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LETTER FROM LIVIO MATTAN TQO HUGO BLANCO -- MARCH 26, 1970

Rome
March 26, 1970

Dear Comrade Hugo,

Several dsys ago, Comrade Joe showed
me the letter that you sent him.

This letter as well as certain state-
ments in your interview published by
Intercontinental Press indicate that a
discussion between us is necessary. In
the past days I had already written an
article examining the three fundamental
problems of this stage; namely, an
estimate of the Peruvian and Bolivian
regimes, the attitude of the Cubans with
regard to the Soviet Union, and the
revolutionary movements and the problem
of armed struggle. As soon as the trans-
lation is finished, I will send you a
copy. In addition I have the intention
of preparing a letter for you on the
crucial problems that we must discuss in
the International.

I 1imit myself todsay to underlining
once again that the World Congress docu-
ment, which you approved and which you
now criticize, was prepared on the basis
of long discussions with the Latin-
American organizations that supported
and continue to support it by an over-
whelming majority. This means that it is
the product of the experience of our
movement as a whole. I do not know if in
your country there are actually charlatans
who, in not wishing to either become
active or to leave the organization, are
talking about guerrilla war and hiding
behind our document. If this is the case,
it must be condemned. However the docu-
ment must be judged on the basis of its
intrinsic content. Each analysis and each
conclusion must be examined closely,
concretely: What is there wrong in it?
How is it mistaken? What is the concrete
alternative if the line of the document is
rejected?

I reject completely the definition
"expression of the guerrillerista cur-
rent," which is not Justified either by
the letter or the spirit of the docu-
ment. The concept is clear and it is
wrong to consider our concept to be in
opposition to the concept of the
Transition Program. We are more con-
vinced than ever of the validity of the
fundamental criteria of that Program;
but the problem is to determine how these
criteria apply in the current situation
of the Latin-American countries, what is
the real perspective of development of
the mass struggles and the armed
struggle. I will add again: that the
polemic between guerrilla war and mobili-
zation of the masses —-- at the stage we
are in -- ig false not only within the
Fourth International, where, to my

knowledge, there are no "guerrillerista"
deviations (not even in Argentina,
Comrade) —- but also in the majority

of the Latin-American revolutionary
movements, which have now surmounted

the stage of Debrayism (as for us, we
were the first to criticize Debray's
little book head on, even if this
"ginged" us). It is quite possible that
in the future there will be new
"guerrillerista" tendencies and we will
undertake the necessary polemicsj; but now
the essential thing is on the one hand

to formulate a strategy of prolonged
armed struggle, on the other to establish
effective links with the mass movement
and to avoid having this movement either
condemned to a routinist practice or to
succumbing periodically in face of the
repression. There are no & priori solu-
tions to this problem, not even —— I
apologize for my heterodoxy —-— in the
Transition Program. It is necessary each
time to make concrete analyses and to
check the analyses through action (certain
very important indications for the Peruvian
movement at this stage are contained in
the supplement of Revolucidn Peruana for
February 1970 in your article on mobili-
zation of the peasants).

A few words concerning Argentina.
Personally I was not in favor of the
trip to Argentina, nor were the comrades
of E1 Combatiente. I do not know if
certaln Peruvian comrades tried in a
mechanical way to apply schemes drawn
from another country. But I can tell you
very clearly that in the fundamental
documents of E1 Combatiente which I have
read, there are no "guerrillerigta"
deviations. If you are of a different
opinion, I ask you to demonstrate it
more specifically in your statements.

In any case, I don't believe that the
crisis in the FIR was the product of
what happened in Argentina: according
to information I have received -—-—
unfortunately not very much —- it has
its own dynamics and is the product of
the great weakness of the party in
recent years and the absence of a
strategic orientation.

Fraternally,

Livio Maitan
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GUERRILLA WARFARE: THE LESSON OF CHINA

Letter from a Chinese Trotskyist

31 July, 1969
My Dear Friend:

I find it quite understandable that
the proposed new Statutes were not adopted
at the recent World Congress of the
Fourth International. The draft, in my
opinion, is too formalistic and does not
correspond to the realities of our world
organization, which, o0ld as it is, is
still in the formative stage, if one
Jjudges by the substance.

The resolution on Latin America
contains not a few valuable ideas. Yet
in some respects it represents the op-
posite of the position held by Comrade
Peng. It fails to emphasize the im-
portance of mobilizing masses and of
political~educational work among them.
By attaching undue importance to the role
of guerrilla warfare in the revolution,
it raises the danger of the revolutionary
vanguard becoming isolated in action.
This could lead to military putschism.

As set forth in the resolution, the
question of guerrilla warfare is posed
in direct opposition to the Tramsitional
Program in the sense that it implies
rejection of the traditional way to the
arming of the proletariat formulated
in that fundamental document. Needless
to say, we must now give increasing
attention to the question of armed
struggle in the light of new experiences.
Guerrilla warfare is Just one form of
armed struggle. We must now supplement our
0ld position -- but not substitute guer-
rilla warfare for the traditional method
of arming the proletariat.

Comrade Peng's opinions about guer-
rilla warfare are absurd. During the past
forty years, if he has not forgotten
anything, he has learned nothing either.
What he has steadfastly remembered is
the criticism made by Trotsky at the end
of 1927 with regard to Stalin's China
policies. After betraying the Chinese
revolution by his opportunism, Stalin
aggravated the disaster by ordering the
Chinese Communists to engage in military
adventures. Having helped strangle the
revolutionary struggles in the cities,
he sought to make up the losses overnight
by inciting peasant insurrections in the
villages.

Recognizing the new situation result-
ing from the revolutionary catastrophe,
Trotsky called on his Chinese followers
to put forward a program of democratic
demands, capped by the demand for an
all-powerful national assembly to be
elected by free, equal and universal
suffrage. This was to provide a realistic

counter to the dictatorship of Chiang
Kai-shek and to enable the revolutionary
vanguard to gain time for recovery from
the defeat instead of exhausting them-
selves in hopeless struggles. This
"transitionsl" program would enable

the Communists to restore their con-
nections with the working masses in the
conditions of a triumphant counterrevo-
lution and thus prepare for a new
upsurge of the revolution, which Trotsky
considered inevitable.

Trotsky's criticism of Stalinist
policies and the program he advanced
in opposition to them proved completely
correct. It is to Comrade Peng's credit
that he has not forgotten them. What is
unfortunate is that he forgot, or never
understood, the precise circumstances in
which Trotsky set forth his ideas. He
forgot, or never understood, that while
condemning military adventurism and
proposing a program of democratic demands,
Trotsky repeatedly counselled his Chinese
followers (circumstances permitting) to
support and where possible participate in
armed struggles against the Xuomintang
and also to support and take part in the
struggle against Japanese imperialism.
Here are Jjust two examples of Trotsky's
advice, retranslated into English from
Chinese:

1. "Of course, we shall nob our-
selves be engaged in the guerrilla war
(against the Kuomintang). We have another
field of action, other tasks to perform.
Yet we very earnestly hope that at least
we should have our own men in some of the
most powerful armed detachments of the
Red Army. The Oppositionists should
live and die together with these armed
detachments. They should help maintain
contact between the detachments and the
peasants and should have the (guidance
of the) organization of the Left Op-
position when carrying on this kind of
work." (Letter to the Left Opposition of
China, January 8, 1931 )

2. "I said all workers' organizations
in China should participate in the present
war against the Japanese invasion. They
should put themselves in the front lines.
At the same time, they should not give
up their program and their independent
activities." (Letter to Diego Rivera,
September 23, 1937 )

For Comrade Peng, however, both in
the fight against the Xuomintang regime
and in the war against the Japanese
invaders, the only way we eould inter-
vene was by writing articles. Neverthe-
less, during the years of the anti-
Japanese war, there were some Chinese
Trotskyists engaged in the armed struggle.
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In two places —— one in Kwantung, the other
in Shantung province -~ we even had our
comrades leading their own armed detach-
ments. In neither of these two situations
was anything of consequence achieved. The
detachments were disbanded or destroyed
elther by the Japanese troops or by
Stalinist forces. Reasons for these defeats
were many, but this was the main one: the
actions were the result of individual
initiatives, not an organizational deci-
sion; the activity was neither endorsed

nor supported by the organization; it
therefore lacked political direction and
control.

The Chinese Trotskyists formally
organized themselves into a unified
political group in 1931. When the Chinese
Communist Party seized power, they had
existed as a political tendency, if not
as a party, for twenty years. Yet they
had carried out no significant action or
any work of great influence. One could
advance many reasons, whether real or
imaginary, to explain this regrettable
fact. The most important, or one of the
most important, however, was our erroneous
position toward armed struggles. While
condemning the Stalinist policy of build-
ing "Soviet areas" in the countryside
and organizing a "Red Army" from among the
peasants, we actually went over to the
extreme of opposing, or at any rate being
indifferent to, armed struggle. We d4did
not, of course, reject armed struggle in
principle. But we 4id regard it as some-~
thing very, very remote, to be serious-
ly considered only after a revolutionary
situation had matured nationally and work-
ers in the cities had gone out in a
general strike. As long as this had not
happened, any attempt to take up arms was
considered unthinkable and branded as
"military opportunism" or "military
putschism.” Hence we never thought of
sending some of our comrades to work in
the anti-Kuomintang armed detachments
as Trotsky had counselled us to do. We
did not participate in the anti-Japanese
war, except by manifestoes and articles,
although the conditions for such partici-
pation were excellent.

For this false attitude toward armed
struggle, Comrade Peng is not, of course,
alone responsible. I, as one of the lead-
ing members of the organization, bear a
share of the responsibility, although T
did once attempt to enter the armed
struggle and Comrade Peng condemned it.
However, it was Comrade Peng who insisted
most stubbornly on the false line of the
Chinese Trotskyists in the question of
armed struggle. He has not examined his
:ttigude in retrospect and still clings

0 .

In our epoch, as Trotsky pointed out,
nearly every class struggle tends to
become transformed into civil war. This
was especially true of China under the
military dictatorship of the Kuomintang.

Under such circumstances, any under-
estimation of armed struggle, or an in-
correct attitude toward it, can be fatal
to a revolutionary organization. This
bitter truth has not dawned on Comrade
Peng even yet. That is why he still cannot
comprehend the major reason for the
victory of the Chinese Communist Party
and our failure. The reasons he gave in
his article, "Return to the Road of
Trotskyism," in which he tried to ex-
plain why the Chinese Communist Party
was victorious, seem to me absurd and
ridiculous. He wrote:

"...the taking of power in 1949 by
the CPC, however, was in no way a result
of the guerrilla warfare strategy itself,
but rather, a result of the exceptional
historical circumstances created as a
result of the Japanese invasion of China
and World War II. First of all, the
Soviet Union's occupation of Manchuria,
the most industrialized part of China,
dealt a heavy blow to the forces of
Chiang Kai-shek, and the modern weapons
which the Red Army obtained from dis-
arming the Japanese were used to arm the
Fourth Arny of the CPC commaunded by Lin
Piao. Most important also was the inability
of US imperialism to intervene. US
imperialism even cut off aid to Chiang
Xal-gshek's regime many months before its
defeat (that is, in fact, one of the major
reasons for the defeat)."

This "explanation" hardly seems to
have been given by a revolutionist, but
rather by one of Chiang Kai-shek's
apologists: We were defeated only because
the United States was unable to intervene
and deprived us of aid, while the Com-
munists triumphed only because of the help
they got from the Soviet Union!

Anyone who observed and experienced
what happened during 1945-49 could unot
accept Comrade Peng's "explanation." It
was obvious to everybody that a civil
war was raging between the forces of
revolution and couanterrevolution, betwezn
the broad toiling masses on the advance,
and the landlord-bourgeois classes in
decline. Falling to see this fundamental
fact, Comrade Peng attributed the victory
of the Chinese Communist Party to "modern
weapons” obtained through the Russians
and Chiang Xai-shek's defeat to cutting
off the supply of such weapons by the
United States. Even Gen. George C.
Marshall understood that giving greater
supplies of weapons to Chiang would simply
mean giving them to the Communists. That
was why "US imperialism even zubt off aid
to Chiang Kai-shek's regime many months
before its defeat."

