ©
imperialist state power and not to the
Americans who live in the two conti-
nents of the Western Hemisphere,” The
indigenous people of European-pro-
claimed South America are, yes, part of
that continent, but more imporiantly ane
native 1o teir individual matons, Jost as
Mative American MNaions surrounded by
Amerikkka we don’t  consider
Amerikkkans, we don't consider other
indigenous nations any less than the
nation they belong 1o and defing them-
sclves by,

S0 what about the labor aristocracy?
They, as well as their imperialist govem-
ment counlerperts, are what make up the
term Amerikan here in North America.
The labor aristocracy has relied all along
on national destrection o reap s con-
cessions from the Third World and the
colonized nationals, Iis actions are no
Tess than those of 4 commaon Klan mem-
ber who uses oppression and militriza-
tion for its own selfish ends. (For more
info on the white labor moment read 1.
Sakat's Sewlers; The Mythology of the
Whire Proletarial and MIM Theory 10.)
You say that now is the time for the
development of a revolutionary working
¢lass, but what are your réasons? It
seems that now the white working class
is more complacent than ever, fighting

9
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only for thew own reactionary benelis
and backing such lines as appear in
Ealph Nader's campaign, Mr. imperalisg
consumerism himself. Raising a mini-
mum wage may find its way into the
hands of a minonty of the oppressed, bal

~the rest will siall be jobless, homeless, -

ignored and allogether colonized. Sure
there may be some advoces of limiting
malinationals abroad, bot enly 20 that
their lives will be secure (even if it is
rectionary, it still may be progressive in
removing oolonial power), Very few
members of the labor aristocracy look
beyond their own pockets, and have
become even more complacent with
their material wealth thal they have been
able to gain through the growing
exploitation of Amerikan rule. The only
strong enough and advanced enough
revolutionary foree toxlay comes from
the Third World proletariat and its allies,
The white working class has revealed
Just whose side i°s on, and i certinly i
notl the side of the oppressed and
exploited. A world revolulion can and
will be suceessiul, but is going 0 take
the physical force of the revolotionary
proletariat to force its way into 1§
boarders and take what belongs o them,
Maybe al that point the kabor aristocracy
will sicle with the oppressed, bun al this
point they have shown themselves o be
an reliable opponent.

In this current time we no loager live
in a simple capitalism. As Lenin pointed
oul capitalism will, upon need for a larg-
er market and cheaper Iabor, expand out
militarily and politically w all the workd
and impose the Amerikkkan system,
thus reaching imperialism. Yes, it
divides our humanity o class, gender
and nanonal contradictions. Buot it is
goang o take the exploited Third World
proletarial 1o unie against ils Common
oppressor, Amerikkka and imperialism,

If you are interesied in hearning more
of MIM™s line on this you should read
MIM Theory 1 and 10, Both are com-
pletely full of theory on the labor aris-
ey and what sor of force they have
prowven themselves w be, While yes [ do
agreg tiat we shoald, as revolutionaries,
unite all that can be united, we alsa

believe thot the white working class has
chiosen its alleginnee with the imperialist
bourgems dictatorship, Please do send a
response (o this whole issue as well as
amy vequests for MTs or just other com-
ments. We look forward to struggling

~with you and your organization Turther -

on this and any other issees.

Did Mao
Help Nixon?

What is MIM's view about Chadrman
Mm s meeting with President Richard
Nixon in the
early T0s?
{ MNixon could
quite possibly
be called one of
the most jingo-
istic, imperialistic presidents that the
Uinited Snakes has ever clected. His
policies in Laos, Vietnam, and
Cambodia were an affront to the world
community, and a shameful disregard
for human rights, Despite all of this,
Mao sl consented to meet with him
under peaceable werms and open diplo-
matic relations, And all of this was afler
the Cultural Revolution that purged
thousands within the panty ranks for col-
Iaboration with capitalistic and counter-
revolutionary elements in Ching, Did the
Chairman do a complete wm-around of
policy, or was there something more to
7T Mao surely must have known that a
great many Coldwarriors in Amerika
were anxious to take a hand line against
him and the Chinese Communists, Eight
years of Kennedy(lohnson “liberalism®
mipde reaclionaries even mose eager to
accept Nizon's fascist policies. The
Mixon sdministration hailed the meeting
a5 a political viclory because they essen-
tiglly were able 1o turn the USSR and
Communist China against each other as
diplamatic rivals, Troe, there was ten-
sion before, but Nixon's visit brought it
all 1o the surface. Today, China has
become a shell of Us former sell by serv-
ing a8 just another market for 1.5, cor-

porate interests, mnd the Chinese govern-
ment has clearly demonsirated that it
does not share Mao's love for the people
(the 1989 Ticnanmen Square massacre
demonstrated this),

S0 basically, we see China take the
—gourse of Coliura] Revolotion {(professed -
by MIM to be the high water mark in the
struggle againsl imperinlism), and then
Mao decided 1o meet with Emperor
Nixon after the infamous Cambodia
bombings, and while two million
Vietnamese were being slaughtered.
Adter this meeting (as well as Mao's
death), China went inlo a decline that
continges to this day. How does MIM
feel about this historical aspect of the

Macist philosophy?
—Midwestern Student
Internet reader

MC12 replies: First, there is no rea-
som to make a connection between Mao
meeting with Nixon and the subsequent
rise to power of the state capitalisis and
eventual fascists who have run China
since 1976 under Deng Xisoping. You
make no causal argument 10 support
your assertion that there is & connection
between the two events, and we see no
evidence that there is. Mao may have
been entirely correct to meet with Nixon
without influencing whether or pot fas-
cists would eventually come (0 power in
China. In this argument, you join many
others, most notably perhaps Trotskyists
such as the Spartacist Leagoe, who rog-
tinely assert with no evidence that Mao's
meeting with Mixon led w the degenera-
tion of the Communist Party (and, we
would add, the restoration of capiial-
ism), They call this “"Marxism-
Leninism-Henry Fissinger Thought"(1)
Wi do not believe this is the case,

Mao's meeting with Nixon was a mat-
ter of diplomacy and foreign policy. You
say: “Mao surely most have known tha
a great many Coldwarriors in Amerika
were anxious o take a hard Hne against
him and the Chinese Communists.” If
this is true, and the meeting with Nixon
reduced reactionary Amerikan antago-
mism toward China, is that a bad thing?
China was, guite correcily, not seeking a
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war with the Uniled $tates, =0 whatl
wioilitd be the good in provoking it?

On the other hand, youo say: “The
Nixon administration hailed the meeting
as a-political victory hecanse they essen-
tiglly were able to wm the USSR and
_ Communist Ching against each other o
diplomatic rivals. Troe, there was ten-
sion before, but Mivon's visit brooght it
all 1o the surface.”

Well, bere vou are skirting the point.
Was there “lension before” or not? OF
course there was. What is the effect of
Man's decision (o bring it “all to the sur-
face™? Does this mean that Nixon was
“shle 1o turn the USSR and Communist
China against each other™? OFf course
nol. Mao met with Nixon because he
viewed the social-imperialist Soviet
Union as the “main danger™ fced by the
Chinese revoluotion externally {2} Mao
decided this based on political econcmy
before meeting with Nixoa; il was nol an
accomplishment of Mixon's! In that
case, what is the effect of Mao bringing
it *all o the surface™? It communicates
1o the Soviel Union that China has less
1o fiear from the United States, and there-
fore warns off the social-imperialists.

If you belicve that (hina was turmed
against Soviet social-imperialism by e
brilliance of Kissinger's diplomatic
maneuverings, then we don't have much
1o talk about, because you have thrown
political economy out the window. Do
you agree that the ex-USSR was state
capitalist and social-imperialist? I wot,
we are having the wrong argument! If
s0, how could Nixon have engineercd a
split without genuine-socialist China
first realizing its differences with
phoney-socialist and social-imperialist
LISSRT

MIM hos previously wrinen: “China,
as a socialist state, hid an intemational -
ist duty (o wenken ils principal enemy.
The Soviet Union was China’s principal
enetmy at the me; it was actively threal-
ening socialist China's bosders "(3} In
1970, afier the 115, bombing of
Cambodia, Mao spoke of “Mixon's fas-
cist arocites™ and declared: “People of
the world, unite and defeat the U8,
aggressors and all their running

dogs!"(4) How is it possible thal be
would then meet with Mizon? Were they
bodh fools? Mo, Both sides were practic-
ing diplomacy.

An anicle published in People’s Daily
under Magist control in 1971 - afler the
announcement of Nixon's impending

visit the next year - publicly explained

the policy by referring back 1o a 1940
essay by Mao called “On Policy,” in
which Mao “clearly set forth the impor-
tant tactical principle in stroggling
against the enemy: “To make use of con-
uradictions, win over the many. oppose
the few and crush our enemies one by
one.” In particular, Mao made reference
to the need to “turn o good all such
fights, rifts and contradictions in the
enemy camp and wm them aganst our
present main enciy.” In 1971, (e ani-
cle explained, “ULS. imperialism and
soctal-imperialism are colluding and
contending with each other and they are
stepping wp the expansion of their
aggiessive forces in the vast intermedi-
ate zones rying 1o redivide the world ...
o satisly their own imperinlist interests,
they are in bitter contention."(5) Thus,
geconding to the Maoist lesson of “firm
principle and high fNexibility,” and given

the doal siwation of (a) the USSR as
_ China's “main danger” externally, and
{h) the conflict between the TSA and the
USSR, Mao's mecting with Nixon was
SEen A% An opporiunity (o wm the con-
Tkl between cnermies against (he main
encmy.
~ I MM -Theory 6, we suggested-two—
interpretations of this view of Mao's.
COmne might say that Mao was wrong,
hecause in fact the USSR collapsed
before the USA did, so he was wrong
about the “main danger.” On the other
hand, you might say that Mao's siralegy
helped underming the Soviel social-
imperializis, leaving the USA as the
hegemonic imperialism and calling for a
new strategy for the new balance of
forces, Meither of these interpretations
supports the idea that Mao's diplomacy
weeskened socialism in China or helped
the capitalist-roaders galn power in
1976, On the contrary, had the Maoists
decided to dircet equal hlows against
both the USSR and China, it is guite
possible that (his would hive strengih-
ened the USSR s hand against China,
with possibly devastating military rimi-
fications for the leading socialist state in
the workl(G)
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Bundles of 250 are $20 domestic. Send cash or check:

MIM Distributors
PO Box 29670
Los Angeles CA 90029-0670

MIM Distributors
PO Box 3576
Ann Arbor M1 48106-357&
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Tou may also be confused about the
Culieral Revaloton, which lasted uniil
1976, =0 the meeting with Nixon was not
“after” the CR. Bot more 1o the point,
perhaps, MIM-does not hoy into the
shallo reasoning that says Mao shaking

Revoluton or socialism itself, In high-
stakes dipbomacy, it is OK to lie w your
coemics, A revolutionary movement and
soCiely st be strong enough @ under-
stamdd that realiiy - and it wis publicly
dehated] and explained, A more sympa-
thetic crinicism of Mao on the Nixon
cive woukd by that shaking Nixon's hand
undermned the revolutionary morale of
the {Timese people by exposing Mao as
a hypocrite panderning (o unpenalism -
that is & purist coiticism, but could be
well-meentioned. However, the Caltural
Eevolution wenl on o s greatest
achievemenis aroumd the tme of the
Mixon mecang asd m the few years tha
fodlowed until 1976, Where is the wenk-
ening Of the revolutionary movement?
The Miists were cventually defeated
Towr oiler reasons, bt we find no evi-
denoe e sagges thial this was e resull

of the Nixon meeting.

Unless you can demaonstrate why the
meeting with MNixon was harmful, your
argument is reduced to a parism or ide-
aligm that disregands the hard realities of
e time in favor of an easy criticism of

 Winon's hand undemined the Colioral - _the people’s. leaders. We await your

FESPORSE.

Nobes:

1. MIM Theory 8, 1995, p. 97

2. MIM Theory 6, 1994, p. 76.78.

3. MIM Theory &, 1995, p. 98

4. People's China, Franz Schurmann (ed ).
Vimage Books: NY., 1974, pp. 420-1.

5. Ibil, pp. 428.9.

6. WIM Theory 6, 1994, pp. 77-8.

What is
Revolutionary
Power?

Revolutionary Power is neither taken
nor given — it 15 buslt and manyfaciured
by the oppressed in opposition (o the
established reactionary state power,
When revolutionary power reaches such

Clarifications

MISSING AUTHOR

The letier “Open Beply to “Not the Best® of Anarchists™ which mn in MIM
Theory #1101, pp. & 10, was writien by a Texas prisoner.

“LABOR ARISTOCRACY™ AND “SEMI-PROLETARIAT™
In WATLR, o p, 16, MIM wrote: “the labor aristecracy is a minority of the white

i .,

it ix cinwmbered by the petit-bourgeoisic and semi-proletariat, more so

toilay than e Don’s day,” Whan MIM meant o say was that within the white
naticn, white-collar workers oumumber blue-collar (indostrial) workers, The ierm
“lahor aristocracy,” however, i nol inerchangeable with the terms “bloe-collar
workers” or “indusirial workers.” The labor anistocracy is the non-proletarian com-
ponent of the working class (e, the component which is not exploited; not paid
Jess thun the value of its labor), The working closs is thar class of exploited
non-exploited people who ane forced (o work for the capitalist class in order w live
bocanse they do not own their own means of production,

The Comintern of Lemn's tme relemred o olfice workers, white-collar workers,
ihe mididle- and lower-ranking civil servanis and the intelligentsia as “semi-probe-
taran” (see MIM Theory 10, p. 26.). This definition almost precisely matches
MIM s onderstanding of the components of the labor aristocracy, with one excep-
thon; e labor arstocracy includes all of these stirata plus those blue-collar workers
wha are notexploited. In general, then, MIM will pse the 1erms “labor aristocracy™

anil “semmi-proletarial” mierchangeshly,

-the people must appose this aggressive .

a stage that it becomes an scute theeat i
the established reactionnry stale powe
the reactionary state unleashes its repuos
sive forces in onder o violenty crush (lie
people’s Revolutionary Power [ron
growing and developing. This is when

ness with violence in order o protec
their Revolutionary Power and at (o
same time negate the reactionary powar
with Revolationary Power.

