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ﬂaﬁ ﬁrﬁ&iﬁg gastﬂar !hm that #Eﬁm.
But ﬁﬁ are eﬂnflaant that tha ﬂiree%%anAEnﬁaa’ﬂ

Ussﬁ,will remain a prlﬂ&&p&i tn&ﬂfng pzrtner. F:; - the
point of view of foreizn investment the west is alrﬁﬂda
mare: 1mpor%ant Lhan tho USSR, The news item also cpzﬁﬂ-
borates sofe oF The o+uer egaential pﬁiﬂtﬁ ig.uqr arti-
cle. Over 60% of Irdia'e exports to the USSR in 1982
will be manufactures and non-traciticnal items. This me-
ans that chanzes in the terms of trade betiween manufde-
tures and primary or intermsdiste products will tend to
strongly Taveur India. Surthermore Soviet switch trading
of Indjian exnurts [wH1=h hzs to be in bulk traditional

eommoditiveg) will cuniinge s vecomg less emd less sipni-—

Fleant relasiva to the total walps of traﬂing hetween
India and the DSSR.,
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we aeztainlx aid n&& expect the showdown to come
§o soon, We had stressed the importance of political pre-
paratior for this showdown ©nd even insisted that there
would soon be a great need for "The develovment of reyo-
luticnary political parties and formations which can pose
the question of political power most sharply....." But we
4 had believed that there would be more time for the move-
I ment for self-management councils to gather greater mome- -
ntum =nd thus shift the relationship of forces further
in favour of workers., This would then ereate even better
conditions for the emergence of an zlternative political
authority to the ruling party.

- In the event, things moved too fast. General Jaruze-
' lski ififosed emergency, arrested Soliderity's leaders and
activists, ruthlessly broke strikes and rounded up many o
ef the resisting workers. The party members who support

Sclidarity are being purged. But just before this decla-

: ration of war against the Polish working class, there were
ol elear signs that workers were wanting to establish a new

i politieal authority %o replace the existing regime. Solid E
i -arity though very important could only be a part of this 4
: ‘new political framework. Thus a growing number within the b

unicn itaelf, led by a left-wing were for hulding a refe-

rendum in Janucry 1982 4o decide how Poland should be Fo=
verned ie. they were demanding a system of free elections
and malti-parties. The vision of & new soecialist demoera-
tic Bystem involving fros #nions, self-management coun-
eils, a workers' parliament, free eleciions and multi-pa-
rties was becoming clearer and clearer,

Mhis was too much for the ruling burcaueracy. But it

d be wrong to see this as the reagon for the imposi- <
gigﬂ;ﬂ&:amgrgemny. In ‘hindsight it is elear that the eme- .

: rﬂﬂ‘ﬂ#ﬁwﬂﬂmefﬂlly planned in advance in close collabo-

ion ;ha xyamlﬂn The countrywide deployment of
YO mi ago for “"administrative® purposes was
. Tun to get the public used to ﬁhe army pre

b

zeady for later on anibt&ing mm




try-ﬂnd dan this eren thaugh it means Iiﬁkiﬁg EI#li.MﬂM

and a Russian invasion. It is the Zuf} of revoluticnaries,

the trade union movements, and wmra&ns' ﬁartiEa everywhere

to extend ag much Solidarity as it cen to the Peliab;masa -:"‘
se#s in this time of erieis.

The role of the Catholic Church in Poland has been Tsf;ji
shabby. When emergoncy wes first impased, it called on the lé; }
Poligh workers not to resist by striking. Only 2 few &aya ,?k;
later when it condemmed the emergency did it retrieve so- *af;

me 2f its moral anthority. But cven then it zpoesled to %
{ workers not to strike and risk blocdshed-— 2 pretty mean- E;:
{ ingless pisce af mdvies when they were in the precess of -at
being bloddily repressed. The Church is now trying to get -_ }ﬁf
miners to end their strikes. It is alsp trying to "negoti e
: -ate" a "peaceful solutim" to the ecrisis with the Euvéfﬂ = .ﬂ;f
: -ment. : S
The response of the weat is not surprising. Western 1 ;iﬁ
Burope is not at all averse to Generel Joruzelski's meth- H:'Q

| ods af "stabilisstion". These sountries want their loems Iﬁ52
| to be paid back. What is more, if the Polish workers zs- ﬁL;ELH