Here I will not argue further with
Comrade Peng about the reasons for the
victory of the Chinese Communist Party.
Instead, let me asx him a few questions:
If the Chinese Comnunist Party had not
engaged in armed struggle against the



Kuomintang during the preceding twenty
years, how would they have been able to
take advantage of the "exceptional
historical circumstances created as a
result of the World War II?" If the
Chinese Communists had not trained them-
selves as "soldier-revolutionaries,"

how could they have utilized the modern
weapons given them by the Russians? And
if the Communists had not been able to
make use of the ald they received, how
could they have taken advantage of their
enemy's lack of aid?

Obviously, whoever wishes to turn
favorable historical situations to his
advantage, must prepare himself for that
purpose. Such situations, by the way,
have not been rare, and more are bound to
occur. If, however, we do as Comrade

Peng would have us do —-- if we confine
our work to publishing a magazine and to
theoretical discussions —- if the weapon

we can use is that of criticism only --
if we do not prepare, or allow others to
prepare, to transform the "arms of criti-
cism" to the "criticism of arms" —- then
all favorable situations will pass us by
without our being able to make the
slightest use of them.

In the previously quoted article by
Comrade Peng, he says: "We do not reject
guerrilla warfare as a tactic, but rather
as a strategy. Definitely, when the
situation in any country matures to the
point that we must immediately prepare
the masses for armed insurrection to
seize power, guerrilla warfare by the
peasants might be the most useful tactic.”

This brief passage, in my opinion,
contains several grave errors:

1. Owing to the "peculiarities of our
epoch" the question of armed struggle
(including guerrilla warfare as one of

its forms) must be considered and dealt
with on the level of strategy.

2. The experiences of revolutionary
struggles in many countries during the
past forty years attest that guerrilla
wars were not necessarily conducted
entirely by peasants. Nor were the rise
and maintenance of guerrilla detachments
seen only during and after an uprising
by the urhan proletariat. On the con-
trary, such detachments have arisen and
existed prior to the maturing of a revo-
lutionary situation in the cities. Ex-
perience has shown that guerrilla activity
in the countryside can serve as a power-
ful stimulant to revolutionary action in
the cities.

3. If we consider guerrilla warfare
purely as a "tactic" when the situation
is maturing to the point where it is
necessary to prepare the armed uprising
for the seizure of power, then we will
prove unable either to organize and direct
the insurrection in the cities or to
organize and direct guerrilla warfare in
the countryside, for we shall have done
nothing to prepare ourselves for this
kind of struggle.

Comrade Peng has not drawn any
lesson either from the history of the
Chinese revolution in general or from the
experiences of the Chinese Trotskyists in
particular. Instead he persists in his
false position on the question of armed
struggle. What is worse, he is now trying
to "export" this false position to the
International. That is why I have had to
write these comments, which I hope you
will transnit to our frieands abroad.
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ON THE CHARACTER OF ZIONISM AND THE PALESTINIAN LIBERATION MOVEMENT

by Micha
July 27, 1969

It is natural that the revolutionary
movements of the whole world should
seriously concern themselves with the
situation in the region of the Arab East
following the Six-day War. But in the
context of this concern there appear
"facts" and "analyses" which place the
real relationships in a wrong light.

Often they do not coincide with the obJec-
tive relationships.

In the Young Socialist (reflecting the

views of the YBA 1n the USA) of April 1,

1969, two quotations appear on the first
page under the title, "Young Socialist
Notes:" 1. from Free Palestine, a magazine
of Palestinians Iiving in England who are
close to Fatsh; 2. from the June, 1967
statement of the ISO [Israeli Socialist
Organization] regarding the Six-day War.

On the basis of both texts (and also
of others), and by contrasting them, I
will attempt to clear up some question-
able points and to draw conclusions.

The Origin of Zionism and the State
of Israel

In the Quatriéme Internationale of
November, 1968, 1 wrote an obituary for
Hersh Mendel (Mendel Stockfisch), who
died on July 22, 1968, and who in his
memoirs called himsgelf a Jewish revo-
lutionary. This man in reality was omne
of the last survivors of the heroic
period of the Russian October Revolution
and the twenties.

Isaac Deutscher, who knew this man
well from their common activity in the
Communist Party of Poland and later in
the Trotskylst opposition, characterized
him this way:

"Hersh Mendel is a truly authentic,
heroic type -- his early friends knew
him as such -- a figure as though out of
a story or legend, but in fact out of
the reality of Jewlish prewar workers'
Warsaw." (From Isaac Deutscher's foreword
to Hersh Mendel's book, translated by
me from the Yiddish.)

In my obituary on him, whom I had
known well in the last ten years of his
life, I wrote:

"Hersh Mendel grew up in his Jewish
surroundings, suffering Czarist and later
Polish reactionary oppression. This
situation made him a revolutionist, a
fighter against barbarism, and an inter-
nationalist communist whose ideas went
far beyond the narrow point of view of the
martyred East European Jews. He realized
that only the achievement of socialism
on a world scale could solve the Jewish

question. Hersh Mendel's background was
the Jewish working class of Warsaw,
Lodz, and the masses of small Jewlsh
artisans in the small towns of Poland,
White Russia, and the Ukraine. This
background was completely EEISfEEIIE
estroye e Naz arbarism, and with
ers endeli's family and a S
Triends." (ly emphasis.)

The fate of this unusual man teaches
us not only how a people was crushed and
how this crushing helped Zionism to build
an anachronistic state. It is also an
excellent example of the process by which
objective circumstances made possible for
Zionism the subjective prerequisites for
founding a state following the Second
World War.

I underlined the above sentence
because it expresses not only a personal
tragedy, but the tragedy of an entire
generation of European Jewry. This tragedy,
in which six million Jews were murdered
solely because they were Jews, makes
understandable how this lamentable Jewish
state arose and how it can still function
today.

Seen in this light, the above men-
tioned quotation in the Young Socialist
from Free Palestine is senseless:.m...the
national territory conquered and colonised
by...forces founded on religious sec-
tarlanism and racial hatred, practising a
policy of discrimination and persecution
against Christian and Moslem Arabs in
Palestine."

This is a total lack of understanding
of the situation. Neither Zionism nor
the state of Israel are based on "reli-
gilous sectarisnism.”" The additlon "against
Christian and Moslem Arabs" emphasizes
this element still more. Primitive reli-
glous sentiments are being exploited here.
The result of this kind of method can
only be to the advantage of Arab reaction
and strengthens the concentration of the
Jewish population of Israel around the
darkest Zionist chauvinism.

The situation which led to Zionism
and to the origin of the state of Israel
has nothing to do with religious fanati-
cism. Religious fanaticism is present in
parts of the populatlon of Israel, Just
as it is in the Arab states and in many
other parts of the world. Among the
Jews of Israel only a minority is in its
grip. The problem is therefore not a
struggle against "religious fanaticism."

The contradiction exists between
Zionism, which allies itself with foreign
powers in order to realize its utopian
goal of the solving of the Jewish question
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in Israel, and the Arab masses who are
the sacrifice to this configuration.

In order to understand the causality
of the origin of Zionist Israel, I cite
the above mentioned Hersh Mendel. I am
an irreconcilable opponent of his con-
clusions, and explained that to him over
the years. But when one wishes to under-
stand the Jews of Israel, to analyze
Zionism in order to fight it (Jews and
Arabs together), Hersh Mendel's incorrect
definition gives us an important handle.

This man, who gave the best years of
his life to irreconcilable battle against
capitalism and for the realization of the
ideals of socialism, and who because of
this battle passed more than half of
his 1life in prisons and in emigration,
came to the following conclusion in the
afterword to his Memoirs, after his entire
generation of Jews had been murdered:

"After long inner struggle and much
thought it became clear to me that the
Jewish worker will be able to struggle
for socialism only in Israsel, because only
in Israel will the Jewlsh people gather
itself again and begin to create a new
and free life, and the worker will have
hegemony." (trasnslated from the Yiddish.)

His conclusions are wrong both with
respect to the solution of the Jewish
question and also from the socialist
standpoint. Zionism, that is, the idea
of the gathering of the Jews of the world
in Israel and their economic and social
rehabilitation there, cannon solve the
Jewish problem. On the contrary, with an
Israel isolated in the region, Zionism
develops the Jewish problem anew to a
higher power. One cannot speak of economic
and political sovereignty, but only of
economic, political, and military depen-
dence on the world powers.

The world Jewish problem consists
above all in the non-integration of Jews
into the society in which they live.
Here, in the geographical region of the
Arab East, the non-integrated are not
individuals but an entire state. Israel
finds itself geographically in the region,
but economically and politically it is a
foreigner; it is at present an appendage
of the USA. The departed Hersh Mendel's
idea of worker hegemony and socialism
remains a figment of the imaginsation.

In order to understand and to deal
in accordance with reality, one must know
that before the catastrophe in Europe, by
far the overwhelming portion of the Jews
now in Israel were not Zionists, or in any
case did not consider emigrating to
Palestine. Neither the exodus to Palestine
nor the building of a Jewish state were
a reality for them.

The hundreds of thousands of survivors
of European Jewry went to Israel after the

world war because they could not remain
in their homelands, because they were
uprooted there, because they no longer
had relatives, friends, nor homes there.
They went to Palestine because they
wanted to begin a new life there with
their companions in sorrow. They did not
go in order to fight the Arabs as colo-
nists and to serve imperialism. Rather
these tragic conditions made it easy for
Zionism to make these downtrodden and
tormented masses into Zionist chauvinists.

At that time and still today these
masses wanted only one thing: security in
their physical existence after decades
of the most brutal persecution. "Religious
fanaticism" and phrases of similar ilk
are sulted only to strengthen Zionist
chauvinism.

Hersh Mendel says" "Whoever has seen
the like [the slaughter of Europe's
Jews] will never forget it and will not
rest until the conditions are created
which make a repetition impossible. He
will always be ready to sacrifice every-
thing he has in order to assure Jewish
existence in a Jewish Land." (Memoirs)

Already in the thirties and forties,
our small Trotskyist group in Palestine,
which illegally published KOL-HAMAAMAD
(Class Voice), explained the 1dea of
the solutlion of the Jewish question in
Palestine not as unreal, but rather that
this idea and the resulting practice
serve reaction and imperialism. In 1947-
48 we were against the partitioning of
the country and against the United States-
and Soviet Union-supported establishment
of the state of Israel.

But meanwhile the combined Hitlerite
and Stalinist crimes had their conse-
quences. Hundreds of thousands of up-
rooted and desperate Hersh Mendels
saw no other path. They presented the
human material which made it possible for
Zionism to proclaim and defend the Jewish
state at the cost of the Palestinian Arabs
and with the help of American imperialism
and the Kremlin bureaucracy.

After the founding of the state in
1948, the Arab states themselves as a con-
sequence of their narrow-minded anti-
Jewish and pro-imperialist policies pro-
vided additional hundreds of thousands
of Jews to secure the Zionist fortress.
Finally came great multitudes from the
Kremlin-ruled lands of Eastern Europe,
especially from Rumania, because of the
ingbility and unwillingness of Stalin and
his successors to treat the problems of
national minorities in an internationalist
spirit.

This state, whose establishment we
opposed and which we still today regard
as a servant of imperialism, is now a
fact of two decades' duration, but its
liquidation through Arab powers, even if
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this were possible, can only result in
monstrous misfortune and crimes.
The Arab Revolution and the State

of Isrsel

In the quotation mentioned at the
beginning, which was taken from the
article "Al Fatsh's Aim: A Democratic
Palestine," stands the following pro-
grammatic statement:

"...The revolutionary struggle sets
for itself the example of national
liberation struggles against colonialism
and imperialism.... The Palestinian
Liberation Movement 'Fatah' declares
solemnly that the final objective of its
struggle is the restoration of the demo-
cratic and independent state of Palestine,
where all citizens regardless of race and
religion will enjoy equal rights.”

