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NOTE TO THE READERS

STEP FORWARD!

* {as well as clippings and original photos), and financial contributions from

UN MONDE A GAGNER ERZANILACKAK DUNYA=:

s’”

A World to Win has been inspired by the formation of the Revolutionary |
Internationalist Movement, announced on March 12th, 1984, which has
regrouped many MarxistHeninist-Maoist parties and organisations from
around the world. It is not an official organ of RIM. Iis pages are open 1o all
those on the same side of the barricades in the fight against imperialism and
reaction. -

The editors of A World to Win would like to apologize for the lateness of
this issue of the journal. This has been due above all to an increase in activi-
fy in other areas of work essential to the journal. But measures have been
taken to ensure that future issues will come out more regularly, as the editors
are only too aware that the heightening contradictions in the world imperial
ist system and the more favourable conditions for revolution demand that this
imporlant weapon be available to revolutionaries everywhere.

A World to Win cannot accomplish its tasks without the active support of
its readers. letters, articles and criticism are needed and welcome.
Manuscripts should be typed double spaced. In addition we need translo-
tors, help with distribution (including through commercial channels) to
make this magazine available in as many countries as possible, art work

those who understand the importance of the continued publication of this
magazine,, This includes both individual contributions and the efforts of
those who undertake the responsibility for raising funds for this magazine.
Send pledges and donation cheques made out to “A World to Win”

Send all correspondence and other materials to:

A World to Win

27 Old Gloucester Street

London WCTN 3XX, UK.

Fax: (44) (171) 831 9489 Ref: W6787

A fax or telex MUST include the reference number.
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Introduction

Movement was founded, grouping togeth-

er the nucleus of the Maoist revolutionar-
ies the world over who ‘were determined to
carry forward the fight for a world without
exploitation and oppression, without imperi-
alism, a world in which the very division of
society into classes will be overcome — the
communist world of the future. Since the for-
mation of our Movement we have coritinued
to advance and today, on the occasion of the
Mao Tsetung Centenary, with a deep sense of
our responsibility, we declare to the interna-
tional proletariat and the oppressed masses
of the world. that our guiding ideology is
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism.

In 1984, the Revolutionary Internationalist

Our Movement was founded on the basis of
the Declaration of the Revolutionary
Internationalist Movement adopted by the
Second Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties
and Organisations in 1984. The Declaration
upholds the proletarian revolutionary ideolo-
gy and on that basis in the main it correctly
addresses the tasks of the revolutionary com-
munists in different countries and on a world
scale, the history of the international commu-
nist movement, and a number of other vital
questions. Today we reaffirm the Declaration
as the solid foundation of our Movement
upon which we are building a new clarity
and deeper understanding of our ideology
and the more solid unity of our Movement.

The Declaration correctly stresses “Mao
Tsetung’s qualitative development of the sci-
ence of Marxism-Leninism” and affirms that
he raised it to “a new stage”. However, the
use of the term “Marxism-Leninism-Mao
Tsetung Thought” in our Declaration reflect-
ed a still incomplete understanding of this
new stage. In the last nine years our
Movement has been engaged in a long, rich
and thoroughgoing discussion and struggle to
more fully grasp Mao Tsetung's development
of Marxism. During this same period the par-
ties and organisations of our Movement and
RIM as a whole have been engaged in revo-
lutionary struggle against imiperialism and
reaction, Most important has been the
advanced experience of the People’s War led
by the Communist Party of Peru which has

[N

Revolutionary Infernationalist Movement

- long live

succeeded in mobilising the masses in their
millions, sweeping aside the state in many
parts of the country and establishing, the
power of the workers and peasants in these
areas. These advances, in theory and prac-
tice, have enabled us to further deepen our
grasp of the proletarian ideology and on that
basis take a far-reaching step, the recognition’
of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism as the new,
third and higher stage of Marxism.

New, Third and Hfgher"
Stage of Marxism

a0 Tsetung elaborated many theses
Mon‘a whole series of vital questions

of revolution. But-Maoism is not just
the sum total of Mao’s great contributions. It
is the comprehensive and all-round develop- :
ment of Marxism-Leninism to a new and
higher stage. Marxism-Leninism-Maoism is an
integral whole; it is the ideology of the prole-
tariat synthesized and developed to_new
stages, from Marxism to Marxism-Leninism to
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, by Karl Marx, V.I.
Lenin and Mao Tsetung, on the basis of the
experience of the proletariat and mankind in
class struggle, the struggle for production and
scientific experiment. It is the jnvingible
weapon which enables the proletariat to

-understand the world and change it through

revolution. Marxism-Leninism-Maoism is a
universally applicable, living and scientific
ideology, constantly developing and being
further enriched through its application in







A WORLD TO WIN 1995/20

[

)

Lenin described the era-in which we live as
the era of<imperialism and proletarian_revolu-
tion. Lenin developed the political party of a
new type, the Communist Party, as the prole-
tariat’s indispensable tool for leading the rev-
olutionary masses in the seizure of power.

Most importantly, Lenin raised the theory and
practice of proletarian revolution to a whole
new level as he led the proletarat in seizing
and consolidating its political power, its revo-
lutionary dictatorship, for the first time with
the victory of the October Revolution in for-
merly Tsarist Russia in 1917.

Lenin waged a life-and-death struggle against
the revisionists of his day within the Second
International who had betrayed the proletari-
an revolution and had called on the workers
to defend the interests of their imperialist
masters in World War I.

The “guns of October” and Lenin’s struggle
against revisionism further spread the com-
munist movement throughout the world,
uniting the struggles of the oppressed peo-
ples with the world proletarian revolution,
and the Third (or Communist) International
was formed.

Lehin’s all-round and comprehensive devel-
opment of Marxism represents the second
great leap in the development of proletarian
ideology.

After Lenin’s death, Joseph Stalin defended
the proletarian dictatorship against enemies
from within as well as from the imperialist
invaders during World War II, and carried for-
ward the cause of socialist construction and
transformation in the Soviet Union. Stalin
fought for the international communist move-
ment to recognise Marxism-Leninism as the
second great milestone in the development
of the proletarian ideology.

Mao Tsetung

Aao Tsetung developed Marxism-
‘Leninism to a new and higher stage in

the course of his many decades of
leading the Chinese Revolution, the world-
wide struggle against modern revisionism and,
most importantly, in finding in theory and

-~

practice the method of continuing the revolu-
tion under the dictatorship of the proletariat to
prevent the restoration of capitalism and con-
tinue the advance toward communism. Mao
Tsetung greatly developed all three compo-
nent parts of Marxism — philosophy, political
economy and scientific socialism.

Mao said, “Political power grows out of the
barrel of a gun.” Mao Tsetung comprehen-
sively developed the military science of the
proletariat through his theory and practice of
People’s War. Mao taught that people, not
weapons, are decisive in waging war. He

. pointed out that each class has its own spe-

cific forms of war with its specific character,
goals and means. He remarked that all mili-
tary logic can be boiled down to the princi-
ple “you fight your way, I'll fight my way”,
and that the proletariat must forge military
strategy and tactics which can bring into play
its particular advantages, by unleashing and
relying upon the initiative and :enthusiasm of
the revelutionary masses.

Mao established that the policy of winning
base areas and systematically establishing
political power was key to unleashing the
masses and developing the armed strength of
the people and the wavelike expansion of
their political power. He insisted on the need
to lead the masses in carrying out revolution-
ary transformations in base areas and to
develop these politically, economically and
culturally in the service of advancing revolu-
tionary warfare.

Mao taught that the Party should control the :
gun and the gun must.never be allowed to
control the Party. The Party must be built as a
vehicle capable of initiating and leading revo-
lutionary warfare. He emphasised that the
central task of revolution is the seizure of
political power by revolutionary violence.
Mao Tsetung’s theory of People’s War is uni-
versally applicable in all countries, although
this must be applied to the concrete condi-
tions in each country and, in particular, take
into account the revolutionary paths in the
two general types of countries — imperialist
countries and. oppressed countries — that
exist in the wotld today.

Mao solved the problem of how to make rev-
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state, the contradiction between the Party and
the masses becomé$ a concentraged expres-
sion of the contradictions marking socialist
society as a transition between capitalism and
communism.

Mao Tsetung developed the proletariat’s
understanding of political economy, of the
contradictory and dynamic role of production
itself and of its interrelationship with the
political and ideological superstructure of

i society. Mao taught that the system of owner-

ship is decisive in the relations of production
but that, under socialism, attention must be

paid that public ownership is socialist in con-

tent as well as in form. He stressed the inter-
action between the system of socialist owner-
ship and the other two aspects of the rela-
tions of production, the relations between
people in production and the system of dis-
tribution. Mao developed the Leninist thesis
that politics is the concentrated expression of
economics, showing that under socialist soci-
ety the correctness of the ideological and
political line determines whether the prole-
tariat actually owns the means of production.
Conversely, he pointed out that the rise of
revisionism means the rise of the bourgeoisie,
that given the contradictory nature of the
socialist economic base it would be easy for
capitalist roaders to rig up the capitalist sys-
tem if they come to power.

He profoundly criticised the revisionist theory
of the productive forces and concluded that
the superstructure, consciousness, can trans-
form the base and with political power devel-
op the productive forces. All this took
expression in Mao’s slogan, “Grasp
Revolution, Promote Production.”

Mao Tsetung initiated and led the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution which repre-
sented a great leap forward in the experience
of exercising the dictatorship of the proletari-
at. Hundreds of millions of people rose up to
overthrow the capitalist roaders who had
emerged from within the socialist society and
who were especially concentrated in the
Ieadership of the Party itself (such as Liu
Shao-chi, Lin Piao and Deng Xiao-ping). Mao
led the proletariat and masses in challenging
the capitalist roaders and imposirig the inter-
ests, outlook and will of the great majority in

every -sphere that, even in socialist society,
had remained the private reserve of the
exploiting classes and their way of thinking.

The great victories. won in the Cultural
Revolution prevented the capitalist restora-
tion in China for a decade and led to great
socialist transformations in the economic
base as well as in education, literature and
art, scientific research and other parts of the
superstructure. Under Mao’s leadership the
masses dug away at the soil which engenders
capitalism — such as bourgeois right and the
three great differences between town and
country, between worker and, peasant, and
between mental and manual labour. ..

In the course of fierce ideological and political
struggle, millions of workers and other revolu--
tionary masses greatly deepened their class
consciousness and mastery of Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism and strengthened their
capacity to wield political power. The Cultural
Revolution was waged as part of the interna-
tional struggle of the proletariat and was a
training ground in proletarian internationalism.

Mao grasped the dialectical relationship
between the necessity of revolutionary lead-
ership and the need to arouse and rely on
the revolutionary masses from below t_ol
implement proletarian dictatorship. In this
way, the strengthening of the proletarian dic-
tatorship was also the most extensive and -
deepest exercise in proletarian democracy yet
achieved in the world, and heroic revolution-
ary leaders came forward such as Chiang
Ching and Chang Chun-chiao who stood
alongside the masses and led them into battle
against the revisionists and who continued to
hold high the banner of Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism in the face of bitter defeat. :

Lenin said, “Only he is a Marxist who extends
the recognition of the class struggle to the
recognition of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat.” In the light of the invaluable lessons
and advances achieved through the Great.
Proletarian Cultural Revolution led by Mao
Tsetung, this dividing line has been further
sharpened. Now it can be stated that only he
is a Marxist who-exténds the recognition of
class struggle to the recognition of the dicta-
torship of the proletatiat and to the recogni- -



tion of the objective existence of classes, of
antagonistic class contradictions, of the bour-
geoisie in the Party and of the continuation
of the class struggle under the dictatorship of
the proletariat throughout the whole period
of socialism until communism. As Mao so
powerfully stated, “Lack of clarity on this
question will lead toirevisionism.”

The capitalist restoration following the 1976
counter-revolutionary coup d'etat led by Hua
Kuo-feng and Deng Xiao-ping in no way
negates Maoism or the world-historic
achievements and tremendous lessons of the
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution; rather
this defeat confirms Mao’s theses on the
nature of socialist society and the need to
continue the revolution under the dictator-
ship of the proletariat.

Clearly, the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution represents a world-historic epic of
revolution, a victorious high point for the
world’s communists and revolutionaries, an
imperishable achievement. Although we have
a whole process ahead of us, that revolution
left us great lessons we are already applying,
such as, for example, the point that ideologi-
cal transformation is fundamental in order for
our class to seize power.

Marxism-Leninism-Maoism:
The Third Great Milestone

\

In the course of the Chinese revolution

-

Mao had developed Marxism-Leninism in

many important fields. But it was in the
crucible of the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution that our ideology took a leap and
the third great milestone, Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism, fully emerged. From the higher
plane of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism the revo-
lutionary communists could grasp the teach-

“ ings of the previous great leaders even more

profoundly and indeed even Mao Tsetung's
earlier contributions took on deeper signifi-
fcance. Today, without Maoism there can be
no Marxism-Leninism. Indeed, to negate
, Maoism is to negate Marxism-Leninism itself.

Each great milestone in the development of
the revolutionary ideology of the proletariat
has met with bitter resistance and has only
..achieved recognition through intense struggle

9

and through its application in revolutionary
practice. Today the Revolutionary Inter-
nationalist Movement declares-that Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism must be the commander
and guide of the world revolution.

Hundreds of millions of proletarians and
oppressed masses of the world are increas-
ingly propelled into struggle "against the
world imperialist system and all reaction. On
the battlefield against the enemy they search
for their own flag. Revolutionary communists
must wield our universal ideology and spread
it among the masses to further unleash them
and organise their forces, in order to seize
power through revolutionary violence. To

accomplish ‘this, Marxist-Leninist-Maoist par-
ties, united in the Revolutionary Inter-

nationalist Movement, must be formed wher-
ever they do not exist and existing ones must
be strengthened in order to prepare, launch
and carry through to victory People’s War. to

-seize power for the proletariat and $he

oppressed people. We must uphold, defend
and, most importantly, apply Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism.

We must step up our struggle for the formation
of a Communist International of a new type,
based on Marxism-Leninism-Maoism. The
world proletarian revolution cannot advance to
victory without forging such a weapon
because, as Mao Tsetung taught, either we all
g0 to communism or none of us go.

Mao Tsetung said, “Marxism consists of thou-
sands of truths, but in the final analysis they
all boil down to one: it is right to rebel.” The
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement
takes the rebellion of the masses as its start-
ing point, and calls on the proletariat and
revolutionaries the world over to take up
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism. This liberating,
partisan ideology must be brought home to
the proletariat and all the oppressed because
it alone can enable the rebellion of the mass-
es to sweep away thousands of years of class
exploitation and bring to birth the new world
of communism.

Hold High the Great Red Banner of
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism!

26 December 1993

02/5661 NIM OL aTHOM V
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“blows to the imperialist world order ...
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Internationalist Movement pointed out, “The

post-World War ILworld is rapidly coming apart
at the seams. The international €conomic and polit-
ical relations — the ‘division of the world’ —
established through and in the aftermath of World
War II no longer corresponds to the needs of the
various imperialist powers to ‘peacefully’ extend
and expand their profit empires. While the post-

World War II world has undergone important
changes as a result of conflicts between the imperi-
alists and espec1ally as a result of revolutlonary
struggle, today it is the entire network of econom-
ic, political and military relations that is being
called into question. The relative stability of the
major imperialist powers .... is coming unravelled.
The revolutionary struggles of the oppressed
nations are again on the rise and delivering new
The height-
ening of contradictions is now drawing, and will
do so more dramatically in the future, all countries
and regions of the world and’sections of the mass-
es previously lulled to sleep or oblivious to politi-
cal life into the vortex of world history. So the rev-
olutionary communists must get prepared, and pre-
pare the class conscious workers and revolutionary

b
In 1984, the Declaration of the Revolutionary

. sections of the people and step up their revolution-

ary struggle.”

The Declaration's analysis of the impermanence of
the existing world order and its call for urgent
preparations for sudden changes and leaps in
developments have been borne out by world
evenis, though the exact turn of events — the col-
lapse of the Soviet social-imperialist camp and the
easing of the sharp rivalry between the U.S. and
Soviet-led imperialist blocs which had brought the
world to the brink of world war — could not be
anticipated. .

In the context of the deepening crisis of the impe-
rialist system, the main features of the present
world situation include: the upsurge of struggles in
the oppressed nations of the world, particularly the
glorious achievements of the People’s War in Peru,
the outbreak of rebellions even in the bellies of the
ugly imperialist beasts, the re-emergence of U.S.
imperialism as the sole top gendarme of the impe-
rialist order, imperialist intervention and aggression
against the oppressed nations and intensified
exploitation and attacks on the masses in the
oppressed nations and in the capitalist countries
themselves, and the realignment taking place
amongst the imperialist powers.

Imperialist Pipe Dreams of

“A New World Order”
n the wake of the collapse of the Séviet imperi-
alist camp, which was in fact only an important
manifestation of the severe crisis gripping the

Resolution of the
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement

whole imperialist system of which the Soviet Union
was one great pillar, the U.S. imperialists arrogantly
declared the imposition of a “New World Order”.
For their own followers at home and for the very
gullible, this new order was thinly veiled with

words of “respect for international law”, a “new era

of peace”, “democracy”, “fighting tyranny and dic-
tatorship” and even “human rights”. Imperialist
powers who just yesterday were at each other’s
throats put on a spectacle of embracing. The U.N.
and other similar imperialist world bodies were -
presented as the guardians of the “new era of
world peace”. The imperialists had fond hopes of
covering up the real nature of the collapse of the
Soviet social-impérialist bloc and utilising it to dis*
arm the oppressed masses of the revolutionary ide-
ology of communism. Their ideologues, along with
reactionaries and revisionists of all hues, launched
a counter-revolutionary offensive, proclaiming the
end of the communist vision of a world free from
exploitation and even the “end of history”.
Imperialism, reaction and revisionism huffed and
puffed to flutter the tattered, drooping banner of
“democracy”, this inhuman, blood-soaked rule of
capital, and present it as the only alternative. It was
indeed a sinister- conspiracy, but the sordid, bloody
results are only too evident.

The opening act of this “new” world order was the
brutal rape of Iraq by the U.S., aidéd by other
imperialist powers and with a modérn foreign
legion comprised of soldiers from the countries
they dominate. This was meant to carve out
empires and terrify the oppressed into submission.
But it only served to rip off their “peace” masks
and underscore once again that the comprador
regimes in the oppressed nations can never deliver
resolute and uncompromising blows to their impe-
rialist masters. The imperialists put on a show of
disarmament, but peace could never come from
the banquet halls of these bloodsuckers. After all
their pacts and treaties they, particularly the US.
and present-day Russian impéiialists, still retain
deadly arsenals capable :of destroying the world
any number of times. The imperialists talked about
a “new eia of development and cooperation”, but
the only result has beeh a heightening of the
intense exploitation of the masses in the oppressed
nations and in the capitalist countries themselves
— the immiseration of the real producers. In the
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(Il PLENUM OF THE PCP CENTRAL COMMITTEE

s from an imporiant document of the
2nd Plenum of the Central Commitiee of the
Cormmunist Parly of Peru, in 1991. This
document sheds light on how the People’s
War develops through twists and tums —
AWTW.

PREPARATORY SESSION

... On the particular cbnditiqps. We

know the facts; the problem consists
in analyzing them correctly and
leaming from them. Once more it is
demonstrated that the Party, its lead-
ers and Chairman Gonzalo specifi-
cally and principally know how to
navigate and stear the ship through
storms in turbulent waters. Chainman
Mao teaches us that all developments
generate disequilibrium, and this, as
well as struggle, is absolute. As a
result, we must learn to deal with
disequilibrium; but what is implied
by dealing with it? Draw out its
laws, for if the laws which govern
the process are understood, be they
simple or complex, it can be dealt
with and these laws can be applied to
transform reality to benefit the prole-
tariat and the people and serve the

revolution. Our glorious perspective

of seizing power will be the finishing
stroke for the democratic revolution,
and we will immediately begin the
socialist revolution, and that interval
of blood and victory will be one of
profound disequilibrium; even after
we seize power there will be troubles

“and tempestuous winds. Thus these

types of situations Strengthen us; that
is,-this is how communists are
forged, in turbulence and- difficulty,
never in calm, It is said that he/she
wins who endures to the end and we
know how to endure to the end

"because we have the true ideology:

Marxism-Leninism-Maoism,
Gonzalo Thought, which arms our
souls and hands with the incontro-
vertible truth. Disequilibrium, how-
ever slight or profound it might be,

v

- forges, tempers and steels us. Chair-

man Mao said: “In difficult times,
we should bear in mind our success-
es, see our brilliant future and pluck
up our courage.” Today communism
is being attacked around the world
and also here in our country by the
lackeys of imperialism and the fol-
lowers of foreign revisionist masters.
What to apply? Maoism, unleash the
Marxist-Leninist-Maoist, Gonzalo
Thought campaign to crush this sin-
ister counter-revolutionary coun-
teroffensive that is converging from
imperialism and revisionism. Our
Party is at a new moment in the war,
higher, more complex, more victori-
ous, and the Plenum’s particular cir-
cumstances reflect this. What we
confront is nothing more than part of
the disequilibrium, and it is forging
us for the truly complex moments
that all revolutions must go through.
Communism teaches us to be pre-
pared for defeats. Chairman Mao
says that whoever doesn’t under-
stand victories and defeats doesn’t
understand war....

QUESTIONS OF
MILITARY STRATEGY:
“THE PROTRACTED WAR
AND ITS THREE STAGES”

“The three specific stages of the
protracted People’s War in Peru.
Strategic equilibrinm and prepara-
tion for the counteroffensive: the
enemy tries to recover positions to
maintain its system; the Party pre-
pares the strategic offensive by
Building the Seizure of Power. The
reaction needs to annihilate the Peo-
ple’s War and the Party, while the
people must build the seizure of

‘power.”

Note well the stages of protracted
war, Chairman Mao teaches that
People’s War goes through three
stages: strategic defensive, strategic
equilibrium, and strategic offensive.

" Build the Seizure of Power

This theory is not exclusive to the
anti-Yapanese War but rather a com-
ponent part of the theory of People’s
War. We must see how the particu-
larities of these stages are reflected
in our People’s Wir, and what spe-
cific characteristics each one of
these stages adopts.

It is of great significance to have
defined and proven in reality and
here to officially affirm that we are
in the second stage of the People’s
War, a new stage: strategic equilibri-
um. Chairman Mao defines it as the
stage where the enemy as well as the
revolutionary forces take positions
and prepare themselves for the deci-

~sive battles which will take place in

the strategic offensive. In point 37 of
“On Protracted War,” referring to the
enemy, he says “they will try to safe-
guard the occupied areas”, and refer-
ring to the revolutionary forces, he
says “our guerrilla war will develop
extensively in the first stage, and
many base areas will bé established
seriously threatening the enemy’s
consolidation of the occupied areas,
and’so in the second stage, there will
be widespread fighting,” He later
continues, “the duration of this stage
will depend on the degree of change
in the balance of forces between us
and the enemy and on the changes in
the international situation....” “This
second stage will be the transitional
stage of the entire war; it will be the
most trying period but also the piv- -
otal one.”

We have specified: “Strategic
equilibrium and preparation for the
counteroffensive: the enemy tries to
recover positions to maintain its sys-
tem; the Party prepares the strategic
offensive by Building the Seizure of
Power: The reaction needs to annihi-
late the People’s War and the Party,
while.the people must build the
seizure of power.” We think that
given the development of our Peo-
ple’s War and the situation of the
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counter-revolution, these are the
points that characterize both bel-
ligerent parties. Peruvian reaction
must “regain positions” on all levels,
principally politically; where we
have generated a power vacuum we
have built the New Power, we have
the People’s Committees and Base
Areas, we exercise Power. Even in
the cities, we decree an armed strike
and the masses follow the voice of
the Party. The reactionaries them-
selves see that the old state doesn’t
extend to many areas in the country-
side and in others it can’t rule. Even
worse, the lower and deeper basic
masses and the people as a whole
feel more and more that the old state
doesn’t satisfy their elementary
needs for food, health and education,
and we must draw attention to this
more clearly. The old state is worm-
eaten to its foundations, incapable of
fulfilling its specific functions, and a
state that doesn’t fulfill its role loses
credibility before the masses and is
undermined. The current regime. the
new government which leads the old
state, represents- the big, principally
comprador bourgeoisie and the land-
lords and is the most unabashedly
pro-Yankee imperialist. It has taken
office in worse conditions than the
prior government. It is much more
discredited. It lacks a majority in
parliament. It doesn’t have a party
and the so-called Cambio 90 lacks
cohesion. For example, the leaders
of the old state see themselves sub-
jected to the growing strength of the
executive branch, the main laws are
dictated by decree and since the first
government of Belaunde, they have
been ruling like this, abusing article
211, section 20 of the Peruvian Con-
stitution. The parliament is stripped
of its role of passing laws and super-
vising the budget. Fujimori has
attacked the judicial branch since he
took office, and every day there is

_ flagrant violation of their own rules,

laws and constitution. The contra-
dictions between the factions and
groups of the big bourgeoisie have
deepened in the midst of collusion
and contention. They cannot, and
will not, be able to resolve the eco-
nomic crisis. Moreover, itis going to
worsen. The counterinsurgency war
becomes a war without prisoners,
genocide, as they vent their rage
against the masses. The armed
forces commit murder and do not
respect even the most basic so-called
human rights. Regarding the entire
national territory, 2/3 is under a state
of emergency, and the Communist
Party of Peru through People’s War
controls and influences wide areas,
mainly in the countryside. In addi-
tion to all this there is the Party’s
work abroad and the international
repercussions of the People’s War in
Peru. To summarize, their state is in
serious danger.

The only way in which the enemy"

can regain political and military
positions to save its state is to wipe
us out. Looking at any serious study
of the People’s War in Peru, and

-even the most simplistic commen-

taries, for example that of Ayacucho
Congressman J. Valencia, we- see
that they refer to either the absence
or the weakness of their old state,-to
which must be added the continuous
resignations of old authorities.

Since the Congress, we have been
planning to build the seizure of
power and we are building that
seizure. Strategic equilibrium is a
political fact, not a mere'slogan. We
are building the seizure of power.
Why did this demand arise urgently
at this time? We have already passed
through four stages in the leap from
guerrilla warfare to mobile warfare,
and this shows how the process
develops; the problem is that if they
don’t wipe us out, we’ll wipe them
out. The reactionaries need to
destroy the People’s War, we need to

build the seizure of power. When a
mouthpiece like Raul Gonzalez says
“There is still time,” that proves
even the reaction realizes this fact.
His declarations are in the magazine
Gestidn of the beginning of the. cur-
rent month. The reaction plans to
annihilate us but doubt corrodes
them, such that the IDL (Institute of
Legal Defence) considers that this
possibility exists before the end of
Fujimori’s government. Also gener-
als' like Arciniegas, Renjifo and
Jarama publicly declare that the
Party is preparing to take power.
That they recognize it as an objec-
tive fact is extremely telling.

Note here that we are not saying
that it will only be the Party’s task to
build that seizure. It is also that of
the people. The Party’s situation and
the growing explosiveness of the
masses, justly and correctly ana-
lyzed and specified in our pro-
gramme, are intimately linked.
There is no separation at any point.
If we look at the “three bases and
three guidelines” we have another
example: “Strengthen the People’s
Guerrilla Army, especially build the
main forces,” “Develop the New
Power and Build Open People’s
Committees”, and leading the three
are the references to the Party,
“Strengthen the Construction and
Forge Cadre.” We also point out
“prepare the strategic offensive
through Building the Seizure of
Power”, as being part of strategic
equilibrium. It is here that the basis
is laid for the coming stage: our
strategic offensive.

All of these elements demonstrate
a political fact. We insist, it is a
material fact, real, existing in prac-
tice, in society, in the class struggle
of the country, in the People’s War
and from there we reflect it in ideas.

-Make it known to the people and

grasp it: We have entered the stage

- of strategic equilibrium.
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“The three stages of revolutionary
civil war have different characteris-
tics than in anti-imperialist wars of
resistance. In the former, the strate-
gic defensive is more prolonged and
goes from guerrilla warfare to
mobile warfare, which is principal.”

Here the point is that the three
stages of the People’s War don’t
occur solely in the war of anti-impe-
rialist resistance but rather in all of
the specific forms of the People’s
War, for example in our revolution-
ary civil war and in each period of
the People’s War. It is part of the
general theory of the People’s War. It
doesn’t apply exclusively to the anti-
Japanese war in China. Therefore,
these characteristics differ in the
three stages. They occur in one way
in the civil war period and another
way in the period of the anti-imperi-
alist resistance. In the civil war, the
strategic defensive of the revolution
is more prolonged and also goes on
to develop from guerrilla warfare to
mobile warfare, this being principal.
Third, taking into account what
Chairman Mao teaches in “Strategic
Defensive. and the Strategic Offen-
sive in Guerrilla War” and which we
have dealt with in the document of
the Second Plenum Preparatory Ses-
sion, page 390, the defensive and the
offensive occur in all battles and
campaigns. .

The three stages of protracted war
have different characteristics in each

period. For example, the defensive is..

different in anti-imperialist war.
There the defensive is brief. It is not

the same as in civil war, During civil’

war the defensive is longer; our war
today is a civil war and we have
gone over from the strategic defen-
sive to strategic equilibrium. Thus, if
direct imperialist aggression were to
occur, it would signify a change in
the principal contradiction, and the
nature of the war would change from
that of civil war to anti-imperialist
war. It would become a national war
which is when many more masses
take part in the revolution. The
majority unite. For example, if 5,000
or 20,000 men invade with all the
materie] at their disposal; it would be
a powerful, bloody, imperialist offen-
sive and this would imply our retreat.
We would go on the defensive, but
this defensive would be: shorter than
that which occurred: in: the civil war,
when we hegan the People s ‘War.

)

Besides, it would not be the same.
We would have more favourable cir-
cumstanges for the seizure of power
than during ILA [the beginning of
the armed struggle]. If the anti-impe-
rialist war of resistance occurs once
we are in strategic equilibrium, we
would go over to a distinct strategic
defensive, and, by means of succes-
sive and more developed defensives

and offensives, we would reach the

strategic offensive and the seizure of
power. It could happen that imperial-
ism would become involved once we
are in thé strategic offensive; then
too we would be on the strategic
defensive for a time. But this would
be necessarily brief and we would
return to the offensive and seize
power. The defensive in a civil war is
not the same as in an anti-imperialist
war. In the anti-imperialist war the
imperialist offensive is devastating,
powerful and bloody and generates a
strategic defensive within the strate-
gic equilibrium or within the strate-
gic offensive. The strategic defen-
sives are not the same, each has its
own specific strategy, always apply-
ing offensive operations, each has its
own characteristics, but the strategic
defensive is shorter in the anti-impe-
rialist war because in changing the
principal contradiction and the char-
acter of the war, it unites a broader
majority of the people more deeply
and firmly, and at the same time

international support grows and -

becomes more powerful.

Another change occuring at pre-
sent is that guerrilla warfare is giv-
ing way to mobile warfare, which
will become the principal form, but
not the only form. The guerrilla war
will continue developing as funda-
mental for the immediate future.

“The protracted character derives
from the correlation of three situa-
tions: 1. ours; 2. that of the enemy;
and 3. the international situation.

t

The last is the one which now and in

the immediate future presents prob-

lems, but aside from the fact that °

revolution will more concretely
express its condition as the main
trend spurred on by the counterrevo-
lution itself, the principal thing is to
rely on our own efforts and seize
power to serve the development of
the world revolution. We will contin- |
ue to develop our own socialist rev-
olution building socialism and the
dictatorship of the proletariat.”

Of the three situations the problem
is the international one, but the prin-
cipal thing is us. The seizure of
power in the entire country is in our
hands. This seizure by the Party will
be in the service of the world prole-
tarian revolution. We will proceed
immediately to the socialist revolu-
tion, build it, develop it, as well as
set up and defend the dictatorship of
the proletariat until, through cultural
revolutions, we reach communism.

The international factor, even
though not principal, is basic, and
we should grasp that although today
it presents problems, in the immedi-
ate future revolution will express its
character as7the main trend, spurred
on by the counterrevolution itself.
We can triumph without revolution
being on the offensive on the world
level. Some say, “How can-we tri-
umph alone in the world?” They
don’t see that, as Chairman Mao
says, the main thing is to rely on our
own efforts, that that is-the way to
advance and will be decisive. This
will necessarily accelerate the inter-
national situation....

“Campaigns of encirclement and
annihilation. Countercampaigns,
principal form. Through them,
broadening and developing them,
principally by maintaining the initia-
tive, we have reached the strategic
equilibrium. We have not suffered
any great deféat. We prepare our-
selves to prevent this. But if it does
happen (which would require major
direct or indirect action by U.S.
imperialism), it would only be a par-
tial and relative defeat within a
perspective of developing the Peo-
ple’s War aimed against Yankee
imperialism and its puppets within
the context of national polarization
moving toward the seizure of power.
In addition the international situation
and above all proletarian ‘intemnation-
alism and the support of the peoples

, of the world will be expressed more
broadly and resolutely.”

In ten years of People’s War we
have expanded through these cam-
paigns and countercampaigns of encir-
clement and annihilation. What we

- have to see here are the particularities
nofourcase This process has brought
“us to a new stage. We have passed
 through campaigns and countercam-
¥ palgns of encirclement and annihila-
tion from the strategic defensive to the

' stage of strategic equilibrium.



Militarily speaking, retaining the
initiative has been key. Since the
beginning of the armed struggle we
have set political and military objec-
tives for ourselves and we have met
them. No one can show that we have
not obtained our objectives, that the
New Power doesn’t exist in the
diverse forms of People’s Commit-
tees, from the Organizing Commit-
tees to the Open People’s Commit-
tees. It is evident that the enemy
aims to annihilate the commission-
ers [of the Open People’s Commit-
tees] trying to destroy the New
Power. The existence of the People’s
Guerrilla Army, with its platoons,
companies and battalions, is so real
that the newspapers even report
about it. If it does not exist, why do
they write “300 storm or attack this
or that barracks”? There are main
forces, local forces and militia root-
ed among the masses — if not, who
are they fighting and why do they
destroy villages and slums accusing
them of being “senderistas”? And
who leads all this? The Party. And
who sustains these apparatuses?
The masses. Are they phantoms?
The fact that one or another mouth-
piece for Yankee imperialism and
Peruvian reaction is paid to deny the

truth is so common in the old and .

rotten bourgeois systems that it
should not surprise us. Now that we
have entered strategic ‘equilibrium,
they say, “It cannot be!” “It’s
impossible!” etc., etc. But the pro-
cess will continue unfolding and will
not stop just because some shills
dejectedly wail and rack their brains
to deny it.

Going back to “we have not suf-
fered any big defeats. We prepare
ourselves to prevent this.” Until
today this process has developed
with successes and setbacks. We
have lived through hard times, like
the years 1983-84, without a single
big defeat. Nevertheless, we think
that in the same way that the revolu-
tion develops and grows powerful,
the counterrevolution also learns, as
it applies plans, tactics, etc. We know
they are preparing the involvement
of Yankee imperialism. The greatest
quantity of coca in the world is
grown in Peru (together with Bolivia
we have 90% of the coca fields). The
biggest consumer of cocaine is Yan-
kee imperialism, and it deals with
drug trafficking with military action,
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as part of its global interests. If we
add that in Peru a Marxist-Leninist-
Maoist, Gonzalo Thought People’s
War is unfolding which has commu-
nism as its final objective, then the
problems and dangers are even
greater for imperialism. The basic
point is that here there is a confronta-
tion between revolution and counter-
revolution. Here. Marxism is being
applied, the World Revolution; the
Peruvian People’s War is the beacon
of hope for the communists, proletar-
ians and peoples of the world. For
these reasons it is extremely impor-
tant that we strengthen ourselves ide-
ologically and politically in the best
way possible, and that we prepare on
all levels, principally militarily, for a
direct or indirect invasion by Yankee
imperialism. If imperialism directly
invades us it will be Yankee imperi-
alism. Then we will have as our main
enemy the superpower that seeks

hegemony, the big gendarme. We .

know this and we are not afraid. But
this doesn’t-mean that we have for-
gotten the other imperialist super-
power, the USSR, which is the skin-
ny dog we should also take aim at.
While today it has problems, it is still
a main enemy. Of course, we never
forget the imperialist powers. We
always take into account the contra-
dictions in the imperialist camp and
make use of them, especially in a
national anti-imperialist war. We
have solemnly promised to never lay
down our weapons until we have
reached communism, to persist in the
struggle for communism even if the
superpowers or other powers come,
armed to the teeth with their power-
ful weapons. We communists know
what we want and why we are strug-
gling. Nothing should or can stop us
from fulfilling the Party’s objective
to serve the people, the proletariat
and the world revolution.