51at too strnngly it may hxlﬂg in Soviet trﬂﬂps wh:éﬁ wiil *,-gﬁ‘
: 3 [




i hﬁlllggzﬂney, Resgan can justify his own 1ncreaﬁiﬂ-
; 'haliigﬂrent behavisur clsswherc in the world eg. in
u: ntral Americs, ngainst Cube, Grenada and the ongoing at=
.xtghles a0 Nicxraeu“ il Ll Szlvacor. This is why Reagen
-haa tried to moke such 2 big thing of "linking" MWoscow 49
Warsow and “linking® his own resotion to the Polish erisis
Jgﬂﬁ B0 moeh to whint JFertuzel ski dtes a8 to whal Breainewy
dogs.

iz CPI =nd LR i Indiz have hailed the imposition
gf emeraency- Most of the ML groups are only concerned th-
at ﬁ$ﬁ#iet_aﬂcfal dmpericlisa" should ook direefly inter-
wenaand sre btaking no sides in the internal strugele bet-
ween Solidarity and the Polish government, since both ace-
Srding o them are Y"reactionary". Stzlinist marxism remai-
8 as repulsive as ever!

CHINA®S FOSATEH POLIOY

From @ revolutionary pﬁr=péc£i¢u, Chinege foreign
Q#Hr-fﬁe inat two decedes has been &n unmitigated

been 50 olrtantly cauntur-revolutionary
ﬁﬂﬁiﬁ “&niﬁt novement has begn thrown into Erﬂ&ﬁ'

= In E&an& are Hauist gruu@ﬁ whigﬁ




ur pnmeipa’i nmmlet,imu" ta th‘a “‘Thmﬁa Warl
ury" %0 pras&mt-d&y praciics. The U.3 im@ﬂziali&t !
hecama ﬁhrna'ﬁ vlnthal e 4

But these twists and tums are not a feature of Ohin-
ese foreign policy alvne. They also characterise the for-
eign pmliey‘haha#inur of Gtalin end his siccesagrs, Krus-
chev amd Brezhnev.*”‘ the US3R has moived from Stalin's A=
"phird period® of the "twin fices of fageisn® to fhﬂ "po-
pular tront" anmd the “gres anti-faseist ailiamce™s td
the "Hitler-Stalin pact!; o the "wartime allisnce!! 2nd
"Yalta pesce"; Lo the "eold war” pI the fifties; &0 Hrus—
chev!s 'peacoful voexistencs" and Brezhnev's "detentel;

%o the "éw e5ld wanut hE Foiay. =

Yet these cragy gyroations in Choinesc and Soviel for- L@ﬂ
eign policy ean be casily expleined. In fact the leaders el
of ‘these two countriés whoe decide foreign policy behaviour
are artually fellowing dn R very P“ﬁﬂlﬁﬁuﬂt manner & fond-
amental premise of Stalinisn/Maoism-==- the concept of iy

fgoeialism in one eounbry!. e

The Methodology of Chincge Folelen Policy .

Tha starting point i= to recognige thet 1t is bures=
ueracies, mot olasses which rule in Chins, the USSR and -
nost other "socialist" countries. Thepe bureawcrzcies ean. :.: :
survive abd guarantee their material privileges unly'if“ :_ e
they Eﬁjﬁj‘& monono Ly nI nulitlual DOWEL. Ehia mﬂnﬂpﬂlr e T




a -k prlnniplg. the ecnatructian of "socialism
in one country'--- which means the subordination of erﬁfﬁﬂ, 

ything that happsns In the rest of the world to the needs =

of "mational development" le. "building sgoialisn dn the
main fortress" or the "main bastim".

Bat although egch bureaucracy pursues this aim, they
are 211 subject io certein constreints. These are the lew
—el of socic-economic develnpment in ench country; the
atiltude of imperialism to sach country ruled by A bura=-
sucracy; the levsl of mass conscivusness and activity in
sach country; the capscity of esch bureaucracy to influen
—~pe the comnunist movement outside its own esuntry, and
g0 on. But these eonatraints apt differently on the dif-
ferent bureaucracies.