This is the transitional period we
called armed struggle, But before wo
enter the stage of armed struggle we
must ke the pecessary steps in order bo
el there. In order to get o the op Now
of a building we must go foor by Moo,
In order o build a brick wall we muost
starl with a single brick and build the
wall brick by brick, stage by stage, siep
by step. In order for a brick wall o be
firm, we also need mortar for withoul
mortar a brick wall will fall with the
lightest wind, 5o it is with Revolution
also, we build independent institutions
and raise the political consciousness of
the peaple. |

We muozt make Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism our mortar. We must be prudent
and have revolotionary patience., We
cannot only have five bricks and some
cheap mortar and think that our wall is
capable of withstanding and resisting
strong winds nor can we have several
armed adventuristic focoist units that
think they can defear a more powerful,
organized and disciplined state such as
the w.s. empire. We most not build in
order 1o be maryrs or Rambos that seek
the limelight of the media,

We must buikd o win and that means
having the necessary revolotionary
paticncs, discipline and obedience in
crder o build genuine, independent (ol
dependent upon the st} Revolutionary
Power for the real emancipation of the
oppressed in opposition (o the reac-
tionary state.

Marxism-Leninism-Maoism is the key
gm:i :ml for those who don't fear froe-

o

— A New York Prisoner
April 1996
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Taliban and
Thanksgiving

Dear MIM,

_ To being up a maner of corrent events
relevant to world struggle, as you know
122 1 the Taliban have

wE

won at least &
femperary Victo-
ry in  having
secured for the
R S past month con-
wrol of the capital city of Afghanisian,
Kabul. The Taliban were & lwge group
in the resistance against President
Majibullah's government and its Soviet
allies, and as one of their {rsl acts
taking Kabul, they have executed former
President Jajibullah, | am aware that
MIM and RATL regard the Sovict assis-
tance to President Majibullah's govern-
ment doring the 1980s as an act of
social-imperialism (though 1 disagree
wilh this assessment)... . Do you think
Alghans are betier off governed by (e
Taliban than governed by President
Majibullah?

[Cominning discussion of genocide
against natives in North America -ed.]

It is all very well o talk of land as
being & special means of production, bul
jts value is determined in the suné man-
ner as any other means of production-—
by the amount of homan labour used 10
make it what it is.. If you think pristine
lnch has a necessary valoe, then quantily
it for me and justify vour quanafication.
If you can, (Sakai clearly can’L) for
nowhere in his/her book does ohe guan-
tify how many person-hours of labour
obtained by carly atiempts 1o enslave
First Nations {a tiny quantity compared
to that put oot by free white peasants
over the history of Morth America), and
s/he can approsimate the dead labour
obtained by modern imperialist trade
with the Third World, but nowhere can
he quantify how many person-hours
whites received by slavghtering Firse
Mations people and daving the sunavors
from thear land, ..

Without quantification there can be no

rational or materiakist analysis, and until
and unless you are able 10 quantily the
person-hour enhancement of Norh
American labour by land stolen from
Firsl Mations peoples, it is useless o dis-
cuss this land when discussing whether
or nod there is a significant white prole-

* tarkad. If you can'i quantity the Joss, it s

also useless (o alk of reparations. ...

You say the wealth of settlers is hand-
ed down through generations. So what?
The wealth of any society, even Third
World ones, is handed down through
generations, Thal does not explain land
distribution, and the Homestead Act 15 2
particularly poor explanation. The smyall
plots of land wpon which labour aristo-
crats have single-family detached houses
are rarely connected in any direct
sequence 1o the Homestead Act There
may be a few cises of Amerikans living
o the same land their great-great-grand-
parents received as stolen property from
the government, but in most cases this is
not so... Farmers were driven off the
lamd by the vicioos cyele of technaologh-
cal improvements, overproduction, low-
ered wholesale food prices, and foreclo-
surcs, which peaked in the 18%0s, the
1930 and to a lesser extent in the 19805,
not in times of prosperity. If most of
these [armers and their descendants
eveniually became labour aristocracy. it
was in spile of their separation from the
land, nod because of any wealth they
gained by having their land foreclosed,

You ask me, “What is the difference
between the evils perpetrated by whites
and the evils perpetrated by Jews™ .
When | criticize Jews, I criticize a line, a
sel of ideolopies, and a s¢1 of practices,
not who one's ancestors were. It is no
different than when [ criticize Baptists,
Pentecostals, environmentalists, New
Age scum, pacifists, anarchists, and
other elements. ..

As regands your other questions, they
are based upon the false premise that
Amerikan imperialism and Zionist wmpe-
rialism are separate entities, when in
fact, the same guiter religion controls
both, Zionism would not have the sup-
port it has here if Jews didn’t contral the
meidia and our senators and congress-

people were not bought and paid for by
AIPAC (American-lsracl Pohinical
Action Committee). We cannol nelegale
Fionizm as just the probiem of the
Arabs, The New York-Jerusalem axis
must be broken ai both cuds. .
1. Judaism ts a religion, not a race,
e groupy, or nationaliiy. --
2. Criticism of Jews is nol racism,
national chapvinism o ant-Semitisn; o
is criticism of a religion, Ricology | 2w
lime.
w=Western reader
Uiclpher 24, 19946

MCS replies: The above wriier clam:
to uphold Stalin while being interested
in Mao,

The choice between the Taliban and
the ex-Soviet puppets is false. One was
for religious feudalism, The other was
for Soviet neo-cobonial feadalism

IF it were o question of hair-splitiog,
see our artiele on Tibet o MT. There we
say if Meere ane no real Maoists w Tibet,
then it would be beuer (o be undes fas
cist capitalist Deng Xtoping than stive
master Dali Lama, Deng Jaoping at
least represents a more advanced mode
of production.

In the case of Afghanistan there 15 del
initely & Maoist organizataod, o e i
0o need 1o be making false pEas manist
“esser evil” choices

With regand o land, in class sociely
land is associated with 1= own s[ecial
“returns.” Marx talks aboui (hae in
Capital and the Four alked about it in
the Fundamtensals of Politcal Foonemy,
the Cultural Revolulion economines (X1
The letler-writer is sioply wrong i how
we view land and to quani’y the e
tions would be easy: it's the emtineiy of
the Morth Americali contimens. We musi
give it back and then see f the Firsi
Mations sl want the other peoples bere,

In discussing foreclosures agains
white farmers, e auihor misses some
basic exchanges going on. Ceiinly e
foreclosures in the 1930 were 3 major
impetus for the New Deal for the Euro
Amerikan labor aristocracy. The imper
alists did not want i creme resoloioh:
ies out of the dispossessed famerns. They
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simply offered that class cream of super-
exploitation soup in other more indusir-
al areas in exchange for gewing off the
land. Such a deal is possible thanks in
Targe part (o the wealth in land stolen
from the matives. The same deal with the

- “imperialists is in-effect i more modcm

forms in the 1980s; whites aren’t sup-
posed Lo farm anymore; they are sup-
posed o take the jobs m paper and elec-
tron-shuffling. A majority of whites does
take that deal.

The real problem here is linked o the
Jewish question oo — the one of cliss
analysis versus lifestyle analysis: “The
small plods of land on which labour aris-
tocracy houses have single-tamily
detached houses are rarely connected in
any direct sequence o the Homestead
Act. There may be a few cases of
Amerikans living on the same land their
great-great grandparents received as
stolen property from the government,
bant in most cases this is nod s0.”

The above 15 an argument we expect
from the bourgeoisie, but we are
Marxists and we don't care abou the
individual lincages of propesty-owners,
We care about claszes and nations, Az a
class the white workers have inherited
stoden land. Whether one individuoal
tracdes his'her share for another’s share
of stolen land hardly matters. The class
as 4 whole still cams the stolen land. As
MIM Notes has explained in the pasi,
half of all wealth 12 real estate in the
united states, and the vast maponity of
that is owned by the middle amd bottom
¥, not the bourgeoisie.

The Soviet bosses made the same
argument apofogizing for their capital-
ism. They said that since sons and
danghters of factory directors mnning
prosluction for profit do oot inbent their
parents” jobs (also somewhat false but
well grant it for argument’s sake), there
is no capitalism in the Soviet Union.
Hello! Capitalism is not a system of
ingdividual inheritance, It is CLASS mle
ol those appropriating the labor of com-
modified labor-power.

Back to the Jews — we never said
Jews were not whites. As the writer
knows, our stress is that Jews today ane

whites, It was the wriler's focus on Jews
that evades Stalin and Mao on the candi-
dates for the principal contradiction,
Religion 15 not a candidate for principal
conlradiction. What the Western reader
should be saying about Jews and Israel

should be dovetadling with the offorts we -

make with regard o the principal contra-
diction.

Of course party members ane atheists.
We didn't see the writer raving about
Christians, Buddhisiz and Moslems. It1's
like s/he bought the New York Times
view of communists these days, that
they are anti-Semitic,

The view that “the same gutter reli-
gion controls both™ [ULS. and Zionist
imperialism] is a simple MNazi myth, Sure
it is easker o take action with such sim-
ple ideas, but what action, and where
will that sction lead? Fascism 15 unscien-
tific and hence incapable of bringing
progress through ruthless struggle. If one
remds the Mazi lin carefully one will find
it always glorifies the emotional and
trails off into the fog of Christianity. In
contrast, some people in our circles and
our [ricnds may do that oo, but they will
nod be led to doso by the party. No, the
party must be the vanguard of scientific
PrOETEss.

As for Judaism as religion or people,
Stalin and Molotov disagreed. Jews are
now a nation, Should they occupy
Palestine is a different question, We dis-
agred with that, but since Stadin after the
war, Jews have been a nation from our
perspective. That's not a major point and
in many cases it will be appropriate (o
point cart that Judniam is a religion not a
race, That's Western reader’s poing 1.

Pomt 2 15 devoid of histoncal context
and hence idealist “Criticism of Jews is
ool racism.,..” As we have said before,
ihe MNozi idess of race are false, but they
were racist ideas. Race 15 false, but
racism is real. The writer's letters 1o us
show that Nazi infloence in that the
Mazis have essentially succeeded in
deflecting criticism of the Euro-
Amerikan people into criticism of Jews,
The Nozis said the Jews were parsites
and unpariolic — “roolless™ — when in
et o majority of all whites in the major

imperialist copniries were parasites ben-
efiting [rom the rootless expansion of
their countries” multingtional corpora-
tions, The Nazis attacked the Jews at the
business place as shop-keepers and
financiers. They succeeded in punhlng

“the evils of impenalism onto just the -

Jews when in fact according to Lenin, a
majority of Germans — ol just Jews —
were already parasites back then. The
Mazis couldn't face up o the whole truth
that parasitism enveloped all of the
major imperialist countries and their
peoples, so they came up with a clever
concession (o the proletarian seniments
remaining in Germany and divented all
hatred of parasitism against the Jews.
Today when the vast majority of para-
sitism’s gravy for no work goes (o stock-
holders, bond-holders and home-owmerns
of the imperialists, peity-hourgeoisic and
labor aristocracy, the fascists are point-
ing to (ke puny parasitism of the people
on welfare, when if all that welfare were
abolished completely, the govemment
would stll have a deficit — going w
hand-pats to the military, agri-business
and energy companies in pasticular,

On occasion we also hear from some
would-be Arab compradors the same
reasoning — that Jews run o.s, imperial-
ism, as if AIPAC were the only loblying
group renting Congress, The real mis-
sion of these wannabe compradors is o
cot a special deal with Christian capital
1o be the favored ruling class puppets of
the Middle East. That's why we don't
heear from this reactionary section of the
Arab bourgeoisic ahout the other oppres-
sions carried out by v.s imperialism,
They are jost rying to col a special deal
for their oppressed people and they don't
want © overthrow s, imperialism as a
whole as o contingent of the oppressed
natacns in the world, That is just another
reason that all stroggles of the oppressed
must be led by vanguard parties thae
have the vantage-point of the entire
Third World proletariat, not just one of
its national seclions.

We link together the writer's middling
position on the labor arisiocracy, hisher
Protestant political economy of selt-
lerism and hizher focus on Judaism as
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all just one neo-Naxi view. If it were
factually wroe that Jews controlled both
s, imperialism angd lsracli imperialism,
then we would have to agree that at this
time criticism of Jews is B0l racism,
chagvinism or anti-Semitism, However,

control w.s. imperialism, Such politics
cover up for Christian capital. Hitler in
his grave saluies.

MIM makes
headlines in
Finland

Dear MIM,

I send you a copy of an amicle in the
Finnish paper AAMULEHTI (sccond
e largest in
bt ég%"‘%$ Finland) thai is
written  aboul
your Stalin Issee
of MIM Theory
il J [MIM Theory 6
td] I'hc title iz “Smlm still has bawd-
dies™ and comimues:

“Although Moscow builds churches,
you shouldn't think that losil Swlin bas
lost all his friends, Supporiers can be
found in odd places, outside Rossia, spe-
cial litle groups in surprise places.

