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Danger ;nd Opportﬁnities
America’s Global Rampage
and the People’s Resistance

By Fatima Resolucao

1. A NEW CHAPTER OPENS

Tuesday, 11 September 2001 may
be remembered in history as the day
the US declared war against the world.
Like the Reichstag fire in Nazi Ger-
many,! the day’s events at a minimum
provided an eagerly-awaited opportu-
nity to implement moves already in
preparation. George Bush, who had
begun assembling a war cabinet long
ago, stepped forward to announce a

new consensus uniting much of the -

US ruling class. The aim is without
precedent: one world, one empire.
America’s attempt to recast world
relations by force is the central feature
in today’s politics, from the countries
where the US military is already killing
people or getting ready for that, to the
world as a whole. It is throwing a dark
shadow on every facet of social life,
including movies and sports, as was
witnessed in the politically-obsessed,
bloodthirsty Salt Lake City Olympics.
. The principal aspect of this is that
it represents a new level of undisguised
violence against the oppressed nations
and peoples. The US is out to play
“policeman of the world” in a qualita-
tively new way, to use its ability to
project global military forcg to enforce
and organise globalised exploitation
through military intervention in a man-
ner no other power can rival. Bush an-
nounced that the oppressed nations
do not have any rights that America is
required to respect. He proclaimed an
open-ended war against all those who
fail to “share our values” — that is, bow
to US dictates. With little regard for
sovereignty, international law or any
other restraint, the US is sending in its
armed forces and declaring its right to
set up and knock down Third World

governments at will to enforce its in-
terests.

The other aspect is that the cru-
sade is also directed against the US’s
erstwhile “allies”. In attempting to sta-
bilise the “global business environ-
ment”, the US is acting in the interests
of all the monopoly capitalist countries,
great and small. But at the same time,
although Bush has been careful to

avoid isolation so far, most of the pow-.

ers once considered US allies have
now been demoted to the status of
members of ad-hoc coalitions, to be
admitted at America’s pleasure and on
the condition that it gets the lion’s
share of the plunder. Now even NATO
is a mere shadow of its former self.

For the world’s people, the dangers
in this situation are obvious. Imperial-
ism, through the US’s self-imposed
leadership, is willing and more able to
intervene directly wherever its inter-
Lests require it, applying concentrated
force on a scale not previously possi-
ble in recent years, and also applying
internal repression in a way, until re-
cently, considered too costly in politi-
cal terms.

Although the people of the world
are the imperialists’ ultimate target, so
far their immediate targets have largely
been former flunkies and other minor
reactionaries who have escaped their
control to one degree or another. This
has helped spread confusion and even
cynicism, since the masses find them-
selves offered a choice that is no
choice at all. The mobilisation of impe-
rialist military power under American
leadership and the concomitant politi-
cal situation (including the mixture of
confusion and fear, and even demobi-
lisation among some opposition forces)
mean that right now we are facing a
formidable enemy spoiling for battle,

at least battles it can fight on favour-

able grounds.

Battle against revolutionary
masses and people’s wars is unfavour-
able ground for the imperialists and
they know it — which is part of why the
imperialists welcomed 11 September as
a special opportunity. But no matter
what they may want, they are making
themselves the target of the world’s
contradictions and uniting the people
of the world against them. They are
once again demonstrating to the
world’s people that, as Mao put it, “po-
litical power grows out of the barrel of
a .9’

The US imperialists are determined
to seize the opportunities provided by
the unprecedented imbalance of mili-
tary forces in today’s world, yet the
dangers they face are no less historic.
They understand that in order to get
to the new world order they dream of,
first the world will have to go through
a great deal of disorder. They are get-
ting ready for that, including by pre-
paring to crush resistance in their own
“homeland”. But it is a perilous gam-
ble, and it has an edge of desperation
to it. If they fail to blast their way to
“fyll-spectrum dominance”, as the
Pentagon puts it, in the military, politi-
cal and, ultimately, economic spheres,

\ then they risk losing everything, In the

' ]long or even the medium term, US he-
gemony over the other imperialists

- cannot last. As a French representa-
tive bluntly put it in a discussion of

- present US-European relations, “This

iis unsustainable.” Even more impor-

l'tantly, America’s striving for a new

i world order is putting all existing power

! }relations into question, generating tur-

"'moil and calling into being and focus-

. ing resistance on a global scale. The

- spiralling whirlpool of these different
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could more thoroughly penetrate much
of the world’s markets, exploit labour
previously denied it and do so more
intensely than previously possible.
Many people came to call this
“globalisation”. Manufacture and dis-
tribution could be organised world-
wide to a new degree; finance capital
began to flow over national bounda-
ries at an unprecedented speed and
volume; and even macroeconomic poli-
cies could be co-ordinated among the
imperialist powers and imposed on the
countries dependent on them. Indone-
sia, Thailand, Korea and the other
South-east Asian countries, consid-
ered the “success stories” of world
development in the 1990s, for instance,
may have seemed to have their own
independent industries and econo-
mies, but when imperialist finance capi-
tal was abruptly shifted out of those
countries in search of new speculative
opportunities somewhere else, the re-
sulting collapse revealed the underly-
ing relations.
The export of capital has long been
a feature of the imperialist system,
both in direct forms, such as British
ownership of India’s railway system,
French rubber plantation holdings and
Belgian ownership of the Congo’s
mines, and in indirect forms, like the
private and public loans that bleed a
country’s labouring people and allow
foreign finance capital to extract profit
in the form of interest even where it
does not have formal ownership over
the means of production. But imperial-
st capital has moved beyond agricul-
ture and raw materials, and beyond in-
direct control of production for the lo-
cal market (through the fraud of “ex-
port substitution” where the local gov-
ernment owned production but impe-
rialist capital called the tune and reaped
the benefits), to new kinds of globally-
organised labour for the global market.
) Vqry often this involves direct for-
eign investment (US and Japanese-
owned manufacture in China, for in-
stance). Another increasingly common
fqrm is “outsourcing”, in which the in-
dividual manufacture of parts and
components and sometimes even

. Whole product lines is taken up by

Third World “independent contrac-
tors” entirely dependent on the import
of Western capital goods and finance.
In these cases, the imperialist “cus-
tomer” is king, controlling every as-
pect of the process in real time and
detail just as surely as McDonald’s

controls fhe retail outlets of its sup-
posedly independent franchisers. Now
not only large-scale multi-nationals
but medium-sized firms and even some
small-fry Western capitalists can en-
joy the privilege of exploiting men,
women and children in the Third
World.

With the advent of digital commu-
nications, new sectors were created to
pump profits westward. One of the

. most dynamic is “outsourced business

services”. All sorts of corporations
have established *“offshore” customer-
service call centres, data input planta-
tions, software development parks, etc.
Thus much of the “back office” labour
once performed at Western wage lev-
els now costs much less, thanks to the
backwardness and misery in which
these countries as a whole are impris-
oned, boosting profitability for the
companies involved and for imperial-
ist capital as a whole.

The prosperity of the “Clinton
boom” was made not on Wall Street or
in the Silicon Valley but in the
magquiladora plants along the border
in Mexico, the factories in the “free
trade zones” of south-eastern China
and the Dominican Republic, the gar-
ment sweatshops in Turkey and Bang-
ladesh, the computer code-writing
compounds in' Bangalore, and so on.
It was also rooted in the further polari-
sation of the exploited proletariat
within the imperialist countries, per-
haps most dramatically in the US itself.

However, this globalised develop-
ment has run up against several inter-
related but different problems in the
economic and political spheres.

The first has to do with the laws of
capitalism itself as a system whose very
survival depends on ever more exten-
sive and intensive exploitation. For all
the prosperity for some and propa-
ganda for all regarding the 1990s boom,
and the real advances in growth and
profitability made by the imperialist
system overall, in comparison to the
period from the early 1970s through to
the end of the USSR, the world’s
growth rate has never returned to the
averages of the three decades after the
Second World War. The relatively low
level of overall profitability remains a
serious obstacle to further expansion.
By the end of the decade it became
elear that the “Clinton boom” could not
be sustained without a further qualita-
tive leap in the penetration of the op-
pressed countries.

Further, for the US, like any capi-
talist, the problem is not the overall
profitability of the system, but its own
share of the profits. European and Japa-
nese capital are pressing the US as
never before. The US accounted for
half the world’s production in 1950; by
1996 that share had fallen to 20 per
cent. This figure is not exactly what it
may seem, for US capital controls much
production elsewhere in the world. But
it has become indisputable that US
economic strength alone cannot allow
it to grab greater market share and in-
vestment opportunities from the other
imperialist players. Even in its own his-
toric sphere of jnfluence, Latin
America, US capital no longer enjoys
anything like a monopoly position.>

At the same time, the process of
globalisation itself has been generat-
ing roiling turmoil and resistance. The
penetration of imperialist capital is tear-
ing apart the social fabric in country
after country, undermining the eco-
nomic, social and political basis for the
regimes on which that penetration de-
pends. Certain features of this situa-

. tion are common throughout the Third

World.® The strength of imperialist
capital and its battering down of mar-
ket barriers has swept some countries
from grain self-sufficiency to import de-
pendency, whilst in others,. peasant
livelihoods were destroyed by im-
ported wheat and wheat products. In
many countries whole sections of the
middle classes are watching the prom-
ises held out by globalisation fizzle out
like the air in a balloon. They have MTV
and Internet cafes but no hope what-
soever of the kind of life seen in Ameri-
can television series and, sometimes,
hardly any future at all. Even among
the upper classes there has been a
growing sense of humiliation. For ex-
ample, as everyone nOW Knows, sec-
tions of the upper strata in Saudi Ara-
bia have found the natlt_)nal degrada-
tion imposed by the US intolerable,

It has proven difficult (0 replace
some of the key regimes that for dec.
ades kept their countries safe for im-
perialism. Suharto 10 Indonesia, for in-
stance, brought to pOWer by the CIA
over the bodies of many hundreds of
thousands of murdered communists
and gther people, had been an anchor
for the US in South-east Asia. The in-
creasing integration of Indonesia’s
economy into the imperialist invest-
ment and financial system, which was
supposed to be a source of stability as



well as profits, instead created greater
instability. When the regime was forced
out amid riots and street fighting, the
US put in a new puppet, but the sys-
tem of class alignments and cliques on
which US domination depended copld
not be put back together again like
before. The fall of Mobutu in Zaire
posed similar problems for the imperi-
alists. o

Mexico, Algeria (especially the
Kabyle people) and South Korea were
also swept by rebellion and upheaval.
In the Middle East, the determination
of the Palestinians to stand up as hu-
man beings at any cost has turned the
whole structure of imperialist domina-
tion through Israel and its arrange-
ments with the oil-dependent regimes
into a problem for the imperialists that
has no solution. North America and
Europe have witnessed protests of a
size and militancy unseen in recent
decades against globalisation.

Heightening instability, growing
discontent, waves of resistance and,
in some places, armed struggle and

even people’s war — this describes.

much of the world on the eve of 11
September. As the Revolutionary In-
ternationalist Movement analysed in
2000, “While we are not yet expernenc-
ing the same high tide of revolution-
ary struggle on a world scale that we
have witnessed in the past and will
surely see again, we can speak with
confidence of an emerging new wave
of the world proletarian revolution.
(“Interview with the RIM Committee”,
AWTW2000/26.)

All of the imperialists have been
facing similar problems, to varying de-
grees, impeding them from just send-
ing in troops and “crushing the na-
tives”. First of all, most of them could
not even if they wanted to — their
militaries were structured for fighting
an inter-imperialist world war, specifi-
cally with the Soviet Union, and not,
as we will see, for the kind of wars they
actually need to fight. Related to that,
all of them, in different ways, have to
deal with strong popular feelings
against these kinds of wars, a legacy,
among other things, of the long and
failed colonial wars they fought in the
1950s and 1960s, especially Viemam.

But the need for more direct impe-
rialist intervention had become Increas-
ingly clear to all of them. For most of
the 1990s, it took place undfr the pre-
text of “humanitarian tasks” and pro-
tecting “human rights”. In France,

7

there arose the concept of the “right

to interfere”’, meaning that the national
sovereignty of particular countries
should be considered secondary to the
universal importance of human rights.
The practical meaning of this concept
under current world circumstances was
concretised when the French ex-radi-
cal and estranged founder of Doctors
without Borders, Bernard Kouchner,
was appointed civilian administrator of
the NATO occupation.of Kosovo. The
Anglo-Saxon world, as usual, is more
blunt: the English translation of “the
right to interfere” is what that bard of
British colonialism, Rudyard Kipling,
called “the white man’s burden”. This
idea is now being recycled with a hu-
manitarian veneer as the West’s pain-
ful duty to run less fortunate nations.
Some pundits began to bandy around
the term “re-colonisation”, symbolised
by Tony Blair’s 2002 tour of British
former colonies in Africa. Even the ar-
rest of Pinochet, the leader of the 1973
coup in Chile, can be seen as part of
creating an atmosphere in which the
imperialist countries’ self-proclaimed
moral superiority could be extended to
legal superiority... with subtle but very
real political and military implications.’

At the same time, rivalry between
the imperialist powers has been a ma-
jor factor impeding the imposition of
the orderly conditions for exploitation
they all need. This is plain to see in the
dismantling of Yugoslavia, where Ger-
many, France, Russia and the US each
vied for the spoils;® in the horrendous
proxy wars in Central Africa, where US-
French rivalry played a major geno-
cidal role; and in Colombia, where oc-
casional European backing (especially
German) for the guerrilla movements
has helped prevent the US from “paci-
fying” the country and “making it safe
for foreign investment”. But it also
seems to be true in a far broader way in
much of the Third World — the rivalry
between the imperialists has been a
hindrance to the imposition of the po-
litical stability they all need.