Thus different countries im the "scelalist bloc" will
be at different levels of socio-cconomic development. Di-
fferent buresucracies will heave different relaticna with
imperdialism. There will be Gifferent levels of mass cgngh
eisusness and therefore of mass influenece on the differ-
ent burenucracies. Thus thers are bound to bhe clashes of
intgﬁest between the burezucratieally ruled countries.
Faeh bureauveracy will have fifferent ideas sbout national
seonomic development, éifferences over the "proper" idea;
Jogical oriemtation towards imperianlism on the Ane BANE
and rerolutionsry striggles on the oth A

A ¥hat is more since these Yuresucratically ruled coun-
tries all heve one-party states, these ideglogical differ

-ences do not remain at the party level to be debated in
g.i:a$e:nal,manne: These

differances automatieally get

Eﬁabg level, and the bursaucraciss can-
Sosres a&_tha temptation o use state power in def ce
r .i:mar pﬂlwml- i_aeulngim orientation.
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In th& 1&&& fifﬁimﬂ
pursue its "national ﬂﬁwlc;pmtnt" in 111m witt
"goeiallesm in one esumbryl. ﬂcﬂﬂrﬂxngiyfﬁrmmﬂuﬂﬁ
time etood for peaceral coexistence with the USA: y
nee with "nationsl bourgeoisies" in "third world" Ebﬂﬁi—'

ries with less amphesis on fighting the anti-colonial re-
volutiing greater conskumerism w;thln the USSER; Inﬂﬁnﬂ;fi&.

-d technelogical competition with the wcst; the Soviet
pattern of development in other "speizlist" countries;
Sosrist mﬂnupﬁly-ﬂf muclear weapons. z

#an's China, also terying to build "socizlism in ene
cotntry", However, faced Aifferent pelitieal =nd econo-
mig constraints, both externally anid internally. U.S.
imperialism wes theon much more hostile to China than $t
wzs. to US5R. China was EDDH“Miﬂ“lly and Eoﬂiéllv*mﬂﬁh-mﬂ—
re backward than the USSR, Im China the relaticnghip bet-
ween the masses 2nd the buresuersoy was much cldser than
it was in the US3R. While China had much greater influe-

nee over Asisn communist parties (where the anti-cilopidl

liberation strugeles were still unfolding), the USSR had
greater influence over Furapesn communist parties, with
the Latin American communist partics more nr less aquﬁiiy
f.t-i".l‘iﬁﬂh . E

Thug Mao wented "armed atrugbla" aggiﬁst impar




T is Kruschev who bears the principal responsib
for allowing these basic differences to fdegensrate into
‘bitter confliot at the state level., He cut off cconnmie
254 +p Ohina, initizted a steady rednctisn in trads - re~
fusad tochnology #nd nuclear ermements to China, massed
tronps on the, Sinn-Soriet border, aimed missiles at Chi—
nESE’hities;and inAustrizl instollations and even toyed
with the idea of joining forres with the USA against ib.

Thas Wwe sec that in the decade of the sixties, ffhinese%_ '
foreign policy began to evolve in the direction of empha- :
SLGIHE reslf-reliznee’ 2nd "nogtillity to the SupEIPOWEEﬂ“w
This whs aothing but & rationdlisation of China's gconp=
mic apd political isolation at the fime, (Later on we Wi
=11 Jeok in more détail at the foreign policy'frameaka
--— the "four contradjetions" snd the "Three World's Th-
eory" --- which the Chinese bureaucracy formulated to T2
—tionzlise its Bituation and justify its practice.).

But at the same time Mzs's (kina kept careful wateh

for wa, s in which he could snd China‘s isrlatiom, 16 nai

ed b6 by moving towarde imperizalism con Bhe basis of "pe~ k-
aceful coexistence”, -

The "opening" to the west emergeq in 1971, when Nixon
and Kissinger looking for a wey t0 end the Vietnam war

SI Bexuo favourable £o. the U.6. began to make feslers

Chine. BYen they never expected the "overwhelmingly P'?

tﬁﬂﬁf Fﬁspunea they 2ot f:om ﬁhu Chinesp bureaucnaqy.

tﬁ# ”maiﬂ Hﬂﬂmﬁ" gerved as imemloglgal Just
:4£ﬂ§hﬁha.ﬂaﬁ turn.




sixties the ﬁﬂatﬂwaf era of the anti=colonta
mas ﬁz:awmg ta a. clﬂse. Fuﬁh&mdi‘é, i’ﬂ. m.ﬁ

whleh were the pmin&iﬁal wxglsiterﬁ ——— ot
" and fareast Asiz, Britain in ssuthern Aifiga, aﬁ&‘:jhf"fui
| in much of north, west and central Africs. Thers wag, How— :i
ever, no refurence to these powers, only to the ﬁﬂﬂenwaﬁeﬁaa

There was also no lLonger any mention of the “soclalist
camp". In other worids the strigecle between capitalism and
spcaialion ad geaged falhe & oentrol festore dn whe ﬂk;iﬂ-
gse view of world politica. The way'had thua besome cléar
for the emergence ©f the "Threc World's Theory" 4o retion-
alisy WMao™s ohsessitn with the Sinn-5oviet conflict. For-
gign pnlicy doctrine had naturaily to be tallored to Iif
Chine's "national ﬂevelnpmaﬁt" needs at the time; as percs
~iwed by the bnreaucracy.