Let us teach the masses that Yan-
kee imperialism and the reactionar-
ies are paper tigers, not to fear impe-
rialism, to be prepared ideologically
and militarily. We know how to
build tunnels. In China they provid-
ed a great experience which was
later also successfully applied in
Vietnam. It is possible to develop
“tunnel warfare” and, moreover,
Chairman Mao taught that their con-
struction is a strategic guideline. We
have been digging tunnels since
1983. Today we siiould develop

them. It 1s key.
If imperialism invades, it will do
so with enormous propaganda, to

justify its occupation and ravaging -

of the people. Behind talk of ending
drug trafficking or crushing commu-
nism and defending “democracy,” its
deeds would be those of imperialist
aggression, an unjust war, a great
massacre, and cruel and sinister
destruction. Starting today, we
should denounce this. We do not
fear this, rather it makes us stronger.
What they are doing in the Persian
Gulf, their arrogance, invading and
murdering to the point of genocide
and with great cynicism (they have
bombed an oppressed people like
never before) is an example of the
monstrous barbarism that imperial-
ism,- Yankee imperialism in particu-
lar, harbours in its very entrails.

If during the strategic offensive,
Yankee imperialism should directly
intervene with all the bloody feroci-
ty that its monopolist, parasitic and
dying conditions allow, we would be
in a situation of going on the defen-
sive. But that would not change the
stage of strategic offensive. Our
defensive would imply a strategic
retreat in order to counterattack.
Obviously they would hit us and the
masses hard, but we would retreat,
then regroup, outflank them and
concentrate on their weak points and
anmnihilate them, bit by bit, until we

"defeat them and throw them out. It

would be an arduous and bloody
task, but these would be magnificent
conditions to unite the immense
masses of people and lead a war of
national liberation against imperial-
ism, a prelude to the seizure of
power throughout the country which
also would mean overthrowing-the
imposed puppet regime. There
would be greatly heightened polar-
ization: on one side the imperialists
and the pro-imperialists, all of the
big bourgeoisie and its partners, the
feudal landlords and their lackeys;
on the other, the classes that make
up the people, the patriots and all the
anti-imperialists. We would continue
to grow through superior offensives
and-successive, ever higher levels of
campaigns and countercampaigns,
finally going over to insurrection
and the seizure of power in the
entire country.

We should also consider the differ-
ent forms of imperialist intervention,
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direct or indirect, through other
countries or by applying its “low
intensity warfare.” They accumulate
forces, and coﬁie in as “advisors”
giving “hel p responding to “terror-
ist aggression”, or they might inter-
vene after we seize power, using
pro-imperialist elements and armed
groups to systematically undermine
us, waiting for the opportunity to
reverse the situation with a counter-
revolutionary coup. Because of that
we should prepare ourselves to seize
and defend power with People’s
War. The Yankees do not want to get
bogged down in a Vietnam war, a
protracted type of war, which does
not suit them. They prefer quick,
decisive action to “restore order”
and to “help” their lackeys with
pacification. We should be prepared
for various types and methods of
imperialist aggression, mainly
Yankee. They could dislodge us
from areas and even regions funda-
mental to our struggle, but they will
not crush the People’s War. It would
seem to be a great defeat, but it
would be nothing more than the log-
ical course of imperialist aggression.
We would continue to learn and
apply the principles of People’s War.
We would fall back to other regions
and areas and we would return more
steeled than ever to recover them.
We would return more tested and
closer to the seizure and defence of
power throughout the country. This
defeat then would only be partial
and relative within the perspective of
developing the People’s War, aimed
principally against Yankee imperial-
ism and its puppets, within the
national polarization moving toward
the seizure of power throughout the
country. That is how we unfold the
strategic offensive. As to the cost,
we are as always prepared to pay the
highest cost; but we shall struggle to
ensure that it is as low as possible,
appllying the principles of the
People s War. In facing imperialism,
as in everything, we maintain strate-
gic firmness and tactical’ flexibility
according to the specific existing
conditions.

Also, in such conditions, proletari-
an internationalism and the support
of the peoples of the world would bé
broader and more determined. The
counter-revolutionary action of im-

perialism will itself generate the anti-,

imperialist action of the proletariat
and the people of the werld....

Yankee Free Market

By Inika O’Hara*

In the 16th century, Europeans
told. stories of a country that was
unimaginably rich, a country where
there was gold and silver for the tak-
ing. They told of galleons returning
to Spain loaded with precious met-
als, and of the empire that was being
built with the spoils. Five centuries
later the pages of the New York
Times and slick brochures designed
by US advertising agencies sound
like an echo from the past, as they
trumpet promises of the quick prof-
its that can be made by exploiting
the natural resources and the labour
of the people of Peru.

For 500 years the people of Peru
have been forced to dig the riches
from their own land and to hand
them over to rich and powerful for-
eign countries — first Spain, later
Great Britain, and then the US.
During the 20th century, as imperial-
ism’s tentacles drew impoverished
third world countries ever more
tightly into its net, Peru did not
escape. By the early 1970s Peru’s
government had become more and
more dependent on the mpenahsts
for infusions of capital in a desper-
ate attempt to modernize a country
which for. centuries had seen its life-
blood sucked out of it by those same
foreign dominators. The noose of
foreign debt tightened around the
necks of the people, forcing them
into ever deeper poverty.

During the same period the Com-
munist Party of Peru (PCP), led by
Chairman Gonzalo, was training and
preparing itself politically, ideologi-
cally, and organizationally to wage a
protracted Maoist People’s War
aimed at overcoming the “three

mountains” which oppressed the.

Peruvian people: imperialism, feu-
dalism and bureaucrat-capitalism.

*Inika O’Hara is an activist in the
International Emergency Committee to
Defend the Life of Dr Abimael Guzman.

They trained new revolutionaries,
mainly students from the peasantry
in the Ayacucho area, in the basic
principles of Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism, and sent them back to their
villages to carry out a detailed study
and analysis of’the social conditions
in Peru. Deep roots were established
among the peasantry and an organi-
zational network was built to enable
them t0 unite and fight in such a way
as to withstand the assaults the revo-
lutionaries knew were inevitable.
When the People s War, was
launched in 1980, it resolxated
deeply in the hearts of the people,
many of whom knew there would be
no way out of their misery if they
continued to rely on the Peruvian
state and the imperialists. Beginning
with only a small group of armed
combatants, the People’s War devel-
oped into a flexible and mobile
force, capable of preserving itself
and destroying the enemy. The
Peruvian military, unable to destroy
an invisible army rooted among the
most oppressed, tried to wipe it out
by mdlscnmmately killing the peas-
antry in the areas where the People’s -
War had its deepest roots. The crude
methods of the Peruvian military
exposed the regime even further.
Rather than accomplishing its aim of
drowning the People’s War in blood,
the massacres had the opposite
effect. More and more people recog-
nized that there could be no peace
with the genocidal regime. -
.When Alan Garcia ran for presi-
dent in 1985 he promised to elimi-
nate poverty and misery and to place
the social needs of the people of
Peru before the payment of thé ris-
ing foreign debt. He promised a rev-
olution without violence and sang
the praises of the then popular
Sandinista revolution in Nicaragua.
Hé promised to pay the International
Mbnetary Fund and the World Bank
only 10% of the value of all of
Peru’s exports — a promise which
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was popular especially with the mid-
die class. However, when-Garcia
became president not cnly did he
fail to deliver on his promises but
the economic crisis got even worse
during his presidency. The multilat-
eral lending agencies suspended all
loans to Peru. The government was
deprived of new loans which it was
depending on to survive, and interest
and arrears began to accrue at a
tremendous rate. Peru’s junkie econ-
omy was in a shambles. Inflation
reached run-away levels and indus-
try stagnated.

Peru’s crisis sounds remarkably
like economic crises in dozens of
other Third World countries caught
in the claws of imperialist domina-
tion, except for one thing: the very
existence of the Peruvian state was
being challenged by a People’s War
and the laying of the foundations of
a New State in areas controlled by
the PCP.

As the People’s War extended
throughout the country, rural areas
under revolutionary control were
transformed into base areas from
which the People’s Guerrilla Army
could grow even stronger and carry
out successful battles against the
reactionary Armed Forces. The
Peruvian military was forced to
withdraw from large areas and by
1987 one third of the country was
under the control of the revolution-
aries. In these areas People’s Open
Committees were formed, which
established a new economy, a new
politics, and a rew culture. As peo-
ple from rural areas immigrated to
the shantytowns surrounding the
capital city of Lima, new forms of

revolutionary organizations were:

built up there too which conformed
to the class interests of the poor and
mobilized them to serve the People’s
War. The future the oppressed were
fighting for began to assume a real
form, even further strengthening the
determination of the people to
advance the war to destroy the old
state and take power throughout the
entire country.!

Faced with the prospect of a pro-
tracted people’s war that could not
be crushed by the crude methods of
the Peruvian military, the US, with
its “Vietnam training”, stepped up
its involvement. The People’s War
faced an increasingly complex and
highly developed strategy of low-
intensity counter-revolutionary war-

fare. The*US intervened directly
with their so-called “War on Drugs”.
The Peruvian military and state were
armed with the latest weaponry and
means of surveillance. A highly
sophisticated psychological war
aimed at dividing the people assault-
ed the population daily and attempt-
ed to isolate the People’s War from
the broad international support it
enjoyed.

The Peruvian people suffered
mightily but continued their assault.
Like a wildfire, the People's War
flared up in one area, subsided and
smouldered, then flared up in anoth-
er. Three governments declared it all
but defeated, only to be forced to
later admit that it was continuing to
gain popular support.

The People’s War made it impos-
sible for foreign companies and
investors to keep on extracting enor-
mous profits from Peru. Not only
was the People’s War a threat to the
future existence of the state, but they
were threatened in the immediate
sense. The infrastructure they relied
on to get their plunder out of Peru

was under continuous attack. "

Electrical pylons were bombed,
causing massive black-outs. Roads
from the jungle over which they
tried to transport lumber to the ports
were destroyed. Railways from the
mines were blown up. Agronomists
attempting to develop new crops for
international agribusinesses were
attacked. When Mobil Oil set up a
heavily secured base for oil explo-
ration in the Amazon it was attacked
and destroyed along with its heli-
copters. When ASARCO Petroleum
discovered the immense Camisea
Oil Field in 1981 they could not
exploit it because of the certainty of
attack.

When Alberto Fujimori became
president in 1990 his mandate from
the ruling class in Peru and his
Yankee masters was to try to crush
the People’s War and to make the
country safe for foreign investment.
To accomplish this he had to get
back into the good graces of the
international lending agencies.
Following their dictates, he institut-
ed “Fujishock” — an economic aus-
terity programme designed to pay
back the foreign debt.2 He an-
nounced a privatization program and
promised new laws to protect for-
eign investment.

Faced with an increasingly urgent

need for successes in the counter-
insurgency war and with the threat
of collapse of his own regime, on 5
April 1992 Fujimori took the extra-
ordinary measure of a “self-coup”
and suspended the Constitution.
While so-called democratic. coun-
tries pretended concern about such
dictatorial measures, potential
investors were jubilant. It was wide-
ly revealed that the CIA started to
play a crucial direct role in the Fuji-
mori regime. Fujimori was clearly
not held back by “human rights con-
cems” and would go to any length to
hold power and protect the interests
of the imperialists and reactionaries.
The Fujimori regime instituted mas-
sive house-to-hojse searches of
entire neighbourhoods, and arrested
and imprisoned anyone even sus-
pected of opposing the government.
When Chairman Gonzalo and some.
of the other leaders of the People’s
War were captured in September
1992, Fujimori’s triumphalism went
into high gear. The regime and .its
Yankee bosses boasted that Peru was
now,safe for foreign investment.
Fujimori immediately announced

that all of Peru’s nationalized indus-

tries would be auctioned at incredi-
bly low prices. Peru’s privatization
commission advertized:

“Look again at Peru. A breathtak-
ing opportunity.

“Freedom to operate in a free mar-

ket economy — freedom to enjoy

the same legal treatment as nation-
als — freedom to invest in any
business, economic sector or
activity — freedom to transfer
abroad hard currency capital
gains, profits, and royalties —
freedom to trade stocks and obtain
tax-free returns... - freedom to
apply for concessions to build and
manage public facilities and sup-

_ ply public utility services - free-
dom to participate in the privatiza-,
tion of state-owned mines, ports,
banks, telecom, electricity and oil
companies. Freedom. We really
mean it.”” ‘

The U.S. stepped up its economic
aid to Peru in order to prop up the
Peruvian state against the danger
posed by the People’s War. US
spokesmen squawked a few times
about their “human rights concerns”
in order to cover up that Peru
received $137 million in US aid in
1993, making it the top recipient in
South America and second in all of



Latin America. The US also facili-
tated Peru’s reintegration into the
international financial community.

Not surprisingly, the most adver-
tized offerings in the privatization
campaign were Peru’s mines. (In
1992 Peru was the world’s largest
producer of lead and zinc, and the
second largest of copper and silver.
It has some of the world’s largest
deposits of gold and & great oil
potential.) One of the first big
investors was Newmont Mines (the
US’s largest gold producer, which
also has mines in Indonesia and
Uzbekistan). Newmont bought
Yanacocha Gold Mine for $36 mil-
lion and within seven months their
profits had exceeded the initial sales
price. Everything after that was
sheer profit.4

This unheard of investment suc-
cess caused a veritable gold rush to
Peru. Huge mining giants snatched
up 9 million hectares of land (6
times the total arable land) at $2 per
hectare; within 6 months, more
claims were staked out by foreign
investors than during the previous
200 years. With the success story of
Yanacocha Mine as the bait, foreign
investors were assured that Peru was
an investor’s paradise.s

But in spite of all the media hype
which advertises that only 5% of
Peru’s natural resources have been
mined, that there is a huge pool of
cheap labour, and that there are still
untold fortunes to be exploited,
Fujimori’s privatization program is
not proceeding according to plan.
Many of the companies Fujimori is
trying to auction off have gone up
for auction several times without
being sold. Other companies have
been sold at ludicrously low prices,
and include contract clauses which
allow the new owner to abandon the
investment (and promised pay-
ments) at any time. Most facilities
are old and weighted down with the
legacy of the past. Many are located
in isolated areas, and the infrastruc-
ture in Peru is not adequate to get
materials to refineries or ports.
Potential investors want to be sure
that Peru will make the promised
improvements to the highways, elec-
trical system, and other infrastruc-
ture needed to guarantee their
investment. Most importantly, it has
been two years since Fujimori
announced that the People’s War

was defeated but instead it has con-
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tinued, and, for these investors, the
political stability of Peru is still an
open question.

“Attempts by the Peruvian gov-
emment to attract foreign invest-
ment.could be set back by an up-
surge in activity by the country’s
Maoist guerrilla group... Any
resurgence in guerrilla activity...
would set back government moves
to draw foreign investment back
to Peru and, more immediately,
would dampen investor interest in
the forthcoming sell-off of dozens
of state companies.”s

The centrepiece of Peru’s privati-
zation program was to be the sale of
Centromin, Peru’s largest diversified
mining company and its largest pro-
ducer of zinc, silver, copper, and
lead. It was opened by a US mining
company in 1902 and, until it was
nationalized in 1971, Centromin was
the source of direct superprofits to
the US. Even today it accounts for a
full 10% of all of Peru’s exports. But
Centromin has been dubbed the
“sale of hell” by potential investors.

Centromin miners and their fami-
lies live in one-room company
shacks, without access to clean
water or basic sanitation. The com-
pany used to provide a pair of boots
and overalls each year but now even
that has been discontinued. A miner
who has worked more than 20 years
makes less than $7 a day. Miners
and their families suffer from lung,
skin and eye diseases. In one of
Centromin’s company towns, the
hospital that last year treated 40 new
patients each day is now closed.
People have to travel over 30 miles
of dirt road on the back of a truck in
freezing weather in order to get
medical treatment. Miners seldom
live past the age of 50 years.

The hills surrounding Centromin’s
mining’ towns are bleached white.
Trees and crops can’t grow there.
The rivers are dead — contaminated
with acids and heavy metals. Slag
heaps cover the land farther than the
eye can see. Smoke fills the sky and
copper particles are visible in the air.

To make the sale attractive, Peru’s
government assumed all of Cen-
tromin’s potential environmental lia-
bility for past operations, permitted

Centromin to close its hospital and

decrease its employee benefits to
reduce its operating costs, and laid
off 7,000 of its workers before it
was put up for auction. It has been

for sale three times at auction at
$280mn, and nho one has bid. In
1992 a Chilean subsidiary of Anglo-

‘American Corporation of South

Africa paid $12mn for a copper
deposit owned by the state. In Chile
it paid $190mn for a similar copper
deposit.”

These are living examples of the
rape and plunder of the people and
resources of Peru. International
prices for copper, zinc, and lead are
going down. Many countries with
huge foreign debts have large
deposits of these metals. In order to
pay the debt they are mining more

than ever before. As these huge .

stocks come onto the market, the
prices drop. They cannot stop min-
ing in order to control the prices so
they are forced to increase produc-
tion and sell at lower prices. This
vicious Cycle has the poor countries
in an iron grip.

Finally, while the government can
change their laws to make the
investment climate better, they ¢an-
not change the fact that the People’s
War is continuing, and investors are
not free from continuing attacks.
Mining companies, as well as other
industries, operate under constant
fear of attack, and the cost of securi-
ty at newly privatized indusiries
ranks among the highest in the
world. Newmont Mines is employ-
ing two security personnel for every
miner. One of Centromin’s main
mines was shut down for an entire
year as the result of a single guerril-
la attack. There have been more than
300 known guerrilla attacks on
mines over the past 15 years, and
miners have themselves been strong
supporters of the People’s War and
have appropriated large amounts of
dynamite and other material 8

Foreign investors continue to
worry about whether the government
will be able to hold back the People’s
War and protect their investment. At
the same time, the government’s plan
for holding state power depends on
increased imperialist penetration and
foreign investment.

Peru’s foreign debt is now estimat-
ed at $26.1 billion. Over 20% of
Perw’s budget ($1.28bn of $5.9bn in
1994) is currently appropriated to
pay multilateral lending agencies
like the IMF and World Bank. Yet
Peru continues to borrow more from

Continued to page 87
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Excerpts from the Revalutionary Worker* '
3 R Discussion Wilh-‘ﬂavmllllll Lotta about
Maoist Economics and the Revolutionary Road to Communism: THE SHANGHAI TEXTBOOK

...You know one of the points I make
in the introduction to the book is
that it wasn’t until Mao and the
Cultural Revolution that Marxism
really developed a comprehensive
understanding of the political econo-
my of socialism. This may seem
odd. After all, Marx and Engels
gave us the theory of scientific
socialism, and Lenin led in estab-
lishing the first socialist state. But
that theory had to be applied and
vastly enlarged. And that could only
happen through the concrete experi-
ence of building a socialist economy
~ and waging the class struggle under
socialism. The Soviet and Chinese
revolutions were the first attempts
by oppressed humanity to create
societies run by and in the interests
of the labouring majority. Mao
summed up the strengths and weak-
nesses of economic construction in
the Soviet Union when it was a
socialist society, and forged a much
more radical and antibureaucratic
approach to socialist development
and planning. Mao also said that the
revolution doesn’t stop when power
is seized. It must continue and keep
continuing in every sphere of soci-
ety. One of the things that stands out
about this textbook is that it doesn’t
analyse and leave things where they
are. It constantly talks about where
society has to go.

The Maoists in revolutionary China
have provided us with the most
advanced synthesis of how a socialist
economy works and functions, what
its potential and contradictions are,
and why this road towards human
emancipation is one of ceaseless
struggle and experimentation....

Economics is the foundation of
society. And to truly liberate people,
you need: to establish a truly liberat-
ing economic foundation. I would
say this is one of the most important
things people can get from this book:
that there is a liberating economics,

* The Revoltuionary Worker is the voice
of the RCP,USA. This discussion was
originally printed in Nov. 19, 1994

that this liberating economics has
certain principles that can be mas-
tered and applied by the masses, and
that by consciously doing that, people
can not only solve all sorts of prob-
lems but can also begin to take hold
of the economic system and society
as a whole. Humanity has lived under
the blind, elemental tyranny of eco-
nomic forces. We can now get
beyond that point in historical and
social development.

...the majority of the world’s peo-
ple live in the oppressed nations and
neocolonies of the Third World.
They live in conditions of hunger,
disease, and superexploitation; they
live in societies whose economies
have been twisted and distorted by
imperialism. Look at much of Africa,
where there is terrible crisis and suf-
fering. The imperialists either write
these countries off as hopeless cases,
or preach their gospel that the only
alternative to stagnation and famine
is to hook into and become subordi-
nate to the world imperialist market
and financial institutions. Look at
Cuba, which is sinking fast. Look at
Mandela and Aristide, who are mak-
ing deals with intenational bankers
and investors. People get demoral-
ized and confused when they see
this. But the lesson is that revolution
has to break these societies out of the
web of imperialism. Revolution has
to create self-reliant, sustainable
economies that serve the needs of the
masses. And the Maoist model is the
only one for actually doing this.

...there is a connection between
the level of development and living
standards of a country like the U.S.
and the fact that a handful of rich
capitalist countries control the eco-
nomic lifeblood and economic des-
tinies of the oppressed nations. This
is a basic feature of the world econo-
my. And one of the aims of a revolu-
tion in a country like the U.S. is to
contribute to breaking down this
division of the world.

...What this book is talking about
has everything to do with recasting
the foundations of society and creat-
ing a different future for the planet...

...Als0, I think this book is a temen-
dous weapon in going up against the
bourgeoisie’s charges about how com-
munism is a failed social and econom-
ic system. I laugh when they say that
communism fell apart in the former
Soviet Union. That was state capital-
ism not socialism. Read The Shanghai
Textbook and tell me what in the world
the former Soviet Union had in com-

- mon with these economic and political

principles. 17

...The communist revolution is
totally opposed to everything they
stand for. They will never stop try-
ing to defame and destroy it. And
there’s a reason they have to go after
Mao. Because his theory and prac-

. tice concentrate, as no one else’s

does in our time, the all-the-way,
“turn the world upside down" mis-
sion of the communist revolution...

...There’s something else, and
that’s the reality of economic and
social transformation in Maoist
China between 1949 and 1976.
Hunger was conquered and infec-
tious disease wiped out; women
were no longer slaves to households,
husbands, and landlords but were
broadly involved in economi¢ and
political life; the masses were debat-
ing issues of politics, art, and educa-
tion; a socialist planned economy
based on mass participation was
developed. These things really hap-
pened. They weren’t abstractions or
slogans or half-baked intentions that
went awry. This was the most liber-
ating society on the face of the earth.
But one reason many people, even
progressive and socialist-minded
intellectuals, are vulnerable to the
imperialist and revisionist slanders
against Mag is that they know very
little about what was really happen-
ing in revolutionary China, especial-
ly the economy. That’s part of why I
wrote this essay on the planning sys-
tem in Maoist China that’s at the end
of The Sharighai Textbook. 1t goes
concretely iiito the economic mecha-
nisms; it gives the data on Maoist
China's ecofiomic performance and
achievements; it shows how this
theory actually worked....
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analysis by lsidio Serrano of the oppressive
nature of Mexican sociely. Serrano shows
how some of the séemingly “modem” features
of the Mexicah economy disguise its semifeu-
dal essence and explains the key role of
agrarian revolution as part of an overdll New
Democratic Revolution led by the proletariat
and its parly. — AWTW

Thousands of Indian peasants rose
up in arms on the 1st of January,
1994 in Chiapas, a state in southern
Mexico, under the leadership of the
Zapatista National Liberation' Army
(Ejército Zapatista de Liberacién
Nacional— EZILN). They seized the
county seats of Ocosingo, Chanal,
Las Margaritas, Altamirano and
Oxchuc, as well as San Cristobal,
the biggest city of this region of Los
Altos and the Lacandon Jungle.
They carefully protected the civilian
population and the tourists, but they
sacked the government offices and
bumed the papers they found there.
They liberated 179 prisoners from
the prison near San Cristobal, the
majority of which were Indian peas-
ants that had been unjustly impris-
oned by the landlords and their gov-
emment. They gave them the arms
they found in the prison and called
on them to join the rebellion. They
declared that “the oppressor govern-
ment’s shops and stores will be
opened so that the people of San
Cristobal can take what they need.”
They sacked the National Bank of
Mexico and burned a meeting place
of the Cattle Ranchers’ Association,
a reactionary organization of the
landlords in the region.

The uprising electrified the entire
nation. Among the masses, especial-
ly the poorest masses, it was com-
mon to hear the comment, “if they
come here, I'm joining”. On the
other hand, dismay predominated
among the better-off strata, promot-
ed by the mass media and the gov-
ernment, who didn’t lose any time in
charging that the Indian peasants of
Chiapas were “foreign terrorists.”
The reporters from the main mass
media received orders from their
superiors not to mention the name of
the EZLN, but rather to use terms
like “transgressors of the law.”

The federal army was not well
prepared. There were reports in
1993 of the presence of guerrillas,
which was used as an excuse to
repress peasants. Nevertheless the
government, which was in the final

stages of approving the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA) with the United States and
Canada, wished to minimize the
importance of the matter, so as not
to harm the efforts to attract foreign
investors. The Yankee embassy also
maintained that there were no guer-
rillas, for the same reasons.

The federal army reacted with cau-
tion, in part because they didn't
know how strong the peasant army
was, but also because, although the
EZLN wasn’t going to be able to
defeat the federal army with offen-
sive actions, it was very possible that
the rebellion might spread and there
might be rebellions in other parts of
the country. So the army first acted
to isolate the rebellion.

The EZLN, on the other hand,
pulled out of San Cristobal and
attacked and laid siege to the mili-
tary base at Rancho Nuevo, 25 km
from the city. In their previous
actions, they had the element of sur-
prise and initiative in their favour,
and they defeated the limited resis-
tance of the police forces and the
landlords’ white guards (paramili-
tary groups). The peasants. took
away their weapons and in this way
became better armed: although they
had begun with some modern
weapons that they had bought during
their years of preparation, the major-
ity of their weapons were old, small
calibre guns used for hunting, and
many fighters, including the new
people that were joining the ranks of
the Zapatista army, entered battle
without a gun. Although at first they
were able to penetrate the military
base, the positional warfare involved
in laying siege to it favoured the
reactionary forces, which had the
advantage of better arms and forti-
fied positions.

Meanwhile, more than ten thou-
sand federal army troops occupied
San Cristobal and the main county
seats and unleashed bloody repres-
sion of the people. In order to cover
up their brutality, they prohibited the
press from entering the zone.
Although in general the EZLN
troops retreated in the face of the
enemy offensive, there was an
important battle in Ocosingo. Some '
reporters photographed Zapatistas o
there who had been taken prisoner |,

and then murdered, shot point blank '

in the back of the head. There were

other reports of dead bodies that the

army spirited away to try to’ hide
their criminal assassinations, as well

- as reports of clandestine graves and

various cases of torture. They
bombed the civilian population near
San Cristobal, and then the National
Defence Secretary had the gall to
deny it. When it came out that they
had even bombed reporters from the
national press, they said that it
wasn’t bombing, because they used
missiles instead of bombs against
the people! They “disappeared” vari-
ous individuals and jailed peasants,
including even some who were
members of the official government
party, the Institutional Revolutionary
Party (Partido Révolucionario Insti-
tucional—/PRI). During these mili-
tary actions, the U.S. State Depart-
ment issued a statement approving
the measures taken by Salinas de
Gortari, the president of the reac-
tionary government in Mexico.

After occupying the small cities of
the region, although the federal
army carried out some “combing”
operations, they didn’t pursue the
guerrillas in a serious way in the
countryside, where the rebellion
enjoys immense support among the
population and the terrain also
favours the rebel army. It wasn't
going to be easy to finish off the
guerrillas militarily in the country-
side, and trying to do so could have
destabilized the already shaky reac-
tionary regime even more. So the
government decided to declare a
ceasefire on January 12, as various
representatives of U.S. imperialism
advised them to do. The EZLN also
declared a ceasefire. Salinas
demanded that the rebels turn in
their guns, as a condition for having -
the talks. The EZLN, on the other
hand, demanded recognition as a
belligerent force. In the end there
were talks between Manual Cama-
cho Solfs, the government-appointed
“Peace Commissioner” and subcom-
mander Marcos and other leaders of
the EZLN, without the EZLN tum-
ing in guns and without the govern-
ment recognizing them as a belliger-
ent force. In June the Zapatistas
rejected the government proposal in

- the negotiations and Camacho Solis

resigned his post, but the govern-
ment has named another commis-
sioner who the EZLN has accepted,
and there continues to be talk of
more negotiations, although there
has been nothing concrete so far.



The EZLN’s political positions
. include the struggle for “Democracy,
Liberty and Justice”, and their “10
points”: “work, land, housing, food,
health, education, independence, lib-
erty, democracy, justice and peace.”
In their communiques, a central
demand has been “the resignation of
the illegitimate government of Car-
los Salinas de Gortari and the forma-
tion of a democratic transition gov-
emment to guarantee clean elections
in the entire country and on all lev-
els of government.” Their “revolu-
tionary laws” include limiting agrar-
ian property to 25 hectares (or 50 in
some versions) of good quality land,
expropriating the “big agricultural
enterprises”, price and wage controls
by “a local price and wage commis-
sion... composed of freely and
democratically elected representa-
tives of the workers, people from the
neighbourhoods, employers, mer-
chants and authorities,” and that for-
eign companies pay their workers
the same wages they pay in their
own countries, among other points.
. Nevertheless, the true importance
and meaning of what has happened
in Chiapas can’t be understood from
only looking at the positions and
communiques of the EZLN, which
are similar on various points, to the
positions of other political forces that
haven’t inspired the people nearly as
much. The true importance of this
movement lies, ‘on the one hand, in
that it is the just armed rebellion of
the peasants and Indians, that has
awakened the: people and fanned the
flames-of rebellion throughout Mexi-
co and has inspired and heartened the
oppressed and revolutionary people
throughout the world, The country
will never be the same as it was
before Januvary 1st, and the most im-
portant change is the revolutionary .,
awakening of the masses throughout
the country. The importance of the
Chiapas rebellion, on the other hand,
lies in that it expresses and repre-
sents an intensification of a revolu-
tionary situation that continues to
develop, although unevenly, in the
entire country.

THE END OF THE MYTH
OF SOCIAL PEACE
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situation that requires more investi-
gation and analysis. However, as an
initial assessment, it can.be said that
the rebellion confirms five important
conclusions. :

The first lesson and a great
achievement of the rebellion was
that it demolished the myth of
social peace. Before January 1st the
media was full of propaganda about
the marvels of the imperialist sys-
tem: communism was dead; revolu-
tion was a thing of the past; Mexico
was now leaving behind a decade of
crisis; with the negotiation of
NAFTA, the promotion of foreign
investment and the privatization of
state enterprises, they even told us
that we were about to “become part
of the first world.” Reality was quite
different. Imperialist modernization

meant increasing misery for the

great majority: half of the population
is malnourished, the minimum wage
is half of what it was in 1982, and
there has been accelerated ruin and
bankruptcy of peasants and small
businesses. On the other hand, impe-
rialist modernization policies also
led to an enormous increase in for-
eign investment, weak growth of the
economy and the outrageous dccu-
mulation of wealth by a handful of
individuals. An example: in the last
three years the number of Mexican
multimillionaires in Forbes® list of
the world’s richest men has almost
doubled, putting Mexico in fourth
place in the world. The annual
income of these 24 multimillionaires
is greater than the total ificome of
40% of the national population.
(And it should be kept in mind that
in addition to these individuals, the
richest members of the Mexican big
bourgeoisie, the Mexican people are
also exploited by the imperialists
who take billions of dollars out of
the country every year).

The growing misery of the majority
and the outrageous accumulation of
wealth by a few were expressed in
the rebellion of the poorest and most
appressed, the Indian peasants of
Chiapas. They entered into combat
saying “Better to die fighting than die
of dysentery.” The Zapatista peasants
say that “The people themselves said

‘now, let’s start now’. We don’t want

" to keep suffering because we're

It is important to learn the lessons
of this just rebellion and to analyze
the development of the revolution-
ary situation. It is a rapidly changing

dying of hunger.” “Years and years
have gone by like this. Because
where we live, for a long time, I think
since about 1974, we have beén ask-

ing for land, housing, the construc-
tion of roads and rural clinics. But
nothing has been accomplished. The
only responses they give us are tricks,
false prémises-and lies.” Anothéi
peasant says, “We aren’t going to
give up our guns because we prefer
to die fighting, with dignity, than die
of cholera, of measles, or from
repression by the landlords that make
us live like pigs.”

After January 1st, the politicians
and mass media who had promised a
little while ago that Mexico was
going to “become part of the first
world”, found themselves obligated
to “recognize” the injustice of the
conditions of the peasants, the Indi-
ans and the poor in general ard to
admit that the “policies of the gov-
ernment” haven't been “adequate.”
Among the people, new hope for
revolution has been born and their
struggles are increasing. Yesterday it
was said that revolution was a thing
of the past. Today it’s the happening
thing. The lesson is that, however
strong the ideological offensive of
the reactionaries may be at any par-
ticular moment in time, the nature of
the system inevitably provokes the
rebellion of the masses.

THE LAND STRUGGLE

The second lesson is that the
struggle of the peasants for land is
still very important. The struggle
for land was the main detonator of
this rebellion, and the rebellion has
also encouraged various land
seizures in Chiapas and in other
states. As one Zapatista says: “In
these: communities it’s a miracle that
the people are still alive, because
families of seven or twelve people
have survived from just a little plot
of land, maybe a hectare, or half a
hectare of infertile, uncultivable
land. That’s how our people have
survived. And that's why we see and
feel an urgency to have land in our
hands, as peasants. We need that
land... none of the Indian villages
have got land. That’s why we’ve
been fighting for a plot of land for 30

or 40 years, but they don’t ever give -

us anything. At the same time, we
know about people that aren’t peas-
ants that have thousands of hectares
of land where they feed cattle. That
means its worth more to have hun-
dreds of heads of cattle than to have
hundreds of peasants. It means we're
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worth less than animals.”

For a long time, a lot of the so-
called “left” in our country has
argued that, beeause of capitalist

development, neither the struggle for
~ land nor the peasants are very

important as a revolutionary force
and that semifeudalism no longer
exists, or never did exist. It’s true
that there has been an important
growth of bureaucrat capitalism, i.e.,
of capitalism subordinated to impe-
rialism. Especially in the northern
part of the country this has created a
modern agriculture that appears to
be predominantly capitalist in its
internal relations. However, the
basis for this sector is the peasant
economy, which is still subjugated
with semifeudal forms and which
provides the more capitalist sector
with a superexploited labor force
and which is also exploited and
oppressed with more openly
semifeudal forms by the landlords
and “caciques” (the reactionary
landlord chieftains).