-- First of all, a correction: There
has never been a "democratic and indepen-
dent state of Palestine."” Therefore, there
cannot be any talk of a "restoration,”
but only of the founding or erection of
a democratic and independent Palestinian
state. It would then be a matter of some-
thing new, which has not existed previous-
ly. This is not a play on words;
"Palestinism" has been raised to mystic
heights by those who favor the founding of
such a state. Until the British mandate,
Palestine was not a separate state entity,
but a part of a much larger Arab unity
under Turkish soverelgnty. And becsasuse it
then became a British mandate, it was
neither "democratic" nor "independent." —-
I will return to this theme. —-

. In the'Young Socialist Notes," where
the above quotation is printed, there then
follows a passage from the ISO declaration
after the June 1967 war:

"The state of Israel must undergo a

The idea appears even less ambiguous-
ly in a following interview with the
president of the "Arab Student Club at
Columbia University," Amr Armanazi (page
3 of the same Young Socialist): "In the

long run the commandos hope to break up
the structure of the Zionist state,

economically, and militarily, and to
establish in Palestine a secular demo-
cratic state open to all, regardless of
creed." (my emphasis)

In the chapter on the origin of
Zionism and the state of Israel I
attempted to prove that it is impossible,
both from & humanistic and from an inter-
nationalist socialist standpoint, to regard
the liquidation of the state of Israel
through the "Palestine Liberation Move-
ment" as revolutionary. By the forcible
imposition of "freedom" neither "demo-
cracy" nor "equal rights" can be realized.
The result can only be national hatred
and oppression of a new sort.

The declaration of the ISO: "...the
state of Israel must undergo a deep revo-
lutionary change...." The declaration does
not foresee the abolition of Israel.
Israel must be de-Zionized. Then and only
in this connection is "integration in a
Socialist Middle Eastern Union" spoken of.

The contradiction between the two
positions must not be glossed over. Let
us repeat it: "Al Fatah" wants to solve
the problem of The exiles, the refugees,
by creating, independently of the will of
the Jewish population of Israel, an Arab-
Jewlsh Palestine with the help of mili-
tary actions.

The ISO sees in the de-Zionigzation of
Israel a precondition for "its integration
in a Socialist Middle Eastern Union."

De-Zionization means: A state of the
population of Israel and not of world

deep revolutionary change which wlll trans

Jewry; a state which in every manner

form 1t from a Zionist state into a social

exists and collaborates 1n and with its

ist state which represents the interests

geographical surroundings and 18 not an

of the masses that live in lt.... One
can therefore sum up the solution which we

agent of great powers against these
surroundings. ln other words: the pre-

propose by the formula: de-Zionization of
Israel and 1ts integration in a Soclalist
MIddTe Eastern Union." (my underlining)

Immediately thereafter comes the
observation of the Young Sociallst
editors:

"The revolutionary struggle which the
Palestinian Liberation Movement has under-
taken is a step towards that solution.”

The difference between the two
declarations is in reality very essential.
The first, that of "Al Fatah," mentions
simply the goal of a "democratic and
independent Palestine." Israel simply
doesn't exist, is snuffed out.

requisite for and transition to inte-
gration must be created.

The ISO stands on the position of
Lenin: "The freedom to unite presumes
the freedom to separate."” (speech of
May 12, 1917) This view of Lenin, which
the ISO has adopted, is no abstract
phrase but the most concrete necessity,
for the national question as well as
for the objective factors for tb reali-
zation of socialism.

Palestine, Israel and the Unification of

the Arab East

In his interview the already mentioned
Amr Armanazi ("...the commandos hope to
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break up the structure of the Zionist
state....") develops a theory which appears
to correspond with that of the leaders of
llFat ah" . -

"Another fact that the Arab revo-
lutionaries have come to recognize is that
complete Arab unity is not a prerequisite
for effective action against Zionism. In
fact, Israel has successfully carried out
its function as an effective deterrent to
any meaningful movement towards achieving
unity.... The conflicts and contradictions
within the Arab world can only be resolved
by forging a path through this confusion
and directing efforts towards the source
of these conflicts and contradictions,
which finds its embodiment in the state
of Israel, the beachhead of Zionism and
imperialism in the Middle East."

That is political acrobatics which is
supposed to gloss over the failure of
Arab unity. That the hindering of Arabd
unity is regarded as vital for their
policies by the Zionist leadership of
Isreel -- this is granted by the Zionists
themselves. But the assertion that Israel
is the cause of the lack of unity of the
Arab East cennot stand up before objective
consideration. Has Egyptian-Syrian unity
perhaps exploded because of Israel? Or
perhaps the explanations of various
regimes and parties in the Arab East —-
that there can be no unity so long as the
economic and social levels are not
counterbalsnced —— have an Israseli origin?
This list could be broadened significantly.

Particularist interests and egocen-
tricity of the various Arab parties,
among them also the Communist parties,
have hindered and still hinder unity by
all means and sabotage. In this way
Zionism is done & great service, and so
are the great powers who because of the
fragmentation can more easily make each
segment of the Arab nation dependent on
them. Reactionary forces naturally fight
against everything progressive. For them
the abolition of the borders artfully
created by imperialism in the Arab East
is dangerous. National unity is the
first step for every revolutionary up-
rising. The most towering deed of the
Chinese Revolution of 1949-50 was the
unification of the country.

Amr Armanazi makes it easy for him-
self: Israsel 1s the cause of inner-Arad
conflicts; thus one must proceed against
Israel, while one creates an additional
small Arab state-— Palestine —- and
absorbs Israel into it.

The name Palestine stems from the
Philistines who once lived here in
antiquity and not even in the entire
region of the land later called Palestine
by the British. The Arabs of Palestine
are historically and nationally an integral
component of the whole of the Arabs of
the Arab East. In actuality there was a

state of Palestine only through the
division into spheres of influence between
Great Britain and France with the fall

of the Ottoman Empire after the First
World War.

Armanazi (and with him the leaders
of "Fatah") says: "...Arab unity is not
a prerequisite for effective action against
Zionism." Thus the Palestinian revolu-
tionaries show what they really have to
offer: a state of Palestine. I doubt that
this can be an "effective action against
Zionism," but do not want to go into
this further here.

What interests us here are two
decisive problems in this complex:
1. The danger of an additional separa-
tism, a Palestinian separatism ralsed to
a myth. 2. "Palestinism" makes it im-
possible to solve the Arab-Israeli problem
in a revolutionary way.

In principle no one has the right
to prescribe to another which nation-
ality he should regard as his. It could
be argued that if the Palestinians want
to constitute themselves as a separate
nation, even if only for a time, then
that is their affair. But in the concrete
reality Palestine is, on the one hand,
a problem of all Arabs (which does not need
to be proven again), and on the other
hand the Arab-Israeli problem can be
solved only in the framework of the
whole of the Argb East.

I stress once more what I already
sald above: a binational Palestinian
state is incapable, even with the best
of intentlons, of overcoming the national,
economic, social and cultural contra-
dictions. Such a state can only raise
these contradictions to a new power and
plaey into the hands of native reaction
eand imperialism.

The particularist tendency of
"Fatah" should be understood as the con-
sequence of the incapacities of the
existing regimes in the Arab East. These
regimes cannot solve their domestic
political and social problems and they
are not uniting the Arab East. Likewise
they are able to contribute only negative
solutions to the Arab-Israell problem and
to the unfortunate situation of the
Palestinian refugees. This continues so
long as they do not work toward a unifi-
cation of these lands. Therefore there
arose the independent activity of the
Palestinians. This independence of the
fighters from the conventional state
apparatuses and armies conceals within
itself a powerful revolutionary socialist
potential. But at the same time particu-
larism contains the potential of
reactionary tendenclies and even of capit-
ulation to the state apparatuses, the
international economic monopolies
(petroleum), and the great powers.
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Progress and socialism require a
perspective with broad horizon and scope.
For this there must be developed a
transitional program which serves these
goals. Particularist narrow-mindedness
destroys the revolutionary potential of
the struggling Palestinians.

Israel and the Jews of the World

The Zionist movement describes itself
as the national liberation movement of
world Jewry. At the beginning of this
work, I attempted to present the origin
of Zionism, its inabllity to solve the
international Jewish question, and the
factors which made possible the founding
of the state.

But because much nonsense is spread
about the mutual relationships between
the Jews of the whold world and Israel,
something must be said about this.

One of the resolutions of the
sixteenth party congress of the Communist
Party of Israel (Rakach) in June of this
Year on "The Jewish Question and Zionism
in Our Time" meintains: "Contemporary
Zionism is a reactlionary nationalist
1deology and policy of the pro-imperislist
Jewish bourgeoisie, having its centres in
Israel and in the USA."

These followers of the Kremlin
strategy believe they have put forward
theoretical wisdom when they label
Zionism as bourgeols and as centered in
the USA. However, Zionism never was snd
still is not the "ideology" and "policy"
of the international Jewish bourgeoisie.

The Jewish capitalists of the whole
world are parts of the bourgeols classes
of the countries in which they live.
Their class existence stands and falls
with the standing and falling of American,
English, French, South African, etc.
capitalism. That is where their capital
is invested. The capitalist of Jewish
ancestry who lives in the USA or France
is not a Jewish capitalist, but an Ameri-
can or French capitalist.

Certainly among parts of the Jewish
bourgeoisie there are sentiments, sometimes
very strong ones, in favor of Israel
(and not only the bourgeoisie, but also
among many other Jewish layers) But Jewish
big capital does not invest its money in
Israel. Several years ago the Paris
Rothschilds managed their investments in
the framework of French interests in
Israel. But when these interests no longer
existed, as the French government imposed
so-called sanctions, then the Rothschilds
invested nothing in the planned pipeline
from Elat to the Mediterranean. And the
Paris Rothschilds do not belong to the
good little French capitalists who are
compliant when the big men give orders.
Rothschild is himsgelf one of the "big men;"
he 1s an important commander of the French

profit makers.

An analysis of investments in Israel
would show that the Israeli economy does
not rest upon capital invested by Jewish
capitalists from all over the world.
Jewish capitalists from all over the
world (end not even all of them) are
prepared to give gifts of money, some-
times very large ones; above all, when
they can write it off thelr taxes. But
they invest real capital in Israel only
in very minimal amounts, because it is
much too uncertain and the profit is in
doubt. A few invest because the Israselil
government insures the orlginal capital
and the dividends even if the business
makes no profit.

Israel is a bourgeois state in both
its economic structure and its class
character. The Israell bourgeoisie rules
here in the same way as the bourgeoisie
in the rest of the bourgeois world. But
Zionism is not the ideology and practice
of Jewish world capital in either its
origin or the present configuration of
Israel. Rather it is correct that the
Zionist ideology and the Israeli reality
of foreignness and isolation in the
region must inevitably be economically
and politically dependent on imperialism.
The fathers of political Zionism knew
that already and conducted themselves
accordingly.

Therefore the ISO spesks of de-
Zionization, the content of which has
already been explained above. But de-
Zionization is only possible when the
Jewish masses in Israel have security
not only for their physical existence,
as "Fatah" explains. They need no less
the security of their national and
political existence. The Israell popu-
lation is not a socially homogeneous
mass; they are not colonlalists In the
classic sense of the word, because most of
them belong to the exploited clasgses.
But after the experience of centuries,
the question of security stands in first
place.

The Palestinian Resistance Movement

and Israel

In the Tricontinental of January,
1969, "Fatah™ leader Yasir Arafat sald:
"We are carrying the war forward to expel
from our country a military occupation
force set up by international imperialism
and led by the US government, British
imperialism, and international Zionismeeo.."

The counterrevolutionary forces in
the Arab East, as well in Israel as also
in the Arab states, are paid and directed
by US imperialism. Israel as a gtate has
for imperialism the function of a police-
man sgainst the Arab revolutionary move-
ment. These facts have important signifi-
cance for the determination of a revo-
lutionary strategy both for the Arab
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forces and for the smaller forces in
Israel.

But nevertheless the question must
be clearly stated as to the meaning of
"to expel from our country a military
occupation force." And this question must
be answered Just as clearly.

Arafat compares his movement with the
liberation front in Vietnam. There the
"military occupation force" is the
invading armies of the USA which must be
driven out. The "Liberation Front" must
fight against the troops of General Ky,
the traitor to his people, in order to
free the land from local opponents. But
the troops of Ky and Thieu are not
"occupation forces," because they are
Vietnamese who must be won for the
"Liberation Front."

If by "occupation force" in Palestine
Arafat understands the Israeli forces
which have occupied the West Bank of the
Jordan, the Gaza Strip, Sinai, and the
Syrian heights, then there exist no
differences of opinion; the withdrawal
from the occupied areas is an elementary
demand, even if the existing problems are
still not solved by the realization of
this demand.

But "Fatah" spesks in its various
declarations of "breaking up the structure
of the Zionist state." The same idea is
repeated in various formulaetions, even
though always with express reference to
the maintenance of the rights of the Jews.