Legariine Tt thas theory, the worldé iIs divided ingo
';hrer parts: There 15 thefirst world of toe twu.aupare
sowers, the USSH end the USA. There 1s the second world of
deveiope! capitalist countries like Japan and those of
] wegtern Burope. And there is the “inird worldh of &n&ax&e+
nations 0f which China Lo & pert. It is nof clear where
ecountries like Czechnslorakia, Rumanisa, Poland, Albanie fﬂ_
eto. Tift, out presumubly they are part of the sscomd br ik
third wirld dependineg pn their internal level of indma*
trialisation. Sirange Marxism this! For new it is GNP wﬁ.
a*ta:t:.&tmﬁ. not property re atn mﬁ, tﬂ&t ahaulﬂ ) ’ﬂ-ﬂ&#' ALt uﬁ
g@.m cpr:iimarism of - - icties. e

A e T R R il
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.ég."&uant.;‘.:il.*ﬂ may o emitenE 5.111&5 H.gainst ‘the U*S- (wh-
—mn is w}-@ 4he third world must be the "leading par‘bne]:iﬁ:? ¥ s

ﬂwy cen nevertheless bo allica!

'I ? 4t first the tWO SUpPETPOWSIE Were considered egually

g
A \@angersus end it wag necessary o remain equidistent from ;'

3 , h:}fh- Fut as Sina-U5 ties became ¢loser, then unsurprisi= ¢

1y SN nely, the USSR became tie greater danger because it wes a8

r;['- f 5 Wpising! soeizl Imperizlism, whersns the U.5. was a e — . ..

..': I’_,_-._._ y climing" imperislisy. Once upen 2 time the Chincse buresu- ‘

i -:'.’ i eracy had said (with some truth) that detente was tad o=

Y55 o aﬁusa: it represented copllusion Wetween the superpowels. 1 'ﬂ”

'_ _-_7" 3 Then when China led by Man moved towards a de facto allia= =

i nee with the U.3. apainst the USSR, detente was ceemed bad |

e ':L., nst because of Meollusion! but beesuse it was a "ploy" By .
-'_". MY i the eraﬂ:y Bussigng te "pull the wool over the siyss” of b

‘the simpleton Americans to '“wezken" their much-needed Tes ;' 3

5‘;1#::.&1: Social Imperielism

; «Eiln in order to portray the Russians as the "mzin en-
(emy", the Chinese bursaucracy has had to paint the USSR &t 3
ﬁamial mjerﬂ.a.lm'n” because it is "atate monapoly capi‘bﬁf
35@*?" But Ehiﬂ‘ﬁﬂﬂ ﬂt‘br-mvta: ot yroving that the USSR iea
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=Hﬁ$ﬁ?.ﬁhﬁ “Eﬂiﬂﬂnﬂe aﬂ %ﬁp"_._“

'113*1:_ fix almaa‘t aﬂ:ﬁ yonza: wﬁieh w la, :

st:&yeﬁ} ﬂtlll zﬁm&inaﬁ "ﬂnax&list“
cturse of a few daye during the Qchf Q?Eﬂ”ckhg&ﬁ&ﬁf
A fesigive turn towards a form of capitaliam! ﬂhﬁmﬁuﬁ;
eridible Marxiat thearisatinl '

What did happen under Kroschev 2t the 20th Congress
was an importsnt, or se it scemed so st the time, ‘iﬁeﬂlﬁ-
gicel ehift in the CESU's orientation and pnlie;ea_ Rat
ean onc Torzet S+rlin's eodden shift from anti-faseism %o b7
the Hijtler-Stalin pact 2nd Bheir cynicel carve-up of Po- LT 2
1land, or Mao's own shift fromstrident anti-Americanism ﬁﬂr