The question of regimes in the op-
pressed countries is key in all this. Local
capital cannot be subordinated and the
people’s aspirations cannot be sup-
pressed without the political and mili-
tary structures to enforce them. The
peo-colonial state is the most funda-
mental of imperialism’s structures of
domination. There are few places in
today’s world where any imperialist
power, other than the US, can impose

its own regime. This has serious con-
sequences in terms of opportunities for
exploitation by the dominant power
and its relations with the other imperi-
alist exploiters. As Lenin said, under
imperialism the world cannot be di-
vided in any other way except in rela-
tion to the respective military strength
of the powers looting it.

3. UNEVEN DEVELOPMENT

A report written under US Defence
Secretary Rumsfeld’s direction in 2001
predicted that increasingly globalised
investment would produce a further
“widening between the haves and
have-nots”, but America’s “synergy of
space superiority with land, sea and
air superiority” could “protect US in-
terests and investment” and give it “an
extraordinary military advantage”. An
advantage against those who resist
being globalised, for one thing. An
advantage over the US’s imperialist ri-
vals, for another.

When the World Trade Center and
the Pentagon were hit, for the first time
in its existence the NATO powers in-
voked a treaty clause that meant that
they considered it an attack on all of
the member states. But when the US
invaded Afghanistan and they all
wanted to join the blood feast, they
were unceremoniously told, “Don’t call
us; we’ll call you.” Offers to send
troops by France, Germany and Italy
were initially scorned. Finally the US
put the UK in charge of a distinctly
non-NATO force limited to Kabul and
took the rest for itself. Then the US
sent troops to-the Philippines, its
former colony, without inviting anyone
else along, and declared that the next
target was Iraq, despite opposition to
such a war from nearly every other
NATO country. American relations
with its former NATO allies became so
strained that Germany’s Foreign Af-
fairs Minister complained that “alliance
partners are not satellites”, implying
that the US was treating the new uni-
fied Germany the same way as the
USSR previously treated East Ger-
many.

oes thie German minister oppose
America’s war on the world? Like the
rest of his European counterparts, he
has actually defended it and done his
best to get his country in on it.? The

. problem is that the European countries

are not in any position, militarily, to join

82/2002 NIM OLGTHOM VY
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the US assault in 4 way that would
make a difference,.and in the absence
of that firepawer, the US is not only
uninterested in their help but using its
superiority to serve its own interests
independently of, and in opposition to,
theirs. At this time, the other imperial-
ists have no choice but to pay a price
they hate for a service they cannot do
without.

No other country can contest with
the US in terms of “power projection”
— the capacity to dispatch troops  and
equipment quickly and massively. This
now includes Russia — and that marks
a significant change in the world since
the Gulf War. The former USSR has
further disintegrated and its military
power came crashing down as the eco-
nomic base on which it stood proved
unable to sustain it. The debacle asso-
ciated with the sinking of the subma-
rine Kursk, for example, demonstrated

just how little of its once mighty nu-

clear navy Russia is able to maintain.'®
Germany’s early attempts to set a prec-
edent by sending combat troops into
Afghanistan were humiliated when its
transport aircraft were nailed down for
days by bad weather. It ended up bor-
rowing Russian-made Ilyushins to get
supplies to Afghanistan. In fact, at this
point at least, Europe does not even
manufacture military transport planes
to compete with the US long-range tank
and troop carriers, and if Europe had
to buy them from Boeing it would spell
the end of Europe’s joint efforts to ri-
val the US’s efforts to monopolise the
making of large aircraft (a monopoly of
strategic economic and military signifi-
cance). Attempts to knock together a
Joint European strike force have come
tonothing so far. Only France has per-
fectqd its ability to send in enough
special forces troops to massacre and
bully small countries, especially in Af-
rica."! Aside from Russia, only two
other powers, Britain and France, have
nuclear missiles and a nuclear navy.2
Today, Britain is the US’s only long-
term ally, due to the “special relation-
ship” in which British and American
capital are thoroughly intertwined."
London is closer to Manhattan than
to Pans As for France, sometimes de-
scribed as the closest thing the US has
to a rival at the moment, its sole nu-
clear-powered aircraft carrier and icon
of France’s nuclear status, the Charles
de Gaulle, has spent as much time ‘in
repairs as sailing the seas.

Why should the US rulers abide

)
by “coalition politics” when they have
anear-monopoly on the means for mas-
sive military intervention? Its military
budget i3 greater than that of all its
potential rivals combined; now its
spending is to jump by 15 per cent in
the next budget year alone, by $50 bil-
lion dollars, the biggest single increase
in two decades and an amount that
alone dwarfs the military spending of
most NATO powers. At the Munich
international conference on security in
Fébruary, the NATO secretary-general
complained that the European powers
risked being reduced to the status of
“a military pigmy”. The International
Herald Tribune reported the following
exchange there: “When a German par-
ticipant voiced his uneasiness about
US threats against Iraq, [US official]
McCain snapped back, ‘I would tell our
German friend to go out and buy some
weapons’ before questioning US in-
tentions or power.”

Much has been said about the de-
velopment of a new military doctrine
in which the combination of sheer
manufacturing power (giant. troop-
transport aeroplanes, ultra-long range
bombers, war helicopters and other
specialised aircraft) and hi-technology
(pin-point bombs and cruise missiles
guided by satellites and the aptly-
named Predator drones, enhanced dig-
ital communications and electronic in-
telligence) could make it possible for
small numbers of special operations
troops operating in conjunction with
local cannon fodder to fight in such a
way as to reduce the need for co-oper-

-ating with other imperialists and still

keep the number of American causali-
ties low. This is a military doctrine spe-
cifically designed to fight in, and for,
the former colonies, not an inter-impe-
rialist world war. No other imperialist
power has such a military, and none, at
least now, can afford the kind of fast
recast of its armed forces that the Bush
administration is determined to achieve
in the next five years, at a cost of a
quarter of a trillion dollars.

But this military imbalance exists
to a great extent for historical reasons,
in particular the military division of la-
bour developed by the NATO powers
during the period when they were pre-
paring for a war against the Soviet bloc
in central Europe, and this imbalance
cannot last. The US spends over 3 per
cent of its gross domestic product
every year on direct military spending
(not counting payments of loans for

past spending, military pensions, etc.).
This is about twice the European aver-
age — but the UK and France have not
been far behind and sometimes even
ahead in recent years. Germany and
Japan are also on a new trajectory. In
fact, the Bush doctrine can only give
Europe and Japan fresh militaristic in-
centive. Recently, for instance, French
President Chirac called for Europe to
develop its own -European satellite
ground positioning system, called Gali-
leo, at enormous cost, rather than find
itself dependent on the US for its GPS
system in a military conflict, and risk
becoming, as Chirac said, US “vas-
sals”. After initial reluctance, Germany
decided to stipport this major effort.

One fact is that, economically, Eu-
rope is roughly equal to the US, and
there is no reason why the present mili-
tary imbalance should continug indefi-
nitely. The other fact is that right now
such imbalance does exist. That is one
reason why the US had to act, if not on
any specific day in September, then at
least soon.

4. FROM SUPERPOWER TO
UNIPOWER

A number of war buffs now com-
fortably established in the Bush cabi-
net began theorizing a new world or-
der in the early 1990s. Their main point
is that the surrender of the US’s main
rival, the USSR, came so easily that the
US neglected to carry out the other half
of what it needed to do — cut itself
loose from concerns about its “allies”
and take over the whole world.

In 1992, Paul Wolfowitz, now
Rumsfeld’s deputy, and L. Lewis Libby,
now Vice-President Cheney’s national
security advisor, wrote a confidential
report for the Pentagon entitled
Defense Policy Guidance 1992-1994. It
called for “preventing any /hostile
power from dominating regions’ whose
resources would allow it to attain great
'power status, discouraging attempts

"'by the advanced industrial nations to

challenge US leadership or upset the
established political and economic or-
der, and precluding the emergence of
any potential future global competi-

;;tor”-l‘ It COined the phrase, “benign

domination” — tha.t is, benign towards
"Jthe other imperialists.

Continued to page 70



After || September 2001

‘Oppose Bush'’s
“Anti-Terrorist”
Crusade against
the World’s
People!

By the Committee of the
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement

On 11 September, thousands of innocent people were killed on United States soil. In the
murky waters of terrorism and the intelligence services, where intrigue and double-dealing
are the currency, it may never be possible to know exactly who organised the attack or
their motives. But two things are clear: first, the victims in New York join the millions of
direct and indirect victims of the policies and actions of the US ruling class. Second, even

greater crimes are in preparation.

The US has declared a “war against terrorism”. With this, they are declaring their right to
attack any and all forces and governments in a wide arc stretching from the Middle East
through South Asia. Targets will be determined by how well and how quickly one bows to
US dictates — a lack of democracy or a regime’s use of terror against their own ,pébplé or
others need not exclude them from being an honoured US accomplice, as we can see in
Pakistan’s sudden transformation from potential victim to a US staging-ground. This war
will be met with a storm of resistance, not only in those countries designated as targets, but
throughout the whole world, including in the US and other aggressor countries themselves.
It is a reflection of the conflict that pits world imperialism, led by the US, against the
oppressed peoples and nations, the principal contradiction in the world today. ‘

It is not surprising that many people moved by fear, ignorance or selfishness have been
taken in by the attempts to march “Western civilisation” off to yet another bloodthirsty
‘crusade. But even now, as the situation is just beginning to unfold, a growing number of
people feel that the rulers are trying to hijack their sorrow at the loss of innocent lives to win
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support for a criminal wat. .

Why doesn’t the US tell the victims that America’s designated “number one suspect”,
Osama bin Laden and his movement, were sponsored by the US government: financed,
armed and nurtured for a decade by the CIA, the United Kingdom’s MI6 and their partners
in the Saudi Arabian secret services, for use by the Western bloc against their Soviet
rivals? Why don’t they tell the world that the US also had the thoroughly reactionary Taliban
recruited and trained in a subservient Pakistan and sent Pakistani troops into Afghanistan
to put them in power? And now the same powers that inflicted the Taliban on the Afghani
people want to unleash even more punishment! '

Bush originally called the US’s “new war” “Operation Infinite Justice”, but it is infinitely
unjust. After all, he represents a country that used the first atom bomb against the people of
Japan in order to consolidate their empire at the close of Second World War in a monstrous
crime against humanity. It was US bombs and soldiers that killed well over a million
Vietnamese and 600,000 Cambodians, and it was the CIA that stood behind the massacre
of as many as a million people when Sukarno was overthrown in Indonesia in 1965. The
very day of 11 September was already carved into the hearts of the people of Chile and the
world as the horrifying moment in 1973 when the CIA toppled Salvador Allende and applauded
whilst Pinochet proceeded to slaughter 30,000 opponents in that small country. The US
government also backed the military and death squads who hacked and shot 150,000 people
to death during the last four decades in Guatemala and provided lifelines for the infamous
Contras in neighbouring Nicaragua and for the El Salvadoran regime’s death squads in the
1980s. During the Gulf War it was US planes that rained “death from above” on tens of
thousands — perhaps as many as 200,000 — Iragis, including surrendering soldiers. The US-
led blockade, as well as the systematic, planned destruction of the Iraqi economy, has
caused the death of at least half a million children according to United Nations statistics.

Israel is the US’s well-fed guard dog in the Middle East; the US has provided weapons and

backing for each and every Zionist crime from the founding of the state of Israel on the
land of others to the mowing down of Palestinian youth today and “smart” bombing of
political leaders. Bush represents a country whose police wage a merciless war on its own
minority nationalities, one that sends helicopters to patrol its own ghettos and even bombits
own people (the Move commune in Philadelphia in 1985, killing 11 men, women and children).
Ithas 3,500 people on death row, including one of the world’s best-known political prisoners.
US “democracy” has responded to the 11 September events by proposing laws to allow the
indefinite detention of any non-citizen. Abortion doctors are murdered there, and the most
fundamentalist religious fanatics have the ear of the President.

Why don’t Bush, Blair, Chirac, Schroeder, Berlusconi and the rest of them tell us that this
war will not be for justice but for empire? What is going on is not a “clash of civilisations”
but the efforts of these barbarous rulers, flying the banner of “Western civilisation”, to
consolidate their control and contend amongst themselves for regions of strategic importance
and for world domination. Other imperialist powers are supporting the US war moves
whilst sometimes grumbling over the US’s heavy hand toward even its partners-in-crime
— these are two sides of the same effort to protect their own place at the ifperialist
banquet table, where the labour and lives of human beings is the first, last and only course,
washed down with the planet’s natural resources. \

In the last decade the basic tendencies of the world imperialist system have been intensified
under the signboard of “globalisation”. The powers are exploiting every corner ofthe globe
more deeply than ever before — and this has inflicted unbearable violence everywhere,
through both force of arms and the grinding-out of profit in daily life. If this hay brought
somie prosperity for some of the people some of the time in the imperialist couniries, the
decent lives and happiness they promised their own middle classes in return for silence
have proved to be an illusion. In the oppressed countries, electronic gadgets and a taste of
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the worst of Western culture have been offered to a minority in hopes of purchasing their
acquiescence, whilst the masses of workers and peasants are driven further into poverty
and the dignity of nations is trampled into the dust.

The US’s towering crimes and its swaggering domination of the world made many people
around the world glad that a big blow had been delivered at the heart of its empire. But
those who want out from under the heel of the US boot, and not just a fleeting and degrading
revenge, must look to history when the masses of people were able to take on and defeat
even the mightiest of enemies. Most important to remember today is the heroic struggle of
the Vietnamese people, which defeated the American army in the context of a world-wide
revolutionary upsurge centred in Maoist China, which not only rocked all the colonialist and
imperialist powers but also saw unprecedented militant opposition and revolutionary mass
movements in the rich countries themselves, including the US. That is a history lesson few
dare talk about lately. But it is not just history. Maoist-led people’s wars—wars that rely on
the people and embody the whole new kind of society they aim to bring into being, without
oppressive relations — are being waged today in Peru, Nepal and other countries.