If the Palestinian liberation movement
fights Zionism as occupation troops and
the agent of imperialism, and at the same
time wants to treat the Jews of Israel
not as Jews but as people to be won for

the common struggle —— as it is stated in
the declarations of the liberation move-
ment -- then it must act accordingly.

Setting off a car full of explosives
in the middle of peaceful buyers in the
vegetable market in Jerusalem, exploding
a time bomb in the mensa of the university
in Jerusalem, explosions in the bus station
of Tel Aviv, where crowds of workers and
small shopkeepers were on their way to
work, the placing of bombs at the entrance
to a circus performance, and dozens of
similar actions —- all this is suited
not to win these masses, but to repel
them and chain them more firmly to
Zionism,

A further example of the inability of
the leaderships to think and act inter-
nationally is the following: In the plat-
form of the "Popular Front for the Liber-
ation of Palestine," "class struggle" is
mentioned very often, but only once is it
explained what they really mean by this:
"For the national struggle represents in
its origin a question of class struggle.
The national struggle is .a struggle for

the lsnd, and those who fight for this
are the peasants who have been driven
from their land...." (Printed in Was Tun,
October 28, 1968.)

This means that the "Popular Front
for Liberation" simply equates the Jewlsh
peasants in Israel with colonialists in
the colonial lands. But these Jewish
peasants will be driven out again and the
Argb peasants will receive the land. —-
And this is, they believe, "class
struggle,” and in this manner they will
solve the problems "democratlically"
and lead the Israeli population into a’
common struggle against imperialism.

For socialists the "democratic"
solution of the land question is the
agrarian revolution. I do now want to
determine here whether and how the land
would be divided or worked cooperatively.
If the solution of the agrarian problem
makes it necessary, then the lands must
be returned. But in any case the demand
for the exchange of small and middle
Peasants according to the natlonality to
which they belong is not "class struggle"
but the most brutal nationalist proceeding.
This is the brutal fashion in which for
decades the Zionist settlers treated
the Arab Fellaheen. However, reversing
the situation cannot solve the problem,
but can only awaken the most reactionary
and bloodthirsty instincts. Class struggle
in the area of agriculture is the agrarian
revolutlion, which is capable of serving
both peoples Jointly and winning the
Jewish farmers for the common cause.

There are a few Zionist tendencies
(Uri Avneri, people split off from Mapam,
among others) who declare for the Arab
right to self-determination, but only if
the Arabs unite in a federation with
Israel. Naturally this is preposterous. If
they are obligated to federate, not drawn
to it by ThHelr own will, one cannot speak
of "self-determination.”

But in fact this is the behavior of
"Fatah" toward Israel. It is very good
when they explain: "We have not taken up
arms to force two million Jews inbto the
sea or to wage a religious or racial
war." I do not doubt the sincerity of this
statement. But I deny most emphatically
that one can speak of any sort of "demo-
cracy" in a Palestine conquered by Arab
forces and in which, contrary to the will
of the Jews living there, Israel is
dissolved in order to be incorporated
into a binational Palestine.

That sort of forced "integration" of
8 people is oppression. Integration can
only proceed from the Jews themselves;
and for that they must receive from the
Arab freedom fighters the right of self-
determination. Revolutionary socialists
are not interested in an anachronistic
state structure which also has no eco-
nomic or political basis for independence.
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But, as I have already sald above,
integration into a larger state structure,
as in this case into a United Arab East,
can only proceed from the integrating
nation, Israel.

This should not limit the right of
the Palestinian Arabs to wage their freedon

fight against the occupation and oppression.

On the contrary; that is their elementary
duty. But when Arafat says "to expel from
our country a military occupstion force"
and by this means the dissolution of Israsel
into a Jewish-Arab Palestine, then that
is, to put it mildly, suspicious. It is
not the same as in Vietnam. There exists
here no American or other imperialist
"military occupation force." We are deal-
ing with Israelis who to be sure work for
the Western powers at present, but who
tomorrow, after the "Moors" have done their
duty, will be shamefully abandoned by
their present masters. This "military
occupation force" must not be driven .
from Israel, but rather won for the common
Argb-Jewish cause through explanation,
example, and above all the securing of
their own national independence. Israeli
revolutionary socialism can work

actively here. ,

In the last section I intentionally
mentioned the position of the CP (Rakach).
Because if Zionism is the affair of the
international Jewish bourgeoisie, then so
is Israel. To us that is incorrect.

Israel is a state whose economic sysbtenm is
run on the principles of capitalist com-
petition and the market aad exists
essantially through the services providsd
to the world's wmost powerful monopoly
capital (not Jewish capital).

The daily radio broadcasts in Hebrew
by "Fatah" are directed not only to

Israelis, but in one breath to all the
Jews of the world. This is terribly out
of place and creates suspicions. This is
a matter of two worlds. The simple
egquating of world Jewry and the Israelis
is Zionism.

Likewise one must stop spesking of
international Judaism and international
Zionism, as is often done. —— "Inter-
national Judaism" has a bitter aftertaste.
It recalls the shameful fabrication of the
czarist antiseaites, "The Elders of
Zion," which unfortunately has sppeared in
many editions in the Arab language. It
recalls the filthy propaganda of the
Nazis against world Judaism, which
allegedly waunted to rule the world. It
also recalls many bureaucracies in
countries which call themselves
"socialist."

Once more: Israel is a country whose
population, as is true of the whole capi-
talist worid, consists of social classes.
Zionism plays a reactionary role. Buf
the Jewish population of Israel can be
won for the anti-imperialist and pro-
socialist struggle only through guarantees
for its physical and national existence.
It must be patiently mads clear to the
Jewish population that this is not a
matter of a new particularism which can
only serve the great powers and reaction,
but of a revolutionary movement embracing
the whole region which struggles against
Arabic as well as Zionist reaction.

Only a United Socialist Arab East
will be able bota Lo solve the tragic
Palestine question and refugee problem and
prepare for the Jewish population of
Israel its place in the framework of a
liberated region.
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CRITICISM OF A CRITICISM

(In reply to Comrade Nishi)

by F. Charlier

The srticle of Comrade K. Nishi (1),
written in May, 1969, reached us late and
consequently we excuse ourselves, vis a vis
its author, for the lateness of our reply.
The article of Comrade Nishi constitutes a
criticism of the draft resolution on the
"Cultural Revolution," presented by the
majority of the United Secretariat of the
Fourth International as part of the pre-
paration for the Ninth World Congress,
which was held in April 1969 (2). At the
time when Comrade Nishi's article was
written, the draft resolution, as amended
by the delegates at the congress, had al-
ready been adopted as a resolution (3).

To the extent that the majority of the dele-
gates to the Ninth World Congress sup-
ported the draft presented by the majority
of the United Secretariat, of which only

a few points were modified -- a new para-
graph in the resolution is devoted to the
Sino-Soviet frontier incidents, in which
the responsibility of the Soviet bureau-
cracy, as well as the Chinese response,

are severely criticized; the Chinese
leadership is elsewhere criticized, in a
different paragraph, for its Zhdanovist-
type position in the cultural field --

the criticism written by Comrade Nishi
applies to the definitive text of the reso-
lution as well. That is why it is still
necessary to reply to it.

I. THE SOCIAL ROOTS OF THE
REVOLUTION"

The principal weakness of the po-
sition defended by Comrade Nishi, like
that of Comrade Peng (4), is the follow-
ing: they cannot furnish a satisfactory
explanation for the social causes which
were at the basis of the outbreak of the
"Cultural Revolution." While the documents
elaborated by the International endeavored
to supply this fundamental explanation
(Declaration of the IEC, March 1967;
Resolution of the Ninth World Congress) in
interpreting the "Cultural Revolution" as
an attempt to divert a whole series of
social forces which aspired to a radical
change and to channel them in the direction
of a reform of the bureaucracy, Comrade
Nishi rejects this interpretation in favor
of the following thesis: Mao derived cer-
tain advantages from discontent but his
essential goal was to reestablish the bur-
eaucratic regime of Mao, against some
bureaucrats who had pushed Mao aside and
had made concessions to the masses. From
this it follows that the only explanation
for the "Cultural Revolution" is the desire
of Mao and Lin Piao to eliminate a group
of bureaucrats who had taken "critical"
positions ("ecritics," let us note by the
way, who had put Mao on a pedestal and had
participated in his cult). Now, the ex-
planation by means of the will of an
individual is manifestly unsatisfactory

"CULTURAL

when what is involved is a movement which
embraced millions, if not tens of mil-
lions of people. What set off this vast
mass movement? An individual and his "will
to power?" Such an explanation would be
anti-Marxist. The bureaucracy? But in its
majority it was behind Iiu Shao~Chi and
Teng Hsiao-Ping, the Party Secretary. The
peasants? But Comrades Nishi and Peng deny
it. The workers? They deny it even more
forcefully. The "Cultural Revolution"

thus becomes an undecipherable mystery, all
the more so since it is Mao who, as Com-
rade Nishi admits, was able to "[takel
advantage of the justified popular dis-
content." (Nishi, p. 3)

II. A QUESTION OF METHOD

The method which consists in starting
with the affirmation that internal politi-
cal criticisms of the leadership of the
Chinese Communist Party (CCP) were at the
origin of the events which shook China
from 1965 to 1968 (in fact, that Mao wanted
to get revenge on those who had dared to
criticize him, which would be the only
"rational" explanation: and Comrade Peng
said it expressly in his report to the
World Congress: "The Cultural Revolution
was an attempt by the Mao faction to elim-
inate Iiu and his partisans with the aim
of safeguarding the personal dictatorship
of Mao "--International Information Bul-
letin Number 10, July 1969, pe. 10) 1s
not a Marxist method. To analyze the sit-
uation in China, it is necessary to start
first of all from the social contradictions
and increasing tensions inside the country.
From this point of view, Comrade Nishi
bases himself on two fundamentally erron-
eous allegations: the first deals with the
appreciation of the situation after the
"Great Leap Forward;" the second concerns
the discontent against the bureaucracy.

l. According to Comrade Nishi the
movement of the people's communes ended,
due to the opposition of the peasants, in
a catastrophe, which brought about, under
the direction of Liu Shao-Chi, a readjust-
ment and a policy of concessions to the
peasants which were concessions to the
masses. This thesis is based on The posi-

tlons, developed earlier by Comrade Peng,

according to which the people's communes
were nothing but a vast movement of forced
collectivization(5). The reality is dif-
ferent. The concessions were only a neces-
sary retreat which led to new contra-
dictions. Indeed, the concessions consis-
ted -- besides in the abandonment of the
back-yard furnaces and of the idea that

a modern industry could develop, based on
local initiative -- in a restitution of the
brigade (the former cooperative) as the
unit of property, in a restitution of indi-
vidual patches of ground to the peasants,
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while the free markets for the sale of
agricultural produce functioned once

again. This necessary retreat led to new
contradictions and social different-
iations in the country, in industry; the
advantage of these concessions benefited
not the workers whose wages were frozen
(excépt in 1963 when there were increases
following changes in categories), but the
management personnel, the superior staff
members and the technicians. In the country,
rich peasant layers developed once again.

A product which hardly increased at all

was shared more and more unequally, increas-
ing the importance of the privileges and
social inequality. The return to a kind of
"NEP" was fatally bound to reproduce the
contradictions of the NEP. Comrade Nishi
does not, however, appreciate this situ-
ation as we do: indeed, and that is the
source of his error, he compares the com-
munes to the forced collectivization car-
ried out by STalin in 1929-30, just as
Comrade Peng systematically searches, in
every move made by the Mao Tse-Tung leader-
ship, for a replica of a position taken

by Stalin!

2. The hatred against the bureau-
cracy, considered as a whole, was very
strong among the youth and among the urban
masses, as the first objectives of the
mobilizations of "Red Guards" and "Revo-
lutionary Rebels" proved. This anti-bureau-
cratic resentment did not come only from
the bad results of the "Great Leap For-
ward" and the "people's communes," but
also -- and above all -- because of the
oppression exercised on the society by
the bureaucracy. Those who represented
and led this bureaucracy were precisely
Liu Shao-Chi, Teng Hsiao-Ping, and all the
local apparatus chiefs. It is precisely
for this reason that the elimination of
these leaders was not received with hos-
tility by the masses.