e

LT =

2
warm embrace of the U.3.7 Are we to conclude from [‘.‘hﬂmﬂ'a- [ 'I
present idenlogicsl orientation that it is no Ionger a po il
-at-capitalist sceiety? In fact Marxist anflysia starts ~al
By estinblishing whether a fdeeisive gmocidl and sconomie f.??ﬁﬁ
tronsformation hos tzken place, oot by comeluding From i r :
idenlogical shift that a decisive structural transforma— B - ]
tion has taken place. Indeed such ideclozieal shifts are % ":
gharacteriatic of the behavicur o all bureaucragies who i "f=- :
pursue the building of fgpeielism din one country'. -
Nevertheless, let up sec what the most systematic of I ]I:
Chinese analyses bn "Soviet sacial 1mpel1ﬂlism“ hae ta Sz, f
q:ffe.r_ Thﬂ m@s“ﬁ systﬂmatw pres.e:ntatiﬁn was in ‘Iﬂzx&ﬁ anu L’;_



-éiamceﬂ and By bu&'.fng '!che.v- and selling Lle'u'"
b) thorugh Comecon it exploits Bastern Euxope

dpv ‘&) it has mere military buses and forees abroad than the
L U.3. ei. in Bastern Huroue, Angnls ete.

r R L Morsover the USSR is nuw more rapacisws than the U.S. ’mﬂ. g
%, Weonstitubes the most dangerous source of world waz! be-
. Ii: I | &ama > B
: i) it arase as an imperiglist power later thanm the U.S6 g
:I : | E} ElNCeE l‘t ig inferisw %o the U.8. in economie _streﬁ.g.ﬁﬁ_
i B 1t must rely more on militery power and threats of war, *

£) it can exrloit Lenin's prestice an?® flaunt the banner 0
5 soeialisa to Bluff and deceive penple everywhers, :
= In cur last issue ("The Indo-S2ovict Conpection®) we. ==
' put forward the ¥ basic creuments pointing cut why "eig®
a‘ﬁq un.eqil"f-l exchenge arve not the 'efining cha2rs c‘strlatm&-.'
of imperialistic exploitation, We will not repsat them

of here. &z for point b)) this - assertin is pleinly zidiea=
o lous. A simple comparison suffiess. ALl the eountries of

Eastern Rurope with the exception of Czechoslovakia were
nen-industrial sscleties betnre 1945. In the 12t 35 ¥
&aap&tﬁ "Soviet social inperialism" they huwve boonme in:
dustrialised socistics whuse people erijoy o standard ﬂf.
Emﬂ' ﬁh’-’h LS thﬂ’ ‘H.‘hﬂle iz hl‘{{hﬂ‘ then what tho BG‘Tiﬂi':

_ @ hundred ﬁafﬂ
Ed: caas;:a pn’lltmally mue;wnﬁ&nt £0




b ﬂ‘aieﬂﬁ’ 1t against S:ma.lia‘ waa ai,ab
their dropping support to the Britrson strugele we
Tess an.

Qumpare the Ruesinn reécord of caulim with ﬂ:he

ean recard. In 1951, wnder UN aduthorify, American 'Em*a#a
wntered ¥orea. In 1953 the US marines snd the 0Lk helped
to averthrow Iran's premier fﬂruaaadaga =nd, instal the R&i
lave Shah. In 1954 the Y.5. srgonised the mil::bam;gr sver—
throw of the fuly slescted sovernment of Geutemals. dIn
1958 U.5. marines invadiod Hebazon. In 1961, they unsuec ;gzt
gfully attempted o invade Ouba. In 1965, ILS", trmﬁa in—
vadéed Santo Domingn, and alas repleaosd Frennh tronpe: S ok
Indychina., :

The U.8. has far more militery btases nutsids fﬁﬂ shno-
res than does the USSH. Tt has mEny MoTe m:tlﬂrary all*im-r
ces with rezetionary regimas and supplies much more MH&-‘
tary aoid to for aore countrise. Between 1977-80, 7 e"#ﬁ?ﬂ
a-::c*mn‘tpr‘ for 43.3% of 311 wxpc*"us of maa;;"ﬁr w&aam'ga* -.af="'




¥ -.‘m:‘bm ‘im-th_a_nani& f‘-rcea in 'l:?le atrategi.cs’ll]' vital
region of the middle-gost.

In Lotin Aneriea, Bragil, krgemtina and Chile are the

Acminsnt nations and they are All much closer th the U.3. : d
. than to the USSR. In western Burdne the communist parties
Have continued to move further away from Soviet influence.
In eastern Burope, Eoland has shown how fresile the So-

viet empire is. If the Polish bureaucracy does succeed in
weakening Solidirity and maintaining its hold on the cou- | o
ntry, the economic burden om the USSH to help Poland will :
become greatsr. The price the Soviets have to pay for ke-
‘eping the empire they have had since Stelin's time is ge=.
‘tting higher and higher as future revlts by the masses

‘of eastern Burope bocome nore likely.