This is why, as Isidro Serrano ana-
lyzed in his 1991 pamphlet, Revolu-
cién agraria y semifeudalidad
[Agrarian Revolution and Semifeu-
dalism, key sections of which are
reprinted in this issue — AWTW],
“Taken as a whole, the system of
exploitation in the countryside is
predominantly semifeudal.” More-
over, in the past, “ardent and fero-
cious legions have arisen from
among the peasants that have ignited
the entire country with the flames of
revolution, while official society
staggered with shock and fear. They
tell us that this is all a thing of the
past; Mexico is no longer an agricul-
tural country; much of the land has
already been divided up; now every-
thing is capitalist (or a “mixed econ-
omy”); now the peasants are only a
sector that can either provide the
{ruling] PRI with captive audiences
or the opposition with votes.

Those who think this are mistak-
en. There are innumerable signs that
indicate that the country is ap-
proaching a decisive moment once
again. The downtrodden will arise
again from the shadows and in their

. ranks the bitter cry from the coun-

tryside will be heard once more, If
the revolutionaries know how to act
correctly, that cry will herald a new
revolutionary storm, and the peas-

ants, in firm unity with their prole-’

tarian brothers in the city, will final-

ly finl their own voice in the
melody of people’s war.”

The:armed rebellion in Chiapas
has confirmed these conclusions, as
well as emphasizing the revolution-
ary potential of the land struggle.
The growth of bureaucrat capitalism
has not lessened the importance of
the struggle for land: on the con-
trary, it has sharpened that struggle
by taking away the best lands from
the peasants and accelerating their
impoverishment and ruin. Here it is
worth mentioning the best contribu-
tion of the EZLN’s agrarian law:
“The big agricultural enterprises will
be expropriated...” This shows how
the growth of bureaucrat capitalism
in the countryside has not eliminated
the revolutionary struggle for land
and has been creating a firmer mate-
rial basis for consciousness on the
part of the peasants of the need to
struggle,.not only against the land-
lords and caciques, but also against
the big bourgeoisie and imperialism.
Although the EZLN’s program
doesn’t reach the point of calling for
confiscating the property of the
imperialists, big capitalists and land-
lords, which is necessary for the
New Democratic Revolution, their
demand against the big agricultural
enterprises is the fruit of repeated
experiences on the part of the peas-
ants, who have found that even
when they are able to take back part
of the land, it doesn’t help them
much without the means to make it
produce, which are concentrated
more and more in the hands of the
big capitalists and landlords.

THE REBELLION OF
THE INDIANS AND OF
THE WOMEN

The third lesson is the revolution-
ary potential of the indigenous
peoples and of women. Among
those who call themselves revolu-
tionaries here, as in other countries,
there is no lack of those who consid-
er women and Indians to be a great
mass of backward elements, without
understanding, as Mao shows us,
that oppression breeds resistance,
and that the great oppression suf-
fered by Indians and women leads to
a great rebellion on their part.

The rebellion in Chiapas has awak-
ened the consciousness and rebellion
of people all over Mexico. As one
Indian woman in another state com-

mented: “I feel as if I were asleep-
and then I woke up.” It has also
helped many mestizos raise their
consciousness regarding the oppres-
sive situation faced by the Indians.

There are about 56 indigenous
groups in Mexico, distinguished by
their languages. Some of the Indians
also speak Spanish, while others,
especially among the women, don’t.
Although they are only about 10% of
the population, they are concentrated
in the mountains and in Mexico's
southern states, so that they are the
majority in various regions. The zone
controlled by the EZLN is almost
completely Indian, including Tzeltals,
Tzotsils, Tojolobals, Chols and oth-
ers. The Indian struggle is principally
a peasant question. They face ruthless
semifeudal oppression exercised by
the caciques and landlords, as well as
general discrimination and racist
ideas that have a lot of influence
among the mestizo population.

The EZLN poses the demand for
regional autonomy. A Zapatista
explains that “We think that we have
to have our Indian people. There are
many ways. But it could be in a very
simple way. As Indians we believe
and feel that we have the capacity to
determine our own destiny. There's
really no need for them to take us by
the hand. As mature people, as con-
scious people, we can determine our
own destiny, we can govern our own
people. We believe that our people
are capable of governing themselves
because our people know how, and
they think... As Indians we need our
own autonomy, we need that identity,
that dignity.” It is correct and neces-
sary to establish regional autonomy,
with regional governments for the
various Indian groups, in the context
of overthrowing the reactionary State
and establishing the People’s Repub-
lic in Mexico as a whole.

Women have won an important
role for themselves in the Zapatista
rebellion. With the growing ruin of
the traditional peasant economy,
peasant women, out of necessity,
have begun to participate more in
production and commerce outside of
the home, as day workers, in the sale
of handicrafts and in other activities.
The sale of handicrafts produced by
woinen has also become an important
soprce of cash for many peasant
households in Chiapas and else-

g Continued to page 80
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Support the
Uprising in Chiapas!

—+ Statément by the Commitiee of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement
, 15 January 1994

On January 1st 1994 hundreds of armed peasants arose in rebellion in the Mexican state
of Chiapas. Their bold and daring action mobilized the support of thousands in the
immediate area and aroused the enthusiasm of the masses throughout the whole country.
The news was greeted with jubilation by the class conscious proletarians and revolution-

.ary masses, especially those who suffer exploitation and oppression at the hands of U.S.

imperialism, including within the U.S. itself.

The rebellion demonstrates the deep revolutionary sentiments of the Mexican people and
their basic needs: to be free of imperialist subjugation, (principally by the U.S. which is
being even further tightened by the North American Free Trade Agreement); to imple-
ment a thoroughgoing agranan revolution; and to overthrow the bureaucrat—capntahst
class that rules Mexico in the service of U.S. 1mpenalxsm and in league with the
landowning classes. ,

The Chiapas uprising struck panic into the hearts of the Mexican ruling class and its U.S.
overlords who were in constant contact over how to suppress the uprising. It was met by
counter-revolutionary dual tactics of vicious indiscriminate repression and terror directed
against the people, on the one hand, and the spreadirg of_ false promises of reform on the
other.

Although the Committee of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement is not fully
informed as to the political programme and ideology of the Zapatista National Liberation
Army which has been leading the revolt in Chiapas, it is clear that this revolt is fully jus-
tified and merits the support of revolutionary communists and progressive forces the
world over.

. Mexico is a populous country of Latin America which has the misfortune of being locat-

ed on a long frontier of U.S. imperialism. The U.S. imperialists have long considered
Mexico a private preserve to explqit to the maximum where they are free to interfere at
will to defend their reactionary interests. Recent events have shown that revolutionary
struggle can transform Mexico from a strategic reserve of U.S. imperialism into a strate-
gic dagger of the world proletarian revolution aimed at the very heart of the U.S. empire.

Mexico has a long revolutionary tradition of the masses of people rising to fight the

oppressors. But in the past these struggles have never led to genuine liberation because .

they lacked the firm leadership of the proletariat and its vanguard party. What the people
of Mexico need most is such a party, based on Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, determined
and able to lead the people in waging a New Democratic Revolution. Today the People’s
War in Peru led by the Communist Party of Peru is a glorious example of the vitality of
the Maoist road of libeiation.

The rebellion in Chnapas shows once again that the conditions for revolutionary explo-
sions are maturing in Mexico and in the world. The Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement, which unites and concentrates the strengths of Marxist-Leninist-Maoist par-
ties and organisations worldwide, pledges its support to the revolutionary masses in
Mexico and to those forces in that country who are fighting to arm the people with the
revolutionary ideology of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism which alone can lead the struggle
to victory.

[
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forgotten by Mexican society. The
official society is that of the city, an
urban one, and even more so that of
the capital, Mexico City. The peas-
ants search for a refuge from the
hunger that threatens the country-
side, they move in the shadows of
the city dwellers as squatters, street
vendors, beggars, proletarians with
minuscule salaries. They come out
of the shadows for an instant to be
given the anonymous fame of being
“the illegal immigrant problem of
the United States”. The government,
preoccupied by “social peace”, con-
stantly promises them “justice”. But
in the countryside they are almost
invisible.

They burst out every now and
again in the city in one protest or
another. Sometimes vague, brief
journalist’s notes mention the mas-
sacre of another balf dozen peasants
~— the murder of just one is almost
not considered to be “news”. The
rest of the time they pay attention to
the peasants only as it concems how
to extract more production, more
exports and more foreign exchange.

With all of this, in the crucial
moments in the life of the country,
from this almost invisible world, from
this vast oblivion, from these “hum-
ble” peasants, have risen up ardent
and ferocious legions have arisen
from among the peasants that have
ignited the entire country with the
flames of revolution, while official
society staggered with shock and fear,
'Iheytellusthatthlslsallathmgof
the past; Mexico is no longer an agri-
cultural country; much of the land has
already been divided up; now every-
thing is capitalist (or a “mixed econo-
my”); now the peasants are only a
sector that can either provide the [rul-
ing] PRI with captive audiences or the
opposition with votes.

Those who think this are mistak-
en. There are innumerable signs that
indicate that the country is ap-
proachmg a decisive moment once
again. The downtrodden.will arise
again from the shadows and in their
ranks the bitter cry from the coun-
tryside will be heard once more. If
the revolutionaries know how to act
correctly, that cry will herald a new
revolutionary storm, and the peas-
ants, in firm unity with their prole-

tarian brothers in the city, will final- -

ly find their own voice in' the
melody of people’s war.

)

I. THE PEASANT ROAD AND
:: THE LANDLORD ROAD

The Oppression of the peasants in
Mexico has its historic roots in the
feudal and colonial society which
Spain imposed on us. There exist
two roads to overcome feudalism in
the countryside: the landlord road
and the peasant road. The landlord

road is the conservative road of slow-

transformation of the feudal land-
lords into capitalists. The peasant
road is the revolutionary road of
overcomiing fewdalism through con-
fiscating the land belonging to the
landlords without compensation and
dividing it among the peasants.!

In spite of the so-called agrarian
reform, the road followed by Mexico
has essentially been the landlord
road, the road of the gradual trans-
formation of the feudal landlords
into capitalists. The reform helped to
accelerate the transformation of the
feudal landlords into agricultural
capitalists by taking away their
marginal lands. On a few occasions
peasants were given good lands to
hold back and stop their revolution-
ary struggle. But there is no doubt
that the transformation of the feudal
landlords into bourgeoisie has been
the main road to the expansion of
capitalist relations in the countryside.
The peasant economy, on the other
hand, has been hemmed in, restricted
and subordinated at each step.

The landlord road is the conserva-
tive and counter-revolutionary road.
It fully corresponds to the mainte-
nance of the semi-colonial character
of the country and its domination by
imperialism, mainly US imperial-
ism. The big bourgeoisie which has
arisen in the countryside from this
road is a bureaucrat-comprador
bourgeoisie, dependent and subordi-
nate to imperialism. Capitalism gen-
erated by imperialist capital and its
Mexican minor partner is bureaucrat
capitalism in the sense given to this

term by Mao: capitalism that is com-'

pletely subordinated to imperialism

and closely linked to semi-feudal .

relations, both in the state-owned
and the private forms of capital. This

bureaucrat capitalism is the “state- ;

owned monopoly, comprador and :
.feudal capitalism” that arises in the

colonial or semi-colonial and semi-
feudal countries under 1mpenahst
domination.2

Even though the landlord road and
the expansion of imperialist and
bureaucrat-comprador capital in a
semi-colonial country like ours
tends, in the long rum, toward the
elimination of feudal relations, in
the medium term this transforms
them only partly, adapts them to the
needs of big capital and reproduces
them partially. That is the reason
why semi-feudalism persists in the
Mexican countryside and,.as we will
see, still plays an important role in
the operation of the system as a
whole. Even where feudal relations
are transformed into capitalist rela-
tions, transformation through the
landlord read is always counter-rev-
oluuonary in the political sense, that
is to say, it always reproduces the
subordination and oppression of the
rural workers, albeit in a more capi-
talist form.

Which road today opposes the
landlord road? The rise of the strug-
gle in the 1970s proved without
doubt that the main opposition in the
countryside is the peasant struggle,
mainly the struggle for land.3 It
proved that, in spite of the consider-
able expansion of capitalist relations

through the landlord road in the-

postwar period, the peasant road
continues to be the immediate alter-
native bursting forth from the con-
crete reality of the class struggle in
the countryside.

The peasant road, in its most radi-
cal expression, is the revolutionary
road that destroys feudalism, not
through the gradual transformation
of feudal landlords into bourgemsle,
but through the complete expropria-

tion of the landlord class, the distri-
bution of all the land among the :

peasants and the consequent elimi-
nation of the oppression and exploi-
tation of the peasants by the land-
lords. Today, with significant bour-
geoisification of the landlords and
the ever greater presence of imperi-
alist capital in the agro-industrial
complex, the peasant struggle has
not only a deep anti-feudal content
but it also directly confronts big
imperialist and bureaucrat-com-
prador capital. This creates an even
firmer objective basis to forge the
worker-peasant alliance under prole-
tarian leadership. -

In fact, the main conflict in the
countryside. is between the continua-
tion of the landlord road under the



command of big capital subordinat-
ed to imperialism and tied to semi-
feudalism, and the peasant road
which is most sharply expressed in
the struggle to wipe out the domina-
tion of imperialism, bureaucrat capi-
talism and semi-feudalism in the
countryside and replace it with a
peasant economy. Whoever opposes
or downplays this peasant struggle,
whoever underestimates the revolu-
tionary potential of the peasants, is
not a true revolutionary, and in the
final analysis not even a consistent
democrat. Such is the case of the
“workerists” who, after a lot of hem-
ming and hawing, conclude that the
hundreds of thousands of peasants
who have risen in struggle for land
in the last decades were mistaken
and should abandon “the populist
fiction according to which it is nec-
essary to promote the distribution of
land to strengthen the small peasant
economy”.4 The peasants, they say,
did not concern themselves with the
truly “proletarian” struggle...the
struggle for trade unions for jor-
naleros [day labourers — their pay-
ment is on a daily, not hourly, basis}!
Incredibly, they even say this with-
out blushing.

Of course there is nothing wrong
in itself that jornaleros try to orga-
nize a union. What is extremely
wrong — and revisionist — is that
so-called “Marxists” tell the peas-
ants that the most important and
“proletarian™ struggle is the strug-
gle for jornalero unions. For the
revolutionary proletariat, the trade
union struggle is not even the most
important or “proletarian” struggle
for urban proletarians — that point
of view, Lenin teaches us, is
economism and serves the political
interests of the bourgeoisie. All the
worse to propose it to the peasants,
where it can only serve as a cover
for contempt and even opposition
to the main current which the
struggle has adopted, especially
among the poor peasants (and jor-
naleros), in the periods of their
most radical surges: the struggle
for land. The method, the attitude
toward the peasantry and the politi-
cal point of view which are mani-
fested here have much in common
with those of a previous “work-
erist” téndency: the Mensheviks
during the Russian Revolution.5

Likewise, the struggle for land, as
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any other struggle, can lend itself to
purely reformist purposes — and the
Secretariat of Agrarian Reform
exists to ensure it does. After all,
history shows that obtaining land
without armed struggle for political
power only reproduces the subordi-
nation of the masses to the reac-
tionary system. The task of the revo-
lutionary communists is not to pas-
sively support the spontaneous peas-
ant struggle, but to encourage the
tendency toward the highest form of
class struggle: people’s war.

In this essay we do not consider
the very important questions of mili-
tary strategy, but it is not possible to
correctly focus on the agrarian ques-
tion or any other question of revolu-
tion without taking into account the
simple conclusion of historical mate-
rialism that true revolutionary trans-
formation occurs only through the
road of armed struggle. Revolution-
ary victory is unthinkable without
the uprising of the oppressed in the
countryside in a country like ours
where more or less half of the people
can be found in towns with less than
15,000 inhabitantsé — and this does
not include millions from the coun-
tryside who are temporary immi-
grants in the USA or migrant work-
ers in the cities of Mexico.

The revolutionary participation of
the peasants in the history of the
country has always expressed itself
through armed forms, and this revo-
lutionary force has not yet been
exhausted. There is in fact a war in
the countryside: according to the
fragmentary reports available, a
peasant is murdered every three
days in the course of struggling for
land or against the political bosses
- (caciques) or in other peasant

..struggles.” The problem is that this

war is very unequal, in spite of the
occasional outbreaks of spontaneous
armed resistance by the peasants.
For the revolutionary peasants the
final solution has always been and
continues to be replying to reac-
tionary violence with revolutionary
violence of the masses.

For all these reasons, in spite of
the big differences between contemi-
porary Mexico and China before lib-

“eration, the challenge which Mao

posed continues to be a dividing line
for us: the peasants “will rise like a
mighty storm, like a hurricane, a
force so swift and’violent that.no

power, however great, will be able
to hold them back. They will smash
all the trammels that bind them and

rush forwafd along the road to liber- -

ation..... Every revolutionary party
and every revolutionary comrade
will be put to the test, to be accepted
or rejected as they decide. There are
three alternatives. To march at their
head and lead them? To trail behind
them, gesticulating and criticizing,
or to stand in their way and oppose
them? Every(one) is free to choose,
but events will force you to make
the choice quickly.”8

~1i. THE PEASANT ROAD
_AND THE SOCIALIST ROAD'

‘We have said that whoever in fact
opposes the peasant struggle is not a
revolutionary, and not even a consis-
tent democrat. Considering the ques-
tion from another perspective, in the
agrarian revolution the class-con-
scious proletariat must consider as
allies not only the (true) socialists but
also every democrat who supports the
struggle — above all the revolution-
ary struggle — of the peasants. The
immediate struggle is not a directly
socialist struggle, rather it is a strug-
gle between the landlord road and the
peasant road. This peasant road in its
most consistent expression leads to an
agrarian revolution that divides all the
land among the peasants, confiscates
imperialist and bureaucrat-comprador
capital and makes possible the free
development of the peasant economy.
It is a democratic revolution.

The democratic forces, even the
“campesinistas” {those who exag-
gerate the qualities of the peasants,
thinking they alone will carry out
revolution — AWTW], who do not
see beyond the “free development”
of the peasant economy and promote
various ideas and theories, can be
political allies to the extent that they
support and promote this agrarian
revolution and the national revolu-
tion of which it is part. Where revo-
lutionary communists distinguish
themselves from their democratic
allies in the agrarian revolution is in
understanding that leaving the “free
development of the peasant econo-
my” to its spontaneous course,
according to the laws of the market,
is in the end also capitalist develop-
ment: a more open and democratic
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development than that brought about
by the landlord road, but capitalist
developmeiit nonetheless.

This does not prevent the commu-
nists from putting themselves in the
vanguard of the agrarian revolution,
because it is the most revolutionary
transformation possible in the pre-
sent conditions and because that rev-
olution opens the road not only to a
possible capitalist development but
also to the possibility of the broader
and more deep-going participation
of the peasants in a subsequent
socialist transformation of the coun-
tryside and the whole society. In
order to bring about this latter possi-
bility, the communists must not get
carried away by the populist tales of
the inherently “anti-capitalist” or
“socialist” nature of the peasant
struggle, or of how, “harmful” the
leadership of the proletariat and its
Marxist-Leninist-Maoist party is,
and the like.

We must say to the peasants
openly: the first stage of the agrari-
an revolution will mean a great
blow to the ruling system and all
must unite and struggle for it. How-
ever, once they have the land and
the means to make it produce, two
roads will open up to the peasants:
1) development according to the
laws of the market, which inevita-
bly leads to class polarization with-
in the peasantry and the exploita-
tion of the immense majority by the
new bourgeoisie which could only
ally itself with imperialism and
restore semi-colonial oppression on
the country; or, 2) the socialist road
which passes through the voluntary
collectivization of the countryside
as an integral part of the socialist
transformation of the entire society.

Socialist collectivization repre-
sents a second great revolution in
the countryside, which confronts
real enemies who want to take the
capitalist road. Socialist collec-
tivization is the only salvation for
the great majority of the peasants,
the only way to avoid being sub-
jected once again to exploitation.
Therefore “the poor and lower-mid-
dle peasants... enthusiastically want
to continue the socialist road”.9 The
final goal of the proletariat revolu-
tion is not the utopian and impossi-
ble attempt of indefinitely prolong-
ing the peasant economy, but the
definitive liberation of humanity:

v

communism, classless society,
throughout the world.

To prepare the transition to social-
ist revolution both in the agrarian
revolution and in the national-demo-
cratic revolution, the leadership of
the revolutionary proletariat and its
Marxist-Leninist-Maoist Party is
indispensable. There is no need for
another democratic-revolution of the
old type, that is, led by the bour-
geoisie, like the revolution of 1910
which in the final analysis was inca-
pable of resolving the great prob-
lems which still afflict the country.
What is necessary is a new-demo-
cratic reévolution led by the proletari-
at and its party which smashes impe-
rialism, bureaucrat capitalism and
semi-feudalism, establishes the péo-
ple’s democratic dictatorship and
begins the socialist revolution.

To sum up, the policy of the revo-
lutionary communists in the agrarian
revolution is guided by two funda-
mental principles. First, the agrarian
revolution in its present stage corre-
sponds necessarily to the peasant
road, the peasants represent the prin-
cipal revolutionary force and the
communists must lead their struggle
— above all their armed struggle —
against imperialism, bureaucrat cap-
italism and semi-feudalism. Second,
this first stage of the agrarian revo-
lution can pave the way either to a
new capitalist development, even if
it is under the signboard of the free
development of the peasant econo-
my, or else to socialist transforma-
tion, and the latter is always the
strategic perspective of the revolu-
tionary proletariat and its most
important ally, the poor peasants.

iil. FEUDALISM AND
THE COLONY

Both the landlord road and the
peasant road are ways of overcoming

feudalism in-the country. But, what is.

feudalism?

The essence of feudalism lies in thé |

latifundia system and serfdom, that is
feudal ownership of land and the cor-
responding relations of production

and exploitation. Under feudalism, :
control of the land is the key to’
exploitation: appropriation by the
- exploiting class (the landlords) of the .
surplus produced by the exploited

(the peasants). By contrast, under
capitalism land is only one among

~

many forces of production and it is
the control of capital, not only of
:ﬁnd, that makes exploitation possi-

e. -

The feudal landlord class often
gives the peasants parcels of land on
which they can produce their suste-
nance as a condition of their ex-
ploitation by the landlords, whether
in the form of land rent, peonage or
others. Since in this way the peasants
actually possess some land and its
products, exploitation always implies
the existence of what Marx calls
“extra-economic coercion”: open or
disguised coercion to obtain the sur-
plus, in otI,JJer words, servitude in its
broadest sénse.

Thus under feudalism the direct
producer (the peasant) is linked to the
land; capitalism, instead, presupposes
the complete separation of the direct
producer (the wage worker) from the
land or any other means of subsis-
tence. Undér feudalism the peasant
produces their own sustenance; under
capitalism the workers have tobuy
their sustenance with their salary.
Feudal exploitation requires to one
degree or another extra-economic
coercion — servitude — while for

wage workers under capitalism, eco-

nomic coercion is enough: “if you
don’t work, you don’t eat”. Workers
under capitalism are free in a double
sense, Marx tells us: “free” of means
of production with which to produce
their own sustenance and free of any
pressure and requirement to work
other than the simple necessity of
earning a living.10 .

-Both Marx11 and Lenin!2 point out
that the most basic and simple form

of feudal exploitation consists of the :
peasant working part of the time on -

the land of the landlord without pay-
ment to produce a surplus. This basic
configuration is found in the history
of Mexico in the specific form of the
encomienda, the first colonial form of
exploitation of indigenous labour. Its
owner, the encomiendero, received
from the Crown the right to the
labour (as well as tribute in the form
of products) of the Indians of his
encomienda, giving them no compen-
sation at all. Of course this feudal
system of forced labour was based on
the most cruel coercion and violence
against the Indians and contributed to
a great extent to the genocide perpet-
uated against them.

The basic form of feudal exploita-



tion was transformed and modified in
two main directions, without ever
completely breaking out of the
framework of the feudal system. In

terms of the exploitation of the peas-

ant parcel, the evolution of land rent
(to which Marx paid particular atten-
tion) passed from the basic form,
already described, of rent in labour,
to rent inn products (or
sharecropping)!3 and rent in money.
Feudal rent, even in the case of
money rent which is often a transi-
tional form, is the typical form of
exploitation, of the appropriation of
the surplus, and as such it compre-
hends all or almost all of the surplus.
This is the distinction between capi-
talist land rent, which is paid in
money and which represents only a
fraction subtracted, and the typical
form of capitalist exploitation: profit
realized through the exploitation of
wage labour.14

The feudal form of “personal
prestation” [“prestation” refers to the
rendering of services due under feu-
dal custom — AWTW] by the peas-
ants (or “payment through labour™)
— their unpaid labour on the lands of
the landlord — also went through a
process of development.15 Beginning
with unpaid labour on the lands of the
landlord as a feudal obligation in
exchange for the peasant’s use of the
parcel — in other words, the same
basic form already described, consid-
ered from its other aspect — it devel-
oped into labour on the lands of the
landlord with. some remuneration in
products-and to labour partially remu-
nerated with money. This feudal
“personal prestation”, partially remu-
nerated with money, is distinguished
from capitalist wage labour by the
subsistence that the labourer derives
from his production on the parcel or
receives in kind over and above his
wage in money, and by the existence
of various forms of servitude, of non-
free forms of labour. Over and above
these basic forms of feudal exploita-
tion — land rent and personal presta-
tion — there are numerous other spe-
cific forms of exploitation of the
peasants by the landlord class in any
given feudal society.

In Mexico during the Colony there

was a process of developmernt and -

transformation of feudal relations.
There was the rise of repartimiento
which was distinguished from the
encomienda in two fundamental
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ways. First, the supply of indigenous
labour was in the hands of colonial
authorities who parcelled the Indians
out among the particular landlords, in
an attempt by the Crown to prevent
the creation in New Spain of inde-
pendent fiefdoms that could under-
mine its rule. Second, the Indians
received (at least in theory) a nominal
payment in money, with the object
being to mitigate the purely coercive
character of the labour system and to
slow the rapid extinction of the Indi-
ans (and therefore of the source of
exploited labour). Payment in money
was purely nominal. It did not com-
pensate the labour of the Indians,
whose sustenance continued to come
essentially from their own production
(from which they had to still pay trib-
ute as well), nor did it eliminate the
need for coercion or the forced char-
acter of labour. For all these reasons
it must be considered a feudal form
of exploitation.

Finally the hacienda [the large
landed estate — AWTW] made its
appearance. This would represent the
typical form of feudal and semi-feu-
dal relations in Mexico until well into
the twentieth century. The two basic
forms of production relations charac-
teristic of the haciendas were land
rent (principally sharecropping) and
personal prestation in the form of
peonage, although the feudal landlord
class also exploited the peasants in
other forms, such as usury, commer-
cial retention of products, tribute,
tithing, taxes, etc., which we will not
analyze in detail here. (It should also
be mentioned that colonial society
was not purely feudal because slav-
ery also existed.)

Under the regime of mediania, or
sharecropping on hacienda-lands, the
sharecropper had to deliver part of
his harvest (generally about half) to
the hacienda, and in many cases the
sharecropper and/or his family mem-
bers also had to work for a time with-
out pay on the hacienda. This form is
clearly feudal in character and was
very important in the hacienda sys-
tem, a fact which. often is omitted in
attempts to characterize the hacnenda
as “capitalist”.

Peonage assumed two forms: those
called acasillados and the temporary
peons. The acasillados lived and
worked permanently on the hacienda
and in exchange received a parcel of
land (pejugal), a ration of corn and

other basic food and a wage. That is,
it was personal prestation compensat-
ed by the usufruct of the land, prod-

ucts and money. As in the case of.

repartimiento, in spite of the wage, it
is a basically feudal form, in the first
place because the labourer continues
to be tied to the land and the greater
part of his subsistence and compensa-
tion corresponds to his production on
the parcel and payment in kind. Even
the supposed wage was typically
more of a form of intemal accounting
of payment in kind by the hacienda,
since most of the peon’s small wage
was discounted to pay for provisions
obtained in the hacienda “company
store™.16 The acasillado also was not
a free labourer, rather typically he
was tied to the hacienda through the
mechanism of debt when other terms
of his treatment were insufficient to
maintain a permanent labour force.

The temporary peons who either
lived near the hacienda or came from
outside and lived temporarily on the
hacienda at times received parcels of
land or were paid a wage, often with
a ration of com. The exploitation of
the temporary peons was feudal in
that their sustenance came principally
from their own production in their
village (supplemented with payment
in kind when they did receive it), and
therefore the hacienda could pay a
wage that did not even cover their
sustenance (which is, however, the
“normal” case in the capitalist sys-
tem) and which for the most part they
never saw in the form of money but
which disappeared into the accounts
of the hacienda’s company store as
payment of their debts.

Although the link of the temporary
peons with the hacienda was not as
tight as that of the acasillados, theirs
was not free labour either. The Indi-
ans of the villages “naturally resisted
being temporarily rented out to the
haciendas because this meant aban-
doning their crops, yet without
receiving any of the advantages of
the acasillados. When in these cases
the promises and advance payments
didn’t have the desired effect, the

owners of the haciendas chose to

bribe the bosses of the villages to
obtain the Indians they needed, and
as a final resort they used violénce.”
“The system of debts also was used
to ‘entice’ or attract the Indians to the
hacienda. It was also very common to
get Indians in by giving them
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advances in the form of goods or
wages for a day’s work, or paying
debts they owed as fribute or obliga-

tions to the royal hacienda or to the

Church.”17 All these forms are “tied”,
not free labour forms; they are forms
of servitude and therefore essentially
feudal. '

These feudal production relations
required an entire system of extra-
economic coercion which, besides
the features already mentioned,
included the armed forces and private
jails which the hacienda owners used
to impose their own laws. The system
of coercion often involved the Indian
villages either through direct inter-
vention, or through the cacique boss-
es. Finally, the govemment authori-
ties and their armed forces reinforced
the system where the power of the
hacienda owner alone was not
enough, including through passing
legislation which recognised that the
peons were attached to the hacienda,
spelling out that upon the sale of the
hacienda the peons would belong to
the new buyer.18

The feudal production relations
which defined the feudal character of
the society corresponded, as in feudal
societies in general, to relatively rudi-
mentary forces of production and to a
small-scale agricultural and artisan
economy. Even where agrarian
exploitation proceeded on a larger
scale, for example, in the plantations,
it was extensive exploitation which
achieved the larger scale not through
revolutionizing the forces of produc-
tion but essentially through repetition
and aggregation on a single site of the
productive techniques characteristic

of small-scale economy. Moreover;:

production was carried out repeatedly
on the same technical base, and tech-
nological change was notably slow.
This was in contrast to capitalism,
where “the bourgeoisie cannot exist
except by incessantly revolutionizing
the instruments of production...”.1?
Although capital begins with the
forces of production inherited from
feudalism, “only large industry with
its machinery provides a firm basis
for capitalist agriculture” .20

Finally, the feudal character of the
relations of production determined
that production for use2! would pre-
dominate in the economy, since the
peasants usually directly produced
most of their own sustenance, and a
part of the surplus product either

Y

stayed on the bacienda for use by the
hacienda owner and his hangers on,
or else went to the direct use of the
civilian and réligious authorities
through tribute and in-kind tithing,

However, part of the surplus prod-
uct typically was destined for the
market — including the world market
— unlike the feudal societies of
Europe, Japan, China, etc, which
existed before the rise of capitalism
and the world market. A part of the
fruits of feudal and colonial exploita-
tion in New Spain passed through
Spain, which still"was in a late stage
of feudalism, to end up in the hands
of the capitalists of England, thus
contributing to the so-called “primi-
tive accumulation” of capital. This
fact has confused some researchers
like Frank, who claims that produc-
tion in the Colony was oriented to
the market and that therefore
“Iberoamerica (was) capitalist not
only in its cradle but even from con-
ception”.22

The basic methodological error of
locating the essential difference

between feudalism and capitalism in -

the sphere of circulation (production
for use vs. production for the market)
instead of proceeding from the rela-
tions of production, as a Marxist
does, has been widely criticized,
including by Marx himself.23 On the
other hand, as we have stated before,
the greater part of the production of
the economy was indeed for use and
although production for use naturally
tends to predominate under feudal-
ism, a greater or lesser part of the sur-
plus typically is destined for the mar-
ket, and this was the case even in
“classic” European feudalism.24 The
link with the world market was cer-
tainly an important factor which
shaped the particular character of feu-
dal and colonial society in Mexico,
but it does not contradict the essen-
tially feudal character of the relations
of production and therefore of the
society.

VIi. THE “GREEN
REVOLUTION” AND
BUREAUCRAT CAPITALISM
IN AGRICULTURE

In the postwar period, the country
experienced a rapid development of
bureaucrat capitalisi (or bureaucrat-
comprador, which is the same thing),

that is to say, capitalism in both the
State sector and “private enterprise”
tied to imperialism and still linked to
semi-feudalism. Mexico became a
semi-colonial and semi-feudal coun-
try with significant growth in
bureaucrat-comprador capitalism.

This process of transformation
took two main roads: industrializa-
tion through import substitution,
sponsored by imperialist capital, and
the formation of a capitalist sector in
agriculture. The agrarian reform of
the 1930s promoted the disintegra-
tion of the hacienda as the dominant
structure in the countryside and laid
the basic pattern for the subsequent
transformation of 2and ownership.
However, the main direct impulse to
the greater development of bureau-
crat capitalism in agriculture was the
“green ‘revolution”. And the green.
revolution was a project of U.S.
imperialism.

The Office of Special Studies,
which would lead the technical inno-
vations of the green revolution, was
created in 1943, formally as a semi-
autonomous bureau of the Agricul-
ture Secretariat, but in reality a crea-
ture of the well-known Yankee impe-
rialist political instrument, the Rocke-
feller Foundation. The Foundation
named the head of the Office, provid-
ed the majority of the budget and
hired all of the scientific personnel.
According to the Foundation report,
the initiative came from suggestions
of the U.S. Ambassador to Mexico,
Josephus Daniels, who got Vice Pres-
ident Henry Wallace to support it in
the Roosevelt administration.25

The Office developed “improved
seeds” and a whole package of
inputs — irrigation, machinery, fer-
tilizers, insecticides, etc. — neces-
sary to achieve the predicted higher
yields. Technological development
is not politically and socially “neu-,
tral”. The programme was based
from the beginning on the presup-
position of conditions typical of
big capitalist agriculture. The pro-
posals of various Mexican scien-
tists to orient the programme to the
conditions and needs of peasant
agriculture were rejected.26 In the
1950s;and especially beginning in
the 1960s, the Rockefeller Founda-
tion began to promote this “green
revolution” strategy, tested in Mex-
ico, for other countries in the West-
ern blec. The International Centre
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for Improvement of Corn and
Wheat, based in Mexico and
financed mainly by the Ford and
Rockefeller Foundations, the
Agency for International Develop-
ment, the World Bank, etc, has
played a key role in this effort.27

In Mexico the promotion of this
technical package was accompanied
by a battery of government measures
to foster large-scale capitalist agricul-
ture: large investments in irrigation,
highways and aid to marketing
efforts, and other large subsidies
granted to big producers through
guaranteed pnces, credit policies,
etc.28 These initiatives were financed
in great measure by imperialist capital
through loans from international
banks and various “development”
institutions. At the same time direct
foreign investment became important
in the formation of an agro-mdustrial
complex which provides inputs and
processes the product of commercial
agriculture.

As a result, the character of large-
scale agriculture in the country was
significantly transformed. Consider
the example of wheat, a key crop in
the first phases of the green revolu-
tion. In 1944 only Sonora cultivated
wheat in more or less capitalist con-
ditions, reflected in a certain level of
mechanization of harvesting. In other
regions of the country the primitive
technique characteristic of feudal
agriculture — a wooden plough
pulled by oxen or mules — was the
general rule.29

An important change got under
way. From 1940 to 1960 the value of
agricultural machinery in the country
multiplied almost eight times in real
pesos [Mexico’s currency].30 In 1950
the national consumption of nitrogen,
phosphorus and potassium in fertiliz-
ers still was only at the level of
11,700 tons, but by 1970 it reached
554,400 tons.3! Similar changes
occurred in other areas of inputs
linked to modemn agriculture.