IIT. THE IMPORTANCE OF THE MASS MOVEMENT

After underestimating the social
contradictions which were at the basis
of the Cultural Revolution and which were
mentioned in the resolution of the Ninth
World Congress (6), Comrade Nishi commits
the error of underestimating the importance
of the mass movement. He even goes so
far as to compare the Red Guards movement
to a mobilization of the petty bourgeoisie
by the fascists, a recent example of which
"was the antirevolutionary mass mobili-
zations in Indonesia in which the mili-
tarists made full use of discontented
youth against the Sukarno government
behind which stood the Stalinists." (Nishi,
P. 3) Such a comparison with the fascists
or with the Indonesian generals is com-
pletely out of place. To our knowledge, the
only persons who have dared to make such
a comparison -- without, however, evok-
ing Indonesia -- have been, apart from
the least objective bourgeois organs,
the Soviets and their agents, like W
Ming (7) who writes in his pamphlet on the

Cultural Revolution: "In the second half
of 1966, Mao Tse-Tung undertook, basing
himself on the support of the military
units that he had deceived and on the
'Red Guard' and 'revolutionary rebel'
organizations created under pressure and
by falsehoods, under cover of a 'cultural
revolution,' to carry out a military coup
d'état, anticommunist, antipopular and
counterrevolutionary and terrorist."

When we speak of mass mobilizations, we
are not spesking of demonstrations of
people assembled under strict police con-
trol, but of genuine mass mobilizations,
that is of an autonomous activity of mil-
lions of youth, high school and univer-
sity students. It is all the more aston-
ishing that Comrade Nishi does not recog-
nize this aspect, given that some Japan-
ese comrades who had had eyewitness re-
ports on the situation in China have al-
luded to this as being the principal as-
pect of what occurred in China up until
1967. It is only when it is understood
that there was a genuine mass mobilization
that it can also be understood why Mao
was unable to control it, why sizable
factions of many thousands and tens of
thousands of persons formed, and confront-
ed each other at intervals and massively
and dramatically at times, as at Shanghai
in January 1967, at Wuhan in June-July
1967 and at Canton in August 1967 (8).

The Red Guard movement, like the
"Revolutionary Rebels" movement, had a
dynamic of its own which could not be
"annulled or suppressed by the will of
the tops and by use of traditional organi-
zational instruments" (Livio Maitan, op.
cit., p. 89): it is sufficient to think
of the appeals to moderation, made re-
peatedly by Chou En-Lai, against "ex-
cesses" which frequently threatened to
affect the bureaucracy.

From this it follows that we must
ask ourselves the question: if the Liu
Shao-Chi tendency genuinely expressed,
as Comrade Nishi states, "concessions to
the masses," how then does it happen that
no significang faction of partisans of
Liu Shao-Chi ever made its appearance
among the youth in motion? It is kmown
that there were, among others, semi-Trot-
skyist tendencies: for example the group
called Scheng-Wu-Lien (appreviation for
the name "Committee of the Great Prole-
tarian Revolutionary Alliance of Hunan
Province"), denounced as Trotskyist by Kan
Cheng himself, or those such as the studen
Tan Li-Fu (9).

It is known that there were anarchist,
spontaneist tendencies, such as the so-
called "May 16" group which was attributed
the attack of August 22, 1962 on the Bri-
tish embassy (the attack was accused of
being inspired by Tao Chou, Wang ILi and
Kuan Fengg (10).

How does it happen, then that there
was no Liu Shao-Chi tendency? It is not
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true that Liu and his tendency no longer
had the possibility of addressing them-
selves to the masses after the August

1966 plenum: in fact, certain of his prin-
cipal partisans retained control of entire
cities, if not provinces, up until the

end of the movement of formation of triple
alliance committees (September 1968).

As for Liu and Teng themselves, the 1llth
and 26th of November 1966, at the time of
the last gatherings of the Red Guards,
they had again appeared at the tribune

of Tien An Men.

How does it happen, then, that not
one political appeal from a single of
these partisans of ILiu is known, addres-
sed to the masses, and containing a poli-
tical platform? Perhaps, quite simply,
because these bureaucrats were afraid to
mobilize the masses, fearful as they
were in ever case of losing their
positions? This is, in any case, a hy-
pothesis on which Comrade Nishi ought to
have reflected.

IV. THE TOTAL BATLANCE SHEET

The estimation which Comrade Nishi
makes of the balance sheet and the ef-
fects of the "Cultural Revolution" is
false and it is here that the difference
between his position and that of the ma-
jority of the United Secretariat which was
approved at the World Congress can be
seen the most clearly. Comrade Nishi says
that the essence of the Cultural Revolu-
tion was the reinforcement (the firm
establishment) of the bureaucratic dic-
tatorship by the crushing of all attempts
to create an independent mass movement.
We, on the other hand, say that the es-
sential result of the Cultural Revolution
was to weaken the bureaucracy and to per-
mit much more independent activity of the
masses than before. Of course, from the
time that the movement went beyond the
objectives fixed by the Mao-Lin Piao
group, from the time that the masses
mobilized following their own dynamic,
with their own objectives, they intro-
duced an explosive element for the bureau-
cratic system and the leading group op-
posed it by various means. But it is no
less true, for all this, that the inde-
pendent activities of the masses were,
during the cultural revolution, much more
significant +thaa they had ever been
since the fall of the Chiang Kai-Shek
regime, including during the so-called
"Hundred Flowers" period in 1956-57.

This is extremely clear.

It is sufficient to ask oneself
where, therefore, were "independent mass
movements" during the period extending
from 1961 to 1966, the period when Liu
Shao-Chi and Teng Hsiao-~-Ping had control
of the party and the government apparatus.
They were quite simply nonexistent, while
after 1966 there were mass mobilizations
and mass organizations of a size never
attained and encompassing not only an

autonomous activity of youth, but also a
large number of strikes, and demonstra-
tions of industrial workers. The root of
the error made by Comrade Nishi is to con-
fuse the cautious and moderate criticisms
of some Peking intellectuals, formulated
between 1962 and 1965 (the so-called "Vil-
lage of the Three") in the narrow framework
of internsal discussion within the bureau-~
cracy, with an "independent mass action."

V. THE QUESTION OF THE UNITED FRONT

In his document criticizing the draft
resolution of the majority of the United
Secretariat, Comrade Nishi writes: "As was
pointed out much earlier by Comrade Yama-
nishi Peking's rejection of a united front
against imperialism, for which the Mao fac-
tion itself was responsible, had its his-
torical precedent in Stalin-Th¥lmann's
ultimatistic policy in the struggle against
Hitler in Germany in the '30s. On the basis
of no more than this we must excoriate the
Mao~Lin faction." (Nishi, p. 7) We are not
familiar with the text of Comrade Yama-
nishi to which Comrade Nishi refers here,
but the comparison made by Comrade Nishi
between the necessity for a united front
against Hitler and rising fascism and that
of a united front against American imperi-
alits aggression in Indochina is erroneous
because it is purely formal. Obviously, in
both cases it is a matter of a refusal to
adopt a correct policy: the tactic of the
united front. But it is necessary to not
cling to formal amnalogy, and to correctly
evaluate the general historical context
of this refusal. In the case of Germany the
united front was a possible and indispen-—
sable thing in order to avert the rise o
Tascism: it was possible, because the bur-
eaucracy of the German Social Democratic
Party had a real and immediate interest in
preventing the rise of Hitler to Power (the
latter not being able to triumph without
physically destroying the social democracyh
It is precisely this aspect of the situ-
ation which made the policy of ThéAlmann and
the Comintern so criminal. In the case of
a united front to aid the Vietnamese revo-
lution, the situation is different. In
fact, the Soviet bureaucracy, itself, is not
in mortal danger of being destroyed by the
imperialist aggression in Vietnam. The
American agression in Vietnam has for its
objective stopping the rise of the colonial
revolution, and the Soviet bureaucracy has
no more interest in a triumph of the colo-
nial revolution that it has an interest in
a victorious socialist revolution in West-
ern Europe or Japan (of course, this cuts
across the interests of the® workers' states
and can definitively turn back against,
among others, the Kremlin bureaucracy, but
that is another question). The result of
this is that the attitude of the Soviet
bureaucracy in face of the Vietnam war is
ambiguous: it does not wish for the Ameri-
can imperialists to win the war, but it
also does not desire the Vietnamese people
to win. The result is that the situation
of the Chinese in relation to the Krem-
lin is different from the situation
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of the KPD in relation to the SPD from the
point of view of the possibility (of the
gssibility, not of the necessity) of the
unifea fTront: whatever the Chinese leader-
ship does, a genuine united front is an
imgossible thing, given that this would
signify the extension of the revolution to
other countries and the rupture of the
status quo, all of which the Kremlin is
100% opposed to. Our criticism of the Mao-
ists should therefore be different from
the criticism which Trotsky made of the
"Third Period" errors of the Communist
International under Stalin. Our criticism
should indicate that, by their ultraleft
and sectarian phraseology, the Maoists
facilitate the crimes of the Kremlin
against the Vietnamese revolution. Defini-
tively, but in an indirect way, this
phraseology which refuses to put the
Kremlin on the spot, renders service to
the Kremlin, makes more difficult the po-~
litical revolution which itself will per-
mit a genuine united front. But in no case
can we say that, by their refusal of a
united front, the Chinese have made this
impossible or have made it fail. Once
again: pushing historical analogies
too far is to be distrusted.

In the chapter of his document de-
voted to the foreign policy of China,
Comrade Nishi makes another hasty his-
torical analogy, in the case of Indonesia
this time. After indicating that there are
few reasons for placing the responsibility
for the support given by the CCP to the
opportunist policy of D.N. Aidit exclusive-
ly on one of the factions involved, Com-
rade Nishi profits from the occasion in
order to advance a '"personal opinion" on
the situation in Indonesia. By "personal
opinion," Comrade Nishi by all indications
means: a hypothesis of which he is less
sure than he is of cther questions raised
in his document. He then advances the opin-
ion that the self-criticism of the Indo-
nesian CP after the defeat of 1965 does
not represent a passing over to revolu-
tionary positions, but "closely resembles
the Stalinist line of ultraleftist insur-
rection following the defeat of the sec-
ond Chinese revolution." (Nishi, p. 8) In
other words, after causing the PKI to
follow a policy similar to that which
brought the CCP to a bloody defeat in
1927, the Maoists could only follow exactly
the same policy as Stalin and fall into
an ultraleft policy. We have here an exam-
ple of the use of the method of historical
analogy in order to draw conclusions without
even being concerned about the verification
of the conformity of the theory to reality.
Marxism uses an entirely different method
and it is necessary to recall it: our
theory is not a law fixed in advance in
order to .regulate reality, but an antici-
pation of the development that reality fol-
lows. It results from this that we should
not look for the conformity of events with
theory, but to the contrary, it is neces-
sary to verify theory in relation to the
developments of this reality. This seems

elementary to us.

Our position on the self-criticism
of the PKI is different: we have said
that there was a self-criticism and re-
jection of the reformist theories of Aidit
concerning the nature of the Indonesian
state, (theory of the two aspects of the
state, etc...g and that this signified
a step to the left. We have said moreover
that this self-criticism was made in recog-
nition of the necessity for a military
struggle under the leadership of the
proletariat to establish a new state,
but that it nevertheless presented in-
sufficiencies, to the extent that it was
not any clearer than Aidit on the nature
of the new state to be established (11).
To affirm that this partially corrected
theory corresponds to a totally ultra-
left practice represents an appreciation
which can only be made on the basis of a
concrete analysis of the situation and
of the struggle in Indonesia. We refuse
to draw this conclusion on the basis of
simple analogies, without verifying the
facts.