In centrzl Asiz the Suviets have "gainegd™ Afghanigtan
‘but at *the price of dlienasi Az the Tranian and Pakistani.
‘masses. 'Ehe m‘ras{ran Of Efghsnistan alan zave the U.S5.
“the excuse to strengthen its military presence in the
ﬁuﬁi gagi*m with the agreensnt of the Gulf states. In
e ast Asia, through Vietnam, '-the Soviet influence has
thgg&aqgﬁ Bet tnis must be balanced agsinist the hvatili—-;-
'ka_!ﬂ m the rising strengtn of Japan, and the de fa

‘oo China, Jepan, U.s. alliance, Nl

s_ﬂ.—

n of ﬁtxi_mi, the USSR "gainedn E‘ﬁh}.ﬂpﬁ.ﬂ :
In ern ﬂ:ﬁnc&, ‘the USSR "gainean




; L ﬁiﬁfﬁmhﬁeﬂ bl
1ism.&nd %ﬁ&liﬂkam (ﬂmt‘“sﬂelﬁl

p' ikt nﬂt mha Eﬁvi&ts, fnr exampla, hhrﬂ &&ﬁpaz.. ﬂ:

7 struggle agaidst Isreeli zionism, the ‘blasck Iiﬁﬁnﬁmwﬁﬁ'?ﬁkﬂﬁ#
rusfeles against white colenial and minerity rulk n
namnts stru sle againat U.5. imperialism which w&é trul;
the moet hercic strugale in Bumen history. dever has there
boen an- an'ti-.i.rnneliﬂl:l.st strugzle of auch historte gizni-
ficance. Aftsr the fambus Tet Offensive in 1988 which mer-
kad the beginning of the end for tha U34 in Vietnem, the
americons have not dared to send their tro pa into annther
country, thoagh they often dif this hefore. Thas they aia
nat use their troops in fngola in 1975, #or to save the

Shak dn 1978, nor -ty save Somuzo i Higuragus in T&Tﬁ,; ] L

T e e K

Of course, this does not mean the U.8. will ot SO A} T e

Iz Ita frosys dn the futace. Uz, Imperinlism iusparately .

warite €0 recover from the traums of that histurie defesat
. in Indachina. This makes China's attack on Vietnsm in 1979 e
i all the oore reprehsnsible. Jeng said he wanted o criash o
the "myth of Vieinamese invinwibility" =2nd in doing so con- _ Y1
winee the americans that they must intervens mare 3¢£iﬁ21§_ ;!
in that: region and elsewhers in the wirld: Bietnam’g inva~ '
sion of Kampuehez does tot justify Chino's inv&aiun of
Ko oo o Vietnem fo supnoet the Pal Fat pezime in Xempach-
e, just as Chin='s invasi m of Vietnam would not justiry o
a Soviet invasiom of China o asuppirct Vietioam. T

g

It pan newey be & Liclaimed that the Russiens (ax the -
Chingse) act gonsish ntly, wholeheirtodly or mnequivscally
din suppart of revalntilnary s#?ugglas. When t&e USBR dt

MCETD




' u:J.tal p;liara m‘.‘ the wnrld imnarialist a:'.rs—
m. BEﬂ"p“l‘t}E ﬁifferanaes of nuanes here or there over all
vital revoluwtionary strugz’les they heve sided with the
Ameriean ruling classes. They koow that they sink or ‘swin
with American capitalasm. any fatal blow to U.S. imperia-
lism will be = fatal Blow to then. Dan the Chinese burean-
cfae;,r Teally believe she M"speond world® hos mere in common-
with the "third werld" than with America of the "first wo-
riane . :