Whilst support for an attack on peoples of the oppressed countries is one goal of today’s
war fever, the other is a widespread suspension of many rights and freedoms within the
imperialist democracies themselves, along witha sweeping crackdown against all opposition
to imperialism in the countries run by their lackeys—all under the banner of suppressing
terrorism. In some countries, the authorities are proclaiming that they will no longer tolerate
the kind of opposition they have so far been unable to squelch by more indirect means.
Cowardly attacks on Muslims and foreigners are being unleashed in the US and across
Europe in an effort to create a generalised climate of fear.

Whether the resistance to the announced *“crusade” advances as part of the world-wide
battle to rid the earth of imperialism, or whether the struggle is hijacked by reactionaries,
depends ultimately on what programme and vision lead the people’s struggle. We can never
allow people to be presented a false choice between exploitation and oppression in its
modern, imperialist form and packaged as Western-style “democracy” or an impossible
return to an oppressive medieval form of existence under the signboard of Islam or other
religious movements. In the last two decades, history has proven again and again in Iran,
Algeria, Afghanistan itself and elsewhere that Islamic movements will never liberate the
people or defeat imperialism. On the contrary, history has shown that it is only when the
masses have political power in their own hands, in socialist states or new-democratic
republics led by the working class and its communist vanguard, that it is really possible to

shape a new future.

The need for the communist vision of a world society based on the free and voluntary
association of all human beings — no longer divided by classes and into oppressed and
oppressor nations, no longer marked by the subjugation of women to men — cries out as
never before. Even as we unite in struggle with masses who still embrace other ideologies,
our scientific vision provides the backbone to stand firm in the cross-currents of a tuamultuous
world and gives strength and courage to rally the people to meet the trials of the moment, to
rise to the occasion. :

The Revolutionary Internationalist Movement calls upon the peaple of all countries to unite
in their millions to oppose and resist every act of US aggression. Reject the hypocrisy of the
imperialist enémies. Aim high and fight for genuine liberation. Remeinber that the darkest
hour comes right before the dawn.,

| 24 September 2001 : . -
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openly executed whilst being trans-
ported in trucks that were tightly
sealed so they would suffocate on
route to prisons — illustrates plainly the
murderous intentions of the Pentagon
leaders and their complete hypocrisy
towards international conventions. At
the prison in Mazar-e-Sharif, US and
British-Ied troops massacred almost all
of the 300-500 prisoners there. -

"RESURRECTING” THE WARLORDS
THE IMPERIALISTS HAD DEFEATED
TO BRING IN THE TALIBAN

Although the US war alliance re-
peatedly claimed victory over the
Taliban, they constantly renewed the
bombardment campaigns, then “esti-
mated” they had again killed hundreds
more fighters. Victory came more eas-
ily in the cities, especially in the north..
This mainly reflected the unpopularity
and isolation of the Taliban rather than
the strength of the Northern Alliance

or US advanced technology. In many
cases the Northern Alliance met with
essentially no resistance.

The US itself had given a green

light to the Pakistani training and
piloting of the Taliban armed forces in
order to further divide and defeat (or
incorporate and control) the regional
and often tribally-based armies to bring
the Taliban to power in the mid-1990s.
In September 2001, apart from the rela-
tively more organised Northern Alli-
ance, which included most groups that
fought the Soviets but also at least
some generals, such as the notorious
General Dostum, who were part of the
pro-Soviet forces, many of the weak-
ened Walis (chiefs) and their local
forces were disorganised, scattered
and only willing to fight on a merce-
nary basis.

Haunted with memories of high US
losses in Korea and Vietnam, the US
sought to limit casualties amongst its
own forces in the ground fighting, de-
spite amassing a large military pres-
ence in Afghanistan. For example, when
the US wanted to enter and search the
long stretches of caves where Taliban
and al-Qaeda forces were believed to
be hiding, US Defence Secretary
Rumsfeld preferred to offer money and
other “favours” to let Afghanistani
“volunteers” do the dangerous work
in order to spare the lives of his ma-
tines and special troops. At the same
time, the US military needed to train
and purchase the help of the experi-
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enced Afghanistani fighters, who were
organised under the command of local
warlords, some of whase support the
US would also need in any case for a
post-Taliban political solution.

An article in Shola, the organ of
the Communist Party of Afghanistan,
exposes the weakness of these re-
gional warlord commanders and feu-
dal armies. It maintains that it was only
after the heavy two-month long bom-
bardments by the US and their allies
had dealt decisive blows to the forces
and military fortifications.of the Taliban
and al-Qaeda, causing the collapse of
their front lines, that these tribal and
feudal forces got a “new lease on life”
and were belatedly mobilised for serv-
-ice in the US-led war.

Their assessment is that the Taliban
and al-Qaeda fighters put up hardly
any resistance in the North and in fact
throughout most of the country, with
the exception of Kandahar and the
Tora Bora mountains, either escaping
the barricades or openly capitulating
with little fighting.

In the Jalalabad area in the east,
which the Taliban and al-Qaeda had
evacuated without a fight, the US had
to hire a mercenary force from amongst
Afghanistani immigrants in Peshawar.
They were mobilised with the aid of
Pakistani officials in order to
strengthen the position of the weak
commander there, Hajji Qadir.

In the southern Pastun areas that
were the Taliban’s stronghold, Shola
states that the local reactionary anti-
Taliban warlords were defeated and
basically had no forces under their
command, as the local wali had been
in Pakistan. As is well known, attempts
to send in CIA envoys Abdul Haq and
Hamed Karzai (with the ill-fated goal
of wooing “moderate” Taliban figures
to expedite the collapse of national
power) ended in Abdul Haq'’s arrest
and execution by the Taliban, while

“Karzai barely escaped witli the help of
American helicopters. As a result, the
military forces linked to the United Is-
lamic Front becarpe thedem?_;g
Afghanistani ground force under

leadership. In fact, it was only after the

Taliban and al-Qaeda lost the areas in

the north, north-east, west, centre and

Kabul that Karzai could safely return

to his home area in the south under US
air cover and with the support of its
ground forces, and gather political
support of his own. After the surren-
der of Kandahar was negotiated be-

tween the Taliban and Karzai, this
wali’s (named Gol Agha) tribal forces,
backed up by hired fighters from
Quetta across the Pakistani border and
American commandos, mounted an
attack on Kandahar to occupy impor-
tant government buildings (particularly
the Welayat, the provincial government
headquarters) in order to force Karzai
and the local council to recognise him
as the wali of Kandahar.

The final strongholds of al-Qaeda

in the Tora Bora mountains south of
Jalalabad faced not only heavy US
bombardments, but also some com-
mando attacks by US ground forces.
The role of local Afghanistani forces
linked to the Eastern Council in Tora
Bora had totally been for show during
this fighting, but these forces, or at least
sections of them, started bargaining in
exchange for bribes under the guise of
sending a large number of “encircled”
forces towards Pakistan. After the col-
lapse of al-Qaeda in Tora Bora, the
American forces not only took charge
of those who were arrested or capitu-
lated, but as soon as the local Eastern
Council forces left the area, the US
occupied the natural and military forti-
fications, turning it into one of its main
bases in Afghanistan.
. Shola notes that, as soon as the US
invasion was announced, the Russian
imperialists, too, immediately set about
buying a section of these local fighters
to ensure they would have a say in
future developments. They provided
tens of millions of dollars to forces linked
to the United Islamic Front.

History has repeatedly shown that
anti-people forces can be defeated by
the struggle of the people who are de-
termined to fight a just war. Afghani-
stan itself has been the graveyard of
many reactionary forces and invaders
who were equipped with much superior
weapons. As a result of the long history
of battle with foreign invaders, the
people of Afghanistan are famous for
being good fighters. In addition, very
favourable terrain exists, especially in
the east where high mountains render
modern hi-tech weapons less efficient.
Numerous US helicopter crashes and
“equipment” failure casualties provided
several examples of this.

THE US "ELECT” THEMSELVES
AN INTERIM GOVERNMENT

The new interim government
headed by Hamed Karzai is another



product of the imperialists’ war against
Afghanistan. The imperialists wanted
to rapidly put together a semblance of
a central government and strike a rela-
tive balance between the two main
groups courted by the US and con-
tending for political influence in a post-
Taliban settlement. (The first group,
Rabanni’s government, which held
power before the Taliban seized Ka:
bul, and the second, the circles around
the former king, Zahir Shah, who was
overthrown by a coup in 1973.) They
called a meeting in November 2001 in
Bonn, Germany, adding two other
groups (the “Cyprus meeting”, mainly
supported by Iran, and the Peshawar
group, mainly supported by Pakistan).
Bonn was in fact a continuation of a
previous meeting, chaired by US sena-
tors, between the Rome circle (support-
ers of Zahir Shah) and the United Is-
lamic Front, one of the main organisa-
tions within the Northern Alliance,
during which the US invasion and the
formation of a post-Taliban govenment
was tacitly agreed upon. (This analy-
sis is drawn from Shola. For more 1n-
formation, see the excerpt from Shola
on AWTW’s web site, as well as the
sidebar excerpts in this issue about
political and administrative restructur-
ing, including the organisation of the
feudal council, the loya jirga.)
Militarily, the US applied pressure
on the forces at the meeting to reach
an agreement and to elect its own man,
Hamed Karzai, as the head of the in-
terim government, by deliberately main-

_ taining Taliban rule in some areas of

the south, whilst at the same time car-
Tying out heavy bombing and bring-
ing ground troops to the area. By the
same token, as soon as the meeting
ended, air attacks and ground opera-
tions by US forces around Kandahar
intensified, additional forces were mo-
bilized, and in a short time Taliban and
al-Qaeda were forced to evacuate
Kandahar.

Reconstruction then became the
subject of the day. The very same coun-
tries that had helped devastate Af-
ghanistan promised some $3 billion in
aid and reconstruction. .

Political reconstruction for US im-
perialism means establ@sh'mg a state
that is unconditionally in the service
of US policy in the region. A govern-
ment committed to democracy means
being ready to imprison and torture the
people and any voice of opposition,
to oppress the national minornties and
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women like the other “democracies” it

has sponsored for such ends in Saudi
Arabia, Jordan, Egypt, Chile, Turkey,

and of course that bloodiest bastion .

of “democracy”, Israel.

Economic reconstruction means to
intensify the exploitation and oppres-
sion of workers and peasants and all
the toilers, whilst having a free hand
to plunder Afghanistan’s natural re-
sources to maximise the profit of the
multinationals. Foreign minister
Abdullah said in an interview that con-
structing the oil pipeline through Af-
ghanistan would be one way to help
independence. Considering that the
interim chairman, Karzai, and the US
special envoy to Afghanistan, Zalmy
Khalilzad, have been consultants to the
Unocal oil company, which spent much
of the 1990s seeking to build this oil
pipeline, clearly demonstrates the new
hand-picked government’s orientation.
The International Monetary Fund’s
assistant director for monetary and
exchange affairs suggested that Af-
ghanistan should just abandon its cur-
rency and adopt the dollar instead.
This would, he explained, be a “tem-
porary” measure, but he admitted,
‘“when an economy dollarises, it takes
a little while to undollarise”.

As for military reconstruction, US
imperialism and its puppet regime seem
to have in mind building an army that
can better protect their interests and
guard any pipeline built. But in the
war-torn semi-feudal semi-colony of
Afghanistan, scarred and divided by
imperialism’s successive rapes, the new
army must become centralised and
uniformly (better than the Taliban) able
to suppress, imprison and torture any
opposition or rebellion and revolution-
ary organisations/parties that might
challenge the fragile ruling coalition in
any way.

In sum, the new government will
be a tool for imposing terror and re-
pression on the masses. If needed, like
Turkey, the rear flank of NATO, it will
participate in imperialist wars to kill
masses in other countries. The US has
begun to train and advise Northern

“Alliance forces, as well as recruiting

new soldiers from the Afghanistani
population, and its marines are help-
ing to build more prisons. But more
than that, the military reconstruction
of Afghanistan has to serve the
broader interests of US imperialism in
this strategically important region. A
commentator in the British daily, The

Guardian, wrote on 12 February: “US
military ‘tent cities’ have now been
established in 13 places in the states
bordering Afghanistan. New airports
are being built and garrisons ex-
panded. In December, the US assist-
ant secretary of state Elizabeth Jones
promised that, ‘when the Afghan con-

flict is over we will not leave central

Asia. We have long-term plans and
interests in this region.’” In addition,
to ensure that the field is not com-
pletely controlled by the US head of
the imperialist pack, Britain, Germany,
France and Russia have all agreed to
assist in the training of the army and
to provide aid and equipment. Shola
reports that modern arms are flowing
from the US and Russia to the regional
commanders, each seeking to
strengthen different military factions
and their overall position of influence
within the new Afghanistani army.

The ugly face of a puppet regime
that is being restructured to more effi-
ciently ensure imperialist domination
of the people, national resources and
economy, whilst enshrining backward
and oppressive social relations, can be
seen from every angle.

NO SAVIOURS

There has been much debate gen-
erated internationally over whether the
new fundamentalists, under “pres-
sure” from their more modem counter-
parts in Washington, are serious about
freeing women from the tyrannies of
the Islamic Taliban the US rulers sup-
ported yesterday. (See 8 March 2002
CoRIM statement on International
Women'’s Day in this isSue.)

Far from caring about the suppres-
sion of women, the US government al-
ways supplied generous aid to build
up the most fanatic and anti-woman
mujahedeen groups like the one led by
Golbedin Hekmatyar (infamous for his
especially ruthless targeting of the
Maoist armed forces) during the years
of Soviet occupation, and others which
came to power later. Indeed, a pillar of
this new regime is none other than the
Northern Alliance, a group of Islamic
thugs whose- record of mass rape
against women was so outrageous that
it helped pave the way for the Taliban’s
rise to power. When the people of Af-
ghanistan were suffering under one of
the most barbaric fundamentalist Is-
lamic greups, the Taliban, the people
of the world in solidarity with their
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brothers and sisters in Afghanistan
broadly opposed the régime’s harsh
treatment of the peGple and of women
in particular, whilst the US argued

“against “isolating” the Taliban regime.