VI. OUR INTERVENTION

The essential aim of our analyses is
to permit a correct and effective inter-
vention. In other words, this intervention
is only possible if our perspective is
correct. What is Comrade Nishi's perspec-
tive? His perspective is that the new
vanguard being formed in China (that is,
the perspective of the reconstruction of
a Chinese section of the Fourth Inter-
national on the continent) will come out
of the struggles against the purging of
the "opposition" (that is, Liu Shao-Chi,
Teng Hsiao-Ping and company). We are not
in agreement with this perspective, for
we are of the opinion that the new revo-
lutionary vanguard in China will come
from the extreme left of the "Red Guards,"
where the criticism of the cult of Mao and
of Maoism has made great progress, and
where the foundations of the bureaucratic
system are submitted to criticism: it is
sufficient to think of the fate of Nieh
Yuan-Steu, assistant in philosophy at
the University of Peking and co-author of
the first dajibao May 25, 1966, and
severely injured March 28, 1968 in the
disturbances at the University when she
organized a campaign against the Minister
of Security, Sie Fou-Che (12). It is
among these elements of the extreme left

of the Red Guards -- in particular those
who opposed the "dosages" of the "Triple
Alljance" -~ that our future resides, as

well as among the radicalized workers who
participated in the strike movements and
in various mass struggles, in 1967 and
1968. These two different forces, which
ought to be joined, have nothing, neithet
far nor near, to do with the bureaucrats
removed from power. These tendencies de-
fend (and have defended in practice) work-
ers' democracy, which implies of course,
the right of Liu Shao-Chi to defend him-
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self, but which also implies the possi-
bility of accusing him, him and the other
members of the buresucracy, for all the
violations of workers' democracy which he
committed when he controlled the party

and the state apparatus. This defense of
the democratic right of expression does
not, however, signify either a bloc or

a united front, nor even a "critical sup-
port" for a tendency of the bureaucracy
which was the victim of the bureaucratic
centralism after having used the mechan-
isms of this same bureaucratic centralism
against other victims in other periods. It
should not be forgotten that principled
defense of workers' democracy is only one
of the demands, among others, of the plat-
form of political revolution and a return
to Leninism in China, alongside the strug-
gle against bureaucratic privileges, and
the struggle for a real workers' and poor
peasants' power, alongside the struggle
for the development of the world revolu-
tion, for a line of socialist industriali-
zation in China, etc., etc., all points
being equally important.

VII. THE "RAISON D'ETRE"
INTERNATTIONAL

Comrade Nishi writes that the ques-
tion of the "Cultural Revolution" is of
vital importance for our existence as an
independent current in the world workers'
movement, and that, in face of the Maoist
currents, the Fourth International risks
losing its "raison d'@tre" if it remains
deprived of clear positions with regard
to the "Cultural Revolution." In our
opinion, the "reason for being" of the
Fourth International is not at all based
on a denunciation of Maoism or of the
"Cultural Revolution," but it is founded
on the ability to convince the new revo-
lutionary vanguard of the imperialist
countries, of the colonial or semi-
colonial countries, and of the workers'
states of the correctness of our analysis,
our program and our strategy, in order to
advance the world revolution in each of
its three sectors, starting from the
necessity for our organization in order
to realize this strategy and this pro-
gram; this can only be done by means of
our activity. If we do not succeed in this,
Maoism and the various ultraleftist or
other "deviations" will be strengthened,
whatever the vigor of our denunciations.
If, on the other hand, we succeed, Maoism
will soon be nothing more than a small
minority in the vanguard, a minority
against which, of course, we must polemi-
cize, but we consider this polemic neces-
sary as a secondary and not a principal
task, in the present period.

OF THE FOQOURTH

May-June, 1970

Footnotes:

(1) Kyoji Nishi, "A Criticism of the United
Secretariat Majority Draft Resolution on
the 'Cultural Revolution,'" International
Information Bulletin No. 1, Marc .

(2) Draft Resolution on the "Cultural Revo-
lution" (presented by the majority of

the United Secretariat), Internal Bulletin
preparatory to the Ninth World Congress,
Fourth International, United Secretariat,
No. 11, March 1969. LInternational Infor-
mation Bulletin No. 4, June

(3) Resolution of the Ninth World Congress
on the "Cultural Revolution," in

guatrieme
Internationale, 27th year, May 1969, p.
and following; and the report to the Con-

gress by Livio Maitan, Quatrieme Inter-
nationale, same issue, D. and following.
(4) On the whole, the positions of Peng and
Nishi coincide with the exception of one
question -- the support for Liu Shao-Chi.
For the positions of Comrade Peng see the
following texts: "Open Letter to the Mem-
bers of the CCP" (World Outlook, March 24,
1967; Internal Bulletin Volume 1967, No.
6, July 1967); "What Our Position Should
Be on the Factional Struggle Inside the
CCP" (Internal Bulletin, Volume 1968, No.
1);"Letter of Comrade Peng Shu-Chi to the
International Executive Committee" (In-
ternal Bulletin Volume 1968, No. 1); "The
Relationship and Differences Between Mao
Tse-Tung and Liu Shao-Chi" (Internal Bul-
letin Volume 1968 No. 8); "Minority Re-
port to the World Congress" (International
Information Bulletin No. 10, July 1569).
1% 1s necessary to note that Comrade Nishi
himself considers the above-mentioned dif-
ference to be of a "secondary" importance.

(5) See "A Criticism of the Various Views
Supporting the Chinese Rural People's Com-
munes —-- What Our Attitude Should Be,"

by Peng, (SWP Discussion Bulletin Volume
21 No. 1, January 1960) which defined the

communes as "the most apt instrument of
the CCP for exploiti the overwork of the
peasants’ (p. 555. Tﬁe opposition Go the
people’s communes seems to be for Comrade
Peng, one of the major reasons for his
support to Liu Shao-Chi (See "What Our
Position Should Be on the Factional Strug-
gle Inside the CCP" [Internal Bulletin
Volume 1968, No. 11, p. 171).

(6) Comrade Nishi does not mention them.
Comrade Peng, in his report to the World
Congress, considers them as banalities
and abstractions (p. 9).

(7) Wang Ming: "China -- Cultural Revolution
or Counterrevolution," Novosti Editions,
Moscow, 1969, p. 3. Note: Wang Ming led

the CCP, beginning inm 1931, on the ultra-
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leftiat line inspired by the Kremlin until
the Tsouni conference (1935) which placed
Meao at the head of the Party: Wang Ming
was s3till formally a member of the Central
Committee elected at the Eighth Congress
of the CCP (1956). He represents the pro-
Soviet tendency and can be qualified with
certainly -- as distinguished from Peng
Teh Huai -- as such.

(8) See on this subject the summaries
given in works as varied as those of
Livio Maitan, "Partito, esercito e masse
nella crisi cinese," Rome, 1969; of Jean
Esmein, "La Révolution Culturelle," Paris,

1970; and of Jean Daubier, "Histoire de la
Révolution Culturelle prolétarienne en
Chine," Paris, 1970.

(9) See J. Esmein, P. 118; L. Msitan, p.
190.

(10) See L. Maitan, pp. 190-191; J. Daubier,
p. 220.

(11) Resolution of the Political Bureau
of the PKI of August 1966, published in
Tirana, then in Peking.

(12) J. Daubier, p. 242.
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NIGERIA

by Africanist

1. Nigeria is Africa's largest country.
It has a population of 56 million. It
has more foreign investment and greater
resources (groundnut, cotton, iron
and coal in the North +tin mines on the
Jos plateau, and oil in the South and
East) than any other bplack African country
with the exception of South Africa.
The Nigerian state was created by the
state in Britain for the purpose of
safeguarding investments made by British
capitalists and by the capitalist state
of Britain.

2. The differences between the so-
called tribes of Nigeria are greater than
the differences between the Attic tribes
of the 5th century B.C. and between the
clans of Scotland. The Attic tribes were
all Greek. The 3cottish clans are all
Celtic. But the differences between the
Hausas, Yorubas and Ibos are as great as
the differences between the Hungarians
and the Russians. The Hausas, Yorubas and
Ibos are different racial groups. The 14
million Hausas and Foulanis in the North
are Muslim and more Arabic than Negro.
The 13 million Yorubas claim relation-
ship with the ancient Egyptians. The eight
million Ibos differ racially from both
the Hausas and Yorubas. The Yorubas and
Ibos are mainly Christian or pagan and
better educated than the Northerners
(i.e. Hausas and Foulanis).

%3+ The capitalist mode of production
was superimposed on a feudal mode of
production in the north. In other parts
of Nigeria it was superimposed on a pre-—
feudal , tribal mode of production. But the
capitalist mode of prodiction is the pre-
dominant mode of production in the whole
of Nigeria.

4. The political system inherited
at independence {October 1, 1960) gave a
political advantage to the Northerners
which they exploited.

5. The General Strike of 1964 shook
the waole capitalist system in Nigeria.

6. The massacre of Ibos by Hausas,
the retaliation of the Ibos and the sub-
sequent civil war are an advantage to the
capitalist class as they divide the work-
ing class on racial lines.

7. If there are national minorities
oppressed by the Ibos {some of the oil
wells are, for example, in the territory
of the Ijaws who number about two million)
there are also national minorities (e.g.
Tivs) oppressed by the Hausas and Foulanis.

8. The civil war is a war of agres-
sion of the North and West against the
South and East. The Easterners and
Southerneres are waging a defensive war
against the Northerners and Westerners.

The workers on both sides suffer while

the contractors and capitalists gaine. Waork-
ers on both sides are forbidden to strike.
Ibo capitalists have left the country. Many
Ibos of the upper middle class have found
jobs abroad. It is the workers of the South
and Fast who are bearing the brunt of the
struggle. The war is not in the inbterest of
the workeérs of any of the regions of Niger-
ia. But the c¢ivil war has divided the work-
ers of the North and West from the workers
of the East and South.

9. The task for revolutionary so-
cialists is to unite the workers of all
regions and tribes against the capitalists
of all regions and tribes and against
foreign capitalists. It is from this
practical revolutionary point of view
that the policy of Nigeriam socialists
must be judged.

The socialists of the North and West
to judge from articles published in
"Nigeria Socialist" ani from the publi-
cations of the Nigerian Afro-Asian
Solidarity Organization, consider the war
waged by the North and West under Gowon
to be a war against imperialism. But:

l. There are imperialist groups
supporting Gowon.

2. Though it may be true that the
biggest indigenous capitalists are Ibos
neither the persscution of the Ibos by
the Hausas and Foulanis nor any action
taken by the governmnents of the North
eand West against Ibo capitalists proves
that the governments of the North and
West are anti-cspitalist. Hitler insti-
tuted pogroms against the Jews and the
Nazi Government of Germany confiscated
the property of Jewish capitalists. But
the Nazi governunent of Germany was not
anti-capitalist and anti-imperialist.

3. The fact that the USSR is sup-
Plying arms to the North and West is no
proof that the North and West are waging
war against imperialism. The fact that
the Soviet government, after the USSR
was invaded by Hitler, supported the
capitalist governments of USA and Britain
against the Nazi government of Germany did
not alter the fact that the second world
war was a conflict betweea rival groups
of imperialists. In the Injo-Pakistan war
the government of the USSR helped India.
But it did not necessarily follow that
India was waging a war against imperialism.
In the same war China supported Pakistan.
But it 3id not necessarily follow that
Pakistan was engaged in an anti-impe-
rialist struggle. The fact, if it is a
fact, that Ojukwu is getting arms from
West Germany, France and Portugal does
not makxe the war which is being waged by
the North and West an anti-imperialist war
The question that Marxists should ask is
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not where Ojukwu gets his arms but for
what purpose he uses them. We Bolsheviks,
if we cannot get arms from anywhere else,
will get them from the devil himself and
even from the devil's own grandmother and
use them for a revolutionary purpose.
Ojukwu is not engaged in an anti-capital-
ist struggle. But he is using the arms

he gets for fighting a defensive war
agalnst the Hausas, Foulanis aund Yorubas
who have invaded the South and East.

4. When I went to the North and West
in late December 1965 I found that Yoruba,
Hausa and Foulani capitalists, traders
and contractors had taken the place of
the Ibos who had been expelled from, or
had voluatarily left, the North and West.
The rail services had broken down as %the
majority of engineers, mechanics, engine-
driver, guards and signal-men had been
Ibos. But there was a monopoly of road
transport. There was always a man stand-
ing outside a taxi or lorry who collected
a passenger's fare before he stepped into
the taxi or lorry and gave only a part of
the money to the driver or conductor. Any-
one who refused to pay the amount demanded
was not allowed to enter the taxi or
lorry. The departure of the Ibos had
created for more business for Yoruba,
Hausa and Foulani capitalists, traders
and contractors. More business has again
been created for them by the war. They
are now making fat war profits while the
burdens of the war are falling on the
shoulders of the Yorub»a, Hausa and
Foulani workers (both industrial and
sgricultural).