Bven in the "third world!, countries like South Korea
and those of ASEAN heve more in common with the advanced
west than they have with the rest of the bnderdeve Loped
“‘I:‘hz_rr'l wrirla® . Th sugh the regimes in the "third world" are
_@_wrp?ghteﬁ into she world capitalist market, they are '
the poor relations in this global family. Thelricher ‘nations
form 2 elub of thelr own and 4y =nd keen the e R .
23 worli™ natisma in their nl ce. AL1 the fuss about the -
Mrich-posr fivide" and the Mno TTH-S0uth struggle is rea-
1Ly about how th drIviie the waTl eanltalist cake. The ;
"third world" bourgeiizics want a bigger slice and the ad-
‘mﬂm ?t_!ﬁgi-_t_mlmt bourgesisies ape Irying to0 reaist pgiving

has nothing to do with the strugsle for
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CLEalistt figntep :
sekithe pREty Teviil, “ir Pt the Chiness
ﬁnt-anﬁﬁr%ﬁiéﬁ?itag;g in guch & way. When-
ter-xevolutiinary position at

e the ‘game at tho party leve

el times. Thus when Hua
the manth
arnce id

they toke &
the government level,
16vel inly qualifying 15 aa
tavfeng visited the Shah in Sept: 197
When the Shah wng massacTing demonstrat.rs, not
the Ohinesc party [ublfc=tias hail <nil support
the snti-Shah revoluti-n that was going on ot the time. Wh-
en Mac in the early seventius was maving towepds ever olo-
Ber iRelieahoratibn with the TS, thend/ hare some =itunlde
riincietions nf e, Imperialism in party publications, tut
ranldly and smoothly party policy £ell in line with eovern-
ment policy. In & gne-navrty state this ds unavoidable.
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Diplomatic compromises there have 4o be. But these sh-

suld never be disguised 23 revolutilnary advances ingtesd

JI the necessary and tempnrary rotrenta that they are. Noz

bt

should such ddplomatic cimpromises be elevated o the posi-
tion of strategic allisncas. ALl these wring things the
Chintse (#nd Soviet) bureaveracy do,

AT

Finrlly the "Three World®s Theory" mekes no relerence
to the "agocinlist camp" alluwing Chine o practies wnhrig-
led opportunism. Once Tite's Yugoslevia was & ”renegadgf
eountry and ¥Mao supuerted Kreschev's hustility tuwﬂrﬂg_ij
in the ecrly fifties: Then both Ieaders began o wWoR T#ﬁw.
= Albania was cnee China'‘s ally. Nuw it risks being demnted
-E: in Beijing's eyes h"tta tho ronkd af'"qnpitﬂi%at ﬂagiggfh
B s 1o alvo the cess bw WLth Vietnan, which is , of eou-
: 4 FEE 2 “puppet" of !'Sgrish smciﬂi'imﬂgr;gI??@f; Eﬁﬁ:fﬁ%ﬁgﬁﬁw R
. éﬁaracjefﬁ of Vietnem aceording to Ehﬁ'ﬂhiﬂﬁﬁﬁfh Eﬁ%@%ﬁ#¥L_:
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51 'n iﬂrniffﬂruht frim whﬁt it was Ewenﬁy_nr

'veﬁms s Tte "pationel oeulligh dare Gifferent.
Ehptrial gm's atfitude towards ihe Chincse bureaucraey has
ﬁﬁaﬂﬁﬂﬁ fraom past hostility to Sity. The relati-anship be-
SWeen ihes Ehinege buvemicracy an’ the masses has become
mﬁnﬂ-ﬂeakﬁk. JLY —this meting & diffevent foreion poliey o-
Eiﬂﬁ%atiﬁn From the fifties snd sirties:

Wi

Like Krasohev's Hussie, Ching now slresses peadeful
coexistence with imperi=lism. In fret it has gone even fu-
rther arwerboard in Jjustifying a virtusl allispce with the
UG, Chine mecda foreipn technoloey, varticulariy western,
i ;: Like Kruachuvﬁs Buss=is 1% 18 stressine greater consumerism
: gt home. bacause the Lurcs eracy is much mors sliematen
from the Chinese masses. Tn order +o kesp its monapoly &f
power It must restrict democratic rights for the massss.,

- =9 to maintein gome steble control over the masses it must
. promise them the benaofite of ever growing chnsumerism. It
ﬁﬁﬁ;mﬁ-lﬂngaf mely an 2slls o Tsaerifisan pidh Man's

adwocacy of the 'socizlism of duaterity!. If there is no

Q@i& pe magses may be pind cipitathd B nar th¢n rtherwise
And this would e E “Ben $ho mitericl priviloges and the

- 0f power which the Ohinese birsaueracy enjoys.