The Islamic veil symbolises the
tribal and feudal patriarchy that still un-
derpins the subjugation of Afghan

"“women. Under the US-backed regime,

the veil is going to continue in some
form. Perhaps the burka textile prison
that physically enfolds women and lit-

erally stifles their participation in soci-

ety will add a “window” to the world
to become a chador or different garb,
as in the Iranian or Saudi model. Some
women may be able to show their faces
to be able to sell their very cheap la-
bour to the rare new capitalist investor
hoping to profit from a stable Afghani-
stan. Just as in Iran, where the Islamic
republic turned the political clock back-
wards in many ways, suppressing

women’s rights, the semi-feudal op-
pressior’ of women in Afghanistan
became doubly cruel after the arrival
of the Islamic regimes. (See “Islam: Ide-
ology and Tool of the Exploiting
Classes”, in this issue.)

As the Afghanistani women inter-
viewed by the March Eighth Organi-
sation of Iranian and Afghanistani
Women declared righteously, the
whole society must change, “We all
have a Mullah Omar at home...and we

"have no choice but to struggle against

this system.” ..

WHOSE FUTURE?

It is true that the centuries-long
heroic struggle of the people of Af-
ghanistan has not resulted in any true
liberation and independence for the
people. They have been fighting for
centuries against foreign powers. They

have taught important lessons to the
invaders. But, in the absence of real
revolutionary leadership, the fruits of
people’s struggles have been stolen
time and again by the feudals, Khans
and tribal leaders who ultimately were
in the service of imperialism and never
hesitated to sell out the nation’s sov-
ereignty. This tragedy is being re-
peated once more. During a century of
colonisation, the British never saw
peace in Afghanistan. The Soviet so-
cial-imperialists did not have a mo-
ment’s peace and were drawn into a
deadly war with the masses. The US
Imperialists will certainly face the same
fate, but with what future for the
masses? !

In November 2001, an important
statement appeared calling for all the
genuine Maoist forces in Afghanistan
to work together to form the single,
united Marxist-Leninist-Maoist party

A History of the Imperialist "Great Game"

Afghanistan has been the victim

_ of conspiracy and contention between

the imperialists for more than a cen-
tury. The term “the Great Game” was
first used to describe the sparring be-
tween the British imperialists and Tsar-
ist Russia over control of Afghanistan
in the early part of the nineteenth cen-
tury. One side of Afghanistan is the
gate to central Asia and the other opens
towards the Indian peninsula and to
the open seas long coveted by Rus-
sia. The first Western colonialists to
invade Afghanistan, the British occu-
pied Kabul in 1839 in their rivalry with
Russia.

The Afghan people drove the Brit-
ish out in three successive British-Af-
ghan wars. These heroic struggles of
the people could not liberate the coun-
try from colonialism and exploitation,
and each time tribal chiefs and feudal
lords traded the future of the people
for small concessions from the
cglonialist overlords. Following the
First World War and the victory of the

. proletariat led by the Bolshevik Party

in Russia, which exhilarated the op-
pressed masses of the world, the third
of these anti-colonialist wars suc-
ceeded in establishing independence
under the rule of Amanullah Khan,
ushe:ring in a new era characterised by
semi-feudalism and semii-colonialism.

The British continued to pursue

their influence in Afghanistan, even
more wary now given the existence of
a socialist country to the north. Yet the
British Empire was beginning to de-
cline, overshadowed by the rising
strength of US imperialism, through the
aftermath of the Second World War. In
the mid-1950s the new revisionist rul-
ers in the Soviet Union, who had over-
thrown socialism, pushed to extend
their influence by entering the “Great
Game” in Afghanistan. The appetite of
Soviet social-imperialism grew geo-
metrically in the 1970s as contention
with the US imperialists and their West-

ern allies for controlling greater parts

of the world intensified.

The Soviets used their economic
leverage but also worked through pro-
Soviet revisionist parties within Af-
ghanistan. Between 1956 and 1973 they
gave Afghanistan close to $3 billion in
economic and military aid. A coup in
1978 brought one of the two main pro-
Soviet revisionist groups, the Khalq
Party, to power. The Soviets’ aim was
to open the way towards the Indian
Ocean and Persian Gulf through its
control of Afghanistan. Some forces

-opposed the coup, making it difficult

for the revisionists to control the coun-
try on their own. So in ar attempt to
consolidate its hold, the Soviet Union

invaded and occupied Afghanistan
with their own troops and brought to
power a new lackey from the other re-
visionist group, the Parcham Party.

The blood-soaked Soviet occupa-
tion of Afghanistan not only outraged
the people and gave rise to fierce popu-
lar resistance but also represented a
major challenge to the Western imperi-
alist bloc. So Afghanistan became the
focus of two of the most intense con-
tradictions of the world. Revolution-
ary forces and masses all over the world
supported the heroic struggle of the
people of Afghanistan, whilst feudal
and other reactionary forces directly
or indirectly linked to the US and West-
ern imperialists were also mobilising
themselves on a world scale to defeat
the Soviet social-imperialists’ threat to
their global domination. '

The US imperialists acted quickly.
They poured in immense quantities of
military and financial support to bol-
ster the feudal and tribally-based war-
lord armies. They tried to mobilise the
Islamic forces and regional reaction-
ary regimes within their orbit to wage
jihad against “godless communists”,
as they liked to call the revisionist so-
cial-imperialists. Saudi Arabia and Pa-
kistan, with its intelligence service, the
infarhous IS, as well as the new revi-
sionists of Deng Xiao-ping’s China,



the country so painfully lacks. “The
Communist Party of Afghanistan and
the Unity Committee of the Marxist-
Leninist-Maoist Communist Move-
ment of Afghanistan, with the aid of
the RIM Committee, have reached
agreement: in order to achieve ideo-
logical-political and organisational
unity in a single communist party, we
are launching a common struggle for a
unified party programmme and consti-
tution, as well as increasing co-ordi-
nation of united practical struggles in
other spheres.”

The Communist Party of Afghani-
stan, a participating party in RIM, has
called for linking up with a powerful
broad anti-war movement world-wide.
They have already declared their
commitment towards a struggle to the
end against the invaders. A genuine
revolutionary struggle under the
leadership of the proletariat and its
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Marxist-Leninist-Maoist vanguard
party is the crucial way to build unity
amidst the divided people to drive
these bloodthirsty forces out of
Afghanistan, uproot semi-feudalism
and establish new democracy. A new-
democratic state is the only state that
can really liberate the country from the
rule of feudalism and imperialism. In
the final analysis, only this will allow
the people to take their destiny in their
own hands, including by imposing
their dictatorship over the handful of
reactionary feudals and bureaucrat
bourgeoisie, who are so content to do
imperialism’s dirty work and who hold
back the people and their struggle by
enforcing the most backward, misogy-
nist and oppressive relations. Only
then will the shadow of the Mullah
Omar dominators disappear from every
doorway and the people’s energy and
potential be unleashed to transform

society in their own interests. That is
the sole path to liberation for the peo-
ple of Afghanistan.

ENDNOTES

1 One of the imperialists’ new war toys
for mass murder is a 2,000 pound laser-
guided thermobaric bomb known as “Big
Blue Two”, the BLU-118, dropped for the
first time in Afghanistan by US Navy
planes. Itis designed to kill people in caves
and bunkers without collapsing the struc-
tures. The blast sucks up oxygen, creating
a vacuum that collapses lungs, breaks ear-
drums, and pulls out eyes. A barbaric
weapon matched only by the barbaric char-
acter of the imperialists themselves. Hl

backed the various mujahedeen and
reactionary forces within the
Afghanistani resistance. This devas-
tating and merciless war lasted for a
decade and claimed over 1.5 million
lives- It left millions of wounded and
handicapped, and uprooted a huge
section of the population, one-third of
whom became refugees in neighbour-
ing countries and parts of the world.
When the last pro-Soviet regime,
led by Najibullah, was overthrown in
1992, various mujahedeen groups then
fought amongst themselves for the
upper hand in ruling Afghanistan. From
Massoud (favourite of the European
Imperialists), Rabbani and others from
the Tajik minority, to Hekmatyar, dar-
ling of the ISI and CIA who was
stronger in Pashtun areas, to the Shiite
Muslims of the Vahdat Party from the
Hazara area and central region, to
Ismail Khan in the west and General
Dostum in the Uzbek area, each of
these warlords commanded his own
region and ruthlessly oppressed peo-
ple of other nationalities. The next few
years was a period of feudal .tnbal-
based warlordism and terror, with un-
controlled banditry and looting of the
people, as well as the widespread rape
of women. It was a}so the “gcll}i'nl'eac‘
tionary playground for marauding re-
giona;lyilﬁer)égso— the major imperialist
powers and reactionary neighbours,
such as Pakistan, India and Iran — each
deployed funding and arms to try to

make use of the local warlords for their
own interests. Commanders continu-
ally changed sides, “betraying” their
clan for a higher bid elsewhere, fuel-

ling the escalation of local conflicts. --

More than 10,000 civilians were
killed in the war between Hekmatyar,
leading the main Pashtun force,
Rabbani and Massoud. Kabul was de-
stroyed by the attacks of the forces of
Hekmatyar and Dostum.

SHARPENING CONTENTION

Although the Soviets’ dream for a
passage to South Asia and the seas
failed and they were forced to with-
draw as their own empire collapsed, Af-
ghanistan nevertheless continued to
be of strategic importance, due in large
part to the discovery of new oil and
natural gas fields in Central Asia and
the Caspian Sea. Amidst sharpening
inter-imperialist rivalry, oil was more
than ever not just an object of plunder,
but a strategic resource, control over
which began to shape the conflict in
the whole region. For the imperialists,
denying their rivals access to energy
supplies became as important as en-
suring this access and control for them-
selves.

As the Soviets retreated in the early
1990s, the US iniperialists thus em-
barked upon a policy to replace Soviet
influence over the Central Asian coun-
tries with their own, to connect them

into the world market and to break up
the Russian monopoly over the pipe-
lines to that market. They also set out
to build an alternative to the Persian
Gulf region as a key energy supply in
order to reinforce the US’s dominant
global position. One of the key aspects
of this was, of course, preventing Rus-
sia from re-emerging as a majorrival in
the region. The pipeline the US needed
had to cross through Afghanistan to
Pakistan to the open seas in order to
freely access the Western market.

Politically and financially weak af-
ter the collapse of its bloc, Russia at-
tempted to protect its sphere of influ-
ence territorially in Central Asia and
control the export of the oil and natu-
ral gas of the region by passing pipe-
lines through its own country. N

Iran, Turkey and Pakistan also be-
came involved in the contention over
the pipeline project in order to advance
their own interests. At the same time,
European imperialist powers were con-
tending for influence in the area and
often clashed with the US’s scheme for
domination, whilst over the past dec-
ade oil companies from all over rushed
to the battlefield to enter into the fray
of constructing the pipeline.

The great instability of Afghani-
stan warlordism became totally unsuit-
able for the US imperialists’ new strat-
egy in the region, and despite these
fiefdoms’ long support by the CIA and
ISI, it fell to Pakistan, the US’s most
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CPA Chgihhian on the:Responsibilities of the Maoists

What follows is an excerpt from an

~interview with a spokesperson of the

Communist Party of Afghanistan
which appeared in Haghighat (Truth,
organ of the Communist Party of Iran

 (Marxist-Leninist-Maoist)) March

2002. The interview was given
shortly after the US invasion of
Afghanistan. -AWTW

Haghighat: Our last question for you
is: in the present situation, what are
the tasks and responsibilities of the
Maoists in Afghanistan and all over
the world?

Answer: The situation is extremely
tense. If the masses in Afghanistan
think that they should either surren-
der to imperialist invasion or support

~the “Taliban” or “al-Qaeda” and their

supporters, the misery of the people
of Afghanistan will continue. The task
of the Maoists is to show the true path
for the emancipation of the masses of
Afghanistan, and to mobilise them to
achieve it.

Our Party has declared that it is
fiercely determined to resist with maxi-
mum effort the imperialist invasion, to
mobilise and establish the people’s re-
sistance and to fight under an inde-
pendent revolutionary banner. We
must carry forward the war of resist-

ance against US imperialism and their
allies as a stage of people’s war and
new-democratic revolution in Afghani-
stan. Although at this stage the resist-
ance against the imperialist invasion is
our principal task, we must also con-
sider the reactionary “pan-Islamism”
and “theocracy” that is currently rul-
ing Afghanistan, consisting of either

- the Taliban or Jihadi, as one of the main

targets of the revolutionary struggle,
and to carry out this struggle in differ-
ent forms and ways. In carrying this
out, it is essential that the positive and
negative experiences of the war of re-
sistance against Soviet social-imperial-
ism should be vigorously evaluated.

The immediate task of the Maoists
in Afghanistan is to overcome our
weaknesses, urgently and principally,
in order to be able to be practically
present in the battlefields of Afghani-
stan. Fulfilling this task is our principal
responsibility. The task of Afghanistani
Maoists abroad is to join this struggle
in Afghanistan; if this is not possible
for them then they must support and
strengthen the struggle in the many
ways that they can.

It is also our task to struggle to
establish a broader national-democratic
anti-imperialist movement, which not
only consists of Maoists but also
consists of individuals and national,

democratic and revolutionary
Afghanistani groups, both in and out
of the country. To carry out this task
on the basis of our principles, and to
do it correctly, is related to our ad-
vances and struggles in carrying out
our central tasks. This must be in the
service of, and subordinate to, the ne-
cessities of carrying out our central
tasks. It is the duty of the Maoists of
Afghanistan to be closely linked with
the anti-war movements within the im-
perialist countries and, together with
the Maoists of other countries, to
struggle to lead-these movements on
a revolutionary path.