“Ome of the troe fricnds 15 4 maoist
underground party in the U5 A. It
denies thal marxism-leninism-manism is
i amy kined of erisis, That spint shows in
the party’s theoretical journal MIM
Theory, in it's large Sialin number.
Yankee Comrades write in pseudonyms
that Stalin was correct in 70 percent.
Mao himsell was of that opinion, in his
time. After that number the joumal con-
centries upon counting Stalin's merils
and 10 correct his common dark image.
The Man was in high principles, all ux-
ury avoiding asceticism.

“Ii's also clear than Stalin was not
guilty of the murder of Kirov, the party
boss of Leningrad. It was in fact the sim-
e jeatousy murder. The Joomal is will-
ing to beligve that Molotov's memoirs

it is just very far from the tnith that Jews

are correct. Molotov said that in purge
trials the mujority of the accused were
real agents, so their destiny was well
deserved.

“Adso the violent collectivization is
understandable, Indostrialization has

_heen abways and everywhere a bratality.
The Westeuropean countries plundered
their colonies and made huge holocaosts.
In (he 115 A they shiploaded slaves.

“Without Smalin's “Great Terror® there
had been a Fifth column in the Soviet
Union and Hitler would have been the
winner: Evrope would be in Magzis’
hands now. Maybe the U5 A, would
have shared the same destiny.

“The Journal says last that morality is
not an ghsolute standard, The end justi-
fies the means.” (September 9, 19957
19967)

In my own opinion the Stlin issue is
great analysis. I have siodied it many
times. 1 think it's the best Stalin com-
ment | have ever read. 1 have sent you
money for my own copy of MIM Theory
and MIM Motes, | hope you get it

—Finnish reader
MNovember, 1996

Nakived from

Florida reads
Sakai

{The writer previonsly explained in
detail how e is a dinlectical marerial-
ist who places more emphasis on bialogy
than mast. -ed. |

Dear MIM,
We are NOT tenacious al all becanse
we ha.\rc mner.TUY and yes, sure, give
e us a PIECE and
we Stop SLrug-
‘| gling. OF
COURSE. Sakai
i5 wrong o crili-
cize this. Saka
criticizes NATU'RE in criticizing this.
Does Sakni kave a pet, say a dog? Feed a
dog and it will BE your pet. Do nod feed

ENVIRONMENT SOCIETY REVOLUTION

a dog and it will be a wild dog feeding
itself-and-competing-witl-you for food.
Yet you have to WORK 1o feed the dog
that becomes your pel. One way o (he
other, Feed me and I'll stop locking for
food. Id have ne biclogical URGE o go
looking for food! Sakai gets ALL OVER
the CPUSA"s members for Talling out of
the party becapse they god their littde
picce of peace and joy. Sakai dogsn't
understand what the GENIUSES of
Communism clearly understood:
HUMAN MATURE., You can’t go
against it! You have w FLOW WITH i
In order 1 have revolution you have o
MAKE the conditions for it which, in
turn, URGE people to REVOLT OR
DIE.

We have to struggle WITH the Mow,
not against it, keep an eye out on where
they leave holes and then seep in like
water, Sakai points out something and
misses hisfher own point. The Mexican
workers on the border working for 51 an
hour making Americans rich: they ane
still getting paid MORE than if they
worked in Mexico, Sakal states, But
dogsn't befshe spe? That's the POINT of
it. People go for two picces of bread
instend of gne when they are hungry.
QK. they have the MEANS OF THE
POWER 1o stop it in its racks: but
they'd have 1o have MO BREAD AT
ALL for awhile 1o do this. These slave-
wage workers who are still making
BETTER money on imperial wages than
they'd make normally, they'd have o
STOPF WORKING and everyone else
would have o REFUSE TO WORK.
Grind the monstrum w0 a HALT, Hey -
we tried! There is no more USSR or
China to give them some food while
they STRIKE like that and the imperial-
ists pretty much ran the 2 powers broke.

They tum on us like angry dogs say-
ing “1 have to eat, | have (o feed my
family" and no - they DO NOT CARE if
this would end the CYCLE of slavery in
the fulure because they have survival
instincts that work contrary to revolu-
tipnary ideas of this type! They are hun-
gry NOW. The oppressors are offering
work NOW that is better than any other
work they can get [ have NOTHING w
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odler them except WORDS, Comrades!
WORDS, IDEAS. PROMISES! No
moae China or USSR o sustain them
while they prepare, So we have words (o
olfer them, not food. NOT GOOD.
—Makived

MIM replies: In the Third World, the
siriiegy of seizing the means of agricul-
ture production by force and then
defending them by force allows for a sil-
uation of not starving while making rev-
olution. Mao helieved that urban peoples
in China were not able 10 launch success-
ful insurrection until relatively late in the
process, after a process of protracied
rural warfare. The urhan poor in such cir-
comsiances could fight for reforms ar
small concessions Lo stay alive: MIM
does not oppose that in the situation
where people are iy exploited,

With regard 10 (ke many pleasures and
necessitics of life, MIM does not oppose
people having sex, emting, drinking or
even taking drugs intrinsically speaking.
It is impornant to say that o our bologi-
cally-minded maerialist friend Nakived,
At our recent Congress we voted (or
pusling the age of sexual consent down
1y 13 and making it an objective o keep
lorwering when we start making sieps
toward communism. We oppose drogs
mosly because of the law and the fact
that we get arrested enough as il is.
People who can controd their escapism
through drugs or other means are not
evil.

The difficulty ariscs when one's revo-
lutionary strategy becomes associated
with fulfilling these pleasures. Nakived
describes helping a womyn find a good
fuck after about 10 different inept men,
Makived also 1ells us of three wimmin
who changed their lives completely afier
finding new mates who could make love
with great skill. However, while a cer-
i fraction can become newly adjosied
and happy with the patriarchy, another
fraction or ponion of wimmin becomes
maladjusted. If we approach change on
the level of finding the good fuck, we
become psychotlerapists — props of the
sAaLus quo.

Instead, we want to look at sex and
power scientifically across-the-board. 1IF
people find the good fuck, fine. Tf they
don’t, fine. Both the sexoally satisfed
and the sexvally dissatisfied should
understand that we live in a patriarchal

_ Movember, 1996 system, It could be that everyone will

have good sex when we reach commu-
nism oF it coubd be that once we abolish
clags society, no one has sexual desire
anymore, What may be a biclogical urge
noow may nol be later once we have had
revolulionary social transformation.
Today we already see that one could
easily mistake anorexia nervosa as a per-
manently biologically hard-wired dis-
case, until one looks at ns social and
geographic distribution.

Mukived says we cannot have a revo-
lution through aliruism., That is true. It
will have to be imposed by those who
have the greatest self-interest in revolu-
tion, mostly people of the Third World.
There are some self-interests in the
imperialist countrics that we also want (o
remind peaple of concerning war and the
environment, The youth have the great-
est self-interest in socialism because of
war and the environment. If we base
ourselves in the social groups with the
greatest self-satsfaction whether eco-
nomic or biological, we oarselves will
become impediments 1o change like
mast of the organizations calling them-
sebves “Marxist”

Makived is correct; we should not
preach asceticiam for s own sake,
Anyone reading MIM misunderstands
MIM if s/he thinks MIM is advocating
some code of lifestyle as intrinsically
worthwhile, MIM is ooly criticizing the
self-interests of certain groups of people
that are props of the system. When it
comes (o prioritizing the progressive
self-interesis of the most-privileged peo-
ples in the world MIM answers firmly
opposing war first, saving the environ-
meent second.

Thus far in class-divided history our
specics hoas shown a willingness o 20 o
all-out war every time new weapons of
domination arise. If we cut back on our
escapist pleasures, our sex ete., it s only
because we see everything potentially

wasted through war and soon. That is a
matter of self-interest.

If the nukes are dropping around you,
you might as well shoot up beroin with
your last dying breath if that's what youo
want. If, bowever, you have a shot at

preventing catastrophe,- it would be in

your interest o pul aside many pleasures
in order 1o obtain the prospect of longer
lifee or at least the sense of belonging 1 a
culiure that is going to sorvive and be
worth contributing w. If MIM comes
acToss a5 altrdslic or ascelic sometimes,
that is true only in & limited way, One
must learn intermationalism only beciuse
10 SUTVIVE W 85 8 Specics most learn it
Those of us [rom the most privileged
backgrounds have at least thar much
concrete 1o gun from revolution, We e
definitely not asking peophe 10 make sac-
rifices for revolution in order to gain the
Afterlife or some other such religious

iVILPD raises
Theoretical
Struggle

Dear Comrades,

Your letter is raising an important
question: the size of the stratum of the
petly bourgeoisic, its social importance
and its influence,

In 1995 we have deall extensively
with these questions and edited a sdy
on “The Struggle over the Mode of
Thinking in the Working Class
Movemen,” The book, which is also an
issue of MLPD's theoretical organ REV-
OLUTIONAERER WEG (=Revo-
Iwionary Way), is now also available in
an English version. We recommend this
study for your inspection, and we woull
be very honored if you conld let us know
YOUT Opanicns on e book,

Among other things the book explaing
how already in the 19th century with the
growdh of capitalism and the organiza-
tiom of the workers” movement peity-
bourgeois elements developed even in
the working class. Today it is above all
the moderm mass media and bourgeois

16



MIM Theory * Number 12 = 1997

ENVIRONMENT SOCIETY REVOLUTION

mass culiure, which function as chiel
means of spreading the petty-bourgeois
mode of thinking among the masses,
especially among the working class,

The stwdy identifies the dependent
intelligentsia as the main carrier of (he
petty-bourgeois mode-of - thinking in
state-monopoly capitalism. The pety-
bourgeois intermediate strata have
changed their
slroclure.
Already n 1993
the dependent
(] imelligentsia in

| Germany as a
< whole counted
for a percentage of 118 (4,272,000 of
the gainfully employed persons.

The changes in class structore have
led o the imerpenetration of working-
class life with (e life of the growing
intermediate stratum of the dependent
mtelligenizia, and have bBuorred the class
boundaries between the working class
and the peiry bourgeoisic,

The growing masses of the petly bour-
genisie possess no class standpoint of
their own in capitalism. So an ever
growing number of people are develop-
ing forms of consciousness representing
a mixture of the class interests of the
bourgeoisic amd the proletarat.

AL the very top, the dependent intell-
gemsia extends into the ranks of monop-
oly capital; at the bodtom, into the rank
of the working class. In modern lean
production, blue-collar workers work
together on a mose o less equal basis;
The wansition between the petty bour-
geoisie and the working class has
become more fwid.

Even under today’s changed condi-
tons of ¢lass society do these facls point
towards the imporiance for the revolo-
tipnary proletariat and its party of
preparing the alliance with the peity
bourgeoisie, This taks and its importance
for the revolution is expressed splendid-
Iy in the passage you gueted from:
“Theses on Tactica™ of the Ilind World
Congress  of  the  Commuonist
Intemational (July 1921). Nevertheless
we assume thal woday the stratum of the
dependent imelligentsia as part of the

petly-bourgenisie has taken the position
of the most important ally of the prole-
tariat and has displaced from this func-
tion the stratum of the peasantry, the sia
of which has-diminished more and-more,
not only in Germany but also in other

— state-monopoly capitalist countrics. -

With revolutionary
Stefan Engel, MLI'D

I i5 owr fault that we have not written
beack sooner, We had prepared a lengthy
review af the MLPD's literature in
English, bt it was completely destroyed
in a compiter mishap, We will pur for-
ward our review af a later date. In the
meantime, we have a few words fo say
aboul the material siluation in the
appressor Rations—ed.

MCS replies: We believe that since
Lenin's day, the semi-proletariat of the
imperialist countrigs mentioned in
“Theses on Tactics™ has had too much
political amd economic stability and has
grown in scope and proportion in the
imperialist countries. For this reason, it
iz not liable to the pull of the proletarial
as much as in 1921 especially in Eastern
and Central Europe.

Today it is the youth of the imperinlist
couniries s a stralum that is the princi-
pal ally of the prolewariat. While the
imperialists have won a few rounds of
the class war this century, and (he para-
sitie classes have grown to dwarl the
workers i productive sectors, the wnpe-
rizilists still rely on world war as the con-
centrated politics of their cul-throat sys-
tem and in fact they have accelerated
environmental degradation. It is the
youth that have the most o lose af their
lifespans in war and environmental
degradation and they have replaced the
semi-proletarial—which is po longer in
he economic crisis the 1921 theses men-
toned-—as the principal ally. At the
sume time, we do beligve we must hone
our message on (he enviromment, edoca-
tion and other subjects where we can be
effective in an appeal to the middie-
classes and we have asked intermational
input on that queéstion.

Here is what the so-called Communist
Party 11.5.A, has (o say aboat our thesis.

“Now some ulira-left groups in the
United States charge that the bulk of
115, white workers constitule such o
‘labor aristocracy,” a view that has
gained some currency in student and
professional circlas.™(1)

A the same time, Perlo alse guoted

Lenin: “The export of capital, one of the
most essential economic bases of impe-
rialism, still more completely isolates
the rentiers from production and sets the
seal of parasitism on the whole country
that lives by exploiting the labour of
several overseas countries and
colonies."(2)

We found it ironic that Perlo attacked
our lipe and the very idea of labor aris-
tocracy by putting it in quotes, and yei he
quoted from Lenin extensively on the
labor anstocracy. We prefer Lenin in the
original 10 Perlo’s watered down politics.