The policy followed by the socialists
of the North and West is chauvinistic. Th
They should 1ave established contazt with
the socialists of the South and East (con-
tact between the socialists of the North
and wWest and Ibo socialists had broken
down after the Ibos left the North and
West in 1966) and followed a policy of
revolutionary defeatism.

The socialists of the North and West
should have issued statements and shouted
slogans like the following: Only the
capitalists, both foreign and indigenous,
benefit from this war which divides the
workers on tribal lines. Hausa, Foulani
ani Yoruba workers, haunds off the South
and East! Your main enemy are the capi-
talists and feudalists of your own region!
Turn the tribal wuar into a revolutionary
class war! Hausa, Foulani and Yoruba
workers in uniform, fraternise with the
Ibo workers in uniform! Workers of all
tribes, unite! Nationalise without compen-
sation the factories, mines, plantations,
0il wells, banks and transport system of
the whole of Nigeria (and not only of the
South and East). For the protection of the
rights of all racial minorities! For a
Soclalist Federation of Nigeria!

The question must now be ralised: What
should the socialists of the gouth and

Fast do? Ojukwu, it is true, is the
representative of a section of the indi-
genous capitallst class and of a group
of foreign capitalists. Insofar as he 1s
fighting to prevent Ibo territory from
becoming a conquered province of the
Yorubas, Hausas and Foulanis the war ne
is waging is Jjust. Insofar as he has
occupied territory in which the Ibos are
not in the majority the war he is waging
is unjust. The reasons for the Ibo occu-
pation of non-Ibo territory are partly
military and partly political and eco-
nomic. The capitalists repressated by
Ojukwu want the oil wells outside Ibo
territory, e.g. in the territory of the
Ijaws (N.B. Some of the oil wells are in
Ibo territory, others in districts of the
East and South in which Ibos are not in
the majority)-

The Socialists of the South and East
should in wy opinion have formed a united
front with Ojukwu against Gowon in the
way in which the Bolsheviks formed a
united front with Xerensky against
Kornilov. They should join in the anti-
Gowon struggle, keeping their organisa-
tions intact and carrying on their own
(if necessary, secret) propaganda. No
0il concessions to the imperialists!
Nationalise the 90il wells, mines, planta-
tions, factories and banks without compen-
sation and place them under workers' con-
trol! Publish all secret agreements made
with imperialists! No secret diplomacy! No
negotiations with foreign or Yoruba,
Foulani and Hausa capitalists, or with the
Soviet Union or China behind the backs
of the workers! Protection of the rights
of racial minoirities, including racial
minorities oppressed by Ibos! Arming of
the workers of non-Ibo districts of the
South and East and withdrawal of Ibo
troops from the non-Ibo districts of the
South and East as soon as it is militari-
1y possible! Workers of all tribes, unite!
Ibo workers in uniform, fraternise with
the Yoruba, Hausa and Foulani workers in
uniform! Yoruba, Hausa and Foulani
workers in uniform, stop the offensive
war of the North and West against the
South and East! Turn the tribal war into
a revolutionary class war! Replace the
capitalist Nigeria with a socialist
Nigeria in which the rights of all racial
minnrities are protected! For the pro-
tection of the rights of all racial
minorities, including racial minorities
oppressed by Ibos!

On no account should the Fourth
International take the side of Gowon
against Ojukwu or of Ojukwu against Gowon.
On no account should the Fourth Inter-
national try to say into how many regions
Nigeria should »2e divided and what those
regions should be. Such questions should
be decided by the Nigerian workers them-
selves. On no account should the Fourth
International accept the point of view
of the OAU which is an organisation of
capitalist shates trying to preserve the



capitalist system in Africa. The Fourth
International should point out that the
war has divided the workers who were
united in the General Strike of 1964. It
should expose the chauvinistic role of
the socialists of the North and West and
the opportunistic policies followed by
the USSR and China towards Nigeria. It

—20-

should recognise the right of secession
of oppressed racial minorities, pointing
out at the same time the political and
economic disadvantages of establishing
small independent states.

March 24, 1969
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THE NIGERIAN SITUATION AND OUR TASKS

by Baba Oluwide

Nigeria now is involved in a civil
war that is the natural consequence of
all the contradictions of a neo-colonial-
ist post-feudal pre-capitalist country.
The task of revolutionary marxists that
arise out of this situation is the mass
mobilization of the peoples in both sec-
tors of the civil war to utilize the war
to drive away imperialism and so lead to
the creation of the vanguard for the con-
sequent armed struggle for the erection of
toilers power for a socialist Nigeria.

THE HISTORY

Having waged a nationalist struggle
dynamized by the Great National General
Strike of 1945, revolutionized by the
Zikist Movement of revolutionaries'
Positive Action, mobilized by the Farmers'
Agitation and carried forward by innumer-
able mass democratic agitations but tem-
pered by the bourgeois nationalist leaders
and curtailed by British imperialist man-
euvres, the Nigerian peoples attained self-
government in 1960.

Towards the end of the struggle,
revolutionaries mobilized the masses for
a programme for economic independence.

But the new rulers of the country acclaimed
the limited political independence won,

as according to their President of the 1lst
Republic on a "platter of gold." Thus in
1960 Nigeria came under the rule of a
%3-class power structure based on the Big
3-tribal unholy alliance, an unholy al-
liance, with foreign monopolies as the
senior partner.

Specifically, the 3-class/3-tribe
structure were the feudal emirs of the
North, the feudal-cum-comprador capital-
ists of the West and the Bourgeois com-
prador class of the Eastern Region. The
hegemony of this 1st Republic was in the
hands of the Fulani feudal class with the
Yoruba feudal compradors and the Ibo
compradors in tow. The % groups formed
a "Broad Based Government" at the centre
and each ruled its own home region ex-
clusively.

With foreign monopoly participation,
the % began a rabid process of primitive
accumulation of capital. They raped the
public treasuries, used corrupt means of
wealth grabbing, burdened the toiling
people with heavy taxes and generally
oppressed the people. Revolutionary
marxists, in alliance with the peasantry
(75% of the population) and the town
workers (900,000 out of a population of
56 million) agitated most vigorously
against that regime. In the minorities
areas, the people stood up in armed re-
bellions particularly in the Tiv Middle
Belt region, and also in Kano in Northern
Nigeria and in the Rivers Area in South-
ern Nigeria.

The workers went on a general nation-
al strike in June 1964 that created a
dual-power situation before it was re-
versed with:

i) the standing of British and Amer-
ican gunboats off the coast to support
the o0ld classes,

ii) the betrayal by trade union bureau-
cratic leaders, and

iii) the lack of resources of revo-
lutionary marxists to organize insur-
rectionary moves and supply the vanguard
of the strikers with the necessary equip-
ment to carry forward the struggle to its
logical end.

The masses of the western region,
whose leaders were in jail or exile for
leading a democratic struggle, began a
massive continuous armed onslaught on the
ruling class for the overthrow of the
imposed rule of the Northern/Western ruling
classes in government over their region.

At this Jjunction, the old regime
planned a big army repression to "end"
the rebellion. Also, the feudal class
with their reactionary officers in the
army plotted a coup d'état. The Common-
wealth Prime Ministers Conference was
taking place in Lagos. It ended on Jan-
uary 1%. The fascist coup was for January
18. In fact, the events of January 15
found Archbishop Makarios, President of
Greece, almost stranded in Lagose. To stop
the eventual massacre, the Revolutionary
Council of the Nigerian Army organized an
insurrection on January 15, 1966.

JANUARY 15, 1966

The Ministers of State fled. The
emirs and chiefs locked their palace gates.
For a while, the Council was in effective
power. There was absolutely full mass
support generated in mass demonstrations.
Although the Council's programme was lim-
ited to: NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE, END OF
CORRUPTION and the building of A UNITED
NIGERIA, the imperialists came to the aid
of the o0ld ruling classes and organized
a counter-coup to the counter-coup and
installed General Ironsi, Commander-in-
Chief of the Nigerian Army in government.
The Council was placed under arrest.

The insurrection failed because:

-~ the movement of officers was not
linked with the masses;

- the Council 4id not call for armed
mass support;

~ the weakness of revolutionary marx-
ists to even have the resources to mobilize
mass action.

General Ironsi substituted Ibo bour-
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geois hegemony for Fulani feudal hegemony.

The Northern feudal class supported
by British Broadcasting Company and Voice
of America launched a campaign character-
izing January 15, 1966 as an Ibo coup
giving birth to General Ironsi's chauvin-
istic practices.

They mobilized their o0ld warriors

and political party thugs (private armies
used electorally by the 3-tribal parties)
and also the reactionary officers of the
army in direct opposition to the Revolu-
tionary Council and launched a campaign of
terror against Ibo people, mainly petty
bourgeois living in Northern Nigeria, on
May 29, on July 29, and on September 29,
1966 and massacred hundreds of Ibo people.

Revolutionary marxists through the
trade unions appealed to workers to pro-
tect their fellow workers from Iboland
to arrest the fascist organized mas-
sacres.

WHO ARE THE IBO PEOPLE?

The Ibo people belong to the Bantu
ethnological belt of Africa and lived
in the deciduous land of East and West
Nigeria, now the East Central and part of
the Mid-West States of Nigeria. They were
a communalistic people at pre-feudal stage
of social development before the coloni-
zation of Nigeria in mid-19th century.

However, before then, the influence
of the Ibo people living in the Mid-West
and under the rule of the Benin Slave
Empire had penetrated eastwards and re-
sulted in a feudal monarchy in the Ibo
East at Onitsha, and one or two other
places, by the close of the last century.
Also to be counted is the influence of
the feudal dominion at Calabar that also
penetrated the customs of their country-
men, the Ibos.

Until today, however, there persists
elements of the slave tradition to which
stage of social development the Ibos were
in process of, in the OSU CASTE system in
the East. Before mid-19th century, it must
be remembered, the slave trade and the
trade activities of the merchant mariners
of pre-capitalist (but post-feudal) Europe
had organized trading communities in the
East, particularly in Calabar and the
Rivers, and among the more southerly Ibos.

So that what we find by the end of
the 2nd imperialist war was a people with
a strong communocratic social structure,
with a feudal political leadership in
embryo and with a mercantile economic
basis.

In a Nigerie being forged by the
British, the Ibos as a people struggled for
social class upliftment as traders in
all parts of Nigeria, in Cameroons, Gabon,
.Sso Tome, Fernando Po, and some parts of

West Africa.

One must note the arid land which is
not much productive as agricultural soil
for geographical reasons of its lying in
the thick forest or clayey belte. Also of
significance is the social organization
of the Ibos scattered in small clan set-
tlements -~ practicing concentrated use
of the soil in their given locations on
a subsistence productive level -- of
contributory factor to the low produc-
tivity of the labour on land.

The Ibos also struggled to gain
positions in the professional and govern-
ment services. And so we have the Ibos
becoming a great migratory people with a
large proportion of the population living,
labouring and profiteering abroad. By
the time of Responsible Government in
1951 there had emerged an Ibo bourgeois
and intelligentsia elite.

This elite have, with the other ruling
classes in the other "parts" of 0ld Ni-
geria created the tragedy of the present
civil war.

While revolutionary marxists were
agitating for a unitary government that
caters for the equal development of the
peoples, in uneven historical develop-
ments, and in small provincial admini-
strative units, the Ibo bourgeois-intel-
ligentsia alliance fostered IGBOKWENU or
Iboism, for their own self-advantage.

Be it remembered, in parentheses,
that the Yoruba Feudal-compradors have
stated, however feebly, under their feudal
chiefs and intelligentsia, the same move-
ment cloaked in a rather vague Cultural
Risorgimento that effected itself in the
fostering of one Egbe Omo Oduduwa (descen-
dents of the mythical founder of the
Yoruba nation who was said to have emi-
grated from the Middle East).

The Ibo elite formed an Ibo State
Union, Ibo schools, and Ibo Bank and sev-
eral Ibo enterprises financially aided by:

i) the contributions of poor Ibo
toilingmen

ii) and the Ibo bank called the African
Continental Bank (that howbeit remains as
the most progressive indigenous finance
house in Nigeria founded by Dr. Azikiwe,
President of the lst Republic).

With the 1960 Self-Government, this
Ibo elite formed part of the unholy al-
liance of the 3 big tribes that misruled
Nigeria.