It is the task of the Maoists around
the world to strengthen in every way
the struggles of the Maoists in-Af-
ghanistan to establish the people’s re-
sistance against the invasion of US
imperialism and its allies, to propagate
the positions and activities of the
Maoists in Afghanistan, to heighten

‘the anti-imperialist struggles, to

actively participate in the anti-war
movements and to closely and directly
co-operate with the Maoists in
Afghanistan and their struggles. The
struggle and resistance against the
invasion campaign of the US
imperialists and their allies must be
struggle and resistance on a world
scale. |

Continued from p. 17

servile regional lackey, to organise the
displacement of the warlords and put
political power in the hands of a cen-
tral, more unified regime.

ENTER THE TALIBAN

The Taliban represented primarily
the Pashtun feudal classes an€ tribes.
Most of them were born in Pakistan
and, according to Ahmed Rashid, au-
thor of Taliban: Islam, Oil and the New
Great Game in Central Asia, were edu-
cated in religious schools in Pakistan

. under the supervision of a fundamen-

talist named Molana Fazlul Rahman.
Rahman in turn had ties to the Bhutto
government in Pakistan and was the
key figure in linking up the Pakistani

army and the ISI with the Taliban lead- "

ershi?. The Taliban had little experience
ﬁghnng the Soviets and only a few of

their leaders had collaborated with the
mujahedeen, mainly with one faction
of the Islamic Party. Without the intel-
ligence and military aid of the US and
Pakistan, including the latter’s direct
combat involvement, along with Saudi
financial support, the Taliban would
never have been able to defeat the
warlords who had 10 years hard expe-
rience of fighting-the Russian army and
of civil war behind them. In November
1994, the Taliban gained control of
Kandahar, and using Pakistani and
Saudi help, attacked Kabul with mis-
siles, killing and injuring thousands.
On 26 September 1996, the Taliban
seized Kabul, and set up a central power
structure. N

The Taliban’s extreme fundamen-
talism prevented the US from openly
recognising its authority. Yet they
maintained warm relations through
Islamabad and began to prepare US oil

companies to launch the pipeline
project. When the harsh Islamic laws
were put into force, when thousands
of girls and women were shut out of
the schools, sacked from their jobs and
locked up in their homes unless ac-
companied by a close male relative,
when massacres of non-Pashtun mi-
norities took place, and hands' and
heads were being cut off in the name
of Islamic justice, there was no US
démagogy about democracy and free-
dom.

The US state welcomed the new
relative stability once the Taliban suc-
ceeded in controlling two-thirds of the
country, even if at times, pressured by
puiblic opinion, it tried to publicly dis-
tarice itself from the Taliban. As late
asMay 2001 with Bush already in of-
fice, the US administration approved
over $40 million in financial aid to the
Taliban. ]
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“We don’t want
to live under a
veil. This is
called prison. A
Cage. Or
worse. In
Afghanistan
women don'’t
even have the
right to visit a
doctor. And
everybody has
a Mullah Omar
at home. Every
man has
become a
Mullah Omar.
And every
wWoman has to
struggle
against this... If
we struggle and
Unite, our
Strength will be
8reater to fight
against this
80vernment, We
don’t want the

. Juture
8€Reration to
be 50 backward,
That is why I
think there is
no way but to
struggle
against this

system.”
—Kolsum, 19, painter
and primary school
teacher, five years a
refugee.

. —— — ——
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will continue to stoke the illusions of anyone who will listen —to pretend that tﬁey can
bring democratic rights and genuine progress to the same oppressed masses who
every day are subjected to brutality and savage repression by the very workings of the
imperialist system. -

For those who genuinely want to support the struggle of the Afghani women to shed
their veils — along with many other shackles and reactionary traditions — for good,
their first contribution should be to actively oppose and expose the hypocrisy of the
imperialists and their war of aggression against the world’s people, and to refuse to
allow their righteous anger to be used by the likes of Bush and Blair to cover up their
bloody crimes in the name of women’s “liberation”. ‘

Note the similarity between the Christian fascist fanatics advising Bush and the feudal
Islamic fundamentalists — both of whom, in or out of government, treat women like
property and sexual objects, using their religion as an excuse for the most degrading
forms of social and patriarchal subordination. :

The Maoists say, “Break the chains, unleash women as a mighty force for revolution!”
This means breaking all the chains holding back women from h'bergting society. It

means the chains of the world’s wealthiest imperialist countries directly strangling the

life of the poor countries in a thousand ways, as well as the visible and less visible
chains reinforcing men’s domination of women in particular, whether in modern Western
metropolises or the most backward of the world’s villages, whether through widespread
but intolerable social practices and the control of women’s labour, or within the male
supremacist strongholds of family and marriage.

The People’s War in Nepal is proving what has already been shown in Peru and other
revolutionary movements — the tremendous outpouring of the revolutionary potential
of women. Women are discovering what it is like to be equal fighters in the struggle
for liberation. No longer humiliated for being uneducated and poor, they are welcomed
and trained, including with weapons, and are participating in transforming their poor
villages into base areas of people’s power. Led by the proletarian party, they are
fighting for a new kind of society; they will never be satisfied to return to the semi-
feudal degradation and misery the system has reserved for the millions of people like
them throughout Nepal. They are changing and so are their soldier-brothers in the
course of this historic people’s war. Together they are aiming for political power so as
to uproot all of the oppressive relations of the old society from the top of the Himalayas
to the lowest plains, as part of the international struggle to emancipate the people of
the world.

Women’s oppression afflicts women of all social classes, and rebel sisters all over the
earth are building movements to fight against every kind of stultifying veil. The workings
of the system are further impoverishing the feminine population.. At the same time,
growing numbers of women are filling the ranks of the international prole;aﬁat, better
enabling our class to wage fierce battle, together with others, against all aspects of
women’s oppression and male chauvinism and to carry out its revolutionary task of
remaking the world. : '

Tear Off Every Veil of Oppression! 8 March 2002
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Afghanistan

-

The New Interim
Government’s Political and
Military Restructuring

This is an excerpt from an articte
prepared for Shola, a publication of
the Cémmunist Party of Afghani-
stan. A rough English translation of
the entire article will be made avail-
able on the AWTW web site:
‘www.awtw.org :
. The puppet government, not only
in terms of its conception, formation
and take-over of power, but also in
terms of the continuation of its work,
is heavily dependent on the military
support of the imperialist powers. The
two main tasks assigned to the “interim
government” — as well as to the transi-
tional government — are “establishing
law and order” and “political and eco-
nomic restructuring”, which are related
and mutually interconnected. This is
ridiculous! This government does not
have its own security force or armed
military force.....

The reality is that, at present, the
main forces providing security for the
puppet government and the main mili-
tary forces in Afghanistan are the im-
perialist war forces, and, in compari-

son, the role of the United Nations--»

forces is secondary and subordinate
and fundamentally reliant on and con-
ditioned by the former. Moreover, the
UN forces are under the command of
the US-led military forces in Afghani-
stan and, as such, are really part of that.
In addition, as far as the question of
“securing law and order” for “restruc-
turing” is concerned, the military forces
of Russia cannot be ignored either.
Thus the tasks of the armed forces
and police in Afghanistan are mainly
to Be carried out by the imperialist

forces. They will also restructure the
reactionary army and police so that the
puppet government can carry out its
military and security tasks as a semi-
colonial government. As the armed
forces (police and army) in any state
play the central role and this puppet
government lacks the capacity to play
this role, it'cannot even be considered
a semi-colonial government, but only
a puppet, lackey government....

The US-led military forces continue
to consolidate and expand their bases
in and around Afghanistan. These
forces have now established their
bases in most cities and in important
strategic points in the country and are
expanding and strengthening them. In
addition, they send their soldiers and
reconnaissance groups and air patrols
anywhere at anytime. Demands to stop
the bombardments and military opera-
tions that take such a heavy toll on the
population and even on those related
to the interim government have now
become relatively wide-spread....

In addition to military and police
restructuring, the interim. government
is concerned about administrative re-
structuring... which in Kabul is also
being carried out directly under the
supervision of the international secu-
rity forces. Two months after taking
power, the interim government has not
even been able to solve the problem of
appointing walies (administrative
chiefs) in different welayats (adminis-
trative districts) of the country. The
reason is obvious. The interim govern-
ment does not have effective power to
appoint walies. In welayats like Pakiya,

armed struggle broke out against the
walie appointed by the interim gov-
ernment. He was kicked out of the
welayat and the central government
was forced to come to an agreement
with local officials on a third person.
In ‘places like Paktia, Khost, Logar
Loghman, etc., the walies appointed
by the interim government also faced
widespread disapproval by local
officials.

THE LOYA JIRGA

Another important aspect of the
central political restructuring is the plan
to hold an emergency loya jirga, which
is to form the transitional government
when the interim government’s term
ends. The Bonn Agreement says that
the UN will help in the formation and
activity of the commission to form the
emergency loya jirga. But in practice
the representative of the UN has per-
sonally appointed all 22 members of
this commission, including its chair.
Considering the present situation, the
“election” or appointment of the mem-
bers of the emergency loya jirga is sure
to be marked by so much chaos,
disputes and in-fighting that here too
the final decision in most cases will be
that of the UN representative. In any
event, the main criteria for the election
or appointment of the members of the
emergency loyajirga s that they agree
with the imperialist-sponsored protec-
torate and ‘guardianship of the fate of
this country and that they do not
disagree with the direct rule of
imperialist forces, including in the form
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Excerpts of statements by participants and supporters of the Revoldtionary Internationalist Movement on the
events of || September and the so-called war on terrorism: N

The Horrors That Come ffom This Horrible

‘System -

By the Revolutionary Communist Party, USA

11 September 2001. USA. Shock. Mountains of steel and
concrete falling, crushing. Loss. Lives shattered in a mo-
ment. Searching for loved ones buried under mountains of
debris.... ‘ :

In an instant New York City reminds us of Baghdad,
Belgrade, Sudan, the West Bank, Vietnam, Panama, Indo-
nesia, Hiroshima, Vieques....

. And who is responsible? Who has put the masses in
the U.S. in harm's way?

The US power structure points the finger to the Middle

~ East. But the answer lies on US soil. These. imperialists —
who have perpetrated countless crimes and rained havoc
on the people of the world through their relentless global
exploitation and their military actions — have created a situ-
ation where millions of people all around the world hate the
government of the United States....

These hegemonic dominators do not have the right to
continue on their warpath. They are the source of so much
pain and suffering around the world....

They talk of ending terror, through war, and ready their
armed forces to bring about great horrors. They want us to
unite with them and wave their flag. No....

And, as we build our resistance, we need to be crystal
clear on the nature of these oppressors who are hurtling
towards a new war: these arrogant lying creatures do not
rule in the interests of the people of this country or the
world. As long as they continue in power the horrors that
come from their system will continue to rain from the sky.

14 September 2001

Forward in Organising and Unleashing
People’s Resistance to Imperialist
Aggression!

By the Communist Party of Afghanistan

...It is the absolute right and responsibility of the people
of Afghanistan to resist the invasion and occupation of
the US imperialists and their allies, just as it was to resist
the invasion and occupation of the Soviet social-imperial-
ists. But the nature of this right and responsibility puts

them into contradiction with the imperialist lackeys, whether

obedient or disobedient, including the [Taliban’s] “Islamic
Emirate”. The experience of the war of resistance against
Soviet social-imperialism must be studied more deeply and
applied in the present situation.

The Communist Party of Afghanistan strongly con-
demns US imperialism’s threats of aggression and strongly
resolves to stand against it if such an imperialist invasion
and occupation takes place, and will strive to organise and
unleash the people’s resistance under the independent revo-
lutionary banner as part of the world revolution. Only if
this just cause becomes a material force and is increasingly
strengthened and expanded can we advance the anti-US
imperialist war of resistance as a stage of people’s war and
the new-democratic revolution in Afghanistan. A crucial
condition of this cause is that “pan-Islamism” and the
present ruling reactionary “theocracy”, whether of the
Taliban or non-Taliban variety, continue to be one of the
main targets of the revolutionary struggles, and that the
struggle against it be carried out in different forms. Other-
wise, once again the precious blood of the masses will be
wasted and the chains of oppression and slavery will re-
main intact.... 17 September 2001

Against the Race War Hysteria-of the Big
Powers! Stop this War of Conquest!

No to a Police State!

By the Revolutionary Communists (Germany)

The attacks on the World Trade Centre and the Penta-
gon on 11 September 2001 threw up a huge cloud of dust -
dust that we need to wipe from our own eyes in order to
understand what really happened here, and to understand
and prevent what the powers here in Germany and in the
US are now planning...

The US rulers immediately threw their war machine into
motion. Now it is being said, "whoever is not with America,
is against us”. As for the imperialist NATO allies, the US
rulers are clear that their allies have to bow down in order
to keep getting a piece of the pie. Whoever wants to join in
the feasting must first join in the killing....

The rulers here in Germany are also seizing the moment
to expand their new "Fourth Reich". They want to
strengthen their pre-eminent position within Europe. It is
now supposed to be acceptable, once again, that German
soldiers can be deployed anywhere in the world. One poli-
tician after another has been standing up and swearing
their "unconditional solidarity with America” —~ which, in
plain language, means that German imperialism wants to
get in the action, to serve their own interests. What is
néeded is not "unconditional solidarity” with the US impe-
rialists, but the unity of people throughout this world

against the imperialists’ .criminal system....