Here is Lenin again:

“The conduct of the leaders of the
German Social Democratic party.
the strongest and mest infloential
party belonging to the Second
International {1B89-1914), which
voled for the military appropria-
tions and which repeated the bow-
gaois chauvinist phrases of the
Prussian Junkers and the bour-
geoisie. is o direct betrayal of
socialism. Under no circumstances,
even assuming the absolule weak

ness of the parly and the necessily
of its submitting 1o the will of the
bourgeois majority of the nation,
can the conduct of the leaders of
the German Social Democratic
party be justified. This party bas in
fact adopled a national-liberal poli-
"3

AL the same time that Lenin called a
majority of Germany “bourgeois,”
Zinoviev was also speaking as represen-
tative of the Central Comminee during
Waorld War | on how a vast majority of
German cities were also bourgeois, and
hence willing material for the social-
democrats,

We are heartened by your stance on
the peny-bourgeoisic and its expanded
rode and infleence. We belicve the bour-
geoisified workers, the pely-bourgeoisic
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and bourgeoisie proper constitute the

majorily in the oppressor nations of

imperialism and that as Lenin also said,
cnting nations {2 handful and only consti-
luting @ minorily of the world-popula-

W) are parasites.

_Hotes:

1. Communist Pmr USA's Vistor Perlo,
Super Profits and Crises; Medern U5,
Capitalizm (NY: International Publishers,
19ER), pp. F5-6,

2. Lenin Collected Works, cited by Perlo,
Ibid., p. 353,

3. Excerpted in Intermational Commmumism in
the Era of Lenin: A Documentary History
by Helmu Gruber, MY: Faweett World
Library. 1967, p. 59

Republican
Sounds off at
MIM

I am a devoul conservalive
Repaublican as a msull ¥OUu may iaging
[ disagree with
you vehemently
an numeraus
points. Before |
| address  (hese
points ler me
poant oul it is pcsmhle o believe in a
narty L and stll maintain free thoaght.

MNow here are my Iwo primary poanis
of contention with your prescribed polit-
ical amd soCio-economic system known
as communism, COmMmunism was
designed 1o ensure lreedom via eguality
for all people regardless of wdentity or
characier. In order 1o provide for these
means all people must be considered
copueal, [ bedieve this simply is nod possi-
ble. Your page stales ue COmMmMunism
was lost in the former Soviet Union with
the loss of Stalin. Pror to this poinn wis
there wuly equality in that nation” First
Stalin was of a higher position in the
party and was abde (o munder millions of
people with a motion of his fnger. On
the other end, the probetanat (0 pray this
was spelled correctly!) was powerless 1o
oust this man despile his crimes against
humanity. As a resalt the populace of
Russta was forced i hive ander a Lyrani.

I fadl to see any bevel of equality in this
arrangement, Basically what winds up
occurring in @ Communist state is a few
become “more equal” than (e masses,
Theee result-is the few have-the power and
amhority 1o wuly abuse and exploit the

—masses, The masses arc lefl with no.

means to check the power of such a per-
son and no democratic means by which
o remove this person short of a violent
revolution and custing. Capitalism with
its natural baze in freedom of choice
politically prevents such an occurrence
from ever happening. As a resull we
have never mel with a tree (yrant as a
leader of our nation. Never a man with
the power to destroy millions of
Americans, or anyone shon of war.

My second contention with you 15 the
lack of competitive spirit leading to the
minimization of the productivity of the
sociely as a whole. Whether you believe
it to [be] a positive cluracteristic or not,
people will not work for free, Look at
yoursell individually, would you allow a
corporation o finm of any size (o exploit
your talents without compensation, of
course not, Lhis
would be slavery.

men receive raises and benelits equally.
However John works much barder than
Joe, the quality of the chair John pro-
dueces is vastly superior to that of Joe.
However John receives no additional
compensation for the extra cffort he is
—making. Cme day lobn is sitting on the
line, sweating terribly and quite tired. He
glances over at Jor and takes in the view
of laziness and apathy st its fnest. John
realizes be could make bis life as easy as
Joe's and still receive the same pay be is
waorking at a breakneck pace, He decides
o become as much of a sloach as Joe.
Mow instead of having one good product
and one hid product in a system such as
capitalism that seeks 1o reward achieve-
ment, you are faced with two bad prod-
ucts in a system that refluses (o recognize
achievement.

Well this has become quite long so |
will take no more of your time.
Furthermore | realize [ will never change
your mind and likewise you will never
change mine. However 1 wouold like w0
hear your thoughts on the above and

possibly have a correspondence, we both

However in a com-
munist system all
people are required
o receive the same
compensalion  as
their peers. Should
one member of the
socicly receive more
compensation than
ancher, the funda-
mental concepl of
absolute  equality
that i the basis for
Communism  has
been severely under-
mined. The resulis
are clear, John and
Joe are both building
chairs in a factory
adjacemt o Red
Square. The going
labor rate is 30
rubles per weck.
Both men receive
lhh paj' and hmh

T

Get MIM Theory 10

And get the latest theory and line on the
burning question of the imperialist countries
today. The Comintern’s differentiation
between "working class”™ and “proletariat” was
the first step. Then there was Sakai's
Settlers, and MIM's MIM Theory 1.

Mow there is
“Coming to Grips
with the Labor L o TP Ay
Aristoc M Who Cuming 5 grigs wiih tha
is It-he prr:rlc;rmﬁat‘? LABOR ARISTOCRACY
The answer lies *Ab lhe expense ol the plandered
calanid capital comupled ils
between here and Wllﬂﬂ-mhhmnﬁu
revolution. Send $6 | Mast betuees the sipeled s the
to get your copy ¢ ﬂﬁ-ﬂlmﬂwﬁm
O, colunial — and chilnad the
' ot
PD Box 3576 — Comiidmmn cllenesl, Much 1
Ann Arbor, MI T ——

4810B8-3576.
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could kearn much from one another.

MCI2 responds: Thanks for your lel-
ter. We respond for the benefit of read-
ers who are willing Lo consider knew
ideas and won't rule oul ever changing

_ their minds, Your {irst point is a very
typical criticism of "communism.™
Communism is worse than capitalism,
you say, because it has failed to reach
wtopian perfection. [ docsn’t bather you
that capitatism is responsible for world
wirs and wars of conguest that have
taken hundreds of millions of lives; that
it is responsible for environmental
destruction that is destroying the lives of
hundreds of millions more; that it grew
out of chattel slavery and today main-
tains @ majority of the world's popula-
tion - ncluding millicos of children - in
coerced comnditions labor conditions, amd
so on. Mo, what bothers you is that
“commmunism™ failed 1o achieve utopian
perfection over several generations in a
smull handfol of countres.

Your response also shows an applica-
tion of “common sense”™ (e, capitalist
ideology) instead of a careful reading
anid stdy. Incorrectly, you quode us as
saying that “wroe communizsm was lost™
in the USSR with the death of Stalin. No
communist has ever claimed that any
country has reached “troe commuonism.”
In fact, as long as there is the kind of
inequality you (again inaccurately)
speak of, a system cannot by definition
be communist. In the USSR before the
death of Stalin, just as in China before
the death of Mao, power remained con-
cemtrated (o some extent. In facL, i the
USSR at some times there was an
increase, not a decrease, in the comncen-
tration of power. Stalin had o lor of
power (though not as much as you indi-
cate), Inequality existed in all *socialist*
SOCTEIES.

Soove people mistakenly believe that
pnder socialism there is a gradoal,
inevitable decrease in incquality. [n fact,
however, as Maoists have discoversd,
the straggle o move from socialism o
COMMUMunISM - & =ystem witboul power of
groups over olher groups - is a long and
difficult process: it is a revolution made

up of a series of revolutions, This is the
lessom of the Cultural Revolution in
China {1966-1976).

In your second point you again argue
the TV-news position, which is that
under “communism,” which vsoally
means in the state-capitalist era of the
Soviel Union or its satellite countries,
there is a lack of “molivation”™ because
everyone is paid whether they try hard
or nob. This is a particularly briltian ide-
ological fabrication because it covers up
the truth with the exact opposite of the
ruth, The fact is that under capitalism
the people who work the hardest get
paid the least, and the people that work
the Jeast get paid the most. Sure, you can
find individual corporate lawyers who
appear (0 “get ahead” of other lawyers at
heir firms by working longer bours, but
do any of them work as hard as a
Filiping peasant farmer? Never, In fact,
e richest people in the world can make
more money than anyone ¢lse without
doing any work a1 all, and their children
will never have to It a finger as long as
this stinking sysiem remains in place.

Your confusion here is very COmmo,
You say, “Whether you believe it to [be]
a positive characleristic or not, people
will not work for free.” Yet, who is
being asked (o work for free? In the cap-
italist world (which now includes China
and the USSR), hundreds of millions of
people work for penndes a day - almest
for “free”! Forunagely, they will not do
that forever, because such exploitation
leads inevitably 1o social revolution, as
history has clearly shown, However, in a
communist gystem, no one will work for
nothing. Evervone will benefit from
Usedr work as their necds wwd desires are
met by the work they awd others da,

You say, “in a communist system all
people are required o receive the same
compensation as their peers.” As we
already said, there have been no commu-
nist societies, However, in China, for
example, which was socialist from 1949
to 1976, they established the principle of
pay according o work. In the commune
sysiem, not everyone was paid the same
amount; people were paid acconding o
how much they worked, and pay was

determined by a democratic proccss of
allocating work points. No-one ever
claimed this system worked perfectly,
but the principles were established and
millions of people dedicated their lives
to making il work. {(When we hear on
the news that someone has tomed an
immigrant domestic worker into a slave,
no one says that means capitalism
doesn’t work, but when we hear that in
China the work-points syslem was
sometimes abused, capitalist ideologues
all conclude that socialism is a failure!)

In conclusion, MIM spends a lot of
time talking about the materialist
method. That means we don't compare
reality to absiractions, social life 1o
ieals. We compare realities with reali-
ties, The reality of socialism and the
reality of capitalism. From there, rather
than from the idealist vantage point that
always finds fault in reality compared
with ideals, we can determine where
best to direct our effarts in the quest for
human liberation.

Get MIM Theory 6
The Stalin Issue
Reviewing the post-Gorbachev

biographies, and summing up the ||
good, the bad, and the
ugly-but-necessary.
Send $6, cash, stamps or
check to: “MIM Distributors”
PO Box 3576, Ann Arbor, MI
48106-3576

19



Environment, Society
Revolution
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his section features MIM's advancement of revolutionary environmentalism. We begin with an
overview essay by MIM. That is followed by three essays submitted 1o MIM by a member of the
Revolutionary Anti-Imperialist League (RAIL), an organization led by MIM: “A Rail Comrade’s Proposal
for MIM Line,” “First Nations and the Environment,” and “Dialectical Environmentalism.” MIM has fun-
damental disagreements with this comrade, but we appreciate the attempt (o draw out MIM's line on envi-
ronmentalism. Each of these is followed by a MIM response. Subsequent articles and reviews develop the
major points raised here. This section also includes a collection of articles on imperialist population control
that was originally published in MIM Notes,

On Capitalism
And the Environment

changed since Marx's day. Today, it has developed w its
highest stage: imperialism.(1) Under imperialism, the cap-
italists carve and recarve the world. The unequal distri-
Tantion of resources takes on a distinetly national fa-
vor, with a division of the world into imperialist
countriez on the one hand and colonies and ned-
colonies on the other hand, Imperialism explois
both the natural and the human resonrces of ils
colonies and neocolonics. In their atlempls 10 recane
the world, the imperialists invest heavily in ever-
more-powerful weapons of mass destmction, The
production, esting, and use of these weapons is yet
another way in which capitalism wreaks havoc on the
NVITHImEent.
Capitalism does not just dominate in (he eoonomic,
military, and political spheres. It also propagates ils
own ideology and culture. Capitalism promotes
individualism, an eology thal values individozls
and small groups (romantic couples and nuclear
families in particular) over larger collectives of
people, let alone the majority of humanity. This
ideology, too, 15 harmiul o the environment.
“Since the *70s, the imperialists and their et-
inue of bourgeois scicntists, ideologues and pub-
licists have adopled environmentalism to
|accomplish vartous aims incloding] to make the
people in the industrial capitalisi coontrics think
of clean air and clean water and good health in a
self-indulgent way."(2)

by a comrade

March 1996

I. Roor PROBLEMS
root canse of environmental problems is
capitalism, the private ownership of the
means of production by a relative handful of
people. This essence of capitalism is one reason
why capitalism creates environmental problems:
while the majority of the world's people have a
material interest in modmaining a healthy planet, the
small capitalist mling class is not accountable to this
majority, excepl in the indirect seose that the ruling class
seeks (o co-opt the demands of the majonty in order o
maintain the capitalist system. A second reason wihy
capitalism creates environmental problems is that
although the world's resources are controlled by a rel-
ative hamdiul of people, planning is not centralized
umdler capitalism. [nstead, production is anarchic; it
is centered around making profits, pot around
meeting basic human needs in the short or long
runs. Much of what 5 produced by the capitalist
system s unnecessary and wastefol, and the sys-
tem s not fundaméntally capable of incormsorat-
ing long-term human survival as a need. Finally,
the capitalist system does not distribute resources
equitably. Under capitalism, many people do nof
have adequate resources for survival, Many cnvi-
ronmental problems siem from this oot problem.
Furthermore, capitalism is not static. It has
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Il. SURFACE MANIFESTATIONS OF THE ROOT PROBLEMS
The capitalist system of prodection for profil creates & mum-
ber of environmental problems which are often undersiood and
dhiscussed in isolation from their root causes, Key among these
is pedlution of air, water and Tand. Pollution, Hke all else under
capitalizm, 15 unequally distributed. On a world scale, waste

leaked intemal mema written by Lawrence Summers, the chicl
economist of the Workd Bank at the time and a spokesperson
for all imperialists, reveals the domping of imperialist-coantry
waste on neocolonized kand to be conscious imperialist strate-
gy. The mema, which also reveals the crass nature of the rea-
soning hehind production-for-profit, remwd:

“Just between you and me, shouldn't the Waordd Bank be
encouraging mone migration of the diry industries o the
LI [Less-Developed Countries] ? I can think of three rea-
sONSs
“{1) The measurement of the costs of health-impairing
pallution depends on the forpone earnings from increased
maghidity and mortality. From ihis point of view a given
amount of heallh-impairing pollution should be done in the
country with the lowest cost. which will be the country with
the lowest wages. [ think the economic logic behind dump-
ing a boad of toxic waste in the lowest-wage country is
impeccable and we shoukd [nce up o thal

(2} The costs of pollution am likely o be non-linear as
the initial increments of pollubon probably have very low
cost. ['ve alwaye thought that sndes-populated countries in
Africa are vasily under-polluted: their alr quality i proba-
bly vastly inefficiently low compared to Los Angeles or
Mexico City, Only the laentable fact that so much pollo-
ton is generated by non-trdable industries {ranspornt, elec-
trical generation) and that the unil costs of solid waste are

"ENYIRONMENT SOCIETY REVOLUTION

against all of these proposals for more pollution in LD
{Intringic rights to certain goods, moral reasons, social con-
cerng, lack of adequate markets, ele.} could be turned
arcund asd used more or less effectively against every Bank
proposal for liberalisation. (3}

Mote that the first line of Summers’ memo scknowledges

would only be an escalation of current policy. Other reports
confirm this. One from India reads: “India has become a major
dumping ground for rich countries’ wastes. In 1993 alone,
India imported 74,000 kgs of plastic waste. US dumped 7.8
million kg of lead ash and 14,500 kg of lead-acid baterics, UK
shipped 2.5 million kg of lead waste. Canada sent 96,000 kg of
copper waste, 1.2m kg of ash, lm kg lead waste and 106m kg
ferrous waste, Germany dumped 2m kg metal waste, Every
year this dumping is increasing.”(4)
The siwation in the Philippines is similar:

“In & recent published peporn, Ibon Databank, Fhilippines, a
local research agency, says TNCs [trans-nationsl corpors-
tions] have always been the top contributors in the produc-
tiom of loxic amd hazardows wastes in the country. The
Philippines produces about 80- 1 30 million tons of haz-
ardous waste per year, tbe primary sources af which are
inilugtrial and manafscturing planis."[5)

Additionally, chemicals which are considered too harmful w
the ecology, human health, or both for use in the First Workd
are foisted upon the neocolonies. “Cut of the 145 banned pesti-
cides listed in the UN"s ‘Consolidaied list of products whose
consumption or sale have been banped, withdrawn, severely
restricted or pod approved by governments,” the production of

so high prevent world-wellase-enhancing trude in adr pollu-
Hon and Waste
“{3) The demand for a clean envi-

103 of them has gone up now!™(6)
The 1984 Union Carbide Corporation
gas leak in Bhopal, India is yel another

ronment for sesthetic amd beablh rea- example of the environmental effect of
sons is likely to have very high Wﬂl"[d Ba'"k imperialism on the people of the neo-
income-elasticily. The concern over colonies. This pesticide formulation
an agent that causes & one--i-mil- proposals for unit’s gas leak killed 16,000 people, and
lion change in the odds of prostate d i affected hundreds of thousands more(7)
cancer is obviously going to be more HI'I‘I]J “g Due to the nature of the system of pro-
much higher in & country where i ; :

: duction for profit, Union Carbide did not
B e e b var et of Boga st e o
mortaliy i 200 per thousand. Also, neocolonies Jo6a [l eooswnical, i, W el chy.
much of the concern over industrial ||:| and continued to repress the information
stmospheric discharge s about visi- wou on after the disaster. When doctors called the
bility-impairing particulstes. Thesse IY plant medical officer for advice the fol-
discharges may have very little bE an lowing morning, he informed them that

direct bealth impact. Clearly trade in
goods that embody sesthetic pollu-
tien concerns could be wellare-
enhancing. While production is
mabile the consmmption of prebly air
is a non-lredahle

“The problem with the arguments

escalation of
current policy

the leaked gases were similar (o tear gas
amd that all the exposed people needed o
do was wash their eyes out with water. In
fact, the gas was much more threaten-

ing.(%)
Within 11,5, borders, the indigenous
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peoples of the First Mations are subjected
tor the effects of radicactive contaming-

related to the fact that this top 20%

receives 83% of world income. (10} The combination of exces-
sive wealth and the capitalist culture of self-cemtered individo-
alism leads w0 overconsumption by the people of the imperial-
it countrics, This overconsumpiion brings destruction 1o nat-
ural habitats and their inhabitants, and thus © the world's bio-
diversity. Deforestation in particular has these effects and one
maore: it contributes 1o global warming. Ofien this question of
dwindling resources 15 presemed as a problem of “overpopula-
tion,” On behall of imperialism, the World Bank and the
United Nations have promoted this noton as a way o lurther
shift the burden for First World overconsumplion omo the
people of the neocolonies.(11)

Another phenomenon which 15 often nol recognized as pre-
ventable is “nateral™ disasters, such as floods, volcano erup-
tions, and eantbguakes, Sure, these are “natural.” bot why are
they disasters? The answer in many cases is that the majority
of the world does not have the resources to deal effectively
with natare’s surprises, Many communitics cannol be warmned
0 evacuate when necessary, becanse they do not have ielevi-
ston sets or radios. Onee such communitics are destroyed by
natural events, the neocolonies” poverty prevents the recon-
struction of the infrastrecture — if there was an infrastrocture (o
speak of in the frst place.

Some disasters were never actually “naural™ in their origins:
“Megros Oceidental in central Philippines was hit by a flash
food on Oct. 30 due to the overflowing of two major rivers in
the wake of typhoon Pepang which hit the Philippines in mid-
October. The Mood claimed six lives with 10 others missing,
Flood-waters also washed away 404 houses, rendering (hou-
sandds homeless. Government officials blame deforestation ami
the obstruction of river mouths by prawn farms for the food.
The Mational Federaton of Sugar Workers said that landlords

Excessive wealth

must be held responsible for the “anti-
environment amd-anti-ccology plunder

tion, The Lakots Mation is subjected 10 amd devastation of natural resources in the
radicactive waste dumped by uraniom a“d the ﬂﬂpitﬂ-““ provinee, {12}
mining corporations.(9) The Western
Shoshone Nation is subjected to’ the culture of IIl. FALSE SoLUTIONS
effects of LS. nuclear weapons testing al self-centered There are numerons mistaken ideas
—— e Herl T i v e il W~ —— ot b T BoTve G el et —
indn:l:aln:s are -;nc?mnlocamd in BII::D: indi id li lems.l'lh: mmuy mismfn is the
and Latino-popalated ghettos and barrios indgividualism solution pat forward by those who repre-
where the people are relatively disenfan- lead to sent the imperialist system which is
chised paolitically, and less prepared than responsible for many of the problems in
et ey D e, Qvcrconsumption. e Se eSO
. n ions an on
Another surface manifestation of the hr the PEDPIE ihe notion that Third World “overpopula-
underlying problems of the capitalist sys- tion,” not First World i,
tem is the overconsumption of resources ﬂf tl‘[E is responsible for resource depletion,
by the world®s privileged classes and = S Their preseription sounds innocent on the
nations. The 20% of the world's popula- imperialist surface, because they call it “sustainable
uoa from the ULS. and Europe consumes o development.” However, nol far behind
80% of the world"s resources. This is countries. the noble-sounding rhetoric lies the impe-

rizalist agenda :

*The WCED [World Commission on Environment and
Development, which was set up by the U.N. General
Assembly in the mid-1980s] report said: *If needs are 1o be
met on a sustainable basis, the earth’s natural resources
musst be conserved and enhanced.” This slstement is nol so
inmocent as it appears, for it conceals an overrsding concern
for popualstion growth in the poor countries that may cunail
the reckless use of global resources by the imperialist pow.
ers, It also keeps silent on the existing non-viable socio-
political strectures and the “pon-sustasinable’ resource use
by the world's capitalist powers, To be precise, the very
idea of sustainable development is put forward o ensure the
sources of raw-malerials and an expanding market for
MMNCs [multinationnl corporations] on @ continwous basis
thereby expanding the neocolomial global order as it is,"(13)

Like “sustminable development,” the “green revolution™ has
in practice becn an ideological smokescreen for Western domi-
nance over the neocolonkes. The “green revolution” succecded
in increasing food production in the Third World, Al the same
time, it did nothing to increase food consumplion in the Third
World, as the new food surplus was grown for export (o the
imperialist countries. Furthenmore, the *green revolution™ has
greatly reduced the diversity of crops planted. This is a likely
recipe for future famine. The “green revolution™ also
reavily on chemical fertilizers and pesticides.{14) The “green”
revolution is in fact highly woxic.

Another mistaken approach to solving the problems of envi-
ronmentalism is the backward-looking neo-Luddite approach
favored by Mohandas Gandhi, Murray Bookchin, the
Unabomber, and many other utopian types. Many neocolo-
nized people, however, do not wish o abandon the project of
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self-reliant development, as the Communist Party of the
Philippines declaes:

“Thee worst propaganda of the pro-imperialist envirommen-
talists idealize{s]enderdevelopment-as-the-heslthy proser-

vation of the notural environment and obscure[s] the

. uphealthy conditions and consequences of anderdevelop-

ment andl povertly as weil & the valnerability of the under.
developed and poor counlries o imperialist plunder and
pollution (15}

Opposing industrialism per se [lls into the neo-Lasddite cat-
egory, Those who take such o position have 10 explain how
non-industrialized economies will defeal inmperialists in wars -
as well as provide desperately needed improvements in health-
care and other living standands. If imperialists can march right
in and take over non-industrialized ulopian communities, these
communitics will bave failed in their hberation struggles. Aml
if there are no medical suppliez, 1wols, elecincity, or other
necessities for survival, then the “victory™ of liberation will be
just as bankrupt. Unlike imperialists, socialists will not over-
ride national sovereignty for purposes of industrial develop-
ment. But they will siruggle for the comect ling to prevail if
that issue arises. And comtrary o the essentialized notions of
some idealists, we believe most indigenous peoples will wel-
come industrial development that serves rather than umder-
mines the people’s needs and interests; in the Americag, al
least, such an oplion has never been presented,

Another incormeet approach o the environmental problems
is the liberal straegy of reformism, This
comes in many goises. There is the
straightforward approach of Ralph
Mader's Public Interest Research Group
(PIRG), which suggests that people
should lobby capitalist politicians for
environmental reforms. There s the mili-
tant reformist approach of Greenpeace
and the Sen Shepard Society, which sug-
gests (hat cavil disobedicnce will belp 1o
pressure capatalist politicians [or refonns,
Then there is the consciousness-raising
approach put forwand by ecofeminists,
New Age “deep coology™ types, and oth-
ers. This typical reformist approach sug-
gests thit individwals should spread envi-
ronmental {or feminist, or spiriteal,
depending on the version) ideas 10 other
individoals. This approach has the prob-

environmental degradmion, One manifestation of this is i
push o get everyone o recycle. Another manifesttion is o
corporate-sponsored Earth Day events which push the indivi
ualist reformist theme, The reformist approach also fails |
adidress the problem thal 1 is maenial interest, nol a lack
consciousness, which causes imperialists 1o earve up the plan
- amd-its resources. awrence-Summers; the World- Bank chi
coonomist quoted above, was aware of the “moral reasm
[and] social concerns™ against his proposals, but this didn
stop him from proposing tem,

I¥. REAL SOLUTIONS

The best way forward for the environment is socialist e
Iution. The capitalist system of production for profit clear!
needs (o be replaced by the socialist system of production fi
human needs. This will eliminate the motive for overprody;
tion, overconsumption, and socially-destructive productio
Genuing socialism cannot be brought about through refom
because the capitalists will not give up their power voluntaril:
they will defend their power by any and all means necessar
including military means, Genuine socialism is less detrimes
tal w the environment, since the absence of the profit moty
under socialism eliminates the need o prodoce many usele:
products, amd since centralized planning oliminates the nee
for overproduction, - MNote, however, that (0 measure the env
ronmental impact of capitalism versus socialism we have |
look at total pollution, not just local pollotion. Even if

The genuine
socialist states
that existed
prior to 1976
existed ina
world which for
the most part
had not been
influenced by the

Chinese city had more smog than a 1.5, city, for exampl;
Chincse socialism was still betier for 1
environment than Amerikan imperialisn
which (as secn above) causes pollutic
and degradation all over the world :
once, Likewise, evidence for the enviror
mental destroction of the Soviel socia
imperialist empire (1954-1991) wends
shiw that the worst pollution was in (b
satellite states of the empine rather than i
the cmpare’s core.