These changes in the means of pro-

duction correspond to the formation

of a large-scale agricultural sector in
which the directly feudal and semi-
feudal relations characteristic of the
old hacienda no longer predominated
and were replaced by relations of
bureaucrat capitalism which, never-
theless, continued to be closely tied
to semi-feudal relations in agriculture

taken as a whole.
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Viii. BUREAUCRAT

CAPITALISM AND

SEMI-FEUDALISM

This new sector, which is predomi-
nantly capitalist in its internal rela-

‘tions, is on the one hand extremely

dependent on imperialist capital and
on the many aids and subsidies from
the semi-colonial State. On the other
hand, it has subordinated, partially
transformed and integrated into its
functioning the feudal relations in the
entire countryside. Feudal relations
bhave been modified to a greater or
lesser degree as a result of its more
direct subordination to big capital.
This is why we speak of semi-feudal
relations and semi-feudalism.

In the countryside, there are very
few cases of purely capitalist rela-
tions in which wages are the only
source of maintenance for the worker
and his family and no form of extra-
economic coercion intervenes. The
majority of those living in the coun-
tryside continue to be linked to the
peasant economy which suffers from
semi-feudal oppression. One part of
big agriculture still is marked by
important semi-feudal features; and
even that part of big agriculture
which is predominantly capitalist in
its internal relations depends on the
wage complement which comes from
the peasant economy and semi-feu-
dalism in the countryside.in general
as the essential basis for the super-
exploitation of the overwhelming
majority of its workers, the jor-
naleros. Therefore we can affirm that

~in spite of the formation of a bigger

or smaller capitalist sector in its inter-
nal relations, the system of exploita-
tion in the countryside continues to
be predominantly semi-feudal.

The core of today’s semi-feudalism
can bé*found in the persistence of the
latifundio system, the fact that the
subordination of the peasant econo-
my continues to be the essential basis
of the exploitation carried out by the
large agricultural holdings and, there-
fore, serfdom is still in effect, and
coercion is exercised against the
oppressed in the countryside,
although in a modified manner. The
latifundio system persists in the sys-

tem of 1and holding with large and"

small landed estates, which is found
in many countries of Latin America
and elsewhere, and in Mexico

expresses itself principalty in.the -

form of large holdings and communal
holdings (ejidos). In most cases the
best lands — the area covered by the
old hacienda ané also new irrigated
lands — remain in the hands of the
landlords, either in the form of direct
property, or through renting of peas-
ant lands, control of the latter by way
of contracts, open despoliation, etc.

What has changed is that produc-
tion in these lands is according to
norms which are more or less capi-
talist — we say “more or less”
because open semi-feudal forms,
such as sharecropping, the system of
recruiting and indebtedness, unpaid
labour, etc., are still practised to
some degree on part of these large
land holdings, and extensive produc-
tion which has not yet reached the
level of typical capitalist dynamics
persists above all in the large land
holdings dedicated to cattle raising.
With the development of capitalist
production, the landlords have
become more bourgeois and more
integrated with the bourgeoisie at
the national level, and some capital-
ists in other sectors have also
entered into agricuitural production.

- The essential basis of the system
of exploitation is still the domination
and exploitation of the peasant econ-
omy, which takes two forms: the
system of peonage and the direct ex-
ploitation of peasant production. The
essential role of peasant production
is obvious in the case of the direct
exploitation of the peasant economy
by means of sharecropping, usury,
commerce, etc. In the peonage sys-
tem, although the form of exploiting
jornaleros is capitalist — wage
labour (often mixed with open semi-
feudal forms, with which we will
deal later) — the system presuppos-
es that the jornalero complements
his wage with peasant production
because the wage is insufficient for
his maintenance and reproduction.
In other words, the complement pro-
vided by the peasant economy
makes possible the absolute super-
exploitation of the jornalero, pay-
ment below the minimum for the
physical survival of the jornalero
and his family.

Therefore the overwhelming major-
ity of the jornaleros are still linked to
the peasant economy. Either they own
a small piece of land, or they may

Continued to page 83
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. long live the Red
First of May 1994!

— Statement by the Committee of the Revolutionary Intenationalist Movement

1 May 1994

Since the beginning of May First over one hundred years ago, the class cons.cious prole-
tarians have always used this occasion to measure their strength, focus their st.rpggles.
examine the current situation of their movement and reaffirm their goal of carrying the

struggle all the way through to the end — the achievement of a world without classes, or
communism.

What is the situation we face today? The world is still reeling from the momentous
events of the last few years which brought about the collapse of the former Soviet bloc.
The Westem imperialists were quick to leap upon this development as proof that commu-
nism had disappeared from the earth. But those twisted regimes of Eastern Europp and
the former USSR were “communist” in word only, and in those countries, like in the
West, a small class of exploiters lived off the labour of the working people and sought to
expand this exploitation to the far corners of the earth. Mao Tsetung had long ago
exposed these regimes as socialist only in name but capitalist and impeﬁalisg m deeds.

So the genuine communists grouped in the Revolutionary Intematibnalist» Movement
were not in any way deterred by the collapse of the East bloc. Rather w€ were overjoyed
at the collapse of one set of reactionary rulers and saw in their fall the forerunner of fur-

ther shocks and crises that would shake the Western rulers and their servant regimes as
well. ’

And indeed this has been the case. The “new world order” proclaimed by the U.S. impe-
rialists has been shown to be full of turmoil, strife and crisis. Even though the U.S. has
committed great crimes such as the invasion of Iraq, they have been unable to prevent
people from struggling. This can be seen most powerfully in Peru where the Communist
Party of Peru, a participant in RIM, has continued to wage a powerful People’s War

against the reactionary regime sponsored by U.S. imperialism, despite the difficulties

involved with the capture of the Chairman Gonzalo, the Party’s leader.

In Mexico the armed peasant revolt in Chiapas shook the whole country and brought the
possibilities of revolution into much sharper focus for millions around the world. In the
Kurdish regions of Turkey masses have continued to resist the barbaric counter-revolu-
tionary war of the Turkish reactionary regime. In for two years now, periodic upheavals
have punctured the reign of terror the Islamic Republic has tried to impose on the people.
In other nations oppressed by imperialism, outbreaks of struggle are frequent.

In the U.S. itself powerful explosions of the masses have taken place in Los Angeles and

shown that even in the imperialist heartlands there are armies of gravediggers, waiting for .

the chance to bury their oppressors.

In Palestine the U.S imperialists felt they could impose a settlement that wouid bury the
hopes of the Palestinian people for a return to their homes and permanently establish and

“sanctify Israel as an imperialist outpost in.the Middle East. But here too their vicious

plans have encountered great difficulties. The masses have seen that the tiachery of
Arafat and the massacre at Hebron are two sides of the same reactionary coin.|;

All over the world, the conditions for the majority of the people are becomml,% more and
more difficult. In many places they have long since become intolerable and 'ithe people
yearn to take up arms against their oppressors. The people are compelled to struggle.
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World imperialism can only offer more exploitation, further tightening of repression,
hunger, disease and misery for the majority of the population of the world. Evén many of
those sections of the people who, in some countries and for some periods of time, had a
more tolerable existence are increasingly coming under attack.

Why, then, are there so few struggles in the world today with a genuine revolutionary
perspective? A great reason, of course, is the cowardly betrayal of those forces who
claimed the leadership of the people’s struggles only to clamour after a place at the ser-
vants’ table. Some of those who previously postured as opponents of imperialism are
today openly protecting its interests. And these misleaders and these betrayals do weigh
heavily. Some of the former friends of revolution lost heart under the fierce anti-commu-
nist barrage of the class enemies. :

But we cannot rest content to blame the current state of affairs on the opportunists, revi-
sionists and betrayers. As the words of the Internationale put it, “We must ourselves
decide our duty, decide and do it well.”

In order for revolution to advance, there must be a revolutionary vanguard organisation
and it must have the vanguard ideology. Today that can only mean Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism. This is the proletarian ideology, the scientific ideology forged by Karl Marx,
V.I. Lenin and Mao Tsetung in the course of leading revolutionary struggle of hundreds
of millions of workers and peasants the world over. It shows us.how to fight and how to

~win. It shows the relation between our struggle of today and the communist goal.

Without it we cannot understand the world correctly, and we would never be able to
change it. -

The Revolutionary Internationalist Movement is the only movement which joins together
the vanguard parties of the proletariat in different countries on the basis of Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism. It is the only international movement which, since its inception, has
been resolutely opposed to all of the imperialists and to the revisionist and opportunist
misleaders as well. Today our forces are growing, bothmsuengm and in their 1deologi-
cal and political unity, waging the armed struggle for power in Peru and preparing to
launch the revolutionary struggle for power as soon as ‘possible in other countries, in
accordance with the strategy for revolution in each country.

Supporting the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement is a task for all of the class con-
scious proletarians and revolutionary-minded people. We are calling on our supporters to
make further sacrifices and donate financially to help RIM.

Comrades throughout the world should study and apply the hlStOl’lC document Long Live
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism!

Where there is no Marxist-Leninist-Maoist vanguard party, those who are serious about
revolution should take up the fight to forge one. Where such organisations and parties
exist, they should be strengthened and helped to step up their revolutionary activity.

The hatred of the existing system must be infused with a scientific understanding of the
nature of the current system and how to destroy it. The hope for revolution must take on
a concrete programme for bringing it about. The desire for a new society must be com-
bined with a vision of what this society is. The Revolutionary Internationalist Movement
and its participating parties and organisations are unifying the dreams of the oppressed
with the power of the only scientific ideology — Marxism-Leninism-Maoism!

Long Live Marxism-Leninism-Maoism!

Celebrate the 10th Anniversary of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement!
Contribute Funds to RIM!

Build and Strengthen Maoist Parties United in RIM!

Support the People’s War in Perul

Defend the Life of Chairman Gonzalo!

Long Live Proletarian Internationalism, Long Live the Red First of May!
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middle strata and even a tiny black
comprador class which have a stake
in the system .and which could help
disorient and rein in the masses in
the future. It was and still is a great
gamble, but one the South African
rulers could not afford to pass up.

Sections of the political struggle of
the people were in fact consciously
diverted from the sweeping nothing-
to-lose, “we want all and now” spirit
that has characterized it in past
decades. The Azanian masses’ strug-
gle had never been aimed at getting
the vote inside a white-dominated op-
pressor setup, but by the depth of its
rage and breadth of its path, this
struggle over and over targeted and
cornered the entire racist, exploitative
system and especially its settler colo-
nial enforcers; it was the expression
of the vehement and deep-seated re-
sistance of the people against their
oppression, against a whole way of
life. And it nearly always outstripped
the narrow, reform-minded and non-
violent visions of the established na-
tional liberation movements, the
ANC in particular.

Increasingly the petit bourgeois and
national bourgeois leadership of these
movements, like the ANC and the
PAC (Pan Aﬁfican Congress), their
ear constantly more tuned to the ten-
tative bidding of the white ruling
class than to the-magnitude and
power of the mass struggle, tried to
shift this struggle into what became
known as the “negotiations” process.
This was a enphemism for imperial-
ist-sponsored elections and a multi-
party system, a Constituent Assem-
bly, a U.S.-style Constitution, etc. At
the same time, they tried to use the
people’s struggle as a means of pres-
sure they could turn on and off to ne-
gotiate the terms on which this sell-
out would occur. To a large extent the
struggle continued to go way beyond
these bounds, making the country
“unsafe”, as some ‘saw it. The black
opposition movements were given a
short four-year period to forge the fu-
ture social base for a black-in-appear-
ance victory, which by its very nature
would compromise from the outset
on the crucial question of who holds

" real political power.

But a second process was also at
work: sharp contradictions inside the
white ruling class and its social base
pushed this compromise process
ahead. Some saw the need for it and

)

others wer¢ given a good political
shove (along with $ millions in ad-
vice) by the managers of the New
World Order, whose clear hand can
be traced in this imperialist-under-
written and negotiated solution. Oth-
ers within the regime’s reactionary
white social base stubbomly refused
to slacken in the least the reins of
government or give up any of the en-
semble of privileges that have carved
a separate, comfortable world, literal-
ly “apart” for most white people.
These political forces rebelled,
formed new alliances, including with
reactionary black nationalists like the
Inkatha Freedom Party, threatened
race war, carried out repeated mas-
sacres with impunity, actively fo-
menting violence against the masses
in the townships and countryside to
destabilize and derail the election
process. But most often this was in-
separable from the vicious stepped-
up highly partisan violence of the
state itself during this period through
its police and security forces: be-
tween 13,000 and 15,000 Azanians

were Kkilled in the process of cement- ~

ing this bloody pact to hold elections
and bring about what the regime and
the imperialists like to call a “non-vi-
olent” transition.

This was therefore no celebration
of brotherly love and newfound un-
derstanding, but an intensely fought
out contest amongst the bourgeois
classes from amongst the oppressed
and oppressors, with the common
aim of stifling the mass struggle and
forging a renovated state, through the
complex dynamics that this process
required. Building the mixed race
election coalition was a major feat for
these incongruous new partners of
the state, and pulling it off required
bundles of lies and promises, hefty
bribes and future “investments”,
threats and full use of their armed
state.

Far from exorcizing the ideological
demons of racial superiority which
have dominated the rationale for

apartheid and earlier forms of colo-
nial rule, the “national umty” charade
curbs the most overt racism, while re-

taining the right for every group to be

what they are. Enshrined in this was

an explicit “protection” of the white
minority and its right to property —
to ownership of the land, industry, fi-
nance and agriculture.

On the individual level, no good

white citizens were going to have to
give up their private pools and barbe-
cues, the master and servant relation-
ship was not going to be challenged,
the right to a basically separate, privi-
leged world was not about to crumble.
Thus a sort of truce was brokered
and bandaged together through the
election process by. means of deals
and corruption, the 'sell-out by most
black opposition leaders, and most of
all the continued bloodshed of the
people. Although this partnership
succeeded in stemming a major up-
rising by the Azanian masses and to
some extent suppressing white right-
wing destabilization schemes, the
mass struggle continited to hammer
away at the regime and oppressive
conditions, as if to say that phony
bourgeois democracy was neither the
issue nor the goal. y
Mass fury against the countless
continued killings by the state erupt-
ed sporadically and vehemently into
struggle throughout this period,-often
as an extension of the many funeral
marches and protests. For instance,
after the police and Inkatha murdered
some 49 people in Boipatong in June
1992, angry youths drove de Klerk
out of the township when he came to
calm things down. At a rally that
same month, people interrupted Man-
dela’s speech, demanding weapons.
Struggles over land and against the
puppet black homeland administra-
tors broke out in many places as peo-
ple carried out occupations and in
some cases regrouped to rebuild their
old villages and farm their old land
again after having been forcibly re-
moved to the homelands. There were
also massive stayaways, and struggle
against squatter camp evictions. Re-
ports estimate that nearly 250 black
policemen were killed and some
3,000 of their houses burned down by
militant youth.

¢

Amongst the 19 choices on the bal-
lot, the ANC won 65% of the vote,
taking 7 out of the new 9 provinces,
which was enough to present a solid
majority in the new constitutional bod-
ies wi,thout achieving overwhelming
power, to completely rewrite the con-
stitutipn. By vote-casting time, this
was no longer a danger. Chief
Buthelezi of the Natal-based Inkatha
Freedom Party succeeded in stuffing
the ballot boxes, it seems, to achieve a



10% vote and the representation in
parliament he had been assured by
pre-election haggling. The National
Party (which formally instituted
apartheid in 1948 and has run the state
for the last 46 years), ran a scare cam-
paign in Cape Town that the ANC
would take jobs away and swung
much of the sizeable “coloured”, vote
there, while retaining a prescribed and
considerable number of key posts in
the new national cabinet, including the
second vice-presidency.

Total score: ruling class and impe-
rialists 1, the people of Azania O; po-
litical power is now “shared” by vari-
ous political forces and shades of
leaders in a slightly-darkened ruling
class, but the oppressed still have
none. o

Furthermore, the beast is still in
place. With some of its most atro-
cious features pruned back, South
African colonial rule looks like a dif-
ferent creature to some, but to the
masses of Azanians (and class-con-
scious proletarians the world over) it
is as hideous and nasty as ever. Most
importantly the system’s roots are
still intact — the extremely exploita-
tive and oppressive social relations
upon which the apartheid political ap-
paratus was, built have not been
changed by elections and may even
be strengthened to choke the majority
of Azanians more. If anything, the
polarization between social classes in
South Africa is likely to widen. Euro-
pean settler businessmen and foreign
powers openly pointed to one of the
major purposes of the elections as
they announced “we have made
South Africa safe for foreign invest-
ment”.

Still, a majority of eligible Azani-
ans stepped out to vote, and for many
reasons. This is not surprising, as it
was the first time they had ever had
the right to vote. In a sense their vote
was tantamount to voting for the end
of apartheid. Their struggle had
* forced the settler regime to make a
major political concession by holding
open elections and the masses recog-
nized this and went to the polls in
large numbers, It had been declared
by these politicians so many times
that they would be “free” if they
voted, many people believed this.

As AWTW subscribers from Azania
have written in their letters, it was
carefully promoted among the black
masses as a great privilege to vote
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and that there was “dignity” in vot-
ing. Some who were more cut off
from media and the cities thought
blacks would be rich now and the
white people poor. In addition some
people were afraid not: to vote, as au-
thorities marked the identity papers
of those who went to the polls. The
ANC'’s victory was organized and
certain, so it was no surprize that
most Azanians would vote for the
black winner.

Another important factor is the
material basis in Azania for people
to look for and fight for ways to re-
lieve the extreme national and semi-
feudal oppression they face. The
complete denial of not only political

participation in society, but also the .

most basic human rights ranging
from access to public facilities to the
freedom of movement in one’s own
country were a strong motivation for
voting. The ANC also promised that
other aspects of their lives would
change, including the most impor-
tant of the masses’ democratic de-
mands — the birthright to their land.

It is also true that a significant mi-
nority did not ga vote and wanted
little to do with this exercize of get-
ting the people to approve the next
leader of an oppressive system.
Whilst the primarily middle-class
blacks interviewed on TV gushed
about new-found freedom, the poor
masses and township youth took a

- more realistic actitude: “I'll give

them 3 months before I start protest-

ing again,” one young woman said _

to reporters. A revolutionary wrote
AWTW: “_.I think it was good that
such kinds of elections take place
because the struggle here in Azania
was twisted to focus on a demand

for votes, it was no longer a struggle

for power. Now the misleaders are in
parliament, the masses who voted
them in have high expectations, i.e.,
land, the reduction of taxes, houses,
free education and free medical care.
Most of all, the people expect that
the minorities should be moved from
the privileged positions, the farmers
should be expelled from the big
plots of land which they occupy, the
military and police should riot harass
and imprison them anymore because
it is an ANC government. (When
they find out) this is not going to
happen it is going to throw them
back into struggle.”

This particular election wags close

to the imperialists’ hearts, an impor-
tant example for defusing conflicts
in places they intend to stabilize
within the New World Order, from
Palestine to Haiti, to Northern Ire-
land, among others. If, after all, the
angry revolutionary mood in a place
of such extreme social tensions as
South Africa could be sedated and
shifted into passive support for a
new “multi-racial” govemment pre-
siding over the same system, this
would indeed be a big success, even
if temporary.

. The Western powers heaped piles
of praise on Mandela and de Klerk
for “miraculously” bringing about
the “peace programme” of “shared”
black and white power which the
imperialists have been advocating
for quite some time and preparing
them for. However, the basic prob-
lem for these masters of illusion and
peddlers of democracy who postured
as though they had really achieved
miracles for humanity by letting
South Africans vote for them, is that
while they may have purchased
some valuable time to keep the revo-
lutionary situation there from ex-
ploding, in the end, they do peddle
illusions, and fundamentally have
very flittle to offer to the masses-of
oppressed Azanians except more of
the same old exploitation, oppres-
sion and deeply-imbedded white
supremacy.

1. DISASSEMBLING THE

POLITICAL STRUCTURES OF

APARTHEID AND HOLDING

ELECTIONS WITHIN A
COLONIAL FRAMEWORK

How was this possible? There were
two essential and interpenetrating
reasons that the ruling class and im-
perialists were able to proceed with
the formal discarding of apartheid’s
overt political structures. First of all,
amongst the:oppressed black majority
there existed a class basis and orga-
nized political forces upon which to
build the movement for electoral
democracy and the participation of
blacks in the state. Secondly, within
the context of the unending political
instability and the need of the settler

colonialists and Western powers to

end it, important shifts in the intema-
tional situation as a whole facilitated
an imperialist-sponsored “peaceful”
renovation of theold state.
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The apartheid rulers had never re-

covered from the major upsurge oi’

1984-85 and every tactic they=tried
only triggered more unrest. The polit-
ical situation’ had become hazardous,
if not ungovernable.

The settler regime had already
begun to get rid of some of its formal
apartheid laws, like the 1953 Sepa-
rate Amenities Act which segregated
beaches, pools, libraries and nearly
all “public” facilities (to which white
local authorities in the rural areas re-
acted by raising fees so blacks
couldn’t afford access to them), and
the Group Areas Act, which had
sealed off white neighbourhoods unto
themselves. It had also ended the vile
system of classification by race. Even
the hated bantustans had already
started to collapse. :

When in February 1990 de Klerk
released Nelson Mandela and some
other long-time political prisoners, it
became clear that secret negotiations
had already been well underway. The
ban was lifted against black political
organizations, and the struggle of the
masses took off again, heightening
the fears of the colonial state about
the future, while some investors left
because of the violence. This dynam-
ic of the class struggle interpenetrat-
ing with the workings of the system
itself became another example of
Marx’s well-known expression,
“tools speaking through men”: the
extremely backward social relations
in South Africa and outmoded politi-
cal structures strained against the pro-
ductive forces. Something had to give
way. Clearly, in this type of crisis, the
ruling class had every interest in de-
ciding a strategy that gave them the
upper hand to steer the process of an-
nounced “change” from the outset.

Tur CLAsSS Basis FOR A
BOURGEOIS DEMOCRATIC
Rerorm MOVEMINT AMONGST
‘ ._THE OPPRESSED

Once the imperative had basically
been decided by the ruling class, it
became possible for them to use the
intemnal factors for what they called a
“democratic solution” to their advan-
tage. -

The most important factor was the
existence of both a small but relevant
black petite bourgeoisie and bour-
geoisie and the position of a section
of them in the leadership of the na-

)

tional liberation movements and of
numerous political ‘groups, trade
unions and a wide-range of commu-
nity-type organizations.

While they have escaped the worst
suffering and misery of apartheid,
these classes were still formally and
practically excluded from the politi-
cal system and most spheres of white
and European-style life because of
race. At the same time, the intense
national oppression that apartheid
gives rise to throws many amongst
these strata, especially the petite
bourgeoisie, into direct contact with
the people and their poverty, their
daily struggle and the brutality they
face. The road of bourgeois demo-
cratic reforms appears to many
amongst these class forces to provide
a shortcut to power and it does in fact
offer a chance to some to climb the
social ladder.

Although relatively modest, an
urban petite bourgeoisie has devel-
oped in South Africa, a “white collar”
section of the black masses, from
civil servants to a few university pro-
fessors and computer programmers to
lawyers, doctors, small business own-
ers, teachers, journalists and talk
show hosts and so on.

Some of the ‘professionals are bet-
ter off and, along with a small num-
ber of corporation executives or
board members, constitute a real but
fragile basis for a black comprador
bourgeoisie in the new state. The
American black, bourgeois magazine
Ebony interviewed some of them in a
special issue on South Africa cele-
brating an end to “direct colonialism
in Africa”. Their credo is essentially,
“We’ve made it, we don’t expect
handouts”, while hoping that Man-
dela will simply open the doors long
closed to them, that the wealth can be
spread out a little more evenly, and
that monopoly will not be concentrat-
ed in just a few hands. Their motto is
“open the power” (to them) in their
professional and personal lives. Their

“programme is to build up the black

middle class through “black econom-
ic empowerment”, developing small
businesses, acquiring capital and
bank loans up until now unobtain-
able, breaking up the conglomerates
through anti-trust legislation and pa-

tronising those foreign investors that

have “progressive” policies towards
upwardly mobile blacks.
The white settler class and imperi-

Vs

alists were seeking to use the aspira-
tions of these strata amongst the op-
pressed for its gestures of reforms
and partial social justice, and espe-
cially sought to lure in those leading
the national liberation movements
against their own political rule. On
that depended these forces’ ability to
channel the masses into this same

‘paralysing process, Yueling illusions

that change could come about in
some way other than through the rev-
olutionary struggle of the people that
for so long has dizzied and destabi-
lized the whole oppressive system
and was aimed at one common
enemy — the white colonial ruling -
minority. 7

As is usually the case, an important

section of these mainly urban-based
bourgeois and petit bourgeois classes
from the oppressed nations are intel-
lectuals, and different lines among a
section of them had been contending
for decades to lead a wide range of
reformist and nationalist activity, as
the struggle of the masses continually
pushed against the system. What was
new was that this formally outlawed
activity not only became approved,
but was encouraged and aligned with
the state’s reform programme.
) The enemy’s real coup, then, was
1ts strategy of uniting all these Azani-
an opposition forces into one “heal-
ing” and all-consuming political cur-
rent that promoted negotiations and
compromize with the oppressors to
their followers, which tended to mini-
mize these groups’ historical and po-
litical differences. In the framework
of the imperialists’ and colonial
rulers’ plans, this effectively meant
most of them were sucked in to
march behind the ANC-led banner of
elections — not necessarily organiza-
tionally, but politically; this also ex-
plains in part the overwhelming vote
for the ANC as opposed to other
black candidates.

Despite all their racist talk to the
contrary, it was'also useful for the
colonial rulers’' reform scheme that
these black petit bourgeois and bour-
geois forces weré able to provide suf-
ficient educated people to carry out
the necessary discussions for negotia-
tions, as well a§ the actual political
handiwork of crafting the new pro-
gramme, uniting'and consulting with
various represeitatives in business
and the ruling class about the way
forward. "



What is the actual content of this
imperialist reform solution? Rather
than “winning multi-racial democra-
cy” with “majority black rule” it is a
road that calls for adjustments in the
enemy’s political rule over the major-
ity, in which a few reforms are hand-
ed down from above, from the ruling

class itself, while the masses’ energy
is roped into helping sustain the sys-

tem as it is. While always presented
as an easier and faster road to change,
it is actually a long and torturous path
to a total sell-out of the masses’ fun-
damental interests and even of their
ability to win significant bourgeois
demands.

This has nothing in common with
the proletariat’s solution for New
Democracy, in which the masses are
mobilized to use revolutionary vio-
lence to change society, uprooting the
colonial and semi-feudal system from
the. bottom up; this road from below
is in fact historically the shortest way
to bring about both important bour-
geois demands, especially the right to
land, and it is also the only way to
prepare for moving on to socialist
revolution and totally remaking soci-
ety in the interests of the labouring
INasses.

Tuz ANC

In a sense, a primary tenet of the

ANC strategy — not to overthrow the .

class in power — always consisted of
forming an alliance of liberal and
“democratic” forces which the ANC
would lead to eventually force the
National Party to hold a vote. This
perfectly suited the imperialists’ own
menu for the New World Order fol-
lowing the disappearance of their So-
viet rivals. It was just what they or-
dered for dinner — and got — from
the ANC. In fact as they went into the
new government, the South African
ruling class as a whole fully em-
braced an even more conciliatory
version Of the-ANC’s programme, a
fitting arrangement for the “national
unity” coalition.

The ANC came into existence
about the same time that the land was
carved up into destitute bantustans on
just a fraction of the territory, from
which the majority black population
was to serve as cheap labour pools
some three and a half decades before
apartheid was formally instituted. Al-
ways mainly based among urban in-
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tellectuals, it represented and orga-
nized the protest of the educated
black elite against the injustices of
the new Anglo-Boer republic forged
after the war between the British and
Dutch settlers. In fact the early ANC
often sent delegations to Britain to
plead on behalf of the natives.
Although the ANC adopted much

. of the rhetoric of national liberation,

in particular after its affiliation with
the revisionist Communist Party of
South Africa in 1921 (which first op-
posed and then only passively carried
out the 1928 Comintern demand for
an independent native republic), it
has always been a conservative force
in the liberation movement and has
always had as a central part of its
platform the sharing of power with
white settlers, but from a position of
Soviet-backed strength. It consistent-
ly has upheld that the problem is not
imperialist domination but lack of
‘bourgeois democracy and majority
rule.

The ANC'’s campaigns of mass de-
fence actions and civil disobedience
were accompanied by sporadic armed
actions as a means of pressuring the
regime. Never has it had a revolution-
ary programme nor strategy of mobi-
lizing the masses to bring down the
colonial class ruling South Africa and
to uproot the system it thrived on.
Repeatedly it alienated the most revo-

. lutionary elements because of its es-

sential liquidation of the national
question, which added momentum to
its reformism. Its Freedom Charter,
for example, drowns the national lib-
eration struggle in concepts copied
from the U.S. Constitution, like
“South Africa belongs to all who live
in it;-black and white...” and champi-
ons the “peaceful road to socialism”
(also espoused by the reorganized
SACP). This prompied Azanian revo-
lutionary nationalists to split off and
form the PAC, to turn to more radical
opposition against the system.
Although the ANC has always en-
joyed Western backing, especially
from social democratic governments
in Europe pretending to censure the
apartheid regime, it mainly relied n

‘the social-imperialists of the Soviet

Union for political, military and fi-
nancial support. From 1960 to 1980
the Soviet Union paid a lot of atten-
tion to keeping the ANC afloat by or-
ganizing a massive intenational pub-
lic relations campaign to legitimize

the ANC and SACP and throwing ~

lots of resources into international
conferences, speaking tours and

-~ The collapse of Soviet-style revi-
sionism and the general disintegra-
tion of the East bloc pushed ANC
and SACP leaders reluctantly at first
and then running headlong into the
waiting, baiting arms-of the Western
imperialists. The West, and especially
the U.S. — with its vast swamp of
experience employing either direct
destabilization strategies through the
CIA and other secret services manip-
ulating and “working with” moderate
political forces, including from with-
in, ot more subtle intervention in
order to displace and isolate more
radical movements — had always
kept its options open on the ANC.

The ANC had never refused
Western aid, but the Soviets had as-
sisted in seeing this was mostly
channeled through anti-apartheid
movements, non-governmental or-
ganizations (NGOs) and smaller im-
perialist aid funds rather than
straight from the bank accounts of
the biggest reactionaries the ANC
ranks opposed. But once SACP the-
oreticians leading the ANC had
written their repudiation of first
Stalin, and then Gorbachev, the way
was cleared for the US imperialists
to fully buy up political shares in
the Mandela-de Klerk sweepstakes
they had in fact initiated.

The U.S. sent in millions of dol-
lars in special funds along with advi-
sors and NGO “specialists” to teach
‘“negotiation” and “outreach” to lib-
eration groups and to patch up the
National Party’s suspect image,
while prodding the more hard-core
revanchist Boers in the ruling circles
to climb on board the great trek to
multi-racial elections. They kindled
a sudden love affair with bourgeois
democracy amongst some of the
most nakedly vicious colonial
tyrants anywhere, and de Klerk &

- Co. led the negotiations band, at the

same time trying to unite their own
social base, while Mandela & “com-

" rades” led their social forces to gar-
ner support for and give this process

life.

To get this strategy underway
amongst the liberation movements,
alliances were formed to create a
broad front against the National Party
and other political forces, with the
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ANC at its centre. Compared to its °

weak and passive role in especially
the 1976 Soweto rebellion, bufalso to
some extent in the mid-1980s up-
surge, the ANC was built up by the
imperialists’ and colonialists’ negoti-

ations strategy. This led to its unban-.

ning and to its official role as the
leading “legitimate” opposition force
to pull together this social base for a
more coherent reform movement (but
did not stop them from also being the
target of harsh repression by the state
in this pre-elections period).

After Mandela’s release in 1990
and the call for negotiations and a
constituent assembly (composed of
all races), the ANC ran a minefield of
mass protests against the apartheid
regime and intolerable conditions,
and almost without exception called
on the people to calm down or stop
their strikes and boycotts. (According
to a joke about the ANC’s notorious
tailing of the masses, after the strug-
gle of the people had made the town-
ships ungovernable, the ANC raised
the slogan “Make the townships un-
governable!™).

The ANC cadre worked diligently
alongside the de Klerk regime to pull
forward as many of the national liber-
ation organizations into the negotia-
tions process as would be pulled —
from influential rivals like the PAC,
to less willing groups like Azapo
(Azanian People’s Organization), and
its Black Consciousness Movement
(BCM) affiliates, to smaller forces.
This was far from a straight-line pro-
cess, however, because the rank and
file of these groups objected to or
fought against the sell-out and in
many local areas went about forming
their own organizations, or offshoots
of the main ones.

The PAC became badly split, its
central command at first trying to
expel its regional and local leaders

.for balking at compromize with the

white state the PAC had always op-
posed. In the spring of 1993, the PAC

carried out a number of armed politi-'

cal actions, and the regime lashed out
rabidly at the whole organization in
return, raiding and arresting many of
its leaders with the (successful) ob-
jective of drawing the leadership
more tightly into negotiations,

Even though the ANC had never
carried out much more than isolated
armed actions aimed at pressuring the
white regime, its final suspension of

)

the “armed struggle” in August 1992
proved to be a key turning point. This
was true both in terms of which
masses it would attract for the capitu-
lationist reform road it was leading
and in satisfying the settler regime
and imperialists. AZAPLA (Azanian
People’s Liberation Army), the mili-
tary wing of the PAC, followed suit
in January 1994, suspending the
armed struggle for a period of ten
years and vowing instead to wage a
“war against capitalism”.

Since the ANC was anointed as
pointman for mobilizing the black
opposition movement, its mass base
grew (the first time really since its
mass disobedience actions of the
1950s), but also split into many
pieces because its line had become
openly collaborationist with the white

-regime and had led to organizing the
“widest possible participation in this

sell-out of the people. While many
people were drawn in because they
wanted to see black people win
something, others were sickened by
this road and rebelled, forming local
ANCs that put out their own calls for
action, or looking for other groups to
join, and so forth.

In sum, the ANC all along hgd a
strategy of forcing some cOncessions
from the white settlers and bringing
about change through reforming the
same colonial system it wanted to op-
pose. And through a number of inten-
sifying contradictions, especially the
growing political crisis and rotting
structure of the old apartheid state
converging with major changes in the
world situation, the ANC option be-
came the most useful to the South
African ruling class and the imperial-
ists. Mainly, however, it was the class
nature of the movement’s leadership
that made this “coming to terms”
possible.

THE INTERNATIONAL STAKES OF
SYABILITY IN SOUTH AFRICA

Just as the fall of the East induced
the ANC to grow fat on more pro-
Westemn diets, this turn in the interna-
tional situation also facilitated U.S.
ability to bring about a resolution of
the longstanding impasse in South
Africain its own interests. R

As we have seen, the imperialists
seized and made full use of this op-
portunity, both grooming and sup-
porting forces within the ANC and

preparing a section of the South
African ruling class to comply with
and even guide this transition from
raw colonial dictatorship to a more
nuanced dictatorship of mixed colo-
nial and new black comprador rule.

(To grant Mandela and his tiny
comprador class the title of “semi-"
or “neo” within this thoroughly colo-
nial state apparatus would be to go
beyond the political transformations
they will be able to enact. In fact, it
could be said that this type of adjust-
ment of the state apparatus could
only take the form of refurbishing
colonial rule; at this point, with the
armed white settler comprador class
still at the core of the state//there is
little chance this could become a
fully black neo-colonial state with the
imperialists tuming over the reins of
power to a black bourgeoisie.)