The Start of the Second Round of
Bloodshed and Destruction in Afghanistan
by the US ‘
By the Communist Party of Iran (Marxist-Leninist-
Maoist)
...In this war the imperialists’ Middle Eastern servants,
including the Islamic Republic of Iran, are wholeheartedly
in the service of the US. The reactionary Khatami [the Ira-
nian President] has informed Western diplomats that the
Islamic Republic is in complete agreement with the US’s
military campaign and will co-operate with them in every
way....

yThe working class and the people of Iran must never
forget the crimes of both US imperialism and the Islamic
Republic of Iran against the people of Afghanistan, and
now, together with the masses of the rest of the world,
must stand against this war waged against the Afghanistani
people and fight against the interventions and crimes of
the Islamic Republic of Iran in Afghanistan. The Islamic
Republic of Iran is extremely scared of any development
amongst the Iranian people of feelings and actions in soli-
darity with the immigrants and refugees from Afghanistan.
Developing such a spirit and internationalist relations are
important tasks for the revolutionary and communist forces
in Iran.... g
" The imperialist states and the reactionary regimes in
the Middle East are sowing the wind, but they will reap the
whirlwind. This is the verdict of history. 8 October 2001
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Against‘ the Reactionary Barbaric War
and the Imperialist Mask of “Civilisa-
tion”, the Only Way is Proletarian Revo-
lution

By the Communist Party of Turkey (Marxist-Leninist
Maoist) (TKP(ML))

...The great terrorist, US imperialism, which is the princi-
pal enemy of the oppressed people of the world, along
with the other imperialists and their puppets, is using
bin Laden as an excuse for imperialist aggression....

The US aim is not bin Laden but to re-shape the
world in its own interests, against the various poles that
are arising, such as Russian, China and Japan. Asia,
Africa, the Middle East and Caucasus have yet to be re-
shaped in the new world order of the US. Afghanistan
has an important strategic geo-political position for the
implementation of US goals....

In the name of the “war against terrorism”, terrorists
like the US are carrying out war mainly against the world
proletariat, oppressed nations and people; in the name
of “democracy and human rights” they want to turn the
oppressed into slaves without opposition; and in the
name of “public order and security” they want to take
back the rights that were gained by the oppressed
through history. While they are dropping bombs on
Afghanistan, the imperialist reactionary savages, from
their imperialist capitalist “civilisation centres”, are
launching entirely strategic offences against the
oppressed countries that depend on them. The

implementation of disinformation and manipulation has.

become the norm for them....

Yes, it is not only the oppressed in the areas of Ka-
bul, Kandahar, Jelalabad and Mazar-e-sharif and Herat,
but the proletariat and oppressed people in every corner
of the world that are being attacked....

Against Imperialist “Global War” — People’s War Until Communism!

By the Maoist Communist Party —Italy (Pcm)

Condemn, Oppose and Resist
US War Efforts!

By the Co-ordination Committee of Maoist Parties and
Organisations of South Asia (CCOMPOSA)
Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist)

Communist Party of India (Marxist-Leninist)(People’s War)
Maoist Communist Centre (MCC)

Revolutionary Communist Centre of India (MILM)
Revolutionary Communist Centre of India (Maoist)

Communist Party of India (ML)(Naxalbari)

Purba Bangla Sarbahara Party (CC)

Purba Bangla Sarbahara Party (Maoist Punarghathan Kendra)
Bangladesh Samyabadi Party (ML)

Communist Party of Ceylon (Maoist)

...We emphasise the fact that it is ridiculous and unbe-
coming of the American butchers to shed tears for the dead
ones. It is"US imperialism that always trampled underfoot as-
pirations of democracy, equality and freedom for so many
decades, and is now masquerading as saviour against terror-
ism....
In the course of this development, people world-wide are
gradually registering their protests against this heinous act
of US imperialism. Even a good number of US citizens are
raising their voice against this declaration of war. It indicates
that in future all peace-loving democratic people ‘world-wide
will put up a strong resistance against war.

A black pall is descending on this part of the world. Not
only the people of America and the likely victims of the Ameri-
can beastly attacks, but the whole of the international com-
munity is drifting towards a bloodbath of unimaginable pro-
portions. “

We strongly condemn the warmonger US trying to drag
the world towards a massive war. We appeal to all peace-
loving democratic people to oppose US war efforts in every
possible way. We condemn the servile role of the reactionary
governments of this region, including India, Nepal, Bangla-
desh, Sri Lanka and Pakistan, who dance to the tune of US
imperialism in the name of countering terrorism....

24 September 2001

-

@

...We, as Marxist-Leninist-Maoist communists, as vangtiard proletarians, share the feelings of the oppressed peoples.
We shall never hesitate about which side to stand on, and we strongly proclaim: “Down with US imperialism!” “It reaps
what it sows!”....

The Holy War of Mr Bush is global imperialist aggression that, while seemingly targeted on *Islamic terrorism” and
“rogl‘xe states”, is really against people’s wars, anti-imperialist armed struggles, the uprising of the Arab-Palestine-
Muslim people who still lack the red, proletarian leadership that would lead them to victory, and against any government
not aligned with imperialist rule. They are launching global war to suffocate the aspirations of the oppressed peoples and
countries....

Within the Western imperialist countries, the Holy War is bringing about a war state , a. police state, modern institu-
tional fascism and Nazism based on racial defence of tpe valugs and way of life built up on the hunger of most of humanity.
They need a police state to make war against the anti-globalisation mass movements in which — from Seattle to Genoa -
a new generation is entering the field of struggle and challenging the interests of the masters of the world, of the warlords,
their values and way of life, the “civilisation” worshipped by Bush and Berlusconi. They need a war state to make war
against the proletarians and oppressed masses in the metropolitan heartlands, the African-Americans, Hispanic, Turkish,
Arab, Asian and African immigrants who, through riots and resistance — from the US to the United Kingdom, France, etc.
— are resisting exploitation, discrimination, racism and slavery.... o o o

In response to the imperialist global war, we must advance the gl'obal pgople s wat, applied in different and distinct
ways according to the kind of country — imperialist or oppressed — until the victory of the proletarians and the people, and
the achievement of a world without imperialism and war: Communism.... 8 October 2001
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The Homeland Front

in the

“War on Terrorism”

Almost all governments have un-
leashed new repression since 11 Sep-
tember, some with US encouragement,
some following American orders and
others because it suits their own inter-
ests. But while there is an overall trend,
it is not necessarily the same every-
where. This is for two reasons.

First, this new global situation does
not cancel the basic difference between
the imperialist countries and the coun-
tries they oppress. As the Declaration
of the Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement explains about the latter, “In
these countries the exploitation of the
proletariat is severe, the outrages of
imperialist domination constant, and
the ruling classes usually exercise their
dictatorship nakedly and brutally and
even when they utilise the bourgeois-
democratic or parliamentary form their
dictatorship is only very thinly veiled.”
It is significant that India, sometimes
called the Third World’s outstanding
parliamentary democracy, has become
an outstanding example of open politi-
cal repression with the “Prevention of
Terrorism Act”. This March 2002 law
makes permanent a series of measures
already in force by presidential decree.
It outlaws two Maoist organisations
engaged in armed struggle, the Mao-
ist Communist Centre and the Commu-
nist Party of India (Marxist-Leninist}»
(People’s War), which until now were
illegal only in the states where fight-
ing has been focused. Among other
provisions, the law allows police to
detain suspected members or support-
ers of groups defined as “terrorist”, or
even people who unknowingly help
them, for up to six months without trial.
Evidence can come from unidentified
witnesses or from “confessions”
signed in police custody, even if not
backed up in court. This simply

amounts to permission to torture. This
is a very serious threat to legal politi-
cal activity and publications in the big
cities. But as a method of repression it
is supplementary to the ongoing po-
lice murder of revolutionaries in staged
“encounters” and the ordinary work-
ings of a society where the broad
masses of people, especially in most
of the countryside, in practice have no
rights at all.

Second, although vicious and often
violent campaigns against foreigners
are now a feature of most imperialist
countries, from Scandinavia to
Australia, there are immediate reasons
that necessitate a qualitative increase
in broader political repression in the
countries most involved in the new
wars. This means above all the US and
its close ally Britain, although this
trend is far from unique to these two
states.

THE NEW POLITICAL
TERRAIN IN THE US

Bush’s talk about the “two fronts”
in the “war against terrorism” is accu-
rate: in order to carry out their war
against the world’s people, his
government has launched an
unprecedented offensive on what he
likes to call “the home front”.

More than a wave of repression, it
involves what Revolutionary Commu-
nist Party USA Chairman Bob Avakian
has called, “a highly repressive social
and cultural agenda.... Sections of the
ruling class, in particular those that are
right at the key levers of power now
(the crew that’s grouped around Bush
—~ whoever’s actually running things),
are now setting the terms within the
ruling class as a whole. And... there is
a feeling among this same crew that

what they want to have happen, and
the kind of terms they, want to set,
within the US itself, has got to be radi-
cally different than what it has been
since the end of the Cold War.” (Revo-
lutionary Worker, 17 March 2002)

Three of the main ingredients of
this reactionary offensive are the mass
detention of immigrants, the overturn-
ing of what were formerly considered
democratic rights and a broad attempt
to censor and stifle political, social and
cultural dissent.

Some legal commentators note that
the US has basically abolished habeas
corpus (the Anglo-American legal con-
cept that people can only be impris-
oned if there is some basis in law to do
so, and not just arbitrarily) wherever
American force can reach. This is also
true for foreigners in the United States
itself.

Over 1,500 foreigners residing in the
US were rounded up shortly after 11
September. They come from Pakistan,
Egypt, Turkey, Yemen and a very broad
range of countries on every continent.
Many were beaten, abused and threat-
ened with military tribunals. Some were
held in isolation, subject to what an
Amnesty International report called
“cruel, inhuman and degrading treat-
ment”. The exact number of people
detained, their names, their location,
the charges against them (if any) — all
this has been kept secret. On 15 Feb-
ruary, the government said 327 people
would be kept in jail for violations of
their immigration status (often petty),
and more than 100 for crimes allegedly
uncovered whilst they were impris-
oned. Many have been deported. In
addition, the authorities drew up an
initial list'of 5,000 foreign-born people
to be subjected to aggressive FBI in-
terrogation and other forms of bully-



ing and intimidation, although none of
them were considered to have violated
any laws. The government has de-
manded the death penalty against the
only person residing in the US accused
of any connection to the 11 September
events, Zacarias Moussaoui, a French
citizen who was in jail when the events
occurred.

As an article in the Revolutionary
Worker (RW) pointed out, there is a
difference between these and similar
mass roundups of the twentieth cen-
tury (the infamous Palmer raids in the
early 1920s, when 4,000 immigrants
suspected of being revolutionaries
were jailed and many deported, and the
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internment of 110,000 Japanese-Ameri-
cans during the Second World War).
These latest outrages have been ac-
companied by new laws that would
make the constant threat of such treat-
ment a permanent fact of life in
America. “Anti-terrorist” legislation,
passed with only one opposing vote
in the US Congress, authorises the

government to hold foreigners in

prison without charges indefinitely.

It also overturns what the RW called
“remaining vestiges of Fourth Amend-
ment [Constitutional] protection
against search and seizure” by vastly
expanding the government’s legal
powers to intercept communications,

search homes openly or secretly, moni-
tor bank accounts and other records
and carry out other forms of surveil-
lance. Prisoners are no longer to be al-
lowed to communicate privately with
their counsel. Organisations that are
otherwise legal can be shut down if a
member is convicted of “terrorism”,
even if the only evidence is a “confes-
sion”. Previous restrictions against the
use of the armed forces to perform po-
lice actions within the US itself have
been overturned, and the President
may now “deploy the military against
organisations and individuals domes-
tically”, as the RW puts it.

Continued on next page

Guantanamo:

America’s “Ground Zero” for Repression

When it comes to administering its
empire, the basic rule the US wants
everyone to understand is that there

are no rules. The concentration camp

in Guantanamo, Cuba, is a model — a
.model in miniature and an extreme one,
but very real — of the US’s self-pro-
claimed right to disregard international
law, trample on the sovereignty of other
states and exercise brutal dictatorship
over those who get in its way.

" Some 300 men of 26 nationalities
are reportedly held at this American
naval base on land seized from Cuba
when the US occupied the island in
the early twentieth century. Journalists
are not allowed to see the prisoners.
According to sparse press accounts,
they are confined in rows of wire cages
measuring 2.4 by 2.4 metres with cor-
rugated metal roofs, exposed to the
tropical sun during the day and damp
breezes at night, with a bucket for a
toilet. They are never out of sight of
their captors. Exercise time is limited to
a maximum of two 15-minute sessions
a week. When taken out of their cells,
they are chained hand and foot and
their faces are hooded. US officials say
that FBI and US military personnel are
interrogating them. Two-thirds of the

Guantanamo prisoners went on hun-

ger strike against humiliating regula-
tions on 27 February. They challenged
rules against “talking loudly” b}f chant-
ing and threw objects out of their cells.
Many resumed eating after winning

some concessions, such as the right
to wear glasses, and to cover their
heads during prayer, whilst others were
eventually drugged and force-fed.

Under the Geneva international
conventions (which even Nazi
Germany abided by when it came to
American and British prisoners),
prisoners of war may be detained for
the duration of hostilities but not
punished for having been soldiers. The
US refuses to recognise these captives
as prisoners of war. Instead, some or
all will be sent before military tribunals,
where American officers (answerable
to their own military superiors) can
decide who to execute. The US
announced that if any happen to be
acquitted they may be kept in
Guantanamo indefinitely. “If we don’t
have any interest in a person, we’ll let
them go,” a US Defence Department
official bragged.

The US does not consider this a
temporary situation. The camp is being
expanded. As of early April, hundreds
of prisoners at two US military carips
in Afghanistan were waiting shipment
to Cuba, and the FBI was grabbing
other potential Guantanamo inmates in

_Pakistan and elsewhere.

Conditions for prisoners in Af-
ghanistan being held by warlords
under US authority are far worse. An
account of a visit to Jowzjan jail (New
York Times, 15 March 2002) describes
a scene more like a death camp than an

internment centre. Most of the 3,000
men there are soldiers and civilians
who surrendered to the US-led forces
after the battle of Kunduz in late 2001,
when they were told they would be
turned over to the United Nations.
American soldiers brought them to this
prison camp, sorted out some for
Guantanamo, and left the rest to die
slowly. They are held 75 men to a cell
in 40 cells, with no medical attention
for their wounds and with the sole
prospect slow starvation. (The official
explanation given to the reporter was
plain enough: the new US-installed
government has not allocated food
rations for them.) American military
officials say that about 8,000 prison-
ers are being held in camps in
Afghanistan.