Al the same time, although sociali:
revolution is necessary, it is not suff)
clent. The genuine socialist states whic
existed prior (o 1976 existed in a worl
which for the most part had not bee
influenced by the modemn environmental
ist movement, which got off the groun
around 1970, So the historical sociali:
models myy not provide the penaltimar

lem of assuming that the attitudes of aver- mudern examples of socialist envirgnmentalism i
age individuals are the problem, not the practice. Since no country since 1976 ha
practices of multinational corporations  @NVIromnmMentalist  been genuinely socialist, we must look 5
aml imperialist siates. For this reason, in o socialist movement which does not yo
addition to the well-meaning liberals, movement. hold state power to get an idea of whe

multmational corporations like 10 spread

s iclen that “everyone is responsible™ for

- self-conscipusly environmentalist social
ism looks like in proctice.,
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The Communist Party of the Philippines (CPP) is a Marxist-
Leninist-Maoist party which leads a broad anti-imperialist
movement for Mational Democracy. This movement cocom-
passes many organizalions, some legal, and some under-

ground, Chicf-umong the underground organizations are the |

CPP. the Mational Democratic Front (NDF), and the New

environment that not anly anicolates 3 position, bul sums up a
practice which, among other successes, has been successful in
siopping the destruction of rainforests in the Philippines,
despite being implemented by forces which do even not hold
stale power:

“In aress and roads under their conteol, the revalutionary
forces have enforced the law of the people’s democratic
government. They require mining companies to adopt
antipollwtion measures and pay social compensation for
damage they have caused or else close down, They have
combated the landgrabbing operations of agrocorporstions
and real estate speculators and have scuttled several biydro-
electric and other power genertion projects which deprive
the peasants and indigenous peeple of lond without sulli-
cieM compensation and without provigion for sllernative
sources of livelthood:

“In recent Limes, the mast outstanding policy adopled by
the CPP is o impose & 25-year complete ban on logging for
cuport. Al the same time, this policy allows in cenain ancas
limited logging. provided the logs ane for domestic housing
el other end uses and local processing (inclsding furmitiure
making, plywood manafectaring, pulp and paper manufac-
Wrng). A campaign is now heing undertaken to confiscate
ansd prevent the use of logging equipment and facilities by
the fog exposting lwms. Al the same tme, the revolulnary
forces promote reforestation and the development of liveh-
hoad projects (o improve the social combitions of the people
and provide alternative soarces of livelibood for the logging
workers displaced by ihe Jog ban."{ [6)

The documentary video “Green Guerrillas: The Fight for the
Philippines” Rain Forest,” directed by Rod Prosser, covers the
work of the New People’s Army among the indigenous peopbe
of Mindanao and how the people’s guerrillas work hand in
hand with the indigenous people o protect their coviron-
ment.{17)

ConcLusion

In sum, capitalism is the root cause of the world's environ-
mental problems, Environmental “solutions™ which leave capi-
alism intact cannot be expected 1o resolve the problem of
environmental degradation. Soctalist revolution is needed
inroaghout the world 1o rid the world of the root causes of pol-
lution and overconsumption. However, even more than that s
needed, The people who make the socialist revolotions must
also struggle w0 ensure Uil revolutionary environmentalism is
incorporated inte the socialist struggle. The Communist Party
of the Philippines and its allied organizations serve s a model

in this regard.
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A Proposal for MIM Line

This dacumem came oul of debates befween the RC and

MIM comrades. MIM agrees with zome of s our commenis
Jollow. Comments in [brackers] are inserted by MIM.

The following document is a [proposed) rough draft for
MIM's environmental line. The crux & anti-imperial-
ist revolutionary nationalism, socialism amd environ-
mentalism. The basic Marxist line is you have to resolve con-
radictions between groups of people in order o resolve con-
tradictions between people and nature.

I. SMAsH IMPERIALISM!

We affirm that imperialism — the struggle beiween
oppressed and oppressor nations — is the principal contracic-
tion in the world oday, There is no acceptable solution 1o the
global environmental crisis that doesn’t require smashing
imperialism first.

We oppose woxic colonialism i Monh America and abroad.
Oppressed nations seffer much more than privileged First
Workders from environmental destruction, The problem is not
“environmental racism” but toxic colonialism in tse comext of
world imperialism. [n all First World couniries we opposc
“pational parkism,” the psendo-environ-
mentalist strategy of saving wildlife
reserves for First World recreation and
survival at the expense of Third Weorld
resources which are clear-cut and mined
for imperialist consumption. We do real-
ize however that the youth of imperialist
countrics have a big slake in preserving
the environment and that the envirommnen-
tal movement — when it is intemational-
ist — is objectively on the swle of anti-
imperialism and socialism,

In Morth America, we recognize that
the entire continent 15 occupied termitory
and affirm the American Indian
Movement slogan “US Out of North
America” and the New Afrikan
Independence Movement slogan “Free
the Land.” As revoluionaries who are

‘The democratic
dictatorship
of the proletariat
must unleash
the sustainable
technologies
and survival
techniques that
will allow us

taries, We seek to lead environmental struggles on the basis of
ani-imperialist national sell-determination and socialism.

2. BuiLD A GLORIOUS SOCIALIST FUTURE!

Socialism is a necessary but not sufficient step to stop envi-
ronmental destruction. Past socialist experiments have been as
bad or worse as the capitalist countries ol protecting the envi-
ronment., Socialism is better than capitalism for several rea-
sons, In the “free” market:

+ Individuals can profit from industries that pollute of even
from trafficking in podlution itself.

+ Unemployment makes polluting industries the only job
Ofion i SOME CmmMunities.

+ Monopolies sit on patents like non-fossil fucl energy
sonroes and electric cars in order 0 maximize their profits.

+ Individuals own land and can pollute it for profit as their
right.

» Lack of central planning makes it impossible o coordinate
relatively large conservation techniqoes like forest windbreaks
and lerracing.

+ Population control always tkes the Torm of coercive white
supremacist or anti-prolelarian people control, and nol some-
thing done for the benefit of the entire
sOCiCly.

« Education is a drain on corporate
profits, and the benefits of lieracy and
widespread higher edocation — from
lower birth rates w higher quality of life
— go unrealized.

* The privileged class does nol have to
reap what it sows in terms of air pollu-
ton, water pollution, nuchear waste, elc.
The bourgesisie (and under imperialism,
First World workers) can get bottled
water, fresh air [rom air conditioning,
oxygen booths or by moving somewhere
clean, good medical care or simply the
benelits of nol having (o work in poiso-
noass indusiry,

+ Environmenial damage is an “exter-
nality™ not considered in cost/benell

fighting for the liberation of North "| analyses; socialism can “internalize the
America by the varions oppressed to hu" d externality.” o -
nations, we suppon covironmentalists — self-reliant, On the other hand, it is imperative that

even environmental reformists — that
seek o prevent the destruction of Fonests,
soil, air quality, ete. on the oceupied terri-

green socialism.

the democratic dictatorship of the prole-
tarial unleash tbe sustainable lechnologies
and survival techniques that will allow us
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o build self-reliant, green socialism, We must study sustain-

able agriculture, permaculre, Tdigemous practices amd alter-

native, appropriate technology in order o take care of the
needs of the nation without exceeding the carrying capacity of

the boregion. Part-of the Coltural Revoluton sequires that we

learn to live more simply and replace material goods with spir-
ips. scientific knowladge,

will eliminate scarcity not only by producing more, but also
comsuming less. (This is a First World issue, Third World peo-
ples will not consume Jess but redirect their production away
from exportable luxuries and toward internally consumable
THCEEEATIE. )

It's imponant to sum up the mistakes of past socialist soci-
etics. Without being opportunistic and criticizing on the basis
of knowledge that Soviet and Maoist leaders didn’t bave, we
can point i certain “grand plans” and consumeristic visions —
like an electric can opener in every house —that come [rom
capitalist myopia not eommunist vision, We can also Crilicize
our forehears for spending too much time playing catch-up and
“let"s beal the imperindists.” 10 one thing 1o increase produc-
tion for the defense effort of 1o give support 1o revolulionary
struggles around the world, i°x another thing to ry and beat
oal the 115, or Britain in erms of GNP, That's lening the
imperialists dictale our goals,

3. RESOLYING CONTRADICTIONS

Centralism-decentralism; As communists we want decentral-
ism. We want local control and societies functioning at a
humanly surveyable scale, ie. where everybody can under-
stand and meaningfully take pant in the community democrati-
cally. We want this both because it's less alienating and fulfills
human necds, and because it's ecological and helps resolve the
humanity-nature contradiction. Smeshing imperialism and rec-
ognizing the seli-determination of nations — no matter what
their size — is a hoge step forward already. Howover, some
anarchists — green of Dol — want more than that, faster. As
so0n as we smash imperialism they want us to go directly 1o
decentralized local control, This is foelhardy and counterpro-
duciive. T you genuinely want decentralism, you have o fight
fior centralism (tvough smashing imperialism is alredy less
centralism than before), You have 1o fight for centralism in
order 1o put down counterrevolution and’ external imperialis
aggression. You have to fight for centralism in order (o clean
up massive environmental damage caused by imperialism. You
have o fight for centralism in order o educate every commu-
nity about environmentalism and communism. This doesn’t
mean international centralizm like the World Bank or the
Trotskyites want, it doesn’t even mean continental centralism
like the U5, “isolationiss™ and RCP want; it means national
centralism in order o protect sell-determination rights and pro-
teet the environment. Centralism is important for genvine
decentralism.

Industrialization-deindusirialization: As cOmMmuUnisis we
want 1o end large-scale “smokestack” industry, We want small,

Tocally-controlled, ecological modes of production. We want
~deindustrialization, We wint-deindystrinlizalion because i's
less alienating and more ecological. However, unlike some
anarchists who want to deindustrialize before the revelution is
on_strong fosding, we communists want deindustrialization (o
tast, Therefore we industrialize as much as is necessary (o fight

etc), We | off the imperialists and coumerrevolutionaries, OF course, we

industrialize in as sustinable a manncr as possible, and our
industrialization is certainly better than the imperialists”. We
follow (e policy of “chopping down some Wrees (o save the
whole forest.” That is the big differcnce. The imperialists don't
wanl to save (he forests, they are happy with a few trees in
their backyards, The anarchists want o save the forests bul nol
enough to sacrifice some trees in order W actually save more.
We communists wani 10 save the whole forest but realize we
have o cut down some trees 1o do so. We communists will
savee [he most forest and liberate all of humanity too!

4. AnMaL LiBERATION: PAIN 15 NoT PROAT

The capitalists make money from oeloring animals. It is not
surprising that they tortore animals becanse they torture people
(o0, Communists oppose both the torure of people and the tor-
ture of animals, Pactory farms are a form of e, They ane
also bad for human health, We will abolish [actory fanms.
Even if factory farms didn’t harm people’s heallh we would
aholish them. Communisis oppose pain for profit — even if
the profil goos o many classes of people. Medical testing on
animals is often torere, Tt is also often perpetrated for make-
up andd shampoo and other products that we already know how
1o make. It is only becayse capitalists continue 0 produce new
prosducts, no different from the old ones, (0 make money that
moee lesting occurs. Immediztely following liberation, we will
han animal testing that is torture. During socialism, we will
work hard o find altematives to animal experimentation.

Some animal liberationists say “Meat is murder” and wani
everybody to be vegetarians. [t is fine for people to be vegetar-
fans themselves, but it is wrong (@ impose vegelanianism on
ihe whale workd, Many traditional socicties could not survive
in their bioregion without eating meal. For instance, in places
where it is 100 cold o grow many crops, indigenous people
have to eat meal — even cute liule seals! 1t is fine (o try axl
convinee them nol 1o eat meat, but it woubd be imperialistic
impose any rule like that on them. It is especially backwanl
because their societics have been living in ecolibrium for thou-
sands of years while the animal liberationists are a relatively
new phenomenon (though vegetarianism also dates back thoy-
sands of years), People who really want 1o reduce the net o
ture and eating of animals should join MIM. Smashing imperi-
alism and building seclalism is the only way 1o drastically
reduce animal torture, The animal lberation fight will contime
on into socialism, and s activists should straggle o be heanl
bart not make meat-eating a dividing line question now, MIM
Theory will continue to be a platform for anti-imperialist ol
communist animal liberationizts.
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MCI2 Respomps:

MIM welcomes this proposal and
acoepls some of its principles. We have a

Mo socialist

neads, The era of such “smokestack™
industries may be relatively short in some
areas, if we can get beyond them. But we
will not start out with an agenda that

number of disagreements here, some denies basic needs to humans.

lnarge and some small. These are our dis- countr}r

ageements. __ emep  PopuAmION

The RAIL commde writes “Population

SOCIALISM AND CAPITALISM: FALSE poliuted control always tkes the form of coercive

COMPARISONS white supremacist or anti-proletarian
The writer says; “Past socialist experi- the whole people control, and not something done

menis have been as bad or worse as the fior the benefit of the entire society.” Bul

capitalist countries at protecting the envi- world for MIM does not believe that population

ronment.” MIM opposes this reductionist . control is itsell an important goal. The

logic and unproved charge. How is this its own very idea that population is a problem :iz

comparison arived at? No socialist soci- 2 construction of genocidal imperialists

ety has achieved the level of per capita cunsumptmn. their intellectual apologists, Societies

energy consumption of the imperialist

countries, for example, even if their

power plants polluted more per ton of

coal burned, Further, imperialist countries pollute the whole
world o satisfy the consumption of First World peoples, and
no socialist country has done that, First World countrics have
in fact very significantly reduced their output of some airborme
pollutants such as lead, and the ¢xpont of heavy industry o
Third Werld locations means there will be more of this, Is this
further evidence that capitalism is no worse than socialism in
terms of the environment? Finally, by collectivizing produwc-
tion, socialism ook the first sieps necessary o SI0p environ-
mental destruction by making it possible to “inlemalize the
exiemality.” That socialist countries — of which there are cur-
rently none = did not complets this course does not underming
this central fact.