The U.S. followed its haughty an-
nouncement of a “New World Order”
after the collapse of their Soviet ri-
vals’ empire — which was just a
symptom of the severe crisis within
the whole imperialist system of
whichi the Soviet Union was a major
pillar — with lots of pontificating
about peace and cooperation.

Cloaking the reorganization of their
empire with humanitarian missions
and the imposing of “democracy” in
dictatorships they have close ties to
has become a more frequent habit of
the imperialists lately. Actually it is
in the oldest of traditions. When it
was useful, they have always dis-
tanced themselves from the brutal,
murdering puppet leaders and appara-
tuses they have created, funded and
trained throughout the Third World,
appearing on the scene as the new
“democratic” saviours with the right
to openly call the shots themselves.
But the tightening up of the “New
World Order” under their command
today increasingly requires this form
of imperialist intervention. And
whether it is their own US-flag wav-
ing marines, the armed zionist dogs
in Israel, the murderous British army
in Northern Ireland, or the cruel
South African military machine,
every “peace” process has the armed
might of the state close at hand.
These readjustments are not in con-
tradiction with their ruthless shows of
force like in Iraq.

In today’s:context of deepening
global crisis, the imperialists are obli-
gated to clean up, reorganize and po-



litically restructure many of the colo-
nial and semi- or neo-colonial ar-
rangements that were a result of the
overall sweep of vast former colonial
territories by the U.S. in the redivi-
sion after World War 2, and the sub-
sequent upsurge of national liberation
movements in the 1960s. Some of
these state structures are in such
shambles that they no longer corre-
spond to the needs of the U.S. em-
pire, that is, to its expansion in areas
of key economic or strategic inter-
ests, and its overall ability to control
and quash the struggle of the masses.
This includes areas of influence and
control by their social-imperialist ri-
vals of the Soviet Union, which they
have long coveted and clashed over.
In oil-rich Angola the imperialists
fostered long years of bloody war,
while they made a passing — and
failing — stab at stabilising Somalia,
using the famine crisis they were re-
sponsible for. In the Middle East they
have imposed a bloody peace on the
region in the face of an intifada that
wouldn’t stop, and were able to do so
because they could force the com-
prador leadership of the PLO and its
class base to carry it out for them,
though the success of this postage
stamp-sized political solution is far
from assured.

South Africa’s instability too was
worrisome, openly so, for the U.S.
rulers who see developing the region
with South Africa as the economic
generator, and of course, returning to
a safe climate for profits overall. The
South African economy has been in a
" slump for many years, with some
capital flight and little growth, due
both to the global imperialist crisis
and to the political situation and ex-
treme social tension there. But South
Africa has always had great strategic
importance for the West, both region-
ally and due to its geographic loca-
tion and its key shipping lanes for oil,
strategic raw materials and minerals
for U.S: war production, as well as its
steel production, its sophxsncated
Western-financed military Communi-
cations and tracking systems, and its
modern military port facilities, which
are at NATO’s disposal.

The 1mpenahsts invested heavily
on all fronts in the organization of a
negotiated settlement in South
Africa, where a political solution ob-
viously had to be found if imperial-
ism was going to continue to effi-
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ciently function there. And if they
could succeed in a place where a rev-
olutionary crisis has existed for some

time, it would be a useful model in

other afflicted areas, of which there is
no shortage in their empire. One U.S.
official was quoted as asking, “is
there a way to “capture the essence of
what is happening in South Africa ...
to botte it and inject this elixir into
the disruptions and disputes which
burden U.S. foreign policy in other
locations?”

There is also another aspect to this:
the ANC, through its decades of pro-
motion as a national liberation move-
ment, is connected to nearly every
left opposition movement in the

world, and most especially in the op--

pressed nations. By trying to bury the
political struggle in South Africa in
Western-style bourgeois democratic
demagoguery, the imperialists un-
doubtedly count on the ANC teach-
ing their friends that such capitulation
to the New World Order is now
“okay"”.

SPILLING THE MaAasses’ BLoop
70 IMmposE A CONSENSUS OF
Au-race ELECTIONS

How did they pull it off? Much of
the drama was purposely focused on
the contrasting “duo”, Mandela and
de Klerk, the willing stage managers
of this production, both -of whom
were promoted to Nobel peace prize
winners and great statesmen even be-
fore the curtain went down. However,
besides the boardroom and poolside
wheeling and dealing from Washing-
ton D.C. to Johannesburg, this deadly
political battle of the ruling class to
impose a consensus for a “peaceful
transition” was carried out by stoking
reactionary violence against Azani-
ans with the black townships and
bantustans as the grim and blood-
stained theatre.

Despite the talks going on between
the reasonable tie-clad negotiators,
much of this violence was stepped-up
repression by the reactionary state
against township dwellers and ban-
tustan residents. One doctor revealed
to the press that of 200 postmortems
heé had carried out, he was sure 90%
had been murdered by the police.

The struggle of the masses contin-
ued to pound away in various
spheres against this repressionand
the whole political order. After the

leader of the ANC’s armed wing
was assassinated by white reac-
tionaries linked to the police in April
1993, there was a mass outpouring
of anger at the state. Although the
ANC tried to organize and utilize
such protests, they always spilled
way beyond these limits. In Johan-
nesburg youth burned cars and shops
and clashed with police outside the
100,000-strong funeral ceremonies,
burning down buildings. owned by
the mining companies. In Cape
Town, during a large march to the
police station, journalists, photogra-
phers and police were reportedly
fired on. In the rural areas, the col-
lapse of one “independent home-
land” after the other, to the fury of
tribal administrators the regime had
built up, brought new clashes and
struggle.

All throughout negotiations, there
was continual bickering between the
government negotiators and the ANC
over who was to blame for all the
killings, how to maintain law and
order, and over the ANC’s demand
for the reactionary state to stop the
violence between various political
forces, as though the state were a
neutral force.

So, in September 1992, when an
ANC march went into Bisho in the
Ciskei (“homeland”) to “peacefully
occupy” the town as a protest against
military puppet leader Oupa Gqozo,
Ciskei soldiers opened fire, killing 28
and wounding some 200. The gov-
emment’s hand in the. attack became
a further point of struggle in the
“talks”, since the regime was clearly
making use of dual tactics of physi-
cally attacking the ANC’s supporters
while supposedly negotiating the
terms.for helping to stop the violence.

There were also significant sec-
tions of the white ruling class that
strongly opposed holding elections
and coming to an agreement with the
ANC. Not surprisingly they were
heavily represented in the armed ap-
paratus of the reactionary state itself,
which was rife with secret clubs,
arms deals, death squads inside South
Africa, and sabotage units carrying
out assassinations of Azanian ac-
tivists abroad. There were also not-
so-secret armed fundamentalist
“brotherhoods”, white republic
(Volkstaat) associations, neo-Nazis,

Continued to page 67
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Yankee Marauders

Out of Haitil

— Statement by the Commitiee of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement

10 Oclober 1994 ‘

Once again the US army has intervened in a “crisis”, this time invading and occupying '

Haiti ‘behind a heavy barrage of slogans like “humanitarian interests”, “stemming the
refugee flow”, “reinstalling a democratically-elected president” and disarming the dicta-

torshlp s “brutal armed forces”. What?! — the world’s biggest thugs and exploiters

promising to “liberate” some of the world’s poorest people from the clutches of the very
killer thugs they themselves have trained and hired?! The US military’s true mission in
Haiti is as familiar as their increasingly frequent invasions around the world: to establish
order, US-imposed order, in a situation that has slipped out of the imperialists’ control.

In the present international framework, marked by deepening imperialist crisis, the US
imperialists are trying to head off mass revolts against their rule, especially in the neo-
colonies, while shoring up their position relative to the other imperialist powers. Since
the collapse of their main rivals in the East, the Soviet social-imperialists, the US rulers
feel they have a freer hand to clean up messy spots and patch up real and potential
faultlines in their New World Order. But, as they have seen’in Somalia, taking such a
path is also filled with danger. Deep divisions exist within the US ruling class over how
to proceed. These divisions were reflected in sharp in-fighting over whether, when and
how to invade Haiti. But this in-fighting did not at all change their basic drive to estab-
lish political stability in the region and throughout Latin America, as a major step in
dealing with the problems of their empire.

The Haitian masses have been desperately pressed between dire poverty and the military
generals’ campaign of terror; many have struggled courageously in the face of this, while
many others have been trying to escape the rampant killing and utter misery by going to
the US (which has either detained them or sent them back to their deaths at the hands of
the junta and police). The fact that the US imperialists finally chose to invade shows
their determination to snap their local henchmen into line and defuse the explosive social
tensions that have built up there. They want to stop the exodus of refugees towards their
shores and most of all to prevent another revolutionary uprising of the Haitian people

from completely unraveling their control in Haiti and igniting the neo-colonial tinder-
boxes stretching across their so-called backyard of Latin America.

The Haitian people have a long, rich history of struggle against slavery and feudalism,
colonial invaders-and imperialist-installed military regimes. Little has changed in the
US’ basic relationship to Haiti — that of strangling the economy and propping up a local
reactionary army — for almost 100 years. The US first invaded Haiti in 1915, right on
the heels of its bloody incursions into the Philippines, Cuba, Puerto Rico, Panama, and
Nxcaragua This first invasion was part of the regional consolidation of the US’ imperial-
ist empire and its drive to crush armed struggle against feudal landlords. Widespread
peasant resistance continued against the US invasion and its harsh'19-year-long colonial
occupanon during which thousands were massacred. The Yankees pulled out militarily
in 1934, but they extended their economic and political hold, turnhng Haiti into a neo-
colony, helping to build up a ‘small comprador class, along w1th“a state, mcludmg an
army and laws. A leap in this process took place with the coming to power in the late
1950s of “Papa Doc” Duvalier, a CIA favourite, followed by his son “Baby Doc”, which
helped consolidate the reactionary classes and suppressed the masses’ struggle against
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the murderous military machine. This paved the way for more thorough 1mpenahst pene-
tration and dispossession. of:the peasants »

In 1986 a mass dechoukage (uprootmg) movement spread throughout the 1sland and
overthrew this bitterly-hated Duvaher dlctatorshrp People s justice was meted out to his
death squad members, called the Tonton Macoutes. The mass struggle and revolutionary
mood did not subside, and a succession of new governments- with the-old Duvalierist
repressive apparatus sull in place were not able o contain the sharp- mﬁghttng within rul-
mg circles. -

The US 1mpenalrsts shrfted strategtes in '1991 and helped to orgamze elections in an
effort to channel the fury of the masses into the electoral process and to restructure and
stabilize the state through ajreahgnment of pro-US forces within the Haitian.elite. The
result was the ‘élection of the radical pop}lltsf priest, Jean-Bertrand Aristide, who got 70%
of the vote. Aristide emerged from petlt-bourgems forces opposed to the Duvalier
regimes who wanted to alleviate some of the poverty and suffering of the masses. But his
immense popularity, due in no small part to his posturing against US domination at the
time ‘and his measured support ofi the dechoukage, -did not mean he had full political
power: Aristide’s position at the top' of the same state and military structure he wanted to
reform was precarious and short-lived. Just six months after his election, Aristide was
toppled in a military coup (in which powerful forces in Washington DC are wxdely

believed to have lent a hand). He was replaced by General Raoul Cedras.

i’or three'years the US has been debating how to stabilize Ham again. One section of the
Us bourgepisie wanted to abandon Aristide and preferred to pressure the corrupt military
junta to step down or at least to loosen its destabrlrzmg clampdown against the masses.
But it Was of course the people who suffered from thé subsequent economic embargo,

while CIA kickbacks and “anti-drug” funds continued to fatten the generals.

Another section of the US rulers, including Clinton, insisted on seizing the opportunity
of returning Aristide to power in order to serd in the US marines (posing as freedom
fighters) to geta firm grrp on the situation. To convince public opinion, the Clinton gov-
emment exposed to the world some of the torture, rape and murder that these local brutes
were gmlty of, while trying to conceal who signs their paychecks and to pretend that the

“new” army, also trained by US krller pohce and soldiers, will be different. For his part,
Aristide, exiled in the US, has been negotlatmg his return to office in exchange for com-

pletely surrendering to US demands and condmons

Despite Aristide’s torrent of .appeals for reconclhatton in Haiti, his future role remains
uncertain. With or without him, and partly ¢amouflaged by the arriving hand-picked inter-
national peacekeepmg force arid police trainers from places like Israel, the US will contin-
ue its occupation in an effort to reorganize a reliable Haitian military and police force that
can matntam the comprador—feudal order in Ham and protect rmpenahst interests.

At first the US troops allowed the people to let off steam from the pressure cooker build-
ing up. But the masses’ desire for revenge against their enemies is 'dtsplayed in great dis-

order everywhe‘r‘e The US troops’ job of enforcing amnesty at gunpoint for the people’s
murderers in the police and military will inevitably throw the masses into direct conflict

with the Yankee army, which will then spill plenty of the people’s blood if necessary in
the name of “order”, that is, suppressing violence by the oppressed.

Cruel illusions are being spread among the Haitian masses about what the new situation
will mean for the économy. It was many years ago under the Duvalier regime that the sit-
uation of the always poor Haitian masses became-the living hell it is today. Economic

production was organized to serve US requirements. Landlords threw large numbers ‘of

peasants off the best land. Imperialist agro-industry penetrated the countryside setting up
coffee and cacao plantations for export. Big export-oriented capitalist pig farms replaced
small famrly pig production through a phoney health scare. US-owned sweatshops
sprang up in free trade zones in which the daily wages of the masses did not even feed
them, and all the profits left the country untaxed.

The Haitian masses are literally starved by ‘their dependency on imperialism and the
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semi-feudal system in the countryside; they eat a‘less than subsistence diet of rice, corn
and sometimes plantains, if they can afford them. They get little protein, except for what
they can get from sorghum, and consumption of meat, eggs, milk or even beans is rare.
The average Hiitian eamns less than a $1 a day.and spends alrfiost 20 cents of it to buy

. water. (See A World to Win 1986/6 for more background information.)

A new president might even be able to raise a small section of the masses out of the
hellish depths of po.verty“and misery they are currently in; thus fueling illusions about
what they can gain from a new government. But most of the poor people will:likely be
plunged into deeper poverty. And, even if some of the middle classes see their situation
improve, Aristide’s cooperation with the US to tighten the noose on the basic masses —
with the usual package of devefoping the “free” market, keeping foreign investors happy,
and IMF and World Bank austerity schemes — is ‘bound to throw the people mto
renewed struggle against him or any future presrdent. N :

As for the US claim to restore democracy, when Clinton says, “Democratlc nerghbours
make better trade partners”, it is obvious that he means US-imposed order is better for
exploiting the poor masses in neo-colonial sweatshops like Haiti. This is the basic rela,-
tionship underlying the forms of very “undemocratic” political rule over the masses in
Haiti, which they know as terror and weekly funerals of their people. One of the purpos-
es of this so-called democratic mission is to foster hopes and disarm the people with
another big lie: that a “new’”’ regime under the present set-up in an oppressed nation like
Haiti can reform and develop a .bourgeois society that will offer the kind of political
rights and partial freedoms generally allowed some sections of the people in the rich
countries. Such a fantasy — that loyal US guardians in Haiti, even new so-called reform-
ers, could somehow reverse the 1mpenalrst domination of the’ country — is as ridiculous
as it is impossible. -

\\

But it is possible for the people to rise up and hberate themselves, and this is what they
must do: make revolution — New Democratic Revolution. This requires developing a
Marxist-Leninist-Maoist party that can lead an alliance between the proletariat and Haiti’s
majority peasant population with other progressive classes to wage a protracted people’s
war. Such a revolutionary war, like the one the people of Peru are waging today under the
leadership of the Communist Party of Peru, aims to overthrow bureaucrat capitalism and
semi-feudalism in Haiti ‘and break free of 1mpenallsm s grip. Only this type of revolution
can begin to give real political power and genuine democrauc rights to the ‘masses
oppressed by the old society, such as the central demand for land to the tiller, by mobilizing
the peasants to seize back their land, while paving the way for socialist revolution.

The Haitian masses have a wealth of experience of fighting against US 1mpenahsm and
Haiti’s reactionary classés. Many will leam through this occupation just who they are up
against, that these are_the very same enemies who have raped their country and its
labouring people for a century and whose own “attachés” — the whole ¢lass of US-
dependent comprador and feudal rulers — have drowned their many heroic struggles in
blood. A significant section of the people already know this and have a deep hatred for
the US. Most of all, the Haitian people can learn that it is only the proletariat guided by
its science of Marxism-Leninism-Maoism that can create a peasant guerrilla army and
unite the broadest.ranks of the people to transform Haiti into a stronghold of liberation.

Although the Haitian people’s enemiés are trying to replace the lid on their struggle with
another tighter fitting one, the lmpenahsts are playing with fire — and they know the lid
could blow off altogether: the fact is that the people are aroused to deal blows to their
oppressor and can rapidly become ‘an unpredictable factor exploding in the US’ face.
People around the world must expose and loudly denounce this latest invasion by the
Yankee marauders and firmly support the struggle of the people against them.
Dechoukage of the old order is fine — let it go all the way and prepare to uproot reaction
and imperialism from Haiti altogether' i O

N
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The Yasser Arafat. Surrender Ceremony

What Died .on fhe
White House [avvn9

—Statement by the Commitiee of the Revoluhonory Infernationalist Movement
14 September 1993 '

On 12 September the whole world was subjected to Yasser Arafat’s surrender ceremony
on the White House lawn, The reaction from the Palestinian masses was swift. Anger
and a sense of betrayal swept. across- Palestme, among refugees and all friends of the
Palestinian people. ‘

The Committee of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement expresses its resolute
and complete opposition to this latest capitulationist agreement and pledges its support to
the Palestinian masses in their continuing struggle for a democratic secular state on the
entire territory of Palestine. With great trumpets, the U.S. imperialists and the Zionists
are proclaiming that the signing of the Israel-PLO agreement means the end of the long
struggle of the Palestinian people and the definitive acceptance of Israel’s existence on
Palestinian land. They are declaring that this, surrender agreement is the reward for the
many decades of aggression, occupation, represswn and arrogance of the nmpenahsts
and of their most faithful attack dog, Israel, in this region.

‘At the same time, these same reactmnary forces are ca]lmg on the PLO to fulfill its new
role as a policemen repressing the people in the service of imperialism and Zionism.

Many Palestinians are'urgently seeking to understand how it is that such a heroic strug-

‘gle for which so many thousands have given their lives has ended up betrayed. How is it
‘that the PLO, an organisation identified with the struggle of the people, has become little
‘more than an Israeli-backed militia?

In fact, this betrayal was long in the making, long before the hatching of the infamous
Madrid conspiracy, and even before the Gulf War or Arafat’s 1988 recogmtxon of the
state of Israel. -

'

For two decades now, the Palesnman leadership has bcen seeking some way to reconcile
the struggle of the Palestinian people with the imperialist-imposed “realities” of the
Middle East. This way came to be known as the plan for the Paléstinian “mini-state” in
the West'Bank and Gaza, and it was promoted at the time especially by the Soviet Union
and those Arab and Palestinian forces aligned-with it. This dream of reconciling the
legitimate national aspjrations of the Palestinian people with imperialism and Zionism
was never realisable, not then and not now, for the linchpin of imperialist domination of
the Middle East is the dxspossessxon of the Palesuman people and the estabhshment of
the pro-West military outpost-known as Israel.

Different Palestmlan leaders and tendencies, and dlfferent forces among the lmpenahsts
and regactionaries themselves, have been divided over what would be the role for the
Palestinians in such a mini-state, and especially over whether and how a small section. of
the Palestinian upper classes would be given the right to share in the exploitation of the
people. As long as the nmpenahst states themselves wete sharply divided into the con-
flicting East and West blocs, it was inipossible for the so-called “comptehensive peace
plan” to be instituted and shoved down the throat of the people. Now the U.S. feels that
with the collapse of the Soviet Union, and with the punishing example of the Gulf War

‘accomplished, it is finally possible to enforce a Pax Americana on the Middle East, at the

expense, of course, of the legitimate nghls of the Palesuman people.
Today many forces who have been allied in the past with Yasser Arafat a are loudly con-
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demning his betrayal. But the main criticism they raise is not of the Isracl-PLO agree-
ment itself, but of the particularly humiliating rerms of the agreement. Some are saying,
in effect, that abandoming the struggle against Israel, giving up the most basic rights of
millions of Palestifiians, and coming to an-agreement with the imperialist overlords of
the region, in short, selling out, is acceptable providing the price is right. Certain Islamic
forces claim to be fighting for the complete liberation of Palestine but say nothing about
the imperialist powers behind the ZlOlllSt state and in fact seek support from the reac-
tionary states of the regiori.

The revolutionary communist forces can never acccpt any of this logic. It is impossible
to separate the struggle of the Palestinian people for their national liberation from the
overall world-wide struggle against imperialism and all reaction. Any attempt to make
such a separation cannot help but lead to the kind of shameful humiliation and betrayal
that Arafat personifies today.

The great strength of the Palestinian people s struggle and the support the struggle has
received from revolutionary and progressive people around the world has come from the
fact that the Palestinian people have been a shock brigade in the international struggle
against imperialism and reaction. Today the Palestinians are being asked to turn their
back on this proud heritage while Arafat polices the streets and begs the imperialist and
Zionists for a bowl of soup.

But the people of Palestine cannot and will not remain meek and silent while others

trample on them. As Mao Tsetung put it, “wherever there is’ oppression, there is resis-
tance”. This latest capitulation and whatever new structures of oppression are setup as a
result of it will only lead to 4 new round of resistance.

Today the Palestinian people have the task of defeating Arafat’s capitulatian But it is
important that Palestinian revolutionary comrades draw correct conclusions from the
many decades of struggle as well as from the series of betrayals. The link between the
Palestinian people’s struggle and the world revolutionary procéss has-been deeply
strained by the treacherous behaviour of Arafat and others who sought the friendship and
support not of the revolutionaries but of the imperialist states (the U.S. or former Soviet
Union) and the blood-soaked Arab regimes. This type of leadershnp is based upon the

interests of a minority of exploiters and its class nature makes it drawn like a magnet
toward capitulation and betrayal.

It is high time the revolutionaries in Palestine went about building a genuine Marxist-
Leninist-Maoist vanguard party. Only such a party is capable of standing up ideological-
ly, politically and organisationally to the threats and bribes of the imperialists and reac-
tionaries. Only such a party can correctly:situate the struggle of the Palestinian people as
a vital link in a worldwide chain which unites the proletarians and oppressed all over the
globe. Only such a party ¢an lead the masses of people in carrying out the long and bitter
struggle for genuine national liberation as part of the world proletarian revolution.

The capltulauomsts claim that the Maoist path is “unrealistic”. But as we have said before,
what is truly unrealistic is to expect that the Palestinian people can ever achieve justice at
the hands of the imperialists and Zionists. The capntulatxomsts say we are for war and not
peace. But we know that there will never be peace in the region as long as the imperialists
and their Israeli hooligans run roughshod over the people. The capitulationists say that now
is the time for construction, But we know as Mao taught us that there can be na construc-
tion without destruction. A bright red Palestine, a Palestine of the proletariat and the peo-

ple, can'only be built upon the ashes of imperialism and Zionism.

We pledge the support of the Revolutlonary Intcmahonahst Movement to the Palestlman

. people at this difficult moment. Through struggle, this latest attack on the people can be

transformed into another nail in the coffin of imperialism and reaction. The capitulation-
ists declare, that the revolutionary struggle of the Palestinian-people has died with the
s1gnmg of the Israel-PLO accord. But it is the illusion of a “just settlement” r rgconciling

the just demands of the Palestinian people with imperialism and Zionism that died on the
White House lawn. | 0
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Message to the

Communist Party of the Philippines
On the Occasion of its 25th Anniversary

From the Committee of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement

Twenty five years ago, as Mao
Tsetung led millions of people in the
Cultural Revolution to blaze an
uncharted path towards the new
world of communism under the
watchword, “It’s right to rebel
against reactionaries!”, a handful of
Filipino revolutionaries founded the
Communist Party of the Philippines
(CPP) to lead the people of that
country forward as part of the world
proletarian revolution. This was a
joyous event, not only for the Fil-
ipino people, who had fought the
imperialists, particularly the U.S.
rulers, for many long years, but for
the oppressed and exploited of all
the world. Indeed, the CPP is not
only the fruit of the Filipino people’s
struggle, and not only of the world
revolutionary struggle in ‘general,
but it is also an offspring of that
world historic battle of the Chinese
masses against the imperialists and
especially the modem Soviet revi-
sionists and their Chinese counter-
parts, which was led by the great
leader of the intemational proletari-
at, Mao Tsetung. '

The comrades of the young CPP
boldly took up Marxism-Leninism-
Mao Tsetung Thought, which they
hailed as “the acme of Marxism-
Leninism”, and brought it to the

Jnasses. They fearlessly applied
Mao’s pathbreaking theory of Peo-
ple’s War to the specific conditions
of the Philippines, and went to the
countryside to mobilise the masses,
particularly the poor peasants, in
people’s war; they carried out agrari-
an revolution and roused the masses
to create new forms of red power in
the rural areas, relying on armed
struggle as the principal form of
struggle and the New People’s Army
led by the CPP as the main form of

organisation of the masses. For
many years the CPP comrades per-
sisted in this line and carried for-
ward the protracted warfare that step
by step will enable the oppressed
and exploited of the Philippines to
surround the cities from the country-
side and carry out the New Demo-
cratic Revolution against imperial-
ism, feudalism and bureaucrat capi-
talism, to establish the joint dictator-
ship of the revolutionary classes led
by the proletariat as the necessary
prelude to the socialist revolution.

These developments proved in
practice Mao's teaching that a cor-
rect political and ideological line is
decisive, and that even when there
are no soldiers, if the line is correct,
soldiers will be found. Relying on
the invincible weapon of our revolu-
tionary science, the CPP grew from
small to big, and led the People’s
War to sink deep roots in the coun-
tryside and to deal powerful blows
against the U.S. imperialists and the
Filipino compradors and feudal
landlords.

Today, 25 years after its found-

ing, the CPP is engaged in the seri- "~

ous task pf carrying out a rectifica-
tion campaign on the basis of raising
high the great red banners of Marx,
Lenin and Mao. The CPP comrades
are intensively studying the works
of Mao in order to uproot a series of
errors that arose in the 1980s that
departed from Mao’s line and repu-
diated previous correct verdicts of
the Party. These went along with a
tendency to confuse enemies with
friends both domestically and inter-
nationally, including concerning the
social-imperialist character of the
USSR and the reactionary post-1976
Deng regime in China. The Commit-
tee of the Revolutionary Internation-

alist Movement, which since 1984
has gathered together revolutionary
communist parties from around the
world on the basis of the three red
banners of Marx, Lenin and Mao,
salutes the CPP on the occasion of
its 25th anniversary and welcomes
this rectification initiative with all its
heart. RIM expresses the deeply felt
wishes of all the comrades in the
Maoist parties and organisations
united in RIM that the CPP carries
this rectification campaign through
to the end, that it succeeds in revital-
ising the Party and through it the
New People’s Army so as to carcy
forward the people’s war in the
Philippines to victory and establish a
red Philippines as a mighty base
area for the world revolution.

On the occasion of the Mao Tse-
tung Centenary, the Revolutionary
Internationalist Movement has pro-

“claimed that Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism is its guiding ideology. On
the basis of this all-powerful ideolo-
gy, the revolutionary communists
the world over will be able to
advance our unity and solidify our
ranks, to beat back the reactionary
anti-communist counter-offensive
launched by the imperialists and
their revisionist and reactionary
lackeys, and to seize on the deepen-
ing crisis of their system and the
unprecedented storms of rebellion
and resistance this will unleash so as
to lead the masses to seize power
through revolutionary violence,
establish their rule and advance
towards that future when all
exploitation and oppression shall be
done away with and the bright red
sun. of communism will shine over
the whole world.

26 December 1993







Changing of the Guard
Continued from page 59

as well as a sizeable informal military
sector that ran destabilization cam-
paigns in neighbouring countries, as-
sisting forces like Renamo in
Mozambique and Unita in Angola.

Derailing the elections process
through their links to the pohce and
army was clearly the goal of these
groups. They carried out shooting
sprees of black masses in the cities,
and in the countryside, roadside am-
bushes. They believed that short: of
being able to carry out a civil war to
preserve their privileges under apar-
theid, a climate of total -fear and
chaos had to be created so the gov-
ernment’s plan would fail and a
more military solution would win
out. De Klerk was widely booed and
threatened whenever he (rarely) ven-
tured to the rural white farm areas
that tended to support this range of
extremist white groups. These
groups hooked up with the military
and police have often been inappro-
priately referred to as the “third
force”, “inappropriately”, because
most often they had full hcense to
act and were part of the same pro-
gramme that the reactionary state’s
security forces were already carry-
ing out against the masses.

However, politically some of these
white reactionary forces formed an
alliance with the conservative Inkatha
Freedom Party in opposition to the
negotiations and elections'and even
began to become members. They
openly collaborated to both instigate
and carry out repeated slaughters, in
part by whipping up minor divisions
among black people in the already
extremely tense townships.

The state’s own policy of under-
mining the ANC and building up
Inkatha through fomenting what they
would call “black on black violence”,
<argeting and dividing Xhosas and
Zulus as the two largest ethnic
groups, had already been in full oper-
ation since the big upsurges of strug-
gle in the mid-’80s. This was leaked
by a former intelligence officer, who
accused the government of trying to
break up the ANC and who had him-
self been part of an over $35 million
scheme to thwart the pro-Soviet lib-
eration movement, Swapo, in 1989
before the elections in Namibia.
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The white regime has had a willing
ally in Chief Buthelezi, the puppet
leader and police chief of Kwazulu,
the apartheid-designated “Zulu”
homeland. Far from matching the
original Zulu-based region in Natal,
Kwazulu was a patchwork of little
pieces of the worst land scattered
around prosperous white plantations
and farms. Buthelezi has cultivated
nationalist support through the medi-
um of the Inkatha “cultural” organi-
zation, to build his own reactionary
power base, but always in close ser-
vice to the apartheid regime. They re-
warded him amply and channeled
large sums of government money to
Inkatha through several different
slush funds; covert funds alone to
help sponsor activities against the
ANC and other organizations ran into
the hundreds of thousands of dollars
until it was exposed in July 1991.

As early as 1987 the police had
stopped applying the ban on tradi-
tional weapons (Zulus had been
prohibited from carrying any kind of
stick or instrument for nearly 100
years unless they could prove they
were hunting or fishing.) In 1990,
after Inkatha turned from a cultural
movement into a political party, the
government quietly legalized their
weapons. Mainly rural-based Zulus
were riled up against the ANC which
had made some inroads into Natal,
and they were told the ANC was
going to take their king’s land away
if Mandela won, etc, etc. In fact
Inkatha supporters are a small minor-
ity of the 38% Zulus among the black
population, a sizeable number of
whom support the ANC.

The collaboration between the ex-
treme right, the police and Inkatha
took on several forms. Forays were
made into townships, where white-
driven vansand khaki-dressed whites
“guarded” loads of Inkatha members
as they launched an attack. Police al-
lowed Inkatha free rein to kill, and
would mainly ¢hase non-Inkatha
masses, raid their houses for weapons
in the name of stopping violence, and
then allow the impis to return again
for another massacre after they had
seized weapons. Or, after muiderous
clashes in townships where people
had been hacked or stabbed, the po-
lice would make a show. of rounding
up Inkatha’s weapons, and shortly af-
terwards hand them back. -

A new spiral of violence against

the masses was fueled to set people
against each other in the name of eth-
nic differences and so-called “politi-
cal” territory. Suddenly the news fea-
tured black masses at each others’
throats, supposedly on behalf of their
organization, or their “candidate”,
and later just as “tribal nvalry" And
magically arms were appearing ev-
erywhere (although they had never
been available to the masses during
the past 200 years of conflict with the
oppressor and its police).

The white supremacist rulers have
always tried to separate Azanians into
little phony nations and stir up na-
tionalism, mainly in order to create a
small class of puppet national loyalist
administrators in the service of age-
old divide and rule. Yet this has never
been very successful given the com-
monness of the oppressed masses’
conditions under apartheid in general
and the fluid mixture of peoples and
languages; in fact, between the Xhosa
and Zulu languages, for example,

there is enough similarity for people

to understand each other, and it is
common in the Rand region, where
much of the violence occurred, for
people to speak 3 or 4 different lan-
guages.

This destabilization-and-more re--

pression strategy aimed to confuse
and divide the masses, to get across
that blacks are unrulable and certain-
ly not fit to rule themselves. It also
aimed to narrow down hopes to es-
tablishing law and order, to an end
to the killing, encouraging the back-
ward to call for a strong-handed
state. This had its political effects
too in the form of diverting the mass
struggle towards €lections as the
only alternative. As a leaflet put out

by revolutionary Azanian youth

said, “...These dastardly genocidal
acts against the African people are
intended to make us weary and frus-
trated, to paralyse our political con-
sciousness, to obscure the objectives
of our struggle, to destroy armed
struggle and to make us cry hysteri-
cally for an “empty peace” that
serves the insatiable appetite of the
imperialists. It is a means to boost
the sell-out process of negotiations
and to accord With the economic im-
perative and the imperialists and
their agents...” And there has also
been class struggle against this and
against the whole regime and system
at the same time,
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Self-defence units (SDUs) were
formed in many townships against
Inkatha violence. The ANC even
sponsored theih for awhile, and
called for the training of some
youth. When these youth proved too
“undisciplined” to listen to ANC or-
ders not to fight, the SDUs tumed
into a political albatross for the
ANC. And today, readers write that
in one area some SDUs have still re-
fused to hand in their arms, and vow
to use them against the new govern-
ment if necessary. '

Inciting this violence nearly back-
fired too, producing so much more
instability that brokering a peace
through the elections almost failed.
But it was accompanied with a lot
of polifical bargaining, bribes and
concessions. Just to get the coopera-
tion of Buthelezi, who threatened to
boycott the elections in the face of
the ANC’s strength, the niling class
promized him seats in parliament
and a ministry post and tossed vari-
ous “gifts” his way, including an
enormous piece of land. They were
also able to win over the head of the
right-wing Freedom Front, General
Constand Viljoen, to run in the elec-
tions, who campaigned for a sepa-
rate white state. Mandela congratu-
lated this butcher of the Azanian
people during his election speech as
a “worthy South African”.

The imposing of a consensus
therefore relied on both reactionary
violence against the Azanian masses
and negotiations tactics. If former
President de Klerk was leading the
talks, his class friends also benefit-
ted from and refused to curb the
murderous actions of the state’s se-
curity forces (except to fire some
exposed generals who had come
under scrutiny by the many inves-
tigative commissions of the vio-
lence). In short, the rulers were able
to put together a reactionary stabili-
ty and enough of a coalition to hold
the vote, but this is as fragile as it-is

temporary.

The crisis-ridden state is proud
that they avoided a war of “indepen-
dence”, but the birth of even this re-
structured “multi-racial” colonial
state meant the burials of thousands
of Azanians. In other words, what
they accomplished was a war in
which the casualties were on one

side and what they avoided was a.

civil war in which the masses too

had tlfgir chance to fight against
them in an organized way.

1l. WHAT WILL THE NEW
Z“PEOPLE’'S” GOVERNMENT
__DO FOR THE PEOPLE? _

A quick look at the social and eco-
nomic situation that the Mandela-led
government is inheriting gives an
idea why even the best-intentioned
reform programme would be unable
to right the wrongs of imperialist and
colonial domination of the Azanian
people. (However, statistics in South
Africa are only indicators, as they
themselves reflect the colonizers’
tendency to present a far rosier pic-
ture and to conceal the huge gaps be-
tween black and white people by
combining the figures together, by
not including the former artificial in-
dependent homelands, and by consol-
idating different employment cate-
gories within sectors.) According to
World Bank figures, South Africa,
the white oppressor colony, is the
24th richest country in the world.
Azania, the indigenous oppressed na-
tion, figures 124th.