Further, carrying out torture and
murder through third countries, a
practise the US has increasingly
resorted to in the last few years, has
now become all but official US policy.
Dozens of people have been
kidnapped in various Asian countries
and taken secretly to third countries,
often Egypt and Jordan, where their
American captors or their local
apprentices ¢an torture or murder them
freely. “Since September 11, these sorts
of movements have been occurring all
the time”, a US diplomat was quoted
as saying. |
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This legislation alone does not
convey a full sense of the climatein a
country where a Bush spokesman
direly warned, “People have to watch
what they say and watch what they
do.” Demonstrations are met with
official threats, massive police
deployments and sometimes attack.
The use of torture is discussed in
scholarly terms in leading newspapers.
The government and thé media (which
in most cases seems to be the same
thing nowadays) have worked to whip
up a lynch mob/pogromist atmosphere
among certain sections of the middle
classes against everything considered
insufficiently patriotic, or even
insufficiently consistent with
“Christian” (or sometimes “Judeo-
Christian”) virtues. The wife of the US
Vice-President, Lynne Cheney,
sponsored a report entitled, “Defend-
ing Civilization: How Our Universities
are Failing America and What Can be
Done About It”. It documented “pro-
fessors across the country [who] spon-
sored teach-ins that typically ranged
from moral equlvocauon to explicit con-
* and gave the
names of 40 professors to be punished.
“Multiculturalism”, which refers to
university teaching and research from
the point of view that white Christian
men are not the centre of the universe,
has come under attack politically and
practically. This has been accompanied
by a wave of racist, fascistic radio chat-
show diatribes against Arabs and/or
Muslims.

THE UK IN THE
REPRESSION YANGUARD

Although the Blair government has
not and could not stir up the same
degree of hysteria as in the US, in some
ways it is ahead of the US in legislating
political repression. Its harsh anti-im-
migrant policies against asylum
seekers are hypocritical, since this is
currently a main form of immigratioft
into a labour-hungry UK. The “Anti-
Ten'onsm, Crime and Security Act”
passed in December permits non-
citizens to be detained indefinitely
without charge or trial if the Home
Secretary “believes and suspects”
them to be a national security risk and/
ora suspected “international terrorist”.
This suspicion may be based on secret
evidence and then confirmed by a
judicial body that can hold hearings in
secret, excluding the detainees and

their counsel, and basing its decision
on secret evidence. The British police
already had wide powers to intercept
communications in the course of
investigating alleged crimes. With this
new legislation, the authorities will
keep records of all electronic
communications, regardless of any
reason to suspect anything, in addition
to their other, more targeted monitoring
activities. A
This trend is far from new in the
UK. The “Anti-Terrorism Bill” of 2000
already provided for people to be clas-
sified as “terrorists”, based not on the
seriousness of their alleged offence,
but on their “political, religious or ideo-
logical cause”. The authorities can in-
terpret this as they like and could use
it against almost any variety of politi-
cal or social protest. The clause against
“inciting overseas terrorism” is specifi-
cally aimed at any form of support for
proscribed national liberation struggles
and people’s wars, even verbal sup-
port, or the wearing of a T-shirt. Much
of this particular bill and the laws and
practices that proceeded it were aimed
at the struggle against British rule of
Northern Ireland, where Britain has set
world standards for viciousness and
arbitrary cruelty in the name of the law,
including imprisonment without trial.

ITALY AFTER GENOA...
AND 11 SEPTEMBER

Italy has also done its best to
become involved in the war against Af-
ghanistan, particularly in terms of
sending naval forces, as well as
bombers and troops. But as described
in the Maoist publication Rossoperaio
(RO), October 2001, a particularity in
Italy is the way in which the post-11
September situation has allowed “the
government to face the consequences
of Genoa [the mass anti-globalisation
protests of July 2001]. The Genoa days
represented the entry of a new
generation onto the field, which has
begun to redraw the map of social
conflicts and put a new force at the
centre of a scene characterised by an
increasingly sharp class conflict (an
end to concertazione [labour union-
employer ‘partnership’], the metal
workers’ contracts, etc., and a grow-
ing consciousness that it is right to
rebel. The -war climate facilitates the
bourgeoisie’s moves to criminalise this
movement and drive it off the political
stage. It also helps justify repression

against the movement’s more ad-
vanced wing to be able to target the
movement and the proletariat sepa-
rately and facilitate the political and
social reconstruction [the ruling class]
has been striving for....

“The new anti-terrorism law calls
for the persecution of foreign
‘terrorists’ even if they have done
nothing (a way to persecute the
representatives of all the movements
for the liberation of oppressed
countries). It also calls for the
extension of the use of wire-tapping
and searches, and arrests without any
obvious crime.”

In the November-December issue,
RO continues: “In Italy, the Berlusconi
government first issued a decree es-
tablishing the crime of ‘international
terrorism’, punishable by 7-15 years in
prison for ‘promoting, constituting,
organising, directing, leading, financ-
ing even indirectly, an association’
whose object is to attack another state
or international organisation.... In the
course of an anti-terrorist investiga-
tion, the judicial police can imprison
people for 48 hours as an emergency
preventative measure.... This is aroyal
invitation to the forces of order, who
before and after Genoa were carrying
out generalised repression against so-
cial [protest] centres, immigrants, work-
ers, revolutionary groups and anyone
protesting against the way things are
today, to clear them out through
searches and arrests.”

WHAT THE FUTURE HOLDS

How far the imperialists and other
reactionaries go in these attacks
against the people cannot presently be
predicted. It depends on many factors,
including the unfolding of the war situ-
ation, the blows waged against them
on the battlefield and people’s resist-
ance at home. But if the present situa-
tion is interpreted only in light of the
immediate, “peacetime” past, we will
fail to grasp its potential horrors — and
the potertial for revolution.

The more evil the imperialists do,
the more they make it possible to unite
the world’s people agamst them,
despite the difficulties in the situation,
and the more they drop their mask and
resort to open repression and terror,
the more they provide the context to
make it clear _]ust what their rule rests
on and what it will take to overthrow
them. - |
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Build the World

People’s

Resistance
Movement!
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By the Provisional Organising Committee, World People’s Resistance Movement

The people of the whole world are con-
fronted with a global challenge by a
dangerous enemy aiming to 'sohdnfy
and expand a world-wide empire. This
enemy has declared its right to use
military force to intervene anywhere
and everywhere, to destroy peoples
and their lands, to slander the people’s
struggles as “terrorist” in or_der to
legitimise snuffing out any resistance
- to their vicious military, political and
economic order. They have proclaimed
their “right” to replace regimes at will.
But even when they attack the most
despicable of tyrants (most of whom
they themselves have created and fed),
the ultimate victim and target is not

> these tyrants but the peoples them- .

* selves. The previous smokescreen of
human rights and democracy has been
largely replaced with the naked gang-
ster logic of national self-interest and
the resurrection of the “white man’s
burden” of nineteenth century coloni-
alism and holy wars pitting Christian-
ity (or the “Judeo-Christian tradition™)
against the “heathens”. And this re-
actionary crusade carried out in the
name of the “war on terrorism” is

backed by the most powerful weapons
of terror and mass destruction that’

have ever existed on earth.

The progressive forces in every
country are confronted with a great
challenge. The chieftain-in-crime has
said people are either “with us or

against us”. Long before.11 Septem-
ber the injustice of the world order, in
which a relative handful live off the la-
bour and misery of the world’s peo-
ples, was screaming out for resistance.
Millions were already in motion and
the need for world-wide unity was al-
ready apparent. Now it is all the more
clear that the road to social progress
and liberation cannot side-step a di-
rect confrontation with the US-led ma-
chine.

It is the urgent duty of all progres-
sive forces to dare to resist and unite
against this common enemy of the
world’s people, whose name is
imperialism.

When the masters openly praise
the virtues of torture, it is a green light
for every despotic regime in the world
to use it freely. When the imperialists
declare that there are no national fron-
tiers that they need to respect, the peo-
ple, too, are required to unite their
forces across national lines. Powerful
movements against the global institu-
tions of the wealthy states calling the
shots, bring together demonstrators
from many backgrounds and countries.
The actions of even a relative few re-
verberate throughout the empire, and
the blows struck in distant corners
strengthen the resolve of those fight-

ing in the belly of the beast itself. The

courageous stand taken by prominent
writers and artists in one country in-

spire counterparts the world over. The
protectors of a vicious system want a
global struggle — so be it!

We can never allow our foes to de-
termin€ which struggle is legitimate
and which is not. All struggles against
imperialism and reaction must be sup-
ported, including those where the op-
pressed and exploited have taken up
arms against the enforcers of the old

~ order. We can never accept that the

biggest criminals on earth can burn
down whole cities, whilst the people
are forbidden to light candles.

The World People’s Resistance
Movement (WPRM) is being formed
to help the struggles-all over the globe
flow together into a mighty torrent. The
WPRM provides an international ve-
hicle to promote and facilitate the
world-wide unity against our common
foe. Today’s focus must be opposing
the imperialist crusade carried out un-
der the slogan of the “war on terror-
ism”.

The WPRM does not seek to sup-
plant or compete with any other peo-
ple’s organisation on a national or in-
ternational level. All those on the same
side of the barricades are welcome.
Help form branches of the WPRM in
every country with individuals, circles,
associations and political parties.
North -and south, east and west, unite

the people’s struggles! B
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and made grandiose promises of peace,
independence and prosperity for the
Palestinian people, sealing'this with the
infamous handshake on the White
House lawn in 1993 between Palestine’s
Arafat and Israel’s Yitzhak Rabin, as
US President Bill Clinton beamed his
approval. The imperialists pushed ac-
ceptance of the Oslo accords by a com-
bination of the lure of self-rule in the
form of the “Palestinian Authority” and
dire threats of further repression in the
form of Israeli storm troopers. The up-
surge of the Palestinian people in the
Second Intifada represents an unam-
biguous rejection of the imperialists’
peace process, and powerfully exposes
the lies and treacherous claims behind
it. While the Oslo leaders received

‘Nobel peace prizes and tributes from

the official international community,
what this peace process has brought
the Palestinian people above all is
impoverishment, repression and
national humiliation. And what the im-
perialists have on their hands now is
not a people who have been corralled
into submission, but a furious rebel-
lion whose fires will not be easily
extinguished.

BACKGROUND TO THE
OSLO AGREEMENT

The collapse of the Soviet bloc a
decade ago and the emergence of US
imperialism as the world’s only super-
power led to a series of efforts to re-
structure power relations, particularly
in some of the main hot spots around
the globe. Unfettered by the removal
from the scene of their long-time rival,
the US imperialists struck out dramati-
cally in the Gulf War against Saddam
Husseiif’s Iraq to reassert their global
hegemony and threaten recalcitrant
Third World regimes. One important
factor in this process was that now the
same order of threat to US interests
was no longer posed by political forces
formerly associated with the Soviet
Union such as the African National
Congress in South Africa, the
Sandinistas in Nicaragua and the Pal-
estine Liberation Organisation (PLO).
The result was a series of “peace proc-

. esses” ranging from South Africa to

Central America, the Kurdish “safe
havens” in Iraq, and into Palestine
itself.

In Palestine, the US imperialists
sought to respond to the blows of the
First Intifada and to follow up the mo-

mentum they developed with their vic-
tory over Iraq to force into place new
arrangements that would create greater
stability in this fumultuous part of the
world. But the peace process in Pales-
tine differed in certain crucial ways from
many of the others brokered by the

_imperialists. For there was no question

here of threatening or even tinkering
with the unchallenged supremacy of
Israel. The Zionist outpost has been
the keystone in the structure of US
imperialist domination in the region for

‘decades now. It has faithfully served

US imperial interests through reaction-
ary wars and thuggish interventions
and is its key “regional cop on the
beat”, as former US President Nixon
called lackeys like this.

Furthermore, this region, with its
vast oil resources, is still key to the
lifelines of the world economy, and
thus occupies a strategic place of un-
rivalled importance. The US has no in-
tention of doing anything that could
undermine Israel’s role in maintaining
the current US-dominated power rela-
tions here; on the contrary, as the US
strikes out on its war against the world;
it will need to draw on its regional gen-
darmes, especially Israel, as never
before.

So the kind of changing of the
guard that took place in South Africa,
which, while it had nothing to do with
liberating the masses, did involve an
actual restructuring of ruling power re-
lations, was never in the cards for Pal-
estine.? Instead, a key measure envi-
sioned in the Oslo peace process was
the setting up of a repressive Palestin-
ian apparatus to fulfil the Israeli goal
of keeping a lid on the Palestinian
struggle.

OSLO: THEORY AND REALITY

The story about the Oslo peace
agreement that was sold to the world
was that Israel and Palestine were trad-
ing land for peace. In other words, Is-
rael was to pull back from some of the
Palestinian territory it had occupied,
in return for which the Palestinians
were to recognise Israel’s legitimacy
and cease to attack it. This would in
turn permit Israel to normalise its rela-
tions with the Arab states.

First, it is important to.recognise
that nothing in Oslo or any subsequent
agreement has ever called into ques-
tion Israel’s borders before the 1967
war against the Arab regimes. In other

words, the most that Israel has ever
put on the negotiating table is the 22
per cent of historic Palestine that it
occupied following the 1967 wars,
mainly the West Bank and the Gaza
Strip. So even the maximum conces-
sion on the bargaining table would
leave Israel occupying 78 per cent of
historic Palestine, that is, Palestine as
it existed under British rule up through
the Second World War, also called
Mandate Palestine.