The RAIL comrade also says we should “criticize our
[socialist] forebears for spending too much ume playing catch-
up and “let’s beat the imperialisis.” It's one thing (o increase
prociuction for the defense effort or 10 give support t revolu-
tionary struggles around the workd, it"s another thing to try and
beat oun the U.S. or Britain in terms of GNP. That's letting the
imperialisis dictate our goats.” In this, the RAIL comrade
makes a {alse distinction, The fact that the Soviel economy
grew much faster than the imperialist economies prior o World
War Il “in terms of GNF” cannot be distinguished from the
“defense effon™ or the “support [for] revolutionary struggles
around the world.” Historically, these projects are inseparable.

Further, when the comrade says communists “industrialize
as much as 15 necessary (o fight off the imperialisis and coun-
temevolationaries,” she omits the need for industrializatson 1o
meet current human needs. There is no reason why, for exam-
ple, burming fossil fuels to being elecric power 10 rural areas
1o improve quality of life is bad even if we prefer wind- or
water-power, cold fusion, or whatever, 5o industrialization is
not just a necessary “evil™ because of the threat of war. It is
also necessary is many areas oo meet and advance human

where needs are mel do not have popula-

ton problems, and they also have much

less population growth in the long run.
Population size may be an important issue at some Gmes in
some places, but it is not now. We do not criticize imperialisis
for the form of their population control, but for the facr of their
population control.

DeEMoCRACY

The writer says that under communism societies will be
small enough 2o that “everybody can undersiand and meaning-
fully ke part in the community democratically.” We take this
opportunity (o reiterate oor comment on demaocracy from MIM
Theory 6 (p. 88). Although democracy is a crucial part of
socialism, when there are still classes and class struggle,
“Complete freedom, complete equality, the end of oppression
and coercion — all that will be strived for under communism,
when democracy isell will no longer be necessary 1o mediate
the relationships between classes, because class themselves,
alpng with nattonal and gender inequality, will no longer exist,
In a literal sense that will mean the realization of “true democ-
racy” = rube by the people — but it will not make sense (o call it
demoeracy because it will mean so moch more than that histos-
ically-specific lerm was every meant (o imply.”

IMDIGENOUS ESSENTIALIZING _

Finally, the writer speaks of “societies [that] have been liv-
ing in ecolibrium for thousands of years.™ If, to use a dictio-
nary definition, eguilifriws is “a siae of rest or balance due (o
the equal action of oppasing forces,” then ecolibrium presum-
ably means a state of rest or balance between humanity and
ecology. We have two problems with that,

First, this fits into the historical tendency (o cssentialize
“indigenous” peoples by describing them as effectively
unchanging, so perfect were their social arangements. In fact,
however, although certain of their practices have lasted much
Tonger than those of the colonial or imperialist societics, there
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is o reason 1o think things were really staying the same or
were going W sty the same without the ootside ntervention of
the sefler societies,

Second, everything changes, period. A relative state of bal-
ance may last for varying amounts of time in different
respects, For example, the predatonprey relationship belween
people and the fish they et may sustainable for a long time, |
but nothing will make that kast forever. As the predator/prey
relationship develops over time it ingvitably changes, and this
change is not the result of industrial societies alone; sach
changes clearly predate industrialism.

Consider two examples, First:

“Perhaps the most dramatic illustration of technological
changes lesding 1o unsustainability are reflected in the eazly
Americans [in the continental sense of “America” -ed.].
Arriving in America about 12,000 yeass ago, the lechnolog-
cal advances associated with fire, stone 1ools and probably
changing social organization rised the efficiency of harvesi-
ing the large herbivorous mammals that for thousands of
years had made the grasslands of the Americas look much
like Adrica. Whale it is still & debatable interpretation, most
anthropelogists now agree that the hunting activilies of the
early Americans drove the largs mamumals o extinction" (1)

This tells us that although industrialism and imperialism
have increased the capacity and drive for human-perpetrated
ecological destruction, even non-smaokestack forms of techno-
logical and social development change the conditions belween
human and non-human life in potentially lethal ways.

Second: not even animals live in “ecolibriom.” When the
Isthmus arose between Morth and South American, invading
mammals from the north decimated many species of mammals
living in the sowth, These southem mammals had been living
in relative isolation when their continent was an island, witich
miay have made them more valnerable. (2}

Our point with thess examples is ao that “animals™ are as
bad as people. or that First Nations are as destructive as Euwro-
Amerikans. Rather, the point iz 10 dispel the myth of an
unchanging “natural” order conjured up by the term “ecolibei-
um,” and call out the essentializing idealist approaches 1o
“indigenous” peoples. Change is inevitable, and going back is
impossible, The question is what lies ahead, and what revelu-
tomares must do (o shape fulare socielics,

Maotes:

1. John Vandermeer, Reconstructing Biolngy: Generics and Ecology
in the New World Cvder, New York: Wiley, 1996, p. 312, MIM
recommends this progressive lextbook 35 a poosd basic source on
environmental matters,

2. Stephen Jay Gould, The Panda’s Thumb, New York: Nortons, 1980
Ch. 28.

RC Polemic Il

First Nations
and the
Environment

This exsay was written by a member of RAIL for publication
in MIM Theory and debate among the Party and its circles.
MIM agrees with much but not all of its content, (ur com-
ments follow. -ed,

by a RAIL Comrade

“Even the most progressive elements of the North American
immigrant population share a perceived commonality of
imterest with the more reactionary segments. This takes the
form of a mutoal insistence wpon an imagined “right” to
possess native property, merely because they are here, and
because they desire it. The Great Fear s, within any setiler
state, that i indigenous land rights are ever openly
acknowledged, and native people therefore begin to recover
gomse. significant portion of their land, the immigrants will
cormespondingly be dispossessed of what they've come o
consider “theirs,” most notably, individually held homes,
srmall farens and ‘ranches, and the like."{1)

“Let me say that the pervasive and near-total silence of the
[mettler] Left in this connection has been quite illuminating.
Mon-lndian activists, with only & handful of exceptions, per-
sistenily plead that they can't really take & coberent position
o the matter of Indian land rights becanse, “unfortanstely,”
they'se ‘not really conversant with the issues” (as if these
were incredibly complex). Meanwhile, they do virtually
polhing. peneration after generation, 1o inform themselves
on the topic of who actually owns the ground they're stand-
ing on."(2)

“Let's hypothesize for a moment that all of the various non-
Indian movemenis concentraling on each of these issuee
were suddenty successful in accomplishing their objectives.
Let's imagine that the United States as a whole were some-
how transfonmed inte an entity defined by the parity of its
race, class and gender relations, its embrace of unrestricted
senual prefesence, s rejection of militarism in all forms,
and its abiding concern with environmental protection. (1
know, | know, this is a sheer impoasibility bat that's my

point.} When sll is said and done, the sockely resulting from
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this scenario ks sll, first and foremost, a colonialist society,
an bnperialist society in the most fundsmental possible
sense. Thie is true becanse the scenario does nothing at all
to adidress the foct that whatever is happening happens on
someone clse’s land, not only without their congent, bat
through-an adamant-disregard for their rights 1o the
land."™(3)

ism and “great nation chauvinism™ that typifies Soviel and

- Chinese-social-imperialism-(*socialist-in-words-bot imperialo

in action™).

Russell Means, in the speech which had elicited muoch of the
RCP's imperialist ripe, gave a good mensuring stick for Eoro-
Amerikan revolutionary movements:

1. RevoLuionary Communist Party, USA (RCP)

LIgUIDATES FikrsT MATIONS
The RCP said:

“In un-doing this long-standing atrocity the proletarist will,
through consultation with the masses of the Indian peoples,
esteblish large ancas of land where they can live and work
anl will provide special assistance o tbe Indian peoples in
developing these areas. Here autonomy will be the policy of
the prolelarian state ~ the various Indian peoples will have
the right to self-govermment within the larger socialian state,
under certain overall guading principles. The overall guiding
principles referred o are thal practices and customs must
tend o promsole equality, pot meqoality, unity met division,
between different peoples, and eliminate. not foster,
explailalion, The Indian peoples themselves wall be molbi-
lized and relied on to struggle hroagh and enforce these
principles. This will mean that policies related w local
alfzirs as well as customs, culture and language will be
under autonomous control, while st the same time the
Indizn peoples will be encouraged to take a full part in the
overall affairs of society as o whole."(4)

The RCP's position is as chauvinist as it is absurd. While
dramatically illustrting the importance of MIM's position that
the white working class is not explobted and non-proletarin, &
well as revealing the RCP's Trotskyite liquidation of national-
ism and their overt white racism, the quote shockingly makes
clear why oppressed nationals - particelarly in the First
Mations - are put off by setter “Marxism™ and “Maoism,™
The RCP wants the Amerikan “proletariat,” “through consulta-
tion with te masses of the Indian peoples.” 1o determine whit
Lanal belongs to the First Nations, give them development aid,
and determine all questions (beside certain RCP-approved
“cultaral” guestions) for the First Nations, Clearly the RCP las
based its line on sell-determination and national liberation on
South African bantustans amd Israel's plan for Palestinian
“sutonomy.” The BCP has learned about “special assistance™
from the World Bank and Bareaus of Indian Affairs, decided
that white settless should make sure that the First Nations
masses are “mobilized”, and - moch like the Christian mis-
sionaries betore them ~ taken it upon themselves to detenming
what cultural practices are good for the *poor backwards hea-
thens.” Imagine, the parasitic, impenialist white worker-clite
leading the First Nations to bulld socialism! They pass off all
this whitc-sopremacist, neocolonial shit as “Marxist science™
when in fact it is the same reductionism, economic determin-

"¥ou can'l judge the real nature of & European revolotion-
ary dociring on the basis of the changes it proposes to make
within the Boropean power siructure and sociely. Yoo can
only judge it by the effects it will bave on non-European
peaples. This is becanse every revolution in European hisio-
ry bas served o reinforce Burope's endencies and abalities
o export destruction to other peoples, olbver cultures and the
envisonment itself. I defy anyone Lo point out an example
where this ken"t true."(5)

While MIM would largely agree with Means, we would
point to the USSR under Lenin and Stalin, and Ching under
Mao (which is Enropean in Means's sense of ‘pro-industrial-
ization'), as examples of revolutions that strock heavy blows
against imperialism and thus decreased Europe’s ability 1o
“export destruction.” In fact, any revolution that defeats 11,5,
imperialism, regandless of its stand on industrinlization, objec-
tively aids colonized peoples everywhere (and is simulianeous-
Iy the greatest thing anyone could do for the environment).
Part of recognizing 118, imperialism as the principal contrs-
diction {which Ward Churchill and Winona LaDuke consis-
tently do), is critiquing other genuinely anti-impenialist mowve-
ments from a position of sirategic unily.

1. Overcoming EurocenTRIC MARXISM

“So in ender for us o really join forces with the Marxists,
wi Indians would have o accept the national sacrifice of
our homeland; we'd have to commit culioral suicide and
become industrialized, Europeanized, maybo-even san-
forized. Caly the insane could conssder this 1o be desirable
1o us, (6]

While the RCP and the majority of the setter left are firmly
in the camp of the insane {though, along with Ward Churchill,
we'd rather impute their “insanity™ to material interests), the
First Nations’ critique of industrialization poscs a big theoneti-
cal issue for serious non-imperialist revolutionaries, I wadi-
tional, reductionist Marxism equated “progress™ with “indus-
irialism,” and “the advancement of prodective forces™ with
“conquering nature,” what does non-reductionist, non-
Eurocentric Marism have to say (or is that really an impossi-
bility)?

First, we would want 1o make clear that, regardless of what
MIM might think is best for the various liberated temitories of
the First Mations - or the liberased Axlan, New Adrica, Pusrto
Rico, Hawaii, ete. - self-determination means that what the sov-
ereign nation says, goes, We can struggle with the other govern-
mieas on theory, but never encroach on thelr sovereignty,
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Second, we recognize that the Euro-Amerikan left is not the
miost advanced movement-around. On the contrary, imphoit in-
the call for an intermational receivership of the white nation
[see MIM Theory 7 -ed.] is the knowledge that Amerikan soci-
ety 15 parasitic and it will ke time to recdocate Amerika,
Unlike the RCP and other Trotskyites, MIM recognires that
the First Workd industrial working clisses are the encmy, not

the vehicle of revolution. We stody Third World and imdige- |

nous strugeles — and nod just self-consciously Maoist ones —
becauze their palitical line Mows from the material conditions
of oppression. As we advance our own practice, striking
greater blows against Amerikkka, our political line advances
.

Third, we must make a clean break from the counterrevolu-
tionary philosophies rampant in the settler left - and repeated
throughout Marxist political economy textbooks - that indige-
nous socicties are “primitive” and “backward™ when compared
o “modern” (read contemporary European) oncs, This macist
hogwash is part of the economic determinism and
Eurocentrism that buttressed Trotsky’s disrespect for the peas-
antry and Europe’s colonization efforts in e first place,

Fourth, when other First Naoas revolationaries tell us to
gxaming certain parts of our political line - like the coviron-
mental question - we better sit up and listen. (And its not just
First Mations activists, see Huoey Newdon, the Filiping com-
rades, the Amaronians, eic.) While, as Marxists, we would
wanl to avoid making absolute moral cluims about the natral
order {while recognizing that this 1= itself an advance of
MIM"s — Marxists from Marx and Engels on have heen reduc-
ing gender o class and making non-dialectical universalistc
claims) or pretending that we can go back in tme, we should
seriously consider deindustrialization as past of the legacy of
Mao's “producer cilies™; a3 well as evaluating the claim that
indlipenists have o “higher” or “more expansive” revolutionary
vision than Margists insofar as they recognize the inlercon-
nectedness of human and non-larman life,

Fifth, and most importandly, MIM most make clear that it is
the Euro-Amerikan settter population that has 00 oomumit cul-
tural suicide, nod the First Mations (iU's actually nol suicide
hecause we're hardly expecting the Amerikans to initiate the
process, and its as much economic and political as “cultural™).
Revolution will end Aunerikan parasitism and imperialiam, The
First Mations and all cther oppressed nations will regain their
national territones and, in many cases, the temitories will in
effect have o be created anew insofnr as tere are few clear
boundaries. There will ot be reservations or forced integra-
tion, but liberated national wermtory occupied by independent
decolonized nations.