O the Whale, thowsh, fhe mest effsetive pazauit of
%ﬁ&gz modernisatisns" will require China 4y move away

%Eﬁm the.ﬁmemiﬂana tuwer&a tha snklets Tn tha
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,;Laaaars otill talk a.hmu«t: r*&wi b social

1ﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬁ tha ﬂhfnaae hur&uﬁﬁraﬂy-
veraiimty ang thﬁrefﬁra Itw ﬁaj;qnal
To the extent that the existence of m&rwan i ;
t the natingliam of the Uhinese maﬂaﬁarthﬁnuéﬁé
ure from this side 2180 n the Chingse ieaﬂanaw-ﬁMHﬂriﬁﬁﬁ s
mzde 1% slenr to Rotgen that Tziwan will remain o ma .
abstaele o havine closer reletions hetwesn I&ﬂhﬁiiﬂﬁﬁajﬁ =

In fact there are elready sisns of China making pz&pa
~rations far a shift in the future trwards the USSR, For
meny long yéara the Chinese have baon sayilng that a third _
world war wag inevitable. 41 ¢ould he postpensd but ndﬁ ??:;:
avoidad, heecorline o tha Chinese it was Soviet “hagema-' g
nism" that made this wer incvitsblo, But some months ﬂgh* !f IR
Deng nubliely declared that & thir® werld war was no Lom- Sk
gET inevitable. It could be evoifes. do was nlearly'zn'l?j 'ﬁi;f 

ying that the USER wes w L 50 rapagione or "hegemﬂﬁlaﬁ"
afeer all; that lt W nut becoming sEringer but WGaﬁEr.
In effect 1t was a tentetive feeler towards the USS& Al
Sino-Soviet reporibthemens will teke gome years. Ih wiﬁi:
prabsbly have to await 2 new post-Breghnev and pnstﬁﬁaﬁa

learership in both eapniteals: But the rapnrochﬁment wiil
cama .

e

0f caurss, as preparstion for this new turn Ghipaaa‘aJ. P
Toreign policy doctrine will once again chonze. Ev
recent months it is notioesable that though"




5. THE LEADING P.EWLUTIDH&EI PORQES ARE THE URBAN, AND R
RAL TPROLETARTAT. THE REVOIL ON WILL G8E AN ALLIANCE
OF THESE PORCES WITH THE EOOR PRASANTRY.

ALL SECTIONS OF THE WORKING CLASS ARE IN A EESTORIC

SERSE RIVOLUTIUNARY. WE RET 0T PH DD}IGEPTI':}H THAT THE
HIGHLY PATD INDUSTRIAL WORKER IS REPORMIST.

WE STAND FOR & UNITED FRORT #IH WORKHRS' ORGANTSATIONS

ON SERCIFIC ISSUBS, SUCH A4S THE DEFENCE OF DEMOGRATIC
RIGHES. WD ALSO STAND FOR 4 UNITED FRONT OF @ ATL COM-
MUNIST TFORCES ON 4 REVOLUTIONARY PROGRAMME.

KB SUPPORT AUTONOMOUS M MOYEMANTS 0F WoMBims DALISS: TRER4LS &
OTHER *OPpHE BEED  MINCETTIES.

9. W& SUPPORT THE EIGHT OF SELE-DETARMINATION FOR ALL Ni-
TIONALITIES THAT DESIRE  IT.

10. ¥E SUPPORT THY RUUALITY QF ALL LANGUAGES, RELIGIONS
ANT  CULTURES.

14, We ST.ND FOR TEY BUIIDING OF 4 DEMOCRATTICALLY CANTRA-
LISED wmmnmmv PARTY HBASED OGN THE PRINCIPLES OF
'WEREERST CONSROE AND RANK-AND-PILE DEMOGRACY.

1890 Wi% STANA  BY THE DICTATORSHI® (OF THE THOLBTARIAT

g‘---‘r{ Qavlr?p.j AND K0T THZ DIOTANORSNIP OF THE .PARTY

' IN SUCH A GESUING SOCIALISE® DEMOCRADY

3 wI.L:L HM’_E THE RIGHT T0 STRIKE, FORW INDEFENDENT
UNIONS AND MANY PARTIRS.
WE RELECT 5 THEORY OF '§OVIET SOCIAL TMESRTALISHY.
I5% SQ-CALLED SUOIALIST COUNTRINS ARE ONES IN TRANSITION
BETWAEN CAPITALISH AND SOCIANTSH. ‘THES. POST-CAPTPATIST
SOCIETIES ARE RULED 5Y BHREMR&QIES “ NOST OF VHICH
HAVE Tc: BE OVERTHROWN BY 4 CLUTION IF
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