In a population that is overwhelm-
ingly black, unemployment stands at

over 50% and is rising, reportedly

reaching as high as 70% in the east-
ern regions. The 34 million Azanian
majority (total black population) is
mostly concentrated in vast poor
urban and rural townships, or in the
impoverished rural “bantustan”
zones, which were the only place
blacks were “legally” able to live
since the official confiscation by the
white minority regime of more than
4/5 of the land 80 years ago. Some-
where between 11 and 15 million
Azanians live in the rural areas, and
85% of the people are considered to
be living below the poverty line in
the former homeland areas. 12 mil-
lion people don’t have access to clean
drinking water and 21 million don’t
have adequate sanitation (toilets and
refuse removal). The segregated
schools (based on the well-known
apartheid policy of separate and infe-
rior “Bantu education” whose Chris-
tian-fundamentalist rationale that
“Africans don’t need to acquire Euro-
pean civilization in order to perform
simple labour, as God ordained”) are
poerly equipped, understaffed, with-
out electricity or are even non-exis-
tent in black areas. The government

spending ratio is 8 to 1 on white and”
black education and the illiteracy rate
today still hovers somewhere near
50%. In the business world, blacks
occupy less than 2% of corporate
management positions, while only
1% of the economic activity of the
formal sector is attributable to black
businesses.

Azania fits squarely amongst the
oppressed nations dominated by im-
perialism. However;, the particular
features of settler colonization in
South Africa by a minority of whites
of European origin (primarily Dutch
and British) have accelerated certain
aspects of economic development on
the basis of the, most backward, op-
pressive and exploitative social rela-
tions. During the period of more than
200 years of fierce wars of resistance
over the land, some of the indigenous
pastoral and peasant societies were
gradually being broken apart through
the colonialists’ spread of disease,
cattle theft and killing, early colonial
laws and the imposition of taxes, as
well as through the outright extermi-
nation of certain peoples in order to
occupy more land and draw Africans
into the colonial economy. On the
land white settlers had seized, both

" slavery and various feudal forms of

tenant farming existed, as small mer-
chant trading and agriculture for the
colonial market (with limited export
to Europe) developed into nascent
capitalism, However in the late 1800s
diamonds and then gold were discov-
ered, and the process of capturing
black labour, badly needed to exploit
the precious stones and minerals, was
speeded up by more systematic dis-
possession of the land and forcing of
blgack§ into the labour force (along
with indentured labour brought over
from India to work the sugar cane
plantations in Natal). Capitalist
growth took a leap, as did European
interests and direct capital investment
in South Africa. Imperialist Britain
launched a bloody war (Anglo-Boer
War, 1899-1902) to settle their claim
to this untapped wealth. After this
war a European settler-based reac-
tionary state was consolidated which
organized and enforced this exploita-
tion of the mines and the develop-
ment of white-owned agriculture
mainly in order to “feed” the growing
work force (and only secondarily for
export).

During the 20th century, imperial-



ist-financed capitalist development of
sectors of the economy key to imperi-
alist capital accumulation or strategi-
cally was facilitated in every way by
a subsidized top-heavy white reac-
tionary state. A capitalist class arose
among the white settlers permitting
the white minority to have a standard
of living comparable to Europe, or
the U.S. Although the Azanian peo-
ple (the superexploitation of whom
permitted this rapid development)
have mainly been excluded from the
results of it, still white South Africa’s
economic growth has far outstripped
most of the rest of Africa, with the re-
sult that it is overall “richer” than
most of Africa, .

- Sixty percent of all U.S. investment
in the continent, for example, has
gone to South Africa. Through impe-
rialist distortion of most African
neo/semi-colonial, semi-feudal
economies, the effects of the global
economic crisis, as well as treacher-
ous imperialist aid policies, such as
IMF and World Bank structural ad-
justment programmes, the economic

“situation and lives of the people have

deteriorated since formal political in-
dependence was won or granted in
the 1960s. Between 1960 and 1990,
average per capita income has
dropped by $200 in Africa, from
$850 to $645.

“RECONSTRUCTING
AND DivViLOPING”™ SOUTH AFRICA

Mandela’s election promises cen-
tred around the widely-touted social
reforms to attack poverty and provide
basic services to the victims of
apartheid over the coming five years
until the next national elections.
These plans include creating 2.5 mil-
lion jobs in public works, such as
electrifying 1 million households,
building 1 million low-cost houses
and allocating some state funds to
provide 10 years of compulsory free
education along with some type of
free medical care for young children,

Because this programme clearly
only scratches the surface of the very
deep problems and inequalities in so-
ciety, and because the new govern-
ment wants only to “raise black peo-
ple’s standards without lowering any-
one else’s”, it has exposed just whose
interests the national unity govern-
ment is fundamentally committed to
serving. In addition, the entire debate
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about the “welfare” of the people be-
came focused on the feasibility of
these relatively modest reforms
(which the white opposition called
“pie in the sky™) and wherg to get the
billions of rands to finance them,
without cutting budgets that affect the
current status quo, or taking any
white people’s jobs away (more than
1/3 of whom are employed by the
central state!), etc, etc.

Then there is the “political educa-
tion” that accompanies the reforms at
no extra charge: that the masses
should be patient and not expect t0o
much too soon. One side of this dou-
ble-edged sword has featured smiling
township dwellers on television
swearing they are happy even though
they are poor because now they are
free, and that really all they wanted
was their dignity restored. On the
other side long-winded entreaties for
understanding that the ANC
shouldn’t be expected to undo
overnight (in S years) what the terri-
ble apartheid regime has created over
several decades. -

It is true that getting rid of the ex-
treme racial and class inequalities in
a society defined by and based on
them is a protracted process no mat-
ter what class has taken the reins of
power. A New Democratic Revolu-
tion led by the proletariat, however,
would take immediate steps to ex-
propriate all major landholders that
have kept the masses landless, and
would take over and reorient the
means of production dominated by
white settler and foreign capital as
well as cut its ties to the imperialist
economy. This would pave the way
for building a self-sufficient national
economy, for carrying out planned
economic development in the inter-
ests of the labounng classes, and
breakéng from the vise-grip of impe-
rialism completely.

The ANC-led government’s diffi-
culty in finding the billions of rand
necessary for a few improvements in
some of the masses’ lives without
ruffling- any feathers is based on a
different outlook and programme that
will end up not only remaining de-
pendent on imperialism, but tighten-
ing these bonds even more. In real
life, one motto has drowned out all
the “freedom” slogans: “Make South
Africa safe for investors”. It is not
that some of their planners would not

like to make good on their election

promises and even go further to erad-
icate social problems, but they are not
prepared nor able to go up against the
powers that be and the current eco-
nomic order to achieve that.

The ANC’s “Reconstruction and
Development Programme™ (RDP) is
a platform of basic reforms of
apartheid society that was circulated
to “commumty leaders”, “people’s

forums” and business and ruling class

circles to establish a consensus over
the future road well before the elec-
tions took place. One economist from
the South Africa Rand Merchant
Bank said he could even start to iden-
tify with it. No wonder. A look at the
150-page policy framework reveals
its conciliatory, “don’t rock the boat”
nature. If the outward appeal is to re-
form and “deracialize” the profound-
ly unequal and stifling institutions
throughout society, the programme in
no way challenges the basic precepts
and foundation of capitalist and semi-
feudal exploitation upon which ese

institutions are built; in fact it en-

shrines them. ‘

In page after page of.critical ac-
knowledgement of the past and dou-
blespeak lamenting the dispropor-

“tionate effects of apartheid on black

people in every area, from housing to
schools to access to land and bank
loans, the twin goals of this pro-
gramme are clear enough. The pro-
gramme outlines the “five-year plan”
for beginning to make certain
changes to allow the new government
to demarcate itself from the old
regime. Secondly, it aims to persuade
black bourgeois and radical petit
bourgeois that the impossible — that
is, substantial development of the
black population held down for so
long — can be achieved through par-
tial reforms, and they should rally to
them. It promises to “eliminate the
poverty, low wages and extreme in-
equalities in wages and wealth gener-
ated by the apartheid system, meet
basic needs and thus ensure that
every South African has a decent liv-
ing standard and economic security”.

Even the rich, imperialist countries
have not been able to offer this to the
exploited and oppressed masses in-
side their borders!

As for the explosive land issue, the
RDP policy is hazy because, it seems,

_the national unity team was unable to

arrive at any major concessions in
this area that touches the very spinal
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cord of the whole colonial ownership
system. A not immediate plan to tum
over some 30% of the land iricludes
vague assurances of restoring some
land rights~to blacks who were dis-
possessed or forcibly removed if they
can produce deeds, although the date
from which to proceed is a big point
of controversy. There is also discus-
sion of selling trust land leased by the
state and the churches, and bringing
onto the market some undesirable
land held by whites or by the army
that has been under-utilized, aban-
doned or exhausted, as well as land
procured in questionable transactions
from the apartheid regimeé or mort-
gaged to state and parastatal bodies.

White commercial agriculture
(about 70,000 farmers) contributes
only about 5% to the Gross Domestic
Product (GDP), and the debate over
the feasibility of allowing black
small-scale production to resume is
centred around restructuring to
“spread the ownership base” and
opening up access to the national
market and the distribution system
completely dominated by white farm-
ers and large corporations. The RDP
promises to improve rural infrastruc-
ture and in the future to elaborate a
rural development programme in
general. .

Regarding the economy, the RDP
points out that the means of.produc-
tion, distribution and finance are in
the hands of a tiny minority, whose
policies of monopolization... preda-
tory pricing and interlocking direc-
torships... and the overwhelming
proportion of white and corporate
ownership of the land, “create racial
and social tension”. This could easi-
ly qualify for the understatement of
the century. The ANC’s well-known
Freedom Charter used to advocate
nationalising these gigantic capitalist
concerns, but now the RDP proposes
to offset this monopolization (four
enormous corporate groups control
more than 80% of the stocks on the
Johannesburg Stock Exchange) by
breaking up the big conglomerates
through forceful anti-trust laws and
making them more “transparent”
and accountable, while promoting
policiesthat stimulate more compet-
itiveness and encourage the growth
of small black business. In essence,
and to the degree it is carried out,
this means setting up some regulato-
ry mechanisms to oversee the hiring,

1}

- wage and training policies of the in-

dustrial and financiil giants, expand-
ing rights such as unionization, as
well as policies that will give some
black entrepreneurs greater access to
borrowing and credit. It also de-

. mands the return of privately-owned

mineral rights to the “democratic
government”.

It has been suggested by Western
journalists that the only real differ-
ence between the “centre-left” pro-
gramme of the ANC and the “centre-
right” programme of de Klerk’s Na-
tionalist Party, both of which focus
on investor confidence and secondar-
ily, aid to small businesses, is the
ANC'’s penchant for developing pub-
lic works.

The national unity government
promises that South Africa’s devel-
oped industrial infrastructure and
new stable political climate will at-
tract greater foreign investment and
generate sustainable growth through
developing more manufacturing for
exports, including the processing and
refining of minerals and other raw
materials (now mainly sold directly
as precious stones and metals and ac-
counting for 75% of export eamnings).
Manufacturing, however, because of
both the economic crisis and its ten-
dency to become more capital-inten-
sive, has cut back labour by some
15% in recent years, rather than gen-
erating new jobs.

As in other cases where IMF and
World Bank strategies are applied,
the post-election government is in-
creasingly being pressured to consid-
er privatization of some of the re-
maining huge state corporations cen-
tred around utilities, public transport,
key natural resources and the all-im-
portant area of arms production.

In fact these parastatals, as they are
called, have served as a vehicle to
help finance, centralize and redis-
tribute subsidies to both “local” and
imperialist enterprizes through import
controls, tax incentives and low-cost

“inputs (based on the profits and low-

cost services made available by
apartheid’s superexploitation). The
state also provided an inter-linking
technological base for industry
through its direct investment in man-

ufacturing and to some extent, agri-

culture, which has always beén ex-

tended extremely favourable credit.
Two of the largest state corpora-

tions, ISCOR, the state iron and

steel company and SASOL, the oil
from coal company, were privatized
in recent years in anticipation of
ANC nationalization schemes. Now,
ESCOM, the huge electricity utility,
has visions of electrifying countries
like Zambia and the Congo and at-
tracting foreign investment and
high-energy consuming industries

_ on the basis of South Africa’s low-

cost electricity, to make South
Africa an “Electricity Valley”, some-
thing like California’s Silicon Val-
ley.

ARMSCOR, the arms manufactur-
ing part of which has already been
privatized (and which has the dubi-
ous distinction of having been the
biggest arms exporter to the French-
backed former Rwandan govern-
ment), has always defied sanctions to
build up a robust weapons industry
and a bustling international arms
trade, mainly with Oman and Dubai,
but also the Far East and South
America. ARMSCOR is anticipating
replacing the old weapons supplied
by the Soviet bloc in the whole south-
ern Africa region. A debate has
gripped the ANC-led government
about expanding this profitable in-
dustry, or cutting defence, which was
always seen as a likely source for so-
cial spending.

If the ANC has been “persuaded”
to become “market-friendly” at the
expense of their pledges to the peo-
ple, the big white multi-national con-
glomerates, for their part, say they are
delighted with the “peaceful transi-
tion” and, in recompense for guard-
ing their basically unchallenged do-
minion are talking of reforms “way
past due”. The leading giant, Anglo-
American Corporation, originally
was an outgrowth of one of the most
powerful mining finance houses in
South Africa, but grew into an em-
pire of interlocking companies, part-
nerships and interests which have in-
vestments in several continents
through multiple affiliates and sub-
sidiaries. Y

This Group, which employs some
300,000 people and alone controls
somewhere between 25% and 40% of
Johannesburg’s stock market capital-
ization, promises affirmative action
and some shareholding for blacks,
some senior black management posts
and allowing some of their supply
services to be subcontracted to black
businesses (cleaning their corporate



carpets, for example). They recently
made a lot of press noise about letting
one of their affiliate’s black insurance
subsidiaries become black-controlled
and 51% black-owned, although this
has widely been qualified as a drop in
the bucket.

These are the type of dominant in-
ternational interests in which imperi-
alist capital has mixed with South
African capital to squeeze the
lifeblood and flesh of the Azanian
people for over a hundred years.
They have operated in a murderous
partnership with the white colonial
state which has managed and facili-
tated the financial and infrastructural
terms of this plunder, as well as over-
all playing the decisive role of Chief
Enforcer and Executioner in the sys-
tematized brutality and subjugation
of the Azanian people.

Nsw Marcusox llousié AND
A TicurEr IMmpERIALISY NooOsSE

The main plank of the proposed
RDP development scheme is that the
“new” South Africa should be more
closely tied to the “world economy”
— the imperialist system. The very
pivotal deception that this will make
it possible for everyone to benefit
more or less equally goes right to the
heart of the black petite bourgeoisie’s
and bourgeoisie’s illusions, vacilla-

tion and readiness to pursue what"

looks like quick and easy progress, at
least for them. Their battle to end
racial exclusion and domination by
.colonialist and imperialist interests of
their nation as a whole becomes
channeled narrowly into lobbying for
more reforms, for greater access to
the:“white man’s table”, and so on.

They have seen repeatedly that the
opposite is true — that only the strug-
gle of the people has brought the
regime to its knees and they know
that removing the colour bar in cer-
tain areas will not remove the “right”
of the. capitalist class to mainly ex-
ploit the people of colour for the pur-
pose of profit-making, now glorified
as “development”. Even so, these
more privileged strata among the
Azanian people hope that a “pro-peo-
ple” black government will somehow
forge an independent road.

The ANC document, in other
words, is trying to address directly
the people’s hatred and literally cen-
turies of resistance against the social
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relations shaped by capitalism and
semi-feudalism and protected by mi-
nority rule, while providing the polit-

ical framework for the biggest deceit °

of all: you don’t have to overthrow
the system that is the cause of this sit-
uation and the class it serves, you just
have to develop it to fulfill “every-
one's” needs, which requires making
peace with those who sit on top of
that system.

As the RDP makes clear, the new
ANC-led governinent must deliver
on some of their promises of opportu-
nities to develop the interests of the
black middle classes, or this whole
transition to “black” rule will be a

transparent joke. As South African

mining magnate Harry Oppenheimer,
long-time former head of Anglo-
American Corporation, said: “It’s
dangerous to be ruled by people with-
out a material stake in the country...”.

At the same time, the goal of de-
veloping these buffer strata of black
bourgeois and petit bourgeois so they
are willing to help stabilize the coun-
try overall will also collide with the
reality that white corporate interests
control the means of production and
finance. (This is not to say these big
companies won’t sponsor some black
training programmes, and even allow
minimal black stockholding in their
companies, or promote some individ-
uals to management.)

In the pre-election period the ANC
had already gotten into hot water
with black business leaders who
complained that it was catering far
too much to white business concerns,
instead of theirs. They protested that
they are bloodied and battlescarred
from being considered sell-outs by
the liberation movements, and from
fighting through general restrictions
and lack of access fo capital from the
white business class, but they have
survived.

Since the election, some examples
have highlighted this dilemma: areas

like Soweto, where black people have

always had to carry food home after
work in Johannesburg because there
were hardly any grocery stores in the
township, now are suddenly' the land
of golden opportunity. However, in-
stead of the small black entrepreneurs
(who were never allowed access to
suppliers to buy in bulk, among other
obstacles) getting a chance to “ex

ploit the emerging black market”, the
country’s largest supermarket chain,

Sanlam (a white-owned conglomer-
ate), has beat them out and they are
furious. ’

The bigtime players in financial
circles also talk about aiding small
businesses to stimulate the economy
and of drawing the huge informal
sector into the formal sector (the
“Kombi” taxis, for example, and par-
allel services for blacks developed
over the years, some into successful
businesses). Yet the problem of astro-
nomical unemployment will not be
solved by the main remedy being put
forward, which is “affirmative ac-
tion”, gradually reducing discrimina-
tion, within the dominant formal sec-
tor itself, which can only provide a
few hundred thousand jobs a year.
Presently 20% of GDP is estimated to
come from this informal sector,
which relieves unemployment pres-
sures on the state considerably.

In a sense,. those who scorn the
RDP as “pie in the sky” are more
truthful than all of the ANC'’s obljgue
and militant rhetoric about rectifying
injustice and delivering decent living
standards for all. Of course drawing
South Africa more closely into the
imperialist web may well bring about
some further capitalist development
ovenall, but this and any material ad-
vancement offered to the black mid-
dle strata will be at the expense of in-
tensifying the exploitation of the
basic masses. It is also true that the
new government can and probably
will trim its top-heavy central budget
to make minor improvements in the
social infrastructure that is almost to-
tally lacking for the black majority.
But the idea that social welfare will
be a chief and lasting priority for in-
vestment and long-term development
goes against the laws of capital accu-
mulation themselves, and this has
never been the pattern in imperialist
“development” of the Third World,
nor its poison-lined imperialist aid
packages.

In fact, the opposite is the rule.
IMF and World Bank plans, which
have worked their way right to the
heart of current policy debate in
South Africa, have consistently
meant mcreasmg mlsery for the
overwhelmmg majority of the mass-
es in the oppressed nations. In South
Africa too, greater social polariza-
tion will result from these plans. The
urban and rural poor may well be-
come even more impoverished, be
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worked harder and forced to_com-
pete for the worst jobs. Some mass-
es may get electricity, and some may
even benefit from new “low cost”
housing like the famous Soweto
“matchboxes”, but the idea that
these black masses will have access
to white standards of living or any-
thing remotely close to that is a
pipedream. More criminally for the
misleaders preaching empty, phony
liberation, it is a gigantic lie to the
masses of Azanians.

Tightening the imperialist noose
and reshaping some areas of the
economy to respond to the crisis
overall will also by no means auto-
matically clean up the many rem-
nants of feudalism that exist in vari-
ous spheres of semi-colonial society
and are a source of high profitability.

' Capitalist (and semi-feudal) exploita-

tion in South Africa has always de-
pended on these backward relations,
both tending to modernize some as-
pects of them, such as introducing
wage labour and machinery, but also
preserving important features such as
coercion, servitude, bonded labour,
and subsistence survival allowing the
reproduction of labourers.

In the countryside there is no min-
imum wage for agricultural labour,
for instance, and much of it is per-
formed by women and children
earning pittance revenues. The vast
capitalist operations in white com-
mercial agriculture transform but
also rely on the very backward and
oppressive social relations which
smack of feudalism. On some of the
white-owned maize farms in the
Transvaal, as just one example, it is
not uncommeon for migrant labourers
to be rounded up in trucks for a six-
month period called a “work con-
tract” several hundred kilometres
from home so they can’t easily es-
cape; they are then discharged back
in their “homelands” at the end with
a few bags of mealie meal as pay.

The whole system of overcrowded

“homelands” has always functioned

to maintain a large pool-of reserve
labour (enforced by influx control to
prevent families from following mi-
grant workers into- urban areas) and
to keep people landless so that they
cannot escape from low-paid slave-
like labour and return to small pro-
duction. The homelands have been
organized to enable people barely to
subsist (the white regime’s statisti-

)

cians call it the “African subsistence
economy’) as an important part of
being able to pay woikers below the
value of their labour throughout the
South African economy — in other
words the superexploitation of the
Azanian masses.!

Or, take the example of the feudal
“master and servant” relationship,
which permeates the entire South
African white colonial social struc-
ture (and not just the elite) from the
“house slaves” of the Afrikaner
farms, to the domestics of the posh
and not-so-posh all-white suburbs.
Some estimates count black domes-
tics as 20% of the work force. These
are the mostly live-in housecleaners
and nannies who are forced to work
all year around, live in cell-like
rooms on the property of the white
owners or in overcrowded hostels,
and earn barely enough to send
money home to help raise their fami-
lies they never are allowed to see.
While a common revisionist and
economist view considers these
women as just one type of wage
worker whose conditions need to be
improved through trade union pres-
sure, this widespread “tradition” ac-
tually conceals multiple aspects of
semi-feudalism, where wages barely
mask master and servant social rela-
tions, including a strong superstruc-
tural and coercive component. one
woman described how she had to eat
scraps from the white dinner table,
use her own knife, fork, and cup, and
couldn’t sit on any of the white peo-
ple’s furniture; another was fired for
watching Mandela on television and
still others were killed after sneaking
out to vote in the recent elections.
(On the rural farms, some white
farmers simply used their feudal au-
thority to take their workers’ identity
cards away so they couldn'’t vote.)

For the new government to suc-
cessfully attract foreign investment
means nothing but demanding greater
productivity through greater exploita-

1. Figures published in the SA Race
Relations Survey indicate that in the
Transkei, for example, half of the peo-
ple surveyed about the source of their
cash incomes depended on 80 rand
(about $40 at the time) per month, 90%
of which came from revenues from
commuters and migrant labour working
outside the homeland. 30% survived on
less than 50 rand per month.

tion of the workers, who already are
paid higher than in many oppressed
nations the multinationals operate in,
especially in Asia and Latin America.
But also it means following the re-
quirements of “developing” what is
good for the accumulation of interna-
tional capital, not what the people of
Azania or any other oppressed nation
need. This remains a fundamental
paradox of the basically nationalist
view that a third, independent or pro-
people road of development linked to
“integrating fully into the world
economy” is possible, which Man-
dela and the ANC ruling circles are
spilling so much ink over in order to
raise false hopes about reéonstruction
and development and to get people to
support their sell-out to imperialism
and the white settler class.

This “humanitarian™ or reformist
model of development also doesn’t
take into account that the imperialist
system itself is undergoing a major
economic crisis on a global level and
the important consequences of this on
the South Africa economy. While
high world gold prices tended to off-
set this crisis in South Africa until the
late 1970s, following on the heels of
rapid growth with fantastically high
profit rates of the 1960s, especially in
manufacturing, since then South
Africa’s growth has steadily declined.
From 1990 to 1993, the growth rate
was negative, climbing to 1.5% only
in 1994,

The South African capitalist class
and foreign investors have never re-
covered from the period of destabiliz-
ing struggle of the masses starting
with the Soweto rebellion in 1976. In
the mid-1980s another major upsurge
sent many foreign investors in search
of more stable political conditions. In
fact, even South African capital has
left to some extent to invest in Euro-
pean companies, primarily in the UK
and Germany, South Africa’s main
trading partners. While many in-
vestors sta ed to weather the storms,
and bypassed international sanctions
in various ways, the political climate
became a significant enough problem
to put into jeopardy the whole future
of the colonial state as it had been
nurtured and bankrolled by the West-
€rm powers.

The other side of the coin of offer-
ing up the! Azanian masses for more
intensive exploitation to the God of
Foreign Capital is the continued need



for extra-economic control, that is,
various forms of coercion and repres-
sion, which have always been the
foundation of apartheid rule and a
crucial element of superexploitation.
Although a few generals have been
retired from the police and army,
many of the same commanders who
ordered the massacres of the Azanian
people, organized the assassinations
of black political figures and foment-
ed bloodletting between sections of
the masses will take over and reorga-
nize the South Africa Police and
South Africa Defence Forces to be
even more efficient at suppressing the
masses. At present they are backed
up by 80,000 reservists — all white.
The RDP goes from deceit and
crime to shameful collaboration with
apartheid in the field of security, with
its claim of creating “peacekeeping”
forces that will serve the people. The
plan is to build stronger defence
forces and to “integrate” some 10,000
former homeland cops, 10,000 troops
from the ANC armed wing Umkhon-
to we Sizwe, and a few hundred from
the PAC’s APLA into the 65,000
members of the already existing re-
pressive apparatus of the former
apartheid state. How long until these
former liberation movement soldiers
will be convinced to shoot down re-
bellious youth in the townships, as
Arafat’s police do in the Gaza Strip?
In a similar vein, Mandela appoint-
- ed his mate de Klerk to handle intelli-
gence by heading up the reorganiza-
tion of the country’s secret services,
also predominantly white and infa-
mous for their hit squads and special
anti-subversion units that targeted
Mandela’s own ANC, among others.

All crimes of a political nature ..

committed by both blacks and whites
before December 1992 are to be par-
doned, and those since ‘92 will be de-
cided by the new government. This
announcement was met with prison
riots that spread throughout the sys-
tem demanding a pardon of all black
“crimes”, since in the land of
apartheid a huge number of blacks
are imprisoned on civil charges like
papers violations or being in the
wrong place at the wrong time, which
could be considered highly political.
Mandela tried to defuse this move-
ment in the prisons by knocking 6
months off the prisoners’ sentences,
which only provoked more struggle.
A strong defence force is of course
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linked to making South Africa a re-
gional and to some extent a continen-
tal gendarme, given its overall strate-
gic location for imperialism. There
are also plans to build it as the re-
gional economic powerhouse for
Africa. Frontline states are tentatively
heading into new trade deals with the
South African state after years of po-
litically sanctioning it. One of the
first consequences will be the ANC'’s
new anti-immigrant policy, in which
some 2 million workers from
Mozambique, Malawi, Zaire and
other neighbouring countries will be
turned away at the borders.

The ensemble of changes pro-
posed for reconstructing and devel-
oping South Africa are designed to
strengthen and modernize the
bondage of the Azanian people. By
reorganizing the economic spheres
slightly in order to attract more for-
eign investment these reforms would
make the current system more effi-
cient for exploitation by imperialism
with the parallel result of making
many of the Azanian masses even
more destitute. This is accompanied
by the need to organize more effec-
tive social control, both by allowing
some skilled blacks into the halls of
state and into the corporate elevators
wearing ties instead of cleaning uni-
forms, and by tightening up a some-
what blacker and more “representa-
tive” state repressive machine. In
short, the reforms amount to repro-
ducing the same basic social rela-
tions with a new twist, a small open-
ing to the black bourgeoisie and pe-
tite bourgeoisie.

The managers of an ailing world
order who have thrown their weight
behind the ANC face an underlying
dilemma: how can they maintain a
profitable rate of exploitation in a sit-
vation of basically insolvable global
crisis and keep the political situation
stable? Why do they think that their
further clamping down and squeezing
of the masses is not going to bring
greater rebellion? Even new black of-
ficers in the state and a small black
class with a “material interest” in the
way society is governed can only be
of short-term and limited help.

The rulers may have bought them-
selves some much-needed time to try
to defuse mass. anger, but.they have
also created new problems. For if il-
lusions are fresh in a place like Aza-
nia which has never even been

promised serious reforms before, still
the masses of people will doubtless
respond eloquently once they experi-
ence this equality and justice through
an eyedropper by forcefully escalat-
ing their struggle once again.

1il. WITHOUT _
POLITICAL PO
ALL IS ILLUSION

The particular value of elections
lies in their ability to portray the polit-
ical system as one that depends and
even thrives on the participation of all
of its members, although they are
given only the chance to choose be-
tween different options and candi-
dates pre-selected for them by the rul-
ing class. In fact, elections have the
effect of reducing the mass of people,
classes of people, to their entities as
single individuals, so that each indi-
vidual is confronted by a “personal”
dec:sxon,as though he or she is exer-
cising individually the right to irflu-
ence political events in a small way.
In a word, they render the masses po-
litically passive while spreading the
illusion that by making this voting
choice, they share a portion of politi-
cal power in society and actually have
a stake in defending that.

Nothing is farther from the truth,
Elections do not reflect the wielding
of political power by voters, but
rather the posing of the stamp of ap-
proval on the rule of the bourgeois
class which they have no control over
as single individuals; in fact this act
amounts to consenting that the politi-
cal system and status quo is not to be
challenged, much less fundamentally
changed. Elections are never the way
essential, or even important, deci-
sions are made about the running of
society and the organization of pro-
duction. They are but one tool in the
toolkit of bourgeois democracy for
the bourgeoisie to wield and reinforce
its class dictatorship over the prole-
tariat and oppressed classes.

In South Africa, the elections
served these same purposes, and in
an even more exaggerated way. By
reducing the wrenching, deep prob-
lems of the black majority to a formal
obstacle of being denied the “right to
vote”, the elections have truly per-
formed a miracle in deception to
many. By spreading the idea that peo-
ple aren’t free just because they

haven’t stood “equally” in a polling
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box in one of the most savage colo-

nial situations anywhere is to make a. .

mockery of the profound inequality
and murderous grip that this system
has on the masses.

Deceiving the people is the point,
the special contribution of bourgeois
democracy. In the oppressed nations
especially, it aims to cover over to the
best of its ability (sometimes a diffi-
cult act) the raw social relations and
class antagonisms-in society, with the
goal of perpetuating the domination
of the ruling apparatus, even a re-
painted, “multi-racial” one. Bour-
geois democracy tries to mask the
form that this class dictatorship as-
sumes: by organizing constituent as-
sembilies, elections and rewriting con-
stitutions it aims to divert attention
away from the cruel reality that this
class stays in power not by a majority
vote, but by mainly relying on its
armed forces, along with its courts,
prisons and so forth.

In South Africa this takes a particu-
lar form: because of the white
supremacist society, promising
“multi-racial” (or “non-racial”, as
some go so far as to pretend) democ-
racy, makes it appear that racial com-
position is the most important ele-
ment of the political superstructure.
Thus when all races are allowed to-
vote this helps to conceal the fact that
the most concentrated expression of
state power is its armed force, which
represents one class or another, and
cannot represent the whole people, no
matter what race, separate from their
belonging to social classes.

In addition to the all-important 1ole
cast for the expanded privileged stra-
ta amongst Azanians, to cool out the
masses and redirect their struggle into
even more piecemeal democratic re-
forms, these forces will also be called
upon to develop further ideological
grounds for them and to fill in the
part of the political superstructure
that has been restricted in the past on
the basis of racial discrimination, in-
cluding in the field of sports, culture
and the media, education, 2tc. This is
of course an important aspect of
keeping the masses from making rev-
olution. )

The panacea of “development” the
national unity government is promot-
ing through reliance on foreign capi-
tal is easier to sell if it has the peo-
ple’s consent at the ballot box. Fur-
thermore the ANC was fully involved

»

in drawing up and refining these poli-
cies, justifying them as. what is need-
ed for “multi-racial democracy”, as
bad as they taste to some of them
who were reared on anti-imperialist
diets. This rhetoric and the new
books on the shelves will add grist to
the mill that the imperialists have
been running for decades in relation
to the Third World.

According to this fable, the lack of
development in oppressed nations like
Azania is due somehow to a lack of
democracy and too many backward,
neanderthal-thinking, whip-cracking
Boers who just haven’t moved into
the twentieth century. (However, the
imperialists apply the same adjectives
to the black puppets in their African
neo-colonies, who may enjoy a less
privileged position than the European
settlers in South Africa, but are fully
hooked into the same imperialist de-
pendency relations.)

Imperialism’s spokesmen -are not
prone to admitting their system has
strangled and distorted these op-
pressed nations’ economies to serve
its own needs and interests, nor to
conceding that their “independent”
neo-colonial states in most places
consist of little more than a loyal re-
actionary ruling class, a national flag,
an army, uniforms, airport and mili-
tary facilities, all of which it has
moulded and financed.

The fact is that the Third World en-
joys very little in the way of bourgeois
democracy because this does not cor-
respond to the form of political rule
needed to carry out imperialist domi-
nation of the oppressed nations. These
countries are not poor because they
are undemocratic, they are undemo-
cratic because they are poor and
chained to a whole system of serving
imperialism’s requirements.

This has been ultra-clear in South
Africa: it was the reason that the vi-
cious terror -of apartheid was adopt-
ed and protected by the Western
powers (organized for them by the
Nationalist Party). Up until recently
it has represented the most efficient
form of political rule to plunder pre-
cious minerals and other raw materi-
als, to ensure a cheap reservoir of

‘1abour for the productive base of the

economy they needed to develop to
fully utilizé South Africa as a prof-
itable site of capitalist accumulation,
to build up.the infrastructure and a
bureaucratic state to manage and fa-

cilitate these arrangements, and to
stabilize and subsidize the white mi-
nority social basis that anchored
apartheid.

The flip side of modernizing their
army today is to spread the idea to
the Azanian masses (particularly the
middle and upper classes who espe-
cially want to believe it) that some-
how this democracy they see in the
West can be extended to them too.
Revolutionaries in Azania must turn
this bald untruth on its head and
broadly expose it. Even in the UK,
for example, which is theoretically a
free and democratic environment that

dispenses with some of the extra-eco-

nomic controls and where semi-feu-
dalism no longer exists, blacks Of Ja-
maican or Pakistani origin and other
oppressed minorities are treated to
“first world” racism, high joblessness
or the worst, low-paying jobs, poor
education and public services, etc,
etc. And the oppressed within the op-
pressed nations themselves will al-
ways suffer qualitatively more as
long as these nations are dominated
by imperialism..:

Individuals are first and foremost
members of social classes and even
their “wills” are a product of their so-
cial conditions and class position. So
no matter how “democratic” their in-
tentions might be, South Africa’s new
black rulers, too, will have to follow
and serve the logic of the class inter-
ests and system they have chosen to
work within and protect.

The point is not that the new joint
South African ruling class cannot
grant some aspects of bourgeois
democracy to some sections of the
people — it can and will, like more
unions and legal defence bodies,
some types of political organizations,
a multi-party electoral system, re-
moval of the color bar for some peo-
ple previously denied entrance to var-
ious spheres, and so on. Voting has
long existed in many of imperialism’s
neocolonies, from Senegal to India to
Mexico, without, the development of
much formal democracy for the
masses. The point is that the op-
pressed nations like Azania, trapped
within the confines and dictates of a
settler colonial state — now aided by
a small black comprador class in for-

-mation — sit on fundamentally dif-

Jerent social relgtions than the rich
countries. R

In the rich countries, the reason the



states are able to put some distance
between open repression and the peo-
ple is bound up with the plunder and
exploitation these countries have car-
ried out worldwide. Bourgeois
democracy, then, is a luxury that the
imperialist rulers have been able to
offer to some sections of the people
at home as a means of stabilizing

their rule in their headquarters, and

they use it as a means of distancing
these masses from the plight of the
world’s people, whose pillage they
indirectly benefit from; in addition
this has an ideological impact, mak-
ing them believe this is the natural
order of things. This bourgeoisifica-
tion of sections of the masses in the
oppressor countries is, however,
very partial and is reserved for peo-
ple who are not already at the bot-
tom of society. The imperialists are
of course exploiting and oppressing
these masses every day in their own
countries, but this is relative in com-
parison to the looting and misery it
brings down on the masses in the
oppressed nations.