3. EVALUATING INDIGENIST ECOLOGISM

In addition to recognizing that the indigenist revolutionarics
have what could be considercad a “higher™ moral ideal than tra-
datbomal Marxist humanists {(though materialism docsn't really
give us any way o evaluate claims thal certain ideals are betier

than others, it only tells us which seem 10 coincide with suc-

- gessful resistance movements), there’s an additional argument,

based solely on the righteous land claims of the First Nations,
that Morth American revolutionanes need to uphold ecological

principles, According o Ward Churchill:

=it would be a violation of a fundament of traditlonal Indian

e snpphant or eradicate another specios, whether andmal———
or plant, 1 osder lo make way for some greater number of
humans, or to incresse the level of material comfort avail-
ahle to those who already exist. Conversely, it is a funda-
manial requirement of traditional law that esch boman
aceept his or her primary responssbility, that of maintaining
the balance and harmony of the naurasl order ar ir is
enconntered. One is esaentially free to do anything one
wants in an inligenows society so Jong as this cardinal nule
is ndhered 1. The bottom line with regard to the maximum
popalation of Indian Country as it has been skelched in this
prescolstion is a very finite number. My best guess is that a
couple of million people would be pushing the upper
Tamit. =(7)

Thus, even if non-native North American revolotionaries
refect ecologism, deindustrialization, o decreasing the human
poputation as principles, and they see other ways (0 protect the
enviromment - il only for the human population — & satisCacio-
ry, he Firsl Matons' rights 1o self-determination and coltoral
sovereignty includes the right (o a restored habitr, limits on
population growth and deindusirialization.  Anything else
would be more imperialism,

4. MAPPING OUT THE NATIOMAL TERRITORIES

MIM is in no position (o map out the national wermitories for
any number of reasons, First of all, untl the U5, is actually
out of Morth America, i.e. when the revolutionary nationalist
and communist forces have overthrown the Amerikkkan gov-
grmment, the oppressed nations cannod “frecly speak™ their
mingds - no matter what bourgeois philosophy may say. Both
specch and land “rights” are functions of power, and - like the
plebiscite in Poerte Rico demonstrated - oppressed groups do
not ave the power (o say exactly what they want. (If a ‘no’
doean't mean no, how coald a “yes' ever mean yes7) That sadd,
given the record of the Norh American Leli, it's important to
put out a few maps alongside our sericus proclamations of sol-
idarity with First Nations self-determination, The maps shoukd
give an indication of the fulure staie of things, inspiring us W0
work hander o kick the 115, cut of North America!

5. DisacreeMENTS WiTH FirsT MATIONS
REVOLUTIOMARIES

While all revolutiorary natonalists and genuine commumnisis
working 1o defeat the ULS. and end imperialism have strategic
unity - and additionally, many First Nations activists share
MIM's analysis of the white working class and the principal
comradiction — there are signilicant issues o be struggled over,
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Probably the biggest one is over the kinds of organization that
‘hawe won revolitions. MIM hos examined-twe historseab record:
and determined that the Leninist-Maoist party, applying demo-
cratic centralism, self-criticism, mass-line, protracied People’s
War and the philosophy of dialectical materialism, has been
by far the most sucoessiul form of revolutionary organizing.
The American Indian Movement (AIM) was influenced by the

any other First Mation organization (that | know of) has tken
up democratically-central parties. If the First Nations have a
more effective method of erganizing, they should share iL
Otherwize (and (his is true even if First Nations activisis deny
Marxism on principle), they should take up the Maodst party -
adapted 1o their national conditions, of course — and smash the
.S,

MCI2 Responbs:

Churchill’s hypothetical situation reflects a misunderstand-
ing of mequality and oppression, although we do agree with
the gizt of what he is rying 10 say. We have long maintined
that it is possible, and from an imperialist stasd-point probably
even desirable, for the imperialists (o reduce the amount of
inequality among oppressor-nation members, and even o a
lesser extent hetween Amerikans and some members of
oppressed nations in North America. Churchill is wrong, how-
ever, (o say that if there were “parity of ... mce, class and gen-
der relations” the ULS. would still be “first and foremost, a
colomalist socicly, an impenalist socicly in the most Muda-
miental possible sense ™ Frankly, it is net possible wo have “par-
ity of “race,” class, and gender, and stifl have those divisions
exist! So the hypothetical canned exist. To achieve “parity™
would mean schdeving communism, in which these copespls
are meaningless.

In this, Churchill may be making the mistake of aking revi-
sionists at their word, For example when revisionists say they
want to end “claszizm,” they have no apswer (o how that can
be achieved withoul eliminating classes = and it cannot, 30 the
revisionists and reformists in that case are really just making
impossible demands that they know are not realistic - one of
their many errors and crimes.

However, Churchill could be saying that there could be true
communism in North America without ending imperialism
over First Nations. While this is hypothetical and untestable,
we s no reason 10 believe that by the time any sociely poes
through the many révolulionary stages necessary o achieve
eommunism that society could stll be imperialist.

OFf the quede from the RCP, the RAIL Comrade says, “the
spste shockingly makes clear why oppressed nationals - par-
ticwlaely in the First Nations - are put off by settler “Marxism™
o “Manism,” We want to underscore the RC's use of the
nuxhifier “settler™ in the above phrase. We frequently receive a
viry positive response (o real Maoism from First Nations
mnemmbers,

The RC alzo quotes Chyrehill s saying: “it is a fundamental

IETY REVOLUTION

requirement of raditional law that each human accept  his or

‘her primary responsibility, thet-of maintsinieg the balance and

harmony of the natoral order as it is encountered (emphasis
added).” Hers MIM cannct agree with this mysticism and reifi-
cation of the “patural order,” No balance remaing unchanged
or lasts forever; the “natural”™ order doesn’t exist except as an
idcal; nothing is a5 it was “first” encountered, This statement is

" simple expression of suppord for 4 felishized pre-"encounter™

staus quo that.does disservice o the people’s need for revoly-
Lion apiinst imperialism, among other things. In one sense, we
must of course maintain a balance between bumanity, other
life forms, and the resources that we use o sustain life.
Without such a balance, we humans and other life forms will
die. Bun that balance is never unchanged, and rying o keep it
from changing undermines effons at revolutionary change for
the hetter,

Thiz discussion extends o another comment from the RC,
that, “the First Nations” rights to self-determination and cultur-
al soversigaty inciudes the aght (o a restored habital, limits on
population growth and deindustrializatton., Anything clac
would be more impenalism,”™ National self-determination docs
indeed include these rights, as the RC says, but we take issue
with the characterization, by Charchill and others, thal anti-
industriatization is the predomizani view among First Nations
members, In our experience of contact and stroggle with First
Mativns members, reported extensively in MIM Notes, we find
that a deep skeplicism about the industrialization of the white
man nevertheless freguently does nol ruke oul (he positive ben-
efis of industrizlization controlled by the people for progres-
sive ends, Self-determination of nations is the only way o
achieve national liberation and end imperialism, bul we
believe that in the struggle against impesialism, leading o s
defeat, the people of the oppressed nations, including the First
Matons, will probably opd o keep andfor develop (he positive
elements of mdustrialization for the benefit of the people,

Finally, the RC provided for discussion these “quotes [rom
First Nagions sevolutionaries,” MIM's eommems follow each
e,

““The Marxist analysse of capitalem 15 a good beginning, at
least in part; i is beld in common and even expanded upon
by & number of Mative American militanis and traditional-
ists. ... Where Indions and Marxists pant company lies with-
in the reaim of conclusions 1o be drawn (rom snalyses of
what iz wrong with the capitalist process; with a vislon of
an allernative society, Beyond redistribution of the products
of capitalism ilself, Indian critics see litile differentiation
between the two contending modes. And redistribution of
e proceeds accrung from a systemalie tape of the earth is,
at best, an frrelevancy 10 American Indian wradition. ...
Rhetorically at keast, much of Marsism agrees much more
profoumdly with Duopont {(“Better Living Through
Chemistry™) Chemicals aml Philips (“we can make a wall-
head bbond with any environment™) Petroleum than with
any of the Indian contributors. {8}
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MIM: It is incorrect io consider socialism and communism
10 be The “redistribeon of the products of capitalism iself”
These are sysiems of production as well as distribution. Again,
soclal democrats may talk aboul the redistribution of the bene-
fits of capitalism, bul 1hiz is Dol communist’s view, Further,
we don’t recognire “rape of the carth” as a concept oulside of

i mining is ot more “rape of the earth”

tive. Any morality greater than humans is religion, amd w

- think-humans-invented religion, and religions people obvicusly

disagree. In fact, it scems strange to have this matcrialist view
considered to be less “relational” than the view of absolute

morality outside of human conceptions expressed by the quote.

We also cerainly don't subscribe to the “rather slupid notion
that the universe was somehow designed as the playground for

than eating com. The difference is coal takes longer 1o form
than com, which s a quantitative difference. The point is, is
the process sustainable for humanity and is it exploitaive? We
do not recognize the imperative to take care of the earth as a
moral necessity outside of human collure and thought.
Materialists find no meralities ouiside of human conception.

Tt is no more wrong for a human 1o dig op something useful
from the earth than it is for a meteorite to strike o planet some-
where in space, The mosal question is the question of human
relations first, The idea that it is wrong 1o exploit, oppress and
Kill a human being is a homan ides, and like all human ideas it
occurs only on the basis of class and gender relations. From
ihe oppression and exploitation of some humans by other
humans, the oppressed and exploited have developed a morali-
ty that condemns this, and we develop a practice 1o end it
Fuiure social relations will lead to new senses of morality, that
we are not yel in a position o determing, Some people believe,
for example, that the exploitation of animals by humans & the
next fromtier of morality, and MIM docs not have reason (o
disagree with (his. At the moment, however, we are not pre-
pared to base our revolulionary practice on this conception of
morality. Likewise, we do not st present believe there is a
haisis for calling the “destruction” of the Earth as a planet itsell
immaral, apart froa its relation to humanity and, possibly,
other life.

“If Marxisis had ever come close to comprebending (he uni-
verse in anything remotely resembling a truly relational
pense, it seems uterly inconceivable to me that they could
engago in perpeluating the anogance of logic through which
Burope has sssigned to humanity a mystical place of inber-
ent superiority among living things. Il seems equally
impossible that a relational world view could sccommodate
the rather stupid notien that the universe was somebow
designed as the playground for human exploitation. Such
examples could be continued at great bength"(9)

MIM: In response to this comment from Frank Black Elk,
MIM adds that we don't think bumsanity is “superior” (0 other
living things. But we know that humanity is our reference,
That is why we say that there is no mosality outside of human
morality — which means it's a class- and gender-dependent set
of ideas. Does the earth have greater value than the moon in a
moral sense? Why are living things more valuable than non-
living things? Only becanse these are human constroctions in
the first place, and living things are more like buman things.
Outside of human — ie., class and gender based - systems of
Bought there can be no morality from a materialist perspec-

human exploitation,” and we dan’ [ koW any Mardsts whodo:

“The pattern of colonization prevalent in South America ...
seems apprapdiste o conditions currently exisling in the
Morth ns well. Intesnal colonialism - the colonization of
indigenaus peoples — is a prominent, if lide discussed, fact
of life within both the United States and Canada (and
Mexico os well). The centrality of the issue of coloaization
of such Fourth World peoples to any reasonable strategy of
global anti-impesialism appears much mone evident in the
Morth than in the South, not for moral peasons, bul for prag-
rslic ones. Morth America, the United States in particular,
i% the seat of the most comprehensive system of imperialisn
ever witnessed by humanity. Increasingly, it is a system
fueled by niclesr capsbilities, fed by uranium. The relaticn-
ship of the reservalions o thel umnism is clear. Likewise,
the United States and Cannda bead the wogld in “feod pro-
duction’; needless to say, they have a huge stake in main-
takning this position of dominance. Again the relationship of
the Ameriean Indian treaty lands to primary North
American agriculture] areas is readily observable. The same
can be said relstive o a rango of crecial resources " 10}

MIM: We basically agrees with this quote, On the concept
of “Fourth Worlkd,” we would only say that the colonization of
First Nations has been as much a part of imperialism as the
colonization of oppressed nations all over the world. There are
differences, of course, separating those areas that the coloniz-
ers decided o settle in large numbers themselves from those
areas that they merely colonized as labor and resource 2ones.
We think the concept of Third Warld applies well 1o either,
although we have 0o epposition to the term “Fourth World.”

“Many anglo women try, I expect in all sincerity, to tell us
{hat our most pressing problem is male supremacy. To this,
I have 1o say, with all due respect, bullthir. Char problems
are what they've been for the past several himdred years:
white supremacism and colonialism. And that's 8 suprema-
cism and o colonialisi of which white feminists ae still
vary much & part “{£1}

MIM: We agree with Janet McCloud's staizment in part, but
if she is implying that there is nol also o gender contradiction
among First Nations would have o disagree, as we know of ro
sociely without some degree of gender oppression. This argu-
ment is thercfore best had over what is the principal contradic-
tion, which we believe is the contradiction between imperial-
st and the-oppressed nations al present. The main point of te
statement, however, tat we do agree with, is the assertion that
atlempling to um oppressed-nation wimmin against the men
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