Be it noted that Ibo militants fought,
with other Nigerian militants, in trade
unions and mass organizations against this
conspiracy.

Nevertheless, the Ibo trading com-
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munities existing outside Iboland proper
formed themselves into neo-masonic cham-
bers of commerce and by 1960 had come to
dominate, disproportionately, the dis-
tributive and services industries in the
Northern Region, in Cameroon, in Sao

Tome and to a little extent in Lagos.
This is why it was relatively easy for
the Northern feudal class to whip up
anti-Ibo feelings in their domains. Added
is the fact of difficult acculturization
with the nationalities amongst which the
Ibos lived; a contributory factor of
identification of Ibo trading communities
(mostly petty-bourgeois) with the capital-
ist sector of the ruling classes.

Now when oil was discovered in the
Rivers region of Eastern and Mid-Western
Nigeria, American imperialism came openly
into Nigerian politics and with the
British, aggravated the inter-tribal con-
flict among the ruling classes desperately
struggling for the hegemony of the 1lst
Republic whilst they needs must unite to
keep the beasts of burden, the toiling
peoples of all nationalities, underfoot.
These toiling peoples belong mainly to
more than 100 other minor nationalities
that make up Nigeria.

The Ibo ruling class wanted to win
all the price of oil for themselves alone.
Talk of secession started. The Northern
feudal class started their own secession
moves.

BIAFRAN SECESSION

There were two coups on the night of-
July 29, 1966. One was by the fascist
officers undertaking a Fulani feudal coup
supported by the CIA and by the British
imperialists, to unseat the Ibo bourgeois
hegemony so as to replant the Fulani
feudal hegemony in alliance with the
Western feudalists as Junior partner AND
so gain the oil for imperialism.

The coup was accompanied by another
massacre, of Ibos living outside the East
especially in the armed forces officer
echelon. On the same night, patriotic
officers turned their guns on the fas-
cists and unseated the Ironsi administra-
tion. Immediately thereafter, the Ibo
ruling class ran to the Fast and condemned
the existence of Nigeria. They ran away
to the East, away from the public tri-
bunals that was to seize the "ill gotten
wealth" of all ex-politicians.

They whipped up tribal sentiment for
an Ibostan, rich with honey of oil. They
made tons of money transporting Ibo work-
ers and traders home despite the assur-
ance of the patriotic officers at the head
of the government. They drove out all non-
Easterners from the East while thousands
of Tbos refused their call but stayed on
at their jobs in factories, government,
police and in agriculture.

The Ibo intelligentsia enthused by
Nietzche, Hitlerite, Mussolini, and
Peronista ideologues, hatched the idea
of an Ibostan Biafran Republic at their
University Campus at Nsukka.

Revolutionary marxists, revolutionary
officers, progressive trade unionists,
anti-imperialists, mainly Easterners, who
had gone East to utilize the situation to
mobilize the region as a new basic field
of struggle, were shot or sent into
detention camps by Military Governor
Ojukwu while the idea ¢f secession and
fascism coagulated into the Republic of
Biafra.

Revolutionary marxists, through their
mass organizer, The Nigerian Socialist,
and by other means, condemned the arrests
and executions, called for the uprising
of Biafran and Nigerian workers to defend
Nigerian Sovereign Independence and re-
plied to the fascists misquoting Lenin
while executing Leninists:

THAT THE LENINIST THEORY OF SELF-DE-
TERMINATION OF PEOPLES PRESUPPOSES A RA-
CIALLY OPPRESSED PEOPLE BY A MORE REACTION-
ARY CLASS WHOSE NEW SELF-DETERMINATION WAS
TO BE UNDER A MORE PROGRESSIVE CLASS MEAN-
ING A BETTER LIFE FOR A WHOLE PEOPLE IN
DESIRE OF THAT SELF-DETERMINATION.

The East, we argued, then Biafra, is
made up of the Rivers, the Calabar, the
Ogoja people who make up 5 millions of
a population of 1% millions and had been
fighting for autonomy from the big Ibo
tribe cum Ibo mercantile class oppression
and federal central misrule for years.

In the later days of the 1lst Republic,
Jasper Boro led a Rivers peoples' liber-
ation army which conquered the Nigerian
Army, Marines and Police combinad.

The Ibo toiling masses who live in
the factories, farmsteads and offices in
other parts of Nigeria, in millions, would
live in difficulty in a Biafra devoid of
the 01l which the Rivers people would
certainly take with their liberation.

The Ibo ruling class would exploit,
in rapacity, the Ibo toiling classes es-
pecially with the militants and steeled
leaders of the masses having been re-
moved from the political scene. We asked
for the whereabouts of several comrades-
in-arms, amongst which are:

Chukumsh Kaduna Nzegwu, the hero of
January 15; Philip Alele; Obi Wali;
I%sokwe; Emmanuel Ifeajuna; Nduke Eze;
lMokwugo Okoye; Osita Agwuna; Chukwumeri je;
Colonel Banjo; P. Epu; G. Okoro; A. Ikoro;
Dr. Ananzie.

. There was no answer as these and other
valiant militants have been executed or
coerced. The campaign to indoctrination
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continued. Arms were stockpiled that
checkmated the moves of mass organi-
zations in Nigeria to stop the war.

And so began the Nigerian civil war.

SELF-DETERMINATION OF PEOPLES

The CIA arms Biafra, American private
arms dealers offer arms to Nigeria.
British business arms Biafra, British
government arms Nigeria. Western Germany
arms Nigeria, France arms Biafra. Red
Cross aid arms Biafra, World Council of
Churches aid arms Nigeria. The Russians
arm Nigeria, Czechoslovakia was said to
have armed Biafra. Clearly this is prin-
cipally an imperialist conspiracy to
weaken Nigeria, dismember Nigeria and
consolidate their foothold in the centre
of Africa.

The Biafran radio launched vitriolics
against socialism and socialists and hoped
at the same foolish time to gain Chinese
Peoples support. They got Formosa's Chiang
Kai-Shek mercenaries.

The Nigerian Federal Army and the
Biafran Army began battle in earnest at
the River Niger front.

The new Nigerian government decreed
the creation of 12 self-determined states
in Nigeria, including one East Central
State for Ibos in Biafra AND settled the
minorities problem. The government passed
the Companies Decree that curbs the ex-
cesses of foreign monopolies. The govern-
ment released political prisoners amongst
which was Chief Awolowo the social-demo-
crat mass leader from the West and S.G.
Tkoku, revolutionary marxist from the
East Central State. The Federal government
invited civilians into the government
most of whom are nationalists, progres-
sives, fighters against the reaction of
the First Republic; namely, Aminu Kano,
Anthony Enahoro, J.S. Tarks, Chief
Awolowo.

The Biafran Army successfully invaded
the Mid-West, removed the accepted Gover-
nor, and put an Ibo Major in office in-
stead. Atrocities against the natives who,
it was claimed, the Biafrans have come to
liberate from Fulani Islamic Northern
Oligarchy, followed.

The Mid-Western people, followed by
the Federal Army, drove away the Biafrans.
The Rivers people, led by Isaac Jasper
Boro and followed by the Federal Army,
drove away the Biafrans from their home-
land. The oil was no more in Biafra. But
Biafra, the idea, cannot live without the
0il. It conceded the oil, in another's
land, to the French monopoly -- SAFRAB —-
and got French mercenaries. Shell-BP have
started to pump the oil paying royalties
to the Federal government. America and
Britain now claim they believe in a united
gsovereign Nigeria.

The Calabaris, the Ibibios, the
Ogajas, in alliance with the Federal
Army drove away the Biafrans and set up
their own South Eastern State of Nigeria
Government.

It was a peoples war in miniature on
the Nigerian side. Revolutionary marxists
however continue to demand that ‘the peoples
of these areas be armed to safeguard
their self-determination, and guarantee
Nigeria's sovereignty from imperialist
intervention.

The Mid-West Ibos are in Nigeria
and in government partnership with other
Westerners in the Mid-West State Admini-
stration of the Federal Republic of Nigeria.

The minority peoples in the East,
in the Mid-West, in the North, are free.
Whatever the military advantage the Biafra
Republic cannot exceed the East Central
State Ibo homeland. And the Republic it-
self continues on the mass fear-phobia
which shall soon diminish and vanish with
the progressive anti-imperialist measures
that may be effected in the other 11
states. Have no mistake about ite. The
Eastern non-Ibo states will not give up
their independence won in battle, with
the blood of their own peasant sons and
in suffering from which they have attained
the fact of asutonomy, of democracy, al-
beit in a bourgeois administration pro-
fessing socialist plans.

In Nigeria, the progressively in-
clined federal govermment is hampered by
the existence of a reactionary state
structure in the army, police judiciary,
the church, the mosque, the civil service,
the universities, business, and on the
land.

This government's hand conbtinued
to be strengthened by the conquest of
local government by the North's progres-
sives affected under the leadership of mass
leaders like Tanko Yakasai and Yerima
Balla. This has led to the enforced
hibernation of the emirs who lurk plot-
ting a return to the status quo of square
1. The anti-tax-anti-feudal rising of the
Western masses, the demonstrations and
agitations organized by revolutionary
marxists and peoples' front organizations
against imperialism are part of the en-
gendered social upheaval that is unleashing

an afront on the reactionary state structure.

That is why this govermment continues
to be threatened by a fascist imperialist
conspiracy the success of which shall
lose us, in Nigeria as in Biafra, the
heads of the few revolutionary leaders
that have been produced in such arduous
struggle. The overthrow of this government,
if ever effected, must never leave a
vacuum for the Biafran and Nigerian reac-
tionaries to compromise the emergence of
one free progressive Nigeria.
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ANTI-TMPERTALIST STRUGGLE

Thus we are today in the midst of an
anti-imperialist struggle, an imperialism
implanted in Biafra, an imperialism exist-
ing in the Nigerian ruling classes. And
because the government is broadly pro-
gressive, revolutionary marxists have a
duty to mobilize the people to combat
the threatening fascist-imperialist on-
slaught in Nigeria that will unseat a
government that is not fully prepared
for that onslaught.

For the fascist conspirators are
the o0ld ruling class of the lst Repub-
lic whose feudal authority is weakened,
whose wealth is being cequestrated by
public Tribunals. The imperialist con-
spirators are the oil monopolies, the CIA,
who see in a united progressive democratic
independent Nigeria the greatest danger
to their "stability" in Africa.

The Nigerian peoples have cultural
racial links with all the surround-
republics excepting South Africa,
North African and Rhodesia. The Niger-
economy and those of the francophone
and anglophone territories are interwoven.
The large Nigerian population and poten-
tial wealth plus the combat-preparedness
of the progressive forces is a threat
to this imperialism in Africa.

That is why today, every day, the
fascists' plot to repeat the Indonesian
massacre is ever present in the unseating
of this government for a less progressive
one. Then a close alliance would be formed
with the Biafran fascists. Biafra would
be extended by force to cover the whole
East. Feudaldom will extend the whole
North and compradom will extend the whole
West. And we will be back in square 1.

and
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We are not given to talking in
superlatives in our submissions because
the centres of world revolution are today
multifold and indeed 3,4,5 Vietnams are

being created. But the Nigerian scene is now
a sector of that contest between the Third
World and imperialism and demands also

the attention of the world's revolution-
aries.

OUR TASKS

Our task is not to support Biafra or
Nigeria. For the socialist countries, for
revolutionary marxists, there can be no
question of choice between non-socialist
countries like Nigeria or Biafrae.

Nevertheless, our support is for the
peoples —-

of Biafra against a fascist, racist,
Bonapartist repression,

of Nigeria against the danger of im-
perialist intervention,

and of all the Nigerian peoples re-
united in Greater Nigeria against the whole
oppressive classes, foreign and local.

And that struggle can only be succes-
sful with the materialization of the social-
ist revolution in Nigeria.

The climax for all struggles, for
change of power from one class to the other
is by armed combat.

The Nigerian people are experienced
in this method. Their unbearable condition
demands the freedom to be won in the high-
est form of struggle. The revolutionary
marxists are fully prepared to enter the
school for this struggle to organize for
this finale that will resolve all the con-
tradictions generated by all the previous
class societies that is yet Nigeria's.

Long Live the Nigerian Revolution!

Long Live the Struggle of the Toiling
Peoples of the World!!

April 24, 1969
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