There is, however, one way in
which the rich countries with their
bourgeois democracy and the op-
pressed nations with little or none,
are absolutely equal. In neither type
of country do the oppressed classes
and proletariat, along with rebels
from other strata, have the right to
challenge the bourgeoisie on the
fundamental question of political
power. For all the pretence of being
a great equalizer and enacting the
will of the people, bourgeois democ-
racy is most emphatically in every
sphere the form of political rule that
corresponds to the dictatorship of
one class, the bourgeoisie, allied
with ‘other reactionary classes where
appropriate. Rearranging this politi-
cal relationship, or entering into a
contest over which class will hold
this power altogether is not part of
" these bourgeois democratic nghts
and neverwill be. .

GOING AFTER REVOLUTIONARIES

Another important reason for
bringing democracy onto the agenda
in South Africa is the notorious con-
cept of a political opening. It should
be clear from the past several years
of demobilizing the mass struggle
and trying to channel the political
energy of the masses into a polling
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booth that this is a major function of
such an opening, which tends to
allow political activity in a period
preceding elections and following a
period where this has been formally
outlawed.

A particular aspect of this is to in-
vite the revolutionary elements to
show themselves more openly, not
so that the political debate is more
varied and interesting, but first of
all, to capture its leaders within the
confines of the movement for
democracy. Secondly, it is to isolate
politically those who don’t go along
with this programme and, after iden-
tifying them, to smash them and
their organizations. This is not para-
noia, it is a well-known function of
“democratic openings” in the op-
pressed nations and is based on lots
of bitter experience in the history of
the international communist move-
ment, which there is no reason to re-
peat in Azania.

Unfortunately many of the former
revolutionary nationalist forces in
Azania became swept up in the ne-
gotiations trap, just as the ruling cir-
cles intended. It seems that the lead-
ership of the Pan Africanist Congress
especially met this fate, drowning po-
litically in a quest for legitimacy and
recognition in the elections race. One
PAC leader said in an interview
around the time of the elections, “the

. liberation movement was aware of

what was happening to it, but never
thought things would go that far”. He
goes on to say that they thought they
could have more influence at the
grassroots level, and weren’t pre-
pared for the million-dollar public
opinion machines that went into op-
eration at election time.

However, the problem here is not
equal television time and election
funds. The problem i$ why these rev-
olutionary forces abandoned their
stated aim (and basis of attracting the
masses) of bringing down the colo-
nial oppressor state and system. The
PAC leadership’s surrender alone was
powerful ammunition to the enemy,
as if to show that even some of the
more radical of the left opposition
movement could be bought off with
the mere dangling of some parlia-
mentary seats instead of the whole
African table, as the revolutionary na-
tionalists used to put it. And it is es-
sential for those who want to pursue
this African nationalist path that

promises to re-take the land and end

oppression to sum up deeply why this
line and programme led into the
deadly embrace of negotiations,.com-
promise and sharing the state with the
enemy.

However, such moments which
bring things to a head also have the
advantage of clearing the air and
bringing fresh forces towards revolu-
tion in the form of dividing one into
two. In the face of the PAC lead-
ership’s default, several local areas
and groups of rebels refused to go
along with negotiated settlements and
allow the struggle of the people to be
sold down the drain and are actively
debating the road ahead.

The relatively widespread suction-
ing of the Azanian liberation move-
ments and organizations into the ne-
gotiations process has caused some
confusion and demoralization
among the ranks of the revolutionary
black nationalists and the masses
they influence. Other forces staod
firm in exposing the negotiations
trap and worked to educate the
masses that a totally different solu-
tion was needed. There is also some
serious struggle going on and clarity
emerging, since the whole elections
crossroads forced people to grapple
with major ideological and political
questions about how to truly make
revolution in Azania. And more of
this is exactly what is called for.
Now that the familiar semi-legal
anti-apartheid movement is no
longer the. framework for the strug-
gle of those rebels who genuinely
want to put an end to this system,
there is no better time to sum up the
past lines of the liberation move-
ments and make a thorough and rad-
ical break with the reformist road.

As Lenin said, a correct Marxist
line can’t be forged without struggle
against incorrect lines. Revolution-
aries need this kind of struggle —
Maoist two-line struggle — to reach
a higher resolution of the political

problems holding back the Azanian

revolutionary movement. The aim of
such struggle is not to destroy or
topple individuals who have honest-
ly fought against the system but
have wrong lines. Its aim is to de-
stroy wrong lines among the revolu-
tionaries’ own ranks and to unite
around a correct line that can lead to
breakthroughs.

All ideologies are 1dcolognes of
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one class or another. In the op- :

pressed nations the ‘national bour-
geoisie naturally wants the ifidepen-
dence of its nation but will always
vacillate between revolution and
counter revolution; even when sec-

tions of it decide to fight their enemy, .

they will fight in line with their own
class outlook and interests, not those
of the proletariat and masses of op-
pressed. Often a significant section of
intellectuals who take up struggle
against the system tend to adopt one
form of nationalism or another. In
South Africa some intellectuals have
opposed forces like the ANC’s
wholesale capitulation to the colonial
state and imperialists with a militant
“African ideology”. The idea that
there is an independent “national”
ideology created by and particular to
black people corresponds to this
bourgeois outlook, and it consciously
resists the class stand and ideology of
the proletariat even while usually
borrowing ideas from Marx, Lenin or
Mao.

Although progressive, and often
even revolutionary-minded, this na-
tionalist ideology is highly prone to
being twisted and coopted by the big
bourgeoisie and thus defeated easily
by the enemy. The struggle of these
forces is just, but it is not all-the-way
revolutionary, and therefore its just-
ness is only relative, in that it does
not and cannot lead the most deep-
seated aspirations of all the oppressed

_masses for total emancipation.

In Azania revolutionary national-
ists have correctly refused to follow
the profoundly unrevolutionary line
and programme of the revisionist
South African Communist Party,
which has falsely posed as a repre-
sentative of Marxist-Leninist ideolo-
gy for a long time in South Africa.
But genuine revolutionaries have as
their task, as Lenin said, to distin-
guish real goods from counterfeit
ones. And as these impostors Step up
to the colonial throne, Mao’s call to

“Seize the time, seize the hour” is

right on the mark, to pick up the au-
thentic weapons of MLM to analyze
the way forward and compare the
strategies and programmes of the dif-
ferent classes in South Africa. As the
“Call to Azanians to Link up with the
RIM” of several years ago stated
(written during the mass upsurge of
1984-85), revolutionaries “must seek
to replace the partial truths gained so

)

far with the revolutionary science,
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism”.

MILM is the only ideology that can
truly liberate Azania because it is the
only ideology that can liberate the en-
tire world Azania is a part of. MLM
is based on the most revolutionary
class in the world, the international
proletariat, whose interests are to
éliminate oppression and exploitation
in all their forms in every country
along with every manner of thinking
that holds back the development of
society, whether it is white suprema-
cy, male chauvinism or any other
type of backward ideas. It seems Mao
has never been proven wrong when
he maintained that, “In the epoch of
imperialism, in no country can any
other class lead genuine revolution to
victory”. And since the period of na-

‘tional liberation struggles in the op-
" pressed nations, there is no shortage

of other class forces, petit bourgeois
and national bourgeois, trying short-
cuts and failing, however well-inten-
tioned they are at the outset.

Some scholars and others are ob-
jecting to the déja vu of April 1994, as
they put it, referring to the total betray-
al of the Zimbabwean peasant masses
who fought a war of national libera-
tion led by revolutionary nationalists
but got greater enslavement to imperi-
alism and local vested interests rather
than the agrarian revolution they were
promised. They should object, but it is
infinitely more useful to the revolu-
tionary masses to sum up and repudi-
ate the line that led in that direction.
Remaining on the sidelines as left-
wing critics of the ANC will not do;
those serious about revolution must
step forward and be serious about de-
veloping a correct line which can win.

In this light, another experiment
worth understanding is the failure of
Thomas Sankara’s reform-minded
“democratic revolution” from above
in Burkina Faso, in which left-wing
officers in the neocolonial army tried
to seize power “for the people”. Fail-
ing to rely on the peasant masses to
wage a revolutionary (people’s) war
and to transform the countryside and
society from the bottom up meant
that despite some changes, the old
state and social system were basically
left intact. (See AWTW 10, 1988).

Azanian revolutionaries can and
must get to the bottom of this prob-
lem and solve it on behalf of and in
the interests of the whole internation-

al proletariat they are part of. The
fresh air and possibilities to advance
in the turning point of the class strug-
gle today can provide the basis to
bring forward new and better leaders,
if they firmly take up the science of
MLM. By deeply summing up
lessons of the past and enabling the
struggle today to become part of a
revolutionary road that is led by a
revolutionary party, then the heroism
and sacrifice of the past decades of
struggle will truly be able to serve the
cause of Azanian emancipation.

The elections in South Afvica, per-
haps historic for the bourgeoisie be-
cause they temporarily avoided a civil
war, at least have the merit for the pro-
letariat and oppressed masses of illus-
trating clearly once again to those who
dare to look that this is not how politi-
cal power is transferred from one class
to another. Elections do not represent
even one step towards liberation, as
many of the unenthusiastic but disori-
ented intermediate political forces are
saying. They do mark the passing of
some of the objectionable features and
laws of apartheid which no one from
among the people’s friends and allies
will mourn, but this should not be con-
fused with the granting of any real po-
litical power to the oppressed majority.

Elections represent the changing of
the old guard among the ruling class,
the reorganization and tightening up
of political rule over and against the
masses of people, in correspondence
with the times and the requirements
of a colonial state and imperialist sys-
tem in deep crisis.

Political power must be seized by
force of arms in the velds, mountains
and townships of South Africa, not
by the passive act of checking a
colour photo on a voting ballot.
When Mao Tsetung said that political
power grows out of the barrel of a
gun, he was stating a universal truth
in class-divided society: that the op-
pressors rule through violence and
that reversing relations of the classes
can only be achieved by force. This is
a reality the international bourgeoisie
acts on every 'day to maintain and ex-
pand its influence and empire —
against the masses in the oppressed
nations, agamst the masses inside the
imperialist countries, to keep in line
its comprador and puppet leaders



scattered throughout the globe, and in
the rivalry and jockeying amongst
the imperialist states themselves.

In the course of developing the
path of revolutionary war in China,
Mao raised the Marxist-Leninist un-
derstanding of the theory of war to a
qualitatively higher level. By forg-
ing and applying the strategy of pro-
tracted people’s war, he showed how
the people of the oppressed and rela-
tively weaker nations can boldly be
aroused to rise up to defeat powerful
enemies — both imperialism and its
reactionary local armed props.

Although conditions vary widely
in the oppressed nations and it will
be necessary to use MLM to apply
people’s war in Azania accordingly,
it is not possible to win victory —
to seize political power — without
the principles of people’s war. The
Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement document Long Live
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism! em-
phasizes Mao’s teaching that, “peo-
ple, not weapons, are decisive in
waging war”, and that “the prole-
tariat must forge military strategy
and tactics which can bring into
play its particular advantages, by
unleashing and relying upon the ini-
tiative and enthusiasm of the revo-
lutionary masses”.

The overarching and key feature of
people’s war is that it must be led by
the proletariat through its MLM
party. Mao captured it like this; “If
there is to be a revolution, there
must be a revolutionary party. With-
out a revolutionary party, without a

" party built .on the Marxist-Leninist

[and we add Maoist — AWTW] rev-
olutionary style, it is impossible to
lead the working class and the broad
masses of the people in defeating
imperialism and its running dogs.”

In leading the masses in China,
Mao developed the strategy and path
for making revolution in the op-
pressed nations, or New Democracy,
profoufidly changing history. As an
alliance of progressive class forces
led by the proletariat with common
interests against foreign imperialism
and the local reactionary classes
closely linked to it, New Democracy
bas nothing in common with rattling
a skeleton of bourgeois democracy
at the masses in order to prolong the
life of outmoded colonial states as
the imperialists and their allies are
doing today.
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As applied to the conditions and
class configuration in China, Mao
explained;

“The new democratic revolution is .

part of the world. proletarian socialist
revolution, for it resolutely opposes
imperialism, i.e. international capi-
talism. Politically it strives for the
joint dictatorship of the revolution-
ary classes over the imperialists,
traitors and reactionaries, and oppos-
es the transformation of Chinese so-
ciety into a society under bourgeois
dictatorship. Economically, it aims
at the nationalization of all the big
enterprizes and capital of the imperi-
alists, traitors and reactionaries, and
the distribution among the peasants
of the land held by the landlords,
while preserving private [native]
capitalist enterprise in general and
not eliminating the rich peasant
economy. Thus the new democratic
revolution clears the way for [na-
tive] capitalism on the one hand and
creates the prerequisites for social-
ism on the other. (It) is a stage of
transition between the abolition of
the colonial, semi-colonial and
semi-feudal society and the estab-
lishment of a socialist society...”.
(“The Chinese Revolution and the
Chinese Communist Party,” Select-
ed Works of Mao Tsetung, Vol. 2)

In other words, the goals of the
new democratic revolution are two-
fold: to clear away semi-feudal ex-
ploitation and oppression and to
sever ties with imperialism. This
revolution has both social liberation
and national liberation aspects. It is
democratic because it is not yet so-
cialist, but is a preparatory stage for
entering into socialism and is carried
out through a broad united front led
by the proletariat, with the worker-
peasant alliance at the core. While it
destroys semi-féudalism, it opens
the door to the development of na-
tive (in this case, Azanian) capital-
ism too, although it opens the door
even wider to socialism. Because the
proletariat and its MLM party leads
the new democratic revolution, it
will not allow and does not need full
development of capitalism which
would lead to bourgeois dictatorship

‘and to being trapped again in the im-

perialist net. :

In a country like colonial South
Africa, in which capitalism has thor-
oughly penetrated and dominated
the economy, including the commer-

cial agriculture sector, important as-
pects of semi-feudalism still persist
in the countryside in relations be-
tween the white landowning class
and the oppressed and landless Aza-
nian majority, as well as the transpo-
sition of this through the creation of
obligatory African “homelands”,
‘where only misery-level subsistence
production is possible-(and for a mi-
nority at that).

These aspects of precapitalist
forms of exploitation and the social
relations and ideas that accompany
them — such as white supremacy
blended with feudal authority over
the lives and deaths of the rural
black ‘toiling masses in a myriad of
ways in the “white” rural areas, and,
in the “black” areas, the way the old
tribal-based administrative struc-
tures so tiseful to the white regime
controlled the masses in the “home-
lands” and held the “purse strings to
state money’™ as well as the power to
allocate plots of land there2 — can-
not be wiped out without passing

through this first, new democratic |

stage of the revolution, in' which the
poor and landless peasants and poor
rural masses in general of the op-
pressed nation are allowed to them-
selves become small private produc-
ers through carrying out agrarian
revolution.

This is the only way. to uproot feu-
dalism, and on the basis of leveling
land ownership more advanced
forms of production relations such as

-

2. The colonial regime and tribal author-
ities worked in tandem to reinforce a
feudal-type of command_over “home-
land” resources and those coming from
the state and over the lives of the rural
masses through controlling funds, jobs
and organizational structures linked to
state-run agricultural development pro-
jects. They also jointly benefitted from
semi-feudal exploitation by setting up
commercial farming partnerships in
which the state would lease land from
the tribal bantustan leaders and then
share the profits with them. In one area
of the Transkei, a women's club linked
to the ruling Transkei National Indepen-
dence Party had full control over allo-
cating land for communal gardens. Yet a
different example in the Lebowa bantus-
tan revealed that the crop raised in a
maize and bean producers’ cooperative
went to co-op expenses and equipment
that belonged to the chief and govern-
ment, except for a few bags that each
oplotholder received.
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collectivization can be introduced.

Discussing the material basis”for
the New Democratic Revolution
going over to socialist revolution,
the Proletarian Party of Purba
Bangla’s (PBSP) study (AWTW 7,
1986) of people’s war in today’s sit-,
uation explains, “By completely
eliminating imperialism and com-
prador-bureaucrat capitalism and na-
tionalising all their wealth and capi-
tal, a long stride towards socialist
transformation of a major part of the
country’s capital and industry takes
place, because in such countries the
imperialists and bureaucrat capital-
ists own the majority.”

As Mao pointed out, New Democ-
racy is not a strategy to develop capi-
talism in the oppressed nations, but a
necessary stage to pave the way for
further, socialist transformation in the
second stage of the revolution.

ONE-STAGE “SHORTCUTS”

- It has been common among Azani-

an liberation groups (agam in part
thariks to the SACP’s revisionist ver-
sion of two-stage revolution, which
could neither lead to national libera-

- tion nor socialism) to develop one-

stage theories that plan to skip to the
“struggle for socialism”. This has
several variations, from those who
announce they are shortening the
path to liberation and dispensing
with allowing capxtahsm to develop,
which they say is after all the source
of the problem, to those who pose as
very “left” in appearance and “com-
bine” the national struggle into the
class struggle and thus jettison the
national liberation phase.

Although for the most part this is
not consciously the result of embrac-
ing a Trotskyist tendency to elimi-
nate the great differences between
the oppressed and oppressor nations,
it does lean in that direction because
it ignores or downplays the actual
class forces and class relations with-

in the oppressed nation, which are,

again, very different than those in
the developed capitalist countries
and can’t be understood, much less
transformed in a revolutionary way,
by treating them as though they are
the same. Fundamentally, this ap-
proach dodges the colonial problem
and therefore cannot solve it. Fur-
thermore, it leads to “workerist”
views that reduce all social problems

)

to the narrow domain of the fight be-

tween the capitalist boss and the in-
dustrial worker and translates into
economist and reformist political
programmes that aim only to im-
prove these conditions of the sale of
lIabour in the workplace, with lots of
rhetoric about national discrimina-
tion.

This is linked to a long habit of
mainly urban-based petit bourgeois
classes, from which the radical intel-
ligentsia in society always emerges,
to see only the urban environment
and class conflicts, and usually with
quite a limited vision at that. In Aza-
nia too, as some African scholars
and political forces have pointed
out, there has been this same tenden-
cy to base political programmes for
ending colonial domination and for
socialism on only a partial analysis

~ of the class forces, neglecting espe-

cially those in the rural areas.

This one-stage reduction of revo-
lution to what is called “democratic
socialism” based on single-minded
preoccupation with the conditions of
the urban working class is a deadly
scheme for sidestepping the colonial
and semi-feudal question and thus
robbing the proletariat and its allies
of their only chance to unite all who
can be united against imperialism
and its local props to carry out a rev-
olutionary war and seize political
power: in other words, to-win.

The disciples of one-stage theories
then not only drop national libera-
tion from their agenda, but also the
“socialist” revolution itself, because
it becomes impossible. It is hardly a
surprize that nowhere in the history
of the class struggle of the entire
planet has such a line, intentionally
put forward by Trotskyists (or armed
revisionists), ever led to even a seri-
ous attempt at revolution. But it has
served to derail the mass struggle and
sow confusion among honest revolu-
tionary-minded forces.

Practically speaking, this line leads
to steering the better-off urban work-
ers in more socialized production
straight into narrow trade-union bat-
tles. Instead of being able to give far-
sighted proletarian (communist) lead-
ership to all the powerful eruptions of
struggle of youth and other strata of
society against.all the abuse of colo-
nial rule and national oppression as it
comes down on them everyday, and
instead of marshalling these eruptions

as a source of strength for the prole-
tariat’s revolutionary strategy to de-
JSfeat imperialism and local reactionary
classes, such short-sighted “social-
ists” wind up in the dust many kilo-
metres behind (and thus completely
unable to lead) the mass struggle.

It is a short step from there to aban-
doning any pretence of overthrowing
the state and making revolution, and
preferring to settle for being a perma-
nent reformist legal opposition force
and — why not — playing around
with the terms of this by entering into
and pulling out of negotiations, run-
ning candidates for elections and gen-
erally sinking into bourgeois politics
altogether, even if with a ppisy and
radical leftist twist, which is always
the currency in the Third World
countries where a revolutionary situa-
tion more or less permanently exists,
with ebbs and flows.

LAND As A CENTRAL DEMAND

The cry for land in Azania comes
from deep within the heart of the op-
presséd people, but it is entirely root-
ed in the material underpinnings of
colonial society. Settler colonialist
rule harnessed to imperialism is
based on the takeover of the land as a
whole — the nation of Azania itself
— not just the pastures and croplands
stolen for white agricultural produc-
tion. The land question in Azania
concentrates a faultline of the whole
ensemble of colonial relations be-
tween oppressor and oppressed: from
the monopolization of the land
through force by dispossessing and
excluding the Azanian people to pre-
vent them from being individual (and
collective) producers in order to cor-
ral a huge labour force, to influx con-
trols regulating the movement of
labour in and out of restricted
“white” areas, to the wholesale pil-
laging of the land’s natural resources.
The control of land, in other words,
along with thie control of the other
means of production, is decisive in
the enslavement and exploitation of
the Azanian nation and the labour of
its people.

The particular logic of this form of
settler colonization — holding cap-
tive an entire, subjugated nation —
has an important consequence for the
class struggle; of the proletariat and
oppressed masses against their ene-
mies. Namely, that uprooting the



colonial system and solving the na-
tional question will not be possible
without solving the land question that
is completely bound up with it.

The land question is not simply a

feature of the democratic struggle

against feudalism, but it is closely
linked with the anti-colonial and anti-
imperialist struggle of the Azanian
people. A deeper understanding of
this question depends on investiga-
tion by Azanian Maoists of the spe-
cific forms of semi-feudalism in the

countryside and how they interpene- -

trate with colonial relations.3

The purpose of a proletarian-led
agrarian revolution among the land-
less rural masses with the worker-
peasant alliance as its comerstone is
exactly to smash the old ownership
system, to uproot both the colonial
and semi-feudal backward super-
structure and base and.to carry out
the policy of “land to the tiller”. Land
is distributed by the individual and
not by the family, itself handing a
powerful blow to old patriarchal
property relations. This will be an
important factor in Azania, where the
system of migrant labour has fre-
quently broken up marriages and left
women landless, as heads of family.

The key question is how is the land
obtained. The bourgeoisie in every
country carries out land reform and
distributes some land — from above,

and on their own terms. But agrarian-

revolution can only be carried out in
a revolutionary way and land cannot
be granted as partial or charitable. re-

_forms. The proletariat arouses the -

peasants and oppressed masses to rise
up from below through protracted
people’s war to seize the land as part
of taking political power and protect-
ing it.

Overwhelmingly the situation in
South Africa today is characterized

3. Although some scholarly and other
research,has been done on these ques-
tions, Azanian Maoists must combine
this with their own systematic and thor-
ough investigation but especially their
own Maoist synthesis in order to come
up with a full analysis of the social rela-
tions, land ownership system and the
class differentiation in the countryside,
for these are crucial elements in arriving
at the basis for an embryonic line and

_ programme for the NDR in Azania and
for answering Mao’s decisive question, .

“Who (which classes) are our friends,
and who are our enémies?”
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by one in which black labour is co-
erced, within the overall colonial and
semi-feudal framework of society
even while production relations are
heavily capitalist.-The very social or-
ganization of colonization, which in-
corporates precapitalist modes and
forms of oppression forces black
labour to compete to be superexploit-
ed. These conditions constantly give
rise to the sentiment for land amongst
the oppressed masses in general. This
will objectively continue to occur
even though this situation — in
which imperialism and settler capital-
ism have brought about an advanced
degree of landlessness, enforced the
prevention of peasant production, and
provoked the forced urbanization and
struggle for survival that has resulted
in South Africa, like much of the
Third World — has the misleading
appearance of creating one huge
mass of urban dwellers, detached and
cut off from the land and small-scale
private ownership and production. In
fact the situation is"one in which a
large proletariat and even larger
semi-proletariat are both objectively
and subjectively attached to the land.
The fact that liberating land and
labour i$ the most basic economic
means of empowering a subjugated
nation to break the hold of foreign
capital on the lifelines of the econo-
my objectively pushes the land ques-
tion constantly to the fore. This is
connected to the necessity and ability
of the new democratic society to
break away from imperialism by
building a solid new independent na-
tional economy based on the destruc-
tion of the old social relations. Al-
though a sizeable minority of South
Africa’s population — the reac-
tionary exploiting class and its social
base, in the main —- are well-fed and
healthy, the Azanian majority is not,
and the proletarian-led revolutionary
state must make feeding them and
solving basic health and water prob-
lems, for example, its immediate pri-

orities. In fact, as the Communist’

Party of Peru has recently demon-
strated (and the Communist Party of
China under Mao’s leadership before
thern), it is necessary and possible to
lead the revolutionary masses to
carry out this aspect of the agrarian
revolution in the liberated areas be-
fore the nationwide seizure of power
is achieved. -

The Maoist manual on socialist po-

litical economy (commonfy referred

to as the Shanghai Textbook*) drives
home the point that agricultural pro-

- duction is a “precondition for‘the sur-

vival of human beings™ and for “the
independent existence and further de-
velopment of the other branches of
the national economy”’.

. Instead of mainly producing for ex-
port as Mandela & ANC Ltd. propose
today, a self-reliant national economy
would initially reorient industry to
produce for the basic needs of the
masses and to serve a more diversi-
fied and planned agriculture to feed
both the rural poor and huge poor
urban or semi-urban townships.

For example, just who in AZania
needs diamonds and gold? Or, put
more controversially, when the God
of Foreign Exchange is slain, why
would the oppressed classes and pro:
letariat want to mine any more gold
than is necessary for basic dental
health? In othér words, the revolution
will have to go much further thangust
nationalising some industries which
are parasitical or useless to the
labouring masses, either-by shutting
them down or completely reorienting
thein in theservice of a proletarian-
led national economy.

" The key to carrying out a new
democratic revolution is the indepen-
dent role of the proletariat and its
ability, through its Marxist-Leninist-
Maoist Party, to lead. The Maoist
Party, as"the 1984 Declaration of the
Revolutionary Internationalist Move-
ment states, “must arm the proletariat
and the revolutionary masses not
only with an understanding of the im-
mediate task of carrying through the
new democratic revolution and the
role and conflicting interests of dif-
ferent class forces, friend and foe
alike, but also of the need to prepare
the transition to the socialist revolu-
tion and of the ultimate goal of
worldwide communism.”

To develop a revolutionary line and
programme will require the thorough-
going and scientific application of the
revolutionary principles of MLM to

4. Produced under the leadership of
the CPC in 1975, it has recently been
reedited in a new English-language ver-
sion called Maoist Economics and the
Revolutionary Road to Communism by

‘Banner Press in New York.
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the ensemble of particular conditions
of Azania today, including:its class
composition, the form imperialist
domination takes and South Africa’s
geopolitical position. Many questions
must be delved into deeply — not
academically — but with the urgency
of rallying the best and most serious
revolutionary forces around a basic
line and programme with a view to
forming an MLM party that can
begin to lead the process of new
democratic revolution, and make
preparations to launch protracted
people’s war?

Even within the country itself
there are great differences and par-
ticularities between regions and
between town and countryside, for
example, which the Azanian Mao-
ists'must come to understand well.
The complexity of the countryside
especially must not be shied away
from, but rather approached by the
Maoist method of taking one-third
first, carrying out investigation and
answering decisive questions, which
will enable revolutionaries to make
initial conclusions, and then later go
back to refine and deepen their first
basic analysis.

This is not separate from prepar-
ing for new democratic revolution
and people’s war. As the Declara-
tion insists, the Marxist-Leninist-
Maoist party must be built in con-
junction with carrying out revolu-
tionary work among the masses,
implementing a revolutionary mass
line and addressing and resolving
the pressing political questions
which will help the revolutionary
movement to advance, as well as
carrying out continuing active ideo-
logical struggle to strengthen its
ranks against bourgeois and petit
bourgeois influences. But neither is
this a race to build a mass party: a
party based on MLM organizational
principles will necessarily be rela-
tively small at first. It must also take
organizational steps to build itself in
such.a way that the enemy cannot
uproot it, That is to say, the MLM

5. Since AWTW is keenly interested in
this debate, especially but not limited to
the land and agrarian problems, we invite
readers to send in both their comments
on this article and on these questions in
general as well as their ideas, other

important papers, research materials or
study that has been done which can con-
tribute to accelerating this process.

)

party in Azania, where repression is
openly and tovertly a full-time pre-
occupation of the crisis-ridden reac-
tionary state, must be organized
carefully, secretly and very seriously
with the goal of not just starting, but
developing and winning a protracted
people’s war and carrying through
revolution to the end.

If the mass revolutionary struggle
has temporarily ebbed due in no
small part to the intoxicating effect of
the elections, the new state is scram-
bling to prove it was worth electing,
for they know well this period of
waiting and watching will not last
long. The South African rulers have a
big problem — what they are propos-
ing to give up or develop will not
deeply change the Azanian masses’
lives and it will take time even to
build up the new black buffer class to
tell them to keep the faith. As one
reader wrote AWTW, “there is lots of
dissatisfaction and heavy criticisms
are laid on the ANC. The youth are
very active and fast to realize the
capitulation of the new govemment”.
They also pointed out that things are
not always as they seem. Whilst “the
regime used the uncritical masses to
overthrow the reactionary bantustan
leaders in order to rally support for
the elections, the masses in
Bophuthatswana saw no problem
when repossessing what they
believed to be historically-theirs. That
was their understanding of freedom.”

The masses will inevitably be
thrown back into struggle against the
renovated state presiding over the
same murderous system. They have
plenty of experience from which to

understand that in reality the bour-

geois state is the exact opposite of
what Mandela claimed — a servant
of the people — and that instead it is
basically “a machine for keeping
down the oppressed, explonted
class”, as Engels aptly defined it.
The sooner they can do away with it,
the better. But the bigger quesuon is,
will the revolutionaries be preparing
this time to lead them todo it? O

We would like to thank the many sub-
scribers who answered AWTW's call
and contributed to the article by send-
ing in correspondence and background
material of all kinds.

Peasant Uprising in Chlapos
Continued from page 34
where. These economic. changes have
been the basis for an advance in the
participation and rebellion of women
in political life, among other changes.
Commander Ramona comments,
in Tzotzil translated by a friend,
“Women are also living in a difficult
situation, because women are even
more exploited and oppressed. Why?
Because for so many years, for 500
years, the women haven't had the
right to speak, to participate in an
assembly. They don’t have the right
to an education nor to speak in pub-
lic nor to have any position-in their
village. No. The women are com-
pletely oppressed and exploited. We
get up at three in the moming to pre-
pare the corn and from then on we

don’t have any rest until everybody .

else has gone to sleep. And if there
isn’t enough food, we give our tor-
tilla to the children, to the husband.”
Another woman combatant says that
in the EZLN men and women take
equal part in the fighting, “we’re
mixed together and we don’t have
problems with the men. They treat us
as friends and there’s equal respect
for everybody and we share all the
work.” She got married in the moun-
tains. She doesn’t have children in
order to be in the struggle and she
uses contraceptives. Couples get
togetlier without any ceremony at all

-and they only have to report it to the

leadership “so that everybody
knows.” “I began because of my
consciousness, in order to fight for
the poor, because it isn't right that
the children keep dying. 1 participat-
ed in the battles of Ocosingo.and
when the enemy came I felt a lot of
anger, a desire to kill, to scream with
rage and give it to them so that they
would be humiliated like they have
humiliated us for so long.”

THE REVOLUTIONARY
" SITUATION

The fourth lesson is that a revolu-
tionary situation with uneven
development exists all over Mexi-
co. The Chiapas rebellion isn’t the
product of “regional backwardness”,
as the ruling classes’ media try to
convince us is the case. Rather, it is
a particujarly sharp expression of the
revolutionary situation that already
existed in Mexico before January

~



1st. The great care with which the
government has dealt with the situa-
tion in Chiapas is due to their under-
standing of the possibility of the
rebellion spreading to other places.
In fact, the C‘hiapas rebellion has
contributed a great deal to the inten-
sification of the revolutionary situa-
tion on a national level (although it
has still not reached the point of a
revolutionary crisis in which the
objective conditions would exist to
be able to take power in the country
as a whole.)

In spite of the ceasefire, the mass
movements in Chiapas and through-
out the country have continued to
develop, with various land seizures,
incidents in which the masses have
beaten up landlords and cacigues, an
increase in the number of marches
and demonstrations in many places
as well as in the number of partici-
pants, street fights with the cops on
various occasions in the national
capital and greater awakening, strug-
gle and debate among the masses in
general. There are also persistent
rumours of efforts to organize armed
groups in other states.

The basis for the revolutionary sit-
uation is the crisis of the semicolo-
nial and semifeudal system, the cri-
sis of the system of imperialism,
bureaucrat capitalism and semifeu-
dalism in Mexico. Imperialist mod-
ernization is part of the cause, and in
no sense the solution, to this crisis.
The rebellion in Chiapas began the
same day that the North American
Free Trade Agreement went into
effect, and this was not just a coinci-
dence. As has already been men-
tioned, the great influx of imperialist
capital into Mexico in recent years,
in spite of achieving some limited
economic growth after a decade of
stagnation, has only increased polar-
ization between a small strata of the
well-to-do and the great mass of
poor people. Competition with this
imperialist capital and their Mexican
big bourgeois associates is driving
millions of peasants as well as broad
sectors of the urban petty and mid-
dle bourgeoisie into ruin.

In addition to this economic and
social crisis, there is a crisis in the
form of the State: the corporativist
system is falling apart. In this system
the PRI uses electoral fraud to
monopolize the principal government
posts and controls the masses with
crumbs distributed through PRI orga-
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nizations of workers, peasants, and
other sectors. It has served the impe-
rialists, big capitalists and landlords
well for more than 60 years, but it is
now in crisis. A large part of the
masses doesn’t believe in the “PRI-
government” anymose, and a certain
spirit of rejecting bribes has arisen.
As one Zapatista peasant says:
“we’re not picking up our guns now
to ask for a piece of candy like
before, or that they give us money or
a bat to cover our eyes... We're not
asking the government for a piece of
candy or a piece of bread or a T-shirt,
like it has always been in the past.”

There are sharp splits in the ruling
classes, especially over what to do, in
the face of this crisis of their corpo-
rativist regime. One section -contin-
ues to insist on keeping the PRI in
power, with a bit of “democratic”
cosmetics. Another section of the
big bourgeoisie advocates electoral
democracy and the parties taking
turns in power, since they are con-
vinced that the present corporativist
governmental system_doesn’t work
well anymore to control the masses.
Then too, quite a few members of
the ruling classes bave been cut out
of the action by government policies
that have benefitted a very narrow
circle in recent years.

These internal disputes among the
ruling classes reached the point of
assassination of the PRI presidential
candidate, Luis Donaldo Colosio, in
March. There is quite a bit of evi-
dence, including videotapes, that
indicate that various individuals par-
ticipated in the assassination and
that it was very possibly perpetrated
by people from the PRI itself. How-
ever, there has been a coverup or-

chestrated from the highest levels of

the government. Several jokes are
going the rounds on the street that
finger Salirfds de Gortari as the mas-
termind of the assassination. What-
ever the case, this assassination is an
expression of very sharp struggle in
the ranks of the ruling classes.

More -recently, the PRI and Yan-
kee imperialism have made a lot of
noise about the supposed “triumph
of democracy” in the August elec-
tions, in which the PRI presidential
candidate, Emesto Zedillo, was de-
clared the winner. In reality, in spite
of the broad use of pressure and
bribes to get the people to vote for
the PRI, according to thé crooked
official figures Zedillo only received

votes from about a third of the vot-
ing age population. Another third
voted for the bourgeois opposition
parties, mainly the PAN and the
PRD, and the remainiag third didn’t
participate in the reactionary sys-
tem’s elections. The elections
haven’t solved anything. The fights
among the ruling classes continue:
for example, the Secretary General
of the PRI, Jose Ruiz Massieu, was
assassinated in September, apparent-
ly by other members of the PRI. On
the other hand, there are new land
seizures, conflicts and declarations
of autonomy in different parts of
Chiapas and the peoples’ protests
are increasing all over the country.

POLITICAL POWER GROWS
OUT OF THE BARREL
OF A GUN

The fifth lesson is that political
power grows out of the barrel of a
gun. The peasants of Chiapas
weren’t able to achieve anything
through nonviolent struggle. As they
themselves explain: “the basis of our
struggle is the situation that has
arisen among our people who have
struggled nonviolently for a re-

sponse from the government. This is_

how many villages have struggled,
for land, for housing, for everything
that each village needs. But instead
of solving our problems the response
from the government has been
repression, beatings, assassinations,
evictions, the jailing of our leaders.
So we decided that there was no
other way except to get organized
and rise up in armed struggles as we
have done.” e

Why is this? Because the Mexican
State is a dictatorship of the big

‘bourgeoisie and landlords at the ser-

vice of imperialism. The army’s
armed repression of the rebellion
also demonstrates this.

The political power of the imperi-
alists, big capitalists and landlords
arises and is maintained by the guns
of their reactionary armed forces
(and police). That’s why nothing can
be done without going up against
their guns. The Zapatista Army also
has guns and for that reason it has
some political power. In fact, a situ-
ation of dual power presently exists.
Although they are surrounded by the
federal army, the Zapatistas maintain
control of part of several counties in

. the mountainous region of Los Altos
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and the Lacandon Jungle. The politi-
cal power of the reactionary Mexi-
can government does not reach into
this territory, because their army and
police aren’t there. In the Indian vil-
lages of the zone the Clandestine
Indian Revolutionary Committees
provide a certain form of political
leadership. Some of the most impor-
tant questions are decided in assem-
blies of all the people in each vil-
lage. For example, this is how the
decision was taken to rise up in
arms, as well-as the decision to
reject the government’s proposal in
the negotiations. It is possible for the
masses to have this kind of demo-
cratic participation because the
masses are armed, because the reac-
tionary armed forces don’t come in
and because the representatives of
the reactionary classes have fled
Jram the area. The lesson is that you
can only have democracy. for the
people if you get rid of the reac-
tionary classes and defeat the armed
forces that serve them.

THE CARROT AND THE STICK

The imperialists, big capitalists
and landlords have two tactics they
use to deal with the peasant rebel-
lion and the growing popular protest
in the country: the carrot and the
stick. Smash them or subordinate
them to their system: “go through
the institutions”, as the government
says.

In the midst of the ceasefire and
the negotiations, the enemy contin-
ues using the stick, and getting ready
to use it more. The reactionary army
has reinforced its encirclement of
the EZLN and has increased the
number of troops in the zone, at the
same time it has carried out “comb-
ing” operations and repression
against peasants in the mountainous
areas of other states, supposedly to
“combat the drug traffic”, but really
to' try to keep guerrillas from getting
started in other places. The govern-
ment has already acquired armoured
anti-riot vehicles and Blackhawk
helicopters (for troop transport)
from the yankee imperialists and are
in the process of getting Super
Cobra helicopters for jungle warfare
(supposedly without their arma-
ment). U.S. troops are on maneuvres
in Guatemala, on the other side of
the border with Chiapas. The politi-
cal police have intensified their

surveillance of many leftist groups
.and the government has deported
various foreigners for political rea-
sons. There continues to be repres-
sion of the masses in Chiapas as
well. One of the most notorious
cases was the rape of three Tzeltal

-women by 30 soldiers in the reac-
"tionary army at a roadblock in

Altamirano. The women were also
tortured and threatened to make

them confess to their supposed par-

ticipation in the EZLN. There con-
tinues to be a real danger that the
reactionary government will unleash
more generalized repression against
the EZLN and the people’s move-
ment in general.

As for carrots, the government has
offered money and reforms without
accomplishing their goal of “pacifi-
cation”. The biggest carrot and main
trap that the enemy is preparing for
the people is the promise of electoral
democracy. There is a certain basis
to confuse people with electoral
democracy, since it hasn't existed
here. What has existed for more than
60 years is a sophisticated system of
electoral fraud in which the PRI
always wins. Nevertheless, the basic
masses have a healthy suspicion of
electoral democracy. People say that
“The people don’t vote much and
they have to belong to the PRI. We
don’t vote because all the candidates
are the same. My brothers and sis-
ters voted for the PRI and nothing
happened, for the PAN and nothing
happened, for the PRD and still
nothing. It doesn’t accomplish any-
thing. You can’t trust any of them.
My brothers and sisters don’t trust
any of them anymore”. A Zapatista
peasant: “The politicians and the
candidates know that it’s easy to use
the Indians as a ladder so that they
can climb up and get in power, and
once they’'re in power, once they’re
in their cabinet, well they just forget
you. When we go to ask for some
solution to a problem, the only
response they have given us is

-repression, torture, disappearances,

and the murder of our leaders. That’s
the solution we’ve gotten and that’s
why we’re not going to forget.
We're not going to forget anything.
We have to continue with our strug-
gle until things change.”

The political representative of the

big bourgeoisie that makes the most
use of electoral democracy is
Cuauhtémoc Cérdenas, the presiden-

tial candidate of the Party of the
Democratic Revolution (Partido de
la Revolucién Democritica— PRD),
one of the three main electoral par-
ties (together with the PRI and the
PAN, the National Action Party—
Partido de Accién Nacional).

Cérdenas makes use of progres-
sive, nationalist and democratic
rhetoric and has ‘been able to con-
fuse a certain section of honest peo-
ple, although the Program of the
PRD clearly promises to “Promote
foreign investment and its contribu-
tion to technological development,”
“Develop productive forms of asso-
ciation between peasants and busi-
nessmen,” and promote a supposed
trade union “struggle” for th(;'[“com-
petitiveness” and “productivity” of
capitalist enterprises, among other
points that demonstrate the true class
character of these political represen-
tatives of the proimperialist big
bourgeoisie. The day after the rebel-
lion in Chiapas, Cardenas clearly
spelled out that “You can’t solve the
people’s problems by taking up
arms.” Shortly thereafter he advocat-
ed a government ceasefire, which is
the policy the govemment did adopt.
He also explained his reasons: “there
are forces inside and outside the
government that would like to see
our Army weakened, when what we
need is to strengthen our armed
forces, not only in their military
capabilities but also in terms of their
moral authority.” Céirdenas wants to
strengthen the reactionary armed
forces and the system they defend.

And that’s why not only Cérdenas
but also U.S. imperialism wants to
see a transition to electoral democra-
cy: in order to strengthen their
oppressive system and lead the peo-
ple's struggles into the dead end
path of elections and “goiiig through
the institutions.”

In this' context the- leadership of
the EZLN called a Democratic
National Convention and indicated
that “those who do not agree with
trying out the electoral road are not
invited”. This Convention called on
the people to vote against the PRI
and the PAN. After the elections, the
EZLN has supported mobilizations
that demand that the PRD candidate
be declared th winner of the Chia-
pas gubématoriil elections.

Experience all over the world
demonstrates that, under this system,
electoral demogracy never changes



anything for the people. Since the
imperialists, big capitalists and land-
lords own most of the economy and
the media, the State and its armed
forces exist to serve their interests
and all of the main electoral parties
also represent their interests, elec-
tions under this system, however
clean they may be, are never more
than a matter of choosing every few

years which representatives of the:

ruling class are going to oppress and
repress the people in the government,
as Marx and Lenin pointed out.

- For 65 years the “official party”
has been the main representative of
the reactionary classes, but the
problem isn’t only the “PRI-govern-
ment,” as some people think. The
problem is the entire system of
imperialism, bureaucrat capitalism
and semifeudalism which exploits,
oppresses and suppresses the peo-

_ple. The solution isn’t electoral
democracy, with different bourgeois
parties taking turns heading up the
reactionary State. The solution is
the New Democratic Revolution
that destroys the old State and
establishes a new people’s State,
that confiscates the landlord’s land
and divides it up among the peas-
ants, that confiscates the property of
the imperialists, big capitalists and
landlords and clears the way for the
socialist revolution. The problem, in
short, is the system, and changing

parties under this system won’t"

accomplish anything; the solution is
to get rid of this system of imperial-
ism, bureaucrat capitalism and
_semifeudalism and build a new one.
The rebellion in Chiapas is an
expression of a profound crisis of the
semicolonial, semifeudal system in
Mexico which has no peaceful solu-
tion, nor is it going to be resolved in
the near future. The immediate per-
spective is for more rebellion and
“ungovernability”, as the govern-
ment says, as well as the threat of
more repression against the people.
Great struggles are coming. In
order for the people to be victorious,
it is necessary to clearly and reso-
lutely condemn the three main par-
ties of the big capitalists and. land-
lords and their “electoral democra-
cy” trap. It is also very mecessary to
leamn from the just and heroic upris-
~ ing of the Indian peasants of Chia-
pas, who, by their example, have
opened a new stage in the revolu-
tionary struggle in Mexico. (]
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have access to land through their rela-
tives, share tenaney, etc., or they may
take part in activities  linked with the
peasant economy, as artisans or small
traders.32 The minority of jornaleros
who are not able to complement their
wage — the so-called golondrinas
(swallows) — live a very precarious
existence, in that they find it almost
impossible to have a family and chil-
dren, that is, to reproduce their labour
power,

Thus there is an essentially semi-
feudal root to both the system of
peonage as well as the direct
exploitation of the peasant economy.
We have said that “pure” capitalism
and capitalist wage labour consist in
the complete separation of the direct
producers, the workers, from the
land or any other means by which
they could produce their subsistence.
Consequently, all their compensation
is paid in the form of a money wage.
In general, this is not yet the case of
the agricultural day labourers.

In contrast, feudalism is distin-
guished by the link between the
direct producers, the peasants, with
the land, with which they directly
produce most of what is needed for
their subsistence, turning over the
surplus to the landlord, either in the
form of labour (“personal prestation”,
“payment through work”), products
(sharecropping) or money rent. Or, as
Lenin said, feudalism consists in that
“the land was divided between the
big territorial landholders, the feudal
landlords, and that these assigned
land to the peasants to exploit them;
thefefore the land has been some-
thing like a wage in kind; it provided
the peasant with the necessities to
produce surplus product for the land-
lord; land constituted the basis that
made it possible for the peasants to
deliver tributes to the landlord™ 33

For this reason Lenin considered,

for example, the parcels of land the’

German landlords provided their
salaried workers as “a direct sur-
vival” of feudalism under capitalism,
because “as an economic system,
serfdom differs from capitalism pre-
cisely in that the-former provides
land to the labourer while the latter
separates the labourer from the land;
the former gives the labourer the
means of subsistence in kind (or

obliges him to produce ihis on his
parcel of 1and, whereas the latter pays
the worker in money with which he

- buys the means of subsistence”.34

Moreover, the system of exploita-
tion in the Mexican countryside still
assigns land (marginal lands in gen-
eral) to the peasants as an essential
condition of their exploitation, either
directly or through pebnage, and this
fact constitutes the marrow of semi-
feudalism in the countryside. In its
main form the State assigns them
land, as a landlord in fact, through
the “ejido” system and in the inter-
‘ests of the exploiting class as a
whole. The survival of the latifundio
system under the regime of bureau-
crat capitalism, which we have
already -outlined, is accompanied by
serfdom:, unpaid labour; “tied”, not
free, forms of labour; the personal
dependence which sharecropping,
usury, etc., entail; the boss system,
lack of freedom in general — in
short, extra-economic coercion.

There are those who appreciate the
enormous importance of the dialectic
between big agriculture and peasant
economy but maintain that this rela-
tion is completely capitalist because,
in contrast to. the hacienda which
contained the peasant’s subsistence
parcel, that parcel is now outside, for-
mally independent of the large pro-
duction entities.35 This point of view

' confounds the particular form with
the essential content of the relation.
The system of allotment (repar-
timiento) sent Indian peasants who
lived and reproduced in formally
independent villages and lands to do
forced labour, and this did not cause
it to cease to be a feudal labour sys-
tem. And the hacienda itself did not
absorb'the great majority of the peas-
ant parcels until the Porfiriato [dicta-
torial regime established in Mexico
by General Porfirio Diaz between
1876 and 1991 — AWTW].

The system of exploitation of the
feudal hacienda is based upon the
dialectic between the subsistence
parcels inside or outside the hacien-
da and the surplus work, the surplus
product obtained by the landholder
through peonage and -sharecropping
on the lands of the hacienda. After
more than a century of transforma-
tion via the landlord road, the dialec-
tic between large holdings and small
peasant plots is still the essential
‘Dasis' of the system of exploitation.
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To this essentially feudal foundation
can be added various opénly
semifeudal forms which are rein-
forced by this dialectic. Like a string,
on one end there appears the appar-
ently capitalist advanced large-scale
agriculture and on the other a back-
ward peasant agriculture still
wrapped in multiple forms of semi-
feudal oppression. Between them
there exist various intermediate
cases: big property that still main-
tains openly semi-feudal features,
peasant economy in more prosperous
areas which suffers more “modemn”
and capitalist forms of exploitation.
They are not disconnected frag-
ments or distinct economies. They are
two poles of a single system, of a nec-
essary relationship. From the peasant
areas flow not only the labourers who

“work for less than a pittance in the,

capitalist agriculture but also surplus’
value sucked out of the peasant econ-
omy through usury, sharecropping,
etc. — an intermediary mechanism
that ultimately increases the prof-
itability of big capital. Thus the
dialectic of exploitation is repeated:
between big and peasant agriculture,
between irrigation and dry land,
between plain and mountain, between
North and South — the dialectic of a
bureaucrat capitalism which still can-
not do without semi-feudalism.

XV. THE REVOLUTIONARY
PROGRAMME

The immediate alternative that
stands out sharply in the class strug-
gle in the countryside is the peasant
road. The main form of the sponta-
neous struggle — the struggle for
land — that moreover arises from the
most revolutionary strata in the coun-
tryside — the poor peasants — aims
at the destruction of large agricultural
holdings and the generalization of the
peasant economy. All of the other
important forms of spontaneous
struggle — the struggle against the
political bosses (caciquismo), against
repression, against the imposition of
corporativism, for higher prices and
better working conditions, for inde-
pendent unions, etc. — have an
essentially democratic character. The
character of the struggle is not direct-
ly socialist but rather democratic, a
democratic struggle which attacks
imperialism, bureaucrat capitalism
and semi-feudalism,

)

In the name of this struggle various
reforms have beén proposed which
supposedly favour the peasantry.
Reforms alone will not lead to libera-
tion, even when they are instituted by
the revolutionary bourgeoisie. This is
the lesson of three bourgeois revolu-
tions (Independence, the Reform and
the Revolution) and more than 70
years of agrarian reforms. Today
among the “socialists™ (the great
majority of whom are not socialists at
all but bourgeois forces, in terms of
their ideology and programme), two
favourite proposals are the promotion
of collective ejidos and the amend-
ment of the Agrarian Reform law to
limit so-called “small land holdings”
to 20 hectares (50 acres) of irrigated
land or its equivalent in non-irrigated
land.

It was correct to denounce the
failed efforts at collectivization under
Echeveria as an attempt to set up, on
peasant lands, capitalist enterprises
completely subordinate to and direct-
ed by the reactionary state.36 The
myth of the Cardenist collective eji-
dos has endured longer, in part
because the government decided
afterwards to dismantle the majority
of them, not because they represented
a “socialist alternative” or some such
trash, but because they were often
bastions of political forces which it
sought to undermine (the Mexican
Communist Party, the PPS). Never-
theless, in the few collective ejidos
that have survived and been success-
ful, we can see the typical results of
this reformism: the members, the ¢ji-
datarios, no longer work their land
but instead leave all the labour to
wage workers and live off the
profits.37 Under capitalism, without a
genuine revolution, in the best of
cases such “collectivization” will be
no more than that: relative privilege

'for a handful of “partners” in a capi-

talist enterprise while the large
majority continue to live in misery.
Even more insidious is the proposal
to amend the Agrarian Reform law to
limit agrarian property to 20 hectares
of irrigated land, because in appear-
ance it incorporates the peasants’
demand for land, but it does so in a
form which will only assure contin-
ued oppression. Over the last.70
years it has-not even occurred to
these gentlemen, these respectable
“socialists”, that the Agrarian Reform
law is a reactionary instrument of the

bureaucrat bourgeoisie. What an
ultra-leftist idea! It would be better to
reform the Reform so that the wor-
shippers of bourgeois legalism can
fall for it another 70 years.... Lenin
was fully justified in saying that the
opportunists are better defenders of
the bourgeoisie than the bourgeoisie
itself. : :
Why is it that 70 years after the
Agrarian Réform the peasants are
worse off than ever? Why is it that
many of the political bosses of later
years in the beginning were “leaders”
of that reform who emerged from the
Agrarian Reform struggle of the
1930s? Why did that reform establish
the basis for the complete sabjugation
of the peasantry to the bureaucrat
bourgeoisie? It was not because the
limit of the “small” holdings was 100
hectares instead of 20. It was because
the law and the Constitution guaran-
teed — and continue to guarantee —
that the turning over of the land
would depend upon the decision of
the bourgeois state, in a completely
conscious effort by the bourgeoisie to
subdue and control the revolutionary
struggle of the peasants which the
authors of the 1917 Constitution

drowned in blood at the samie time as

they were writing their precious doc-
ument. That type of agrarian reform
that depends upon the “good will” of
the bourgeois state, even if it had a
formal limit of 20 acres (or 10 or 5),
will always be gotten around in part;
but even more important, even if it
were applied to the letter of the law,
the turning over of the land will
always come at the price of the sub-
ordination and domination of the
peasants by the reactionary state. And
therefore the domination of big capi-
tal and imperialism will remain
intact.

The only road to liberation is revo-
lution, and a revolution, as Engels
had occasion to remind the reformist
socialist of his day, is an act of vio-
lence by which one class overthrows
another. The road to liberation is Peo-
ple’s War which smashes the bour-
geois state instead of trying to reform
it. That is the first requirement. That
revolution riust be a New Democrat-
ic revolution led by the proletariat
and its Marxist-Leninist-Maoist party
to overthrow imperialism, big capital-
ism and semi-feudalism, establish the
people’s democratic dictatorship of
the revolutitinary classes and launch



the socialist revolution. This is the
second requirement. (Is it necessary
to add that the new revolutionary
state will not base itself on the bour-
geois Constitution of 1917?) Outside
the general framework of these two
requirements, the true liberation of
the oppressed, whether in the coun-
tryside or the cities, is an impossible
illusion. i

In this.context, the agrarian revolu-
tion must be carried out in two phas-
es. The peasants themselves, arms in

hand, will seize without compensa-
tion the lands of the big capitalists
and the big landlords (in accordance
with the concrete conditions it could

be correct to offer some form of

compensation to intermediate forces)

and redistribute all of the land. Of

course this process must be guided

by general criteria formulated by the

party and the new revolutionary

state, but it must be the work of the

revolutionary peasants themselves,
since simply handing over the land
as a “gift” from the state, even if that

state is thoroughly revolutlonary,

cannot unleash the conscious revolu-
tionary initiative of the masses,

which is the only thing that can guar-

. antee the victory.of the socialist
cause. In this redistribution, the his-
toric rights of Indian groups to the
land must be respected as part of the
overall struggle to eliminate the
oppression of these national
minorities.

Imperialist capital and its enterpris-
es as well as those of the comprador
bourgeoisie must be confiscated.
Their enterprises that provide inputs
to the agricultural sector or that mar-
ket and process its products must

“become ‘the property of the nation. A
struggle will have to be waged to
transform the character of former pri-
vate and state-owned enterprises so
that they may serve the agrarian revo-
lution and the peasants, the socialist
transformation of the country, and the

world proletarian revolution. In terms
of enterpnses that are specifically
agricultural, in general the machinery
and some other means of production
should not simply be turned over to
the peasants who happen to receive
the land where these are located,
since this would reproduce the cur-
rent irrational and unequal concentra-
tion. Mechanisms must be estab-
lished for their equal distribution and
their collecuve use.
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The first phase of the agrarian rev-
olution will do away completely with
semi-feudalism and will smash impe-
rialism and bureaucrat-comprador
capital. It will create an opening fora
nascent socialist economic sector and
a new free peasant economy and will
represent a great step forward. How-
ever, in the end, the “free’” (sponta-

neous) development of the peasant’

economy according to the laws of the
market is a form of capitalist devel-
opment which leads to polarization of
the peasantry into a minority of capi-
talists and a great majority of exploit-
ed. Only socialism can liberate the
peasants. Collectivization, a useless
reform under capitalism, in the con-
text of the political power of the pro-
letariat and the other revolutionary
classes and the initiation of the
socialist revolution throughout soci-
ety, becomes the road to socialism in
the countryside:

Why — if bureaucrat capitalism in
many cases has already socialised to
a significant degree the process of
agricultural production — do we call
for dividing up the land only to later
call for socializing production
through collectivization? Why not
convert the large agricultural hold-
ings directly into state or collective
property? There are some means of
production like high-tech cow milk
production that should be made use
of, and in which some form of social
property will be necessary from the
beginning; and as already stated,
agricultural machinery in general will
have to be employed in some form
that allows for a more equitable dis-
tribution and collective use. Howev-
er, the division of the land among the

-peasants is in a general sense a neces-

sary step for three reasons:

First, it corresponds to the most
thorough elimifiation of semi-feudal
relations and the subordination of the
peasant economy, and will lead
(along with more equal distribution
of machinery, credit and other inputs)
to minimizing today’s large disequi-
libriums, ‘distortions and inequalities
in agriculture. In contrast, the direct
conversion of the large agricultural
enterprises into state property or col-
lective enterprises, which would
inevitably involve only a minority of
peasants, would leave intact the con-

.centrations of the means of produc-

tion in a limited sector and maintain
the backwardness of the overall peas-

ant economy. L

Second, true revolutionary trans-
formation requires the most profound
rupture with imperialism;. self-suffi-
ciency, abolition of technological
dependency on the supply of machin-
ery and other inputs, the reorientation
of production for the imperialist mar-
kets toward production for the needs
of the masses, etc. All of this (and the
revolutionary war itself) implies cer-
tain disruptions in highly technologi-
cal forms of production. The peas-
ants, in contrast, have a great wealth
of experience in production with lim-
ited technology. On the other hand,
the peasant economy adapts naturally
to the production of basic foodstuffs,
and agriculture will have to be reori-
ented urgently toward that sort of
production. In contrast, ‘the policy of
directly converting the large holdings
into state property in situations in
which agriculture is still not capitalist
has been‘part of the programme
which leaves intact essential elements
of the dependency on imperialism (of
both blocs) for technology, machin-
ery, credits, and markets. This has
been the experience of thé Cuban and
Nicaraguan revolutions which did not
overcome the structure of agricultur-
al/export dependency.

Finally, the most important reason
is political: the main struggle of the
oppressed in the countryside today is
the struggle for land, and that strug-
gle must be respected. The redivision
of the land by the revolutionary peas-
ants.will strengthen the worker-peas-
ant alliance under proletarian leader-
ship as the core of the new state

power and will create the firmest pos-

sible basis for collectivization to be
truly voluntary and a conscious act of
the. peasants themselves. The suc-
cessful struggle in China, which cul-
minated with the formation of the
communes, showed that when collec-
tivization is the product of the con-
scious revolutionary struggle of the
peasants under the leadership of the
communist party, the process gives a
great boost to' the enthusiasm and ini-
tiative of the massés in the socialist
revolution. In contrast, the errors
committed in the first historic experi-
ence of collectivization in the Soviet
Union illustrate that even when col-
lectivization is carried forward by a
genuinely socialist government (as
was the Soviet government at that
time), if it cannot count on the full
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support and participation of the poor
and lower middle péasants in the
struggle against Very real enemies
who wish to consolidate capitalist

“relations, it can undermine the initia-

tive of the masses and end up weak-
ening the very base of the socialist
government itself.

Thus we must make sure that the
peasants’ struggle for land reaches its
ultimate revolutionary objective and
that the peasants demonstrate, with

their own experience, that only"

socialism, only the road of collec-
tivization, can liberate them. In the
course of the struggle we must sup-
port every spark of cooperation, and
it is possible that in some cases, upon
redistributing the land, the peasants
will choose to immediately organize
collective forms of production. At all
times the impulse toward such trans-
formations must come from the com-
munist party’s political leadership of
the conscious revolutionary struggle
of the peasants, and not from bureau-
cratic methods.

In reality, the line of going “direct-
ly to socialism” in the countryside,
which is pushed by the various revi-
sionist forces who are in the habit of
negating the existence of semi-feudal
relations, is simply a line which
would speed up the deveIOpment of
bureaucrat capitalism. It is possible to
overcome semi-feudal relations either
by the peasant road or the landlord
road. In negating the continued exis-
tence of semi-feudal relations, they
are rejecting the revolutionary road
— the road of the peasants — and
opting for an acceleration of the reac-
tionary landlord road. This idea goes
no further than converting the large
holdings into state property, which
leaves intact both its dependence on
imperialism and the inequalities and
disarticulation inherent in the rela-
tionship between large and small
holdings. The general programme of
these forces is not socialist nor even
democratic. It does not seck a radical
rupture with the world system, but at
most to develop closer ties with Sovi-
et social-imperialism and negotiate a
“better arrangement” with Yankee

- imperialism.

For all these reasons, the distribu-
tion of the land is a necessary culmi-
nation of the democratic revolution in

the countryside. The subsequent col-

lectivization will represent an
immense and historic socialist trans-

)

formation of the Mexican country-
side. However, the struggle will not
stop there. As we have been taught
by Mao and by the experience of
both the Chinese revolution and the
restoration of capitalism there and in
the Soviet Union, it will be necessary
to continue the revolution within
socialism, It will be necessary to
combat the new bourgeois elements
that inevitably emerge inside the
socialist forms of property and inside
the communist party itself. It will be
necessary to struggle to overcome the
many inequalities that still remain

and which provide a basis for such-

bourgeois forces. Only the triumph of
communism, of classless society,
throughout the world will represent
the final victory. Even so, the great
revolution whose agrarian component
we have outlined here will be a great
advance, not only for the people of
Mexico, but also for the oppressed
throughout the world in their struggle
for this promising future.

- In the countryside, as throughout
the country, the old order is in a deep
crisis. Let the government shed

crocodile tears for the “poor peas-.

ants”. Let the reformists promise this
or that reform if only we vote for
them or sign up for one of their orga-
nizations. This is the role they are
supposed to be playmg The role of
revolutionaries, in contrast, is to
arouse the “invisible” people — the
proletarians and the peasants —
arouse them not only to cry out loud
and bitter denunciations which they
now only murmur, not only to rise up
with swords and bullets against injus-
tice, but also so that the invisible peo-
ple can come out from their shadows
— this time for good — and smash
and uproot the evil forces which have
bled them dry in the darkness, and
with great revolutionary strides begin
to build a new and shining society in
their own image.
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the lending agencies than it repays
them ($2.7bn in 1994),-largely to
provide the infrastructure required
by potential foreign investors.

In 1994 Peru’s prime minister
announced that Peru will require $5-
$6 billion in new foreign investment
each year in order to realize a 5%
medium term growth. In 1993 (the
first year of privatization sales) total
foreign investment was $226 million
and a total of $3 billion is predicted
for 1994 (due largely to the sale of
Peru’s telecommunications system
for $2.1bn). Most of Peru’s assets
are being sold at ridiculously low
prices and, once gone, will no longer
be a source of revenue for the gov-
emment.

Bourgeois economic analysts are
openly worried. While Peru’s econo-
my is increasingly geared toward
export, and more goods are being
exported, the amount of profit Peru
is realizing from these exports has
gone down due to falling world
prices. The gross national product
has increased, but the areas of the
economy vital to the well-being of
the Peruvian people — agriculture,
manufactured goods, and social ser-
vices, are declining. The majority of
the people of Peru are so poor that
overall consumer power has dropped
steadily. Economists warn that
Peru’s economy is stagnant.® A

While a very small number of
people in Peru have been able o
profit from increased foreign invest-
ment, the majority of the people of
Peru have only gotten poorer. Less
than 10%:are fully employed. While
the government boasts of privatiza-
tion, newly privatized companies
have,.on average, laid off 52% of
their workers in order to increase
profits.. Money appropriated for
“social services” is being used to
build roads to help foreign investors
get their goods to market, and the
government’s budget for social ser-
vices (health, education, etc) has
fallen from 4.7% of GDP in 1980 to
0.9% in 1993. Even the schools and
hospitals are being privatized. More
than 26,000 schoolteachers have
tuberculosis; tens of thousands of
children die each year from pre-
ventable diseases. Most of Lima’s 6
million “recognized” residents live
in old working class neighbourhoods

where 7-10 people live in a single
windowless room opening onto a
common dirt alleyway where an
average of 67 people share a single
water faucet and 85 people share a
toilet.!® Another 3 million “unrecog-
nized” Lima residents live in “ille-
gal” shantytowns on the outskirts of
Lima, where they have neither water
nor sanitation facilities. At the same
time, increasing numbers of peasants
are being forced from their land en
masse because they are unable to
pay new land and water taxes
imposed by the IMF; they will join
the unemployed in Lima. With about
half of all Peruvians living in critical
poverty and unable to purchase ade-
quate food to provide for basic nutri-
tional needs, potential investors
worry about whether the Peruvian
state can provide the workers with
such essentials as basic health and
education to ensure a dependable
labour force.

The “La Cantuta case” has also
raised some anxiety among investors
concerning the political stability of
Peru. While it was common knowl-
edge that the government was
responsible for the disappearance

“and massacre of the nine students

and the professor from La Cantuta
University, the outcome of the case
has had many repercussions. Not
only were “human rights violations”
exposed to the world, but Fujimori’s
handling of the case has been unset-
tling. On the one hand, foreign
investors were delighted when
Fujimori showed he was willing to
protect their investment with .an iron
fist with his self-coup on 5 April
1992 as part.of the effort to “pacify”
the country. However, when Fuji-
mori defied his own newly enacted
Constitution in February 1994 by
moving the La Cantuta case from
the civil court to the military court,
he effectively allowed the open sub-
ordination of the judiciary to the
military. Not only were the crimes of
the Peruvian regime exposed to the
world, but there could now be no
question that the Fujimori regime
was under the military’s control.
Opposition parties in Peru and for-
eign investors became worried. Both
depend on Peru’s laws to protect
their interests. Peru’s new Constitu-
tion is extremely favourable to for-
eign invéstors, for example, guaran-
teeing that foreign debts will be paid

" before social needs are met. But the
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fact that the laws can be changed
arbitrarily and replaced with open
military rule at whim does not con-
vey a picture of a predictable and
stable situation to these investors.
All'of this also tends to divide the
Peruvian ruling class, as is evi-
denced in manoeuvring for the
upcoming 9 April 1995 elections.
Some candidates want to retain more
of the profits from Peru’s resources
for Peru’s upper classes, and claim
that they could cut a better deal with

“the imperialists. Some others

promise to preserve certain “demo-
cratic” privileges for those who do
not threaten the state. Others
promise tax breaks for Peruvian
industrialists, who cannot compete
with the multinationals. Some open-
ly worry that Peru’s generals will
once agdin roll their tanks into the
street in order to guarantee Fuji-
mori’s victory in the elections and
squash their own bids for power.

But one thing every electoral can-
didate agrees on is the necessity to
ruthlessly attack the People’s War
and its leadership, the PCP. This is

‘mothing new. It has been the mandate

of three successive regimes in Peru
over the past 15 years. When Chair-
man Gonzalo was arrested the impe-
rialists were euphoric. Everywhere
they shouted: “Mission accom-
plished!” “The End of the Civil War
is now Guaranteed!” “Peru is the new
investor’s. paradise!” “Now the mili-
tary can be used for building roads!”
But over the past two years the
People’s War has continued, and the
government’s pronunciations have
been proven to be empty phrases.
And as of late 1994 Fujimori had to
confess that the People’s War is
indeed a continuing threat to his state,

A full year after Chairman
Gonzalo’s arrest, Fujimori an-
nounced his plan to carry out what
he called a “Little Viemam” in the
jungle! International lending agen-
cies provided loans to move peas-
ants loyal to the-government into the
Amazon. Strategic hamlets were'set
up near military bases. An orches-
trated media campaign released
“news” of alleged PCP massacres of
indigenous Ashaninkas in these
same areas in an effort to discredit
the People’s War intemationally and
prepare the way for even greater
military genocide against the people
inhabiting the area.

In April 1994 the 'mil-itary

launched a mabsive offensive in the
jungle areas. Peasant villages were
bombed by Kelicopter gunships.
Peasants were massacred in cold
blood. Women and children were
raped by the uniformed military.
Bodies of peasants lined the banks
of the Ene River, and the crimes of
the military were so exposed that
even the usually silent government’s
loyal “human rights groups” were
forced to denounce them. The des-
perate regime retaliated by accusing
human rights groups and Interna-
tional Red Cross of helping the PCP,
and claimed that it was because of
them that their military offensive
had ended in defeat. ~ .

During autumn 1994, Peruvian
television showed one military
offensive after another “wiping out
the last remnants” and repeatedly
announced the “capture of leaders of
the People’s War*, only to have to
later admit that they had “escaped
through tunnels” or had “disap-
peared among the people”. Huge
sections of the country continue to
be under “Emergency Control”, and
the forces of the People’s War and
the forces of the military continue to
contend for control.!

Over the past two years, foreign

investors have come under constant
attack. Offices of newly privatized
businesses and banks have been
bombed. For example, within days
of the sale of Peru’s telecommunica-
tions system to Spain, two of its
Lima offices were attacked (one on
the day of its opening). Leaflets left
at the sites denounce the govern-
ment’s privatization program and
warn foreign investors that they will
be driven out. Railways, oil
pipelines, and electrical pylons have
continued to be targeted. In October
1994, as Peru’s electricity company
was being prepared for privatization,
an attack on the electrical system,
described by the government as the
PCP’s strongest attack since the
arrest of Chairman Gonzalo, disrupt-
ed electricity for more than a week.
At the same time, more than
20,000 oil workers staged a 2-day
strike to protest the upcoming priva-
tization of Petro-Peru, and were
joined by dockworkers. Miners
joined striking electrical workers
and denopunced privatization.
Schoolteachers went on strike for a
300% pay increase and students are
protesting the increased costs of

education.

Factions of the ruling class in Peru
have called for a delay in the privati-
zation program, which Fujimori
promised would be completed by
1995. They say that the prices com-
panies are being sold for are too low
and that political stability in Peru is
still too tenuous to create a
favourable investment climate. What
the foreign investors are seriously
worried about is the same thing that
has hindered their investing greatly
in Peru for the past fourteen years!

For fourteen years the people of
Peru have taken up arms against the
three mountains oppressing them.
There is a highly aroused peasantry.
There is a protracted Péople’s War,
led by a Maoist Party, which is con-
tinuing their resolute fight to estab-
lish a new state encompassing all of
Peru. Millions of the poor — in both
the countryside and in the. shanty-
towns .of Lima — have experienced
the beginnings of their power. They
have been part of building a new
economy, a new politics, and a new
culture, In the face of this, what do
tlie foreign investors have to offer?
The. continuation of 500 years of
opptession, and even greater misery
and impoverishment. '
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