This in turn means that the maxi-
mum that the Palestinians would ever
obtain under the Oslo process is for
the approximately three million Pales-
tinians now in the West Bank and Gaza
to be able to live under some form of
formal Palestinian Fovernment in less
than a quarter of historic Palestine,
while the Israelis, with a Jewish popu-
lation that constituted no more than
one-third of the population before
1948, and only five per cent of the
population at the end of the nineteenth
century, before large waves of imperi-
alist-sponsored immigration, would
occupy more than three-quarters of the
country. In addition, these figures
leave out some three million Palestin-

" ian refugees who do not live in Israel

or the Occupied Territories.

Yet at every negotiation session
the Israelis pointedly refused to give
up even the sliver of historic Palestine
constituted by the Occupied Territo-
ries. The reasons underlying this re-
fusal go a long way to illustrating ex-
actly what the Oslo peace process is
all about.

The parts of the Occupied Territo-
ries that Israel is insisting on keeping
consist of a series of heavily fortified
“illegal settlements” that it has built
up and garrisoned over the preceding
decades in order to strengthen its de-
cisive military domination of the bulk
of the Occupied Territories. (These
settlements are, outside the imperialist
media, commonly referred to as “ille-
gal” because they are in contravention
of UN resolutions, as well as of the
Geneva Conventions, which prohibit
settling on a militarily occupied terri-
tory. We have adopted the terminol-
ogy “illegal” in this article without im-
plying the legality or justice of the pre-
vious existing settlements.) Formally,
the Oslo agreement divided the Occu-
pied Territories into three categories:
area A (17.2 per cent of the Occupied
Territories), where the Palestinian Au-
thority supposedly governs and han-
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dles security; area B (23.8 per cent of
the Occupied Territories), where the
Palestinian Authority governs but
there is joint security, meaning in prac-
tice that Israel determines security; and
area C, where Israel openly governs
and handles security (59 per cent of
the Occupied Territories).* A look ata
map showing these areas reveals that
Israel has structured them so that “A”
areas are systematically bordered by
“B” areas, which are in 'turn sur-
rounded at key points by “C” areas. In
other words, Israel has surrounded the
Palestinian-controlled areas with a sys-
tem of fortifications at crucial points
of control.

These settlements are actually vast
fortresses surrounded by barbed wire,
electric fences and other protective
facilities, and garrisoned by volunteers
who tend to have a high degree of
ideological commitment to the Zionist
cause. The settlers are also granted
certain material privileges to entice
them to their front-line position, such
as heavily subsidised housing, much
like the initial settlers in the US West
were enticed to the frontier with the
promise of free land. The settlers are
all provided with arms, and frequently
act as lynch mobs, dispensing Nazi-
style “justice” on the streets. Beyond
that, the settlements serve as logistics
centres, safe outposts used by the Is-
raeli military for surveillance and stag-
ing grounds for attacks, including by
the elite death squad assassins, as well
as for positioning artillery. For in-
stance, Arafat’s headquarters were
shelled by artillery positioned in an il-
legal settlement.®. -

These garrisons are linked by what
are called “bypass roads”, because
they bypass the vast majority of the
area’s inhabitants, the Palestinians,
and instead directly link the various
Israeli settlements and Israel itself. One
of their main purposes is to permit the
rapid movement of troops. The method
here is similar to the system of forts
that the US military used in the West
to subjugate the Native Americans,

“but in a much more concentrated geo-
graphic area. In fact, today no-Pales-
tinian in the Occupied Territories lives
further than 10 km from some form of
Israeli-controlled territory. The Pales-
tinian people are broken up into seven
discontinuous islands on the West
Bank and are unable to move freely
even within the Occupied Territories.
They are forced to pass through a se-
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ries of Israeli checkpoints where they
are subjected to degrading searches
and lengthy waits. By analogy, in a
prison too, even if the prisoners have
the great majority of space, the guards’
tiny portion is the key to total control.

Besides serving as security out-
posts, the illegal settlements are also
part of Israel’s overall policy of ““creat-
ing facts on the ground”. What they
mean by this is making the Israeli pres-
ence increasingly “irreversible” in
larger and larger parts of Palestine.
Today, 40 per cent of the Gaza strip is
occupied by settlements, which con-
tain less than one per cent of the Gaza
population. The population of the ille-
gal settlements has grown steadily
over the Oslo years, under Labour and
Likud governments alike. In fact, the
pace of illegal settlement has acceler-
ated since Oslo, and now amounts to
some 200,000 people in the West Bank
and Gaza, and almost 200,000 more in
illegal settlement areas in Jerusalem.
These settlements have been erected
in defiance of numerous United Na-
tions resolutions and condemnation
world-wide — except from the US
imperialists.

The Israelis have implemented this
same policy with regard to Jerusalem.
Despite having been proclaimed an
“open city” by the UN, in respect of
its position as a historic site for three
of the world’s main religions, Israel has
imposed its own laws in the city, an-
nexed Palestinian areas in and around
Jerusalem, built new housing and
brought in some 200,000 illegal settlers
to establish a stronger Jewish presence_
in the city and strengthen its control
there.

The Israelis have thus seized on
the peace process to strengthen their
military position vis-a-vis the Occupied
Territories through this illegal settle-
ment system and through breaking up
and weakening the internal cohesion
of the Palestinian areas. But the Oslo
process also aimed at setting up an-
other mechanism to keep the Palestin-
ians in check, or, as the Israeli negotia-
tors and the imperialist media always
put it, to “ensure Israel’s security”.
And that is the Palestinian Authority
itself.

Palestine is one of the most policed
states in the world, with 35,000 police
for its three million people, a rate some
four times higher than the police per
capita ratio in Israel itself.® Yet the only
weapons these forces have are small

arms, and when Israel captured a ship
bringing in a quantity of weapons that
dwarfs what the Israelis themselves are
given every day by the US, they went
into a rage. There has been one over-
whelming purpose for this lopsided
concentration on lightly armed secu-
rity forces: to ensure the Palestinian
Authority’s ability to control its own
population and, at the same time, to
prevent attacks on Israel. For several
years after Oslo, this is what Arafat
and the Palestinian Authority man-
aged to do, as the guns and prisons of
the Palestinian Authority targeted the
Palestinian people themselves. This
was the period when the US imperial-
ists and the Zionists thought the peace
process was making “good progress”.

The main aspects of the Oslo
agreement were designed to set up and
legitimise a set of agreements that
locked Palestine into a position of sub-
ordination and dependency. The cen-
tral role of any Palestinian government
that Israel permitted to exist would be
to keep its own people in line.

THE PALESTINIAN ECONOMY:
MILITARY SUBORDINATION

~ What has emerged under the Oslo
agreements is not the promised increas-
ing autonomy of the Palestinian
economy, but increasing dependence
on Israel.

Any capitalist country would
“naturally” create, foster and enforce
these kinds of relations of dependency
with an oppressed nation on its bor-
ders. But what differs in the situation
of Israel and Palestine is that economic
exploitation is far from the top of Isra-
el’s priorities in Palestine.

As noted above in the discussion
of illegal settlements, Israel has carved
Palestinian areas up into discontinu-
ous islands. It has used its military
domination to prevent the development
of a harmonious interlinked Palestin-
ian economy and instead fostered this
situation of separate economic islands.
This process has gone so far that, in
the words of one economist, “by 1998,
almost all physical, demographic and
commercial interaction between the
West Bank and Gaza had ceased.”’

This has rendered the Palestinian
economy heavily dependent on eco-
nomic relations with Israel. The over-
whelming majority of Palestine’s ex-
ports go to Israel (88 per cent), while
the Palestinian territories are the sec-
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ond destination of Israeli exports, af-
ter the US. Israel is also the source of

most capital investment in Palestine.?”

One of the rotten fruits of the peace
process has been the rise of the type
of factories common along the US-
Mexican border (mmaquiladoras). Un-
finished Israeli components are “sold”

to the Palestinian sub-contractors who'

have set up these factories and who
then assemble the components using
cheap Palestinian labour, then“‘re-sell”
them back to Israelis for a profit. This
has led to the emergence of a small
class of well-off Palestinian business-
men who are entirely dependent on
trade with Israel and on super-exploit-
ing cheap Palestinian labour, mainly
women, in these maquiladora-style fac-
tories, where average wages are about
$3 per day, less than a tenth of what
Israeli production workers earn.

It must be remembered, first of all,
that part of the reason for Palestinian
dependency on Israel has to do with
the theft by Israel of almost all the Pal-
estinian land, which thereby not only
robbed Palestinians of their chief
means of subsistence but also created
a nation of refugees. Even today, over
50 years later, 60 per cent of Palestin-
ians are still refugees.® Israel has used
its occupation of the West Bank and
Gaza to further strip away the people’s
economic resources, destroying half of
Palestinian olive groves and uproot-
ing hundreds of thousands of trees
during the Second Intifada alone.

In addition to controlling transport,
Israel has control of the water re-
saurces of the entire area, and reserves
most of the water for its own illegal
settlers. Palestinians in the Gaza Strip
lack running water and sanitary facili-
ties, while on the adjacent hilltops set-
tlers swim in their pools and water their
roses. Eighty percent of the water re-
sources in the Occupied Territories go
to Jewish citizens, and only 20 per cent
to Palestinians, though the latter are
many times more numerous.'° US poli-
ticians and the media like to wax lyrical
about the “miracle” of how Israel has
“made the desert bloom”, but Pales-
tine’s orange groves were famous long
before Israel even existed. The secret
of agricultural productivity there is not
so much Israeli resourcefulness, as
their theft of Palestinian resources —
cpdxfmbmed with billions in imperialist
ai

Whenever Israel wishes to hi
Palestinians, it uses its Vlce-tl(:kl:tc;h:

trol of transport, water and communi-
cations to simply shut down the Oc-
-cupied Territories, including their
economy. The Palestinian economy
loses far more from these closures than
it receives in aid from donor nations. '
Between 1993 and 1996, for instance, it
has been estimated that Israel closed
_the West Bank and Gaza to all physical
and economic movement almost one
day out of every three. This has led to
devastating economic losses and de-
terred almost all foreign investment.?

Since Oslo, while the Israeli
economy has forged ahead, with the
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) rising
by 50 per cent in 1995-1999 (GDP per
capita now stands at about $17,000),
Palestinian GDP per capita fell 20-30
per cent between 1993 and 1999, and is
now less than 10 per cent that of Isra-
el’s at $1,350.” Unemployment has
grown massively in the Occupied Ter-
ritories, and is now 40 per cent in the
Gaza Strip. Today, 80 per cent of the
Palestinians in the Gaza Strip live be-
low the official poverty line, spending
58 per cent of their income on food
alone.' Israel has cut down on its de-
pendency on Palestinian migrant work-
ers by importing 300,000 foreign work-
ers from Romania, Thailand and other
places and expanding the maquiladora-
style system.'

This web of dependency has also
enshrouded the Palestinian Authority
itself, the supposed representative of
the Palestinian people. US and Euro-
pean aid, the rise of a strata of Pales-
tinian compradors, and the buffeting
of the Palestinian economy by the US-
Israeli regime have led to a situation
where the Palestinian Authority in-
creasingly answers to outside forces.
At the insistence of the US and Israel,
one-third of the Palestinian Authority
budget goes to security spending,
making it bigger than the health, edu-
cation and social cervices budgets
combined. One mainstream Palestinian
commentator concluded that the Pal-
estinfan Authority “was more account-
able to Washington, Israel and the
World Bank than to its own citizens.”'¢

The peace process was hailed as
heralding the development of a Singa-
pore of the Middle East. Instead it has
produced what one commentator de-
scribed as “Soweto on the Mediterra-
nean”.!” Meanwhile Israel has pros-
pered. Supporters of Israel and the im-
perialist-brokered peace process have
long ago mastered the art of seeing a

fat overfed man and a skinny malnour-
ished man living on the same land and
concluding that there is no relation-
ship between the bloated condition of
the one and the malnourished condi-
tion of the other.

THE RIGHT OF RETURN

Israel has refused to even consider
putting the right of return of the Pales-
tinian refugees to their homes on the
bargaining table. It is the great “un-
thinkable”. And with good reason. For
this issue goes right to the heart of the
crime at the origin of the imperialist-
Zionist state.'

There are 3.7 million refugees reg-
istered with the UN, meaning the ma-
jority of Palestinians are refugees.
Some 3 to 4 million Palestiuians still
live outside historic Palestine. Well
over a million of them still live in refu-
gee camps, including most of the
400,000 in Lebanon and the slightly
larger number in Syria, as well as most
Palestinians in the Gaza Strip."” The
majority of these refugees live in great
poverty, and the position of those
abroad is inherently precarious, as was
demonstrated when 300,000 Palestin-
ian migrant workers in Kuwait were
expelled in the wake of the Gulf War.
The very existence of these refugees
is a constant reminder that the Israeli
settler army drove out the land’s initial
inhabitants, the Palestinians, and colo-
nised it for themselves.?

Nothing in the Oslo process has
ever addressed the right to return of
these refugees. Prominent Israeli
spokesmen have repeatedly argued
that it cannot implement the interna-
tionally accepted demand for the right
to return of the Palestinian refugees as
this would mean the end of Israel as it
exists today.2! Indeed — the Zionist’s
own argument is a tacit admission that
Israel’s very foundation was premised
on taking another people’s land and
driving them out.

The fact that the imperialists and
Zionists refuse to, even consider the
refugee problem would be, in itself, suf-
ficient to guarantee that there will be
no peace in the Middle East.

The results of the Oslo agreement
are as one-sided as its original terms.
In the almost nine ‘years since Oslo,
the Palestinians have seen themselves
impoverished, locked up and sur-
rounded by increasing numbers of il-
legal Israeli settlements, while the Is-



raelis treat Palestinian elected leaders
like a warden treats the representative
of the prison inmates. Since Oslo, the
US-Israeli regime has used its state
power to “move the goalposts” repeat-
edly — for instance, putting on the bar-
gaining table a withdrawal from a cer-
tain percentage of settlements, while
in the meantime it builds even more il-
legal settlements, so that even if there

were an agreement the actual number

of settlers remaining in the Occupied
Territories would grow.** What was
sealed on the White House lawn was
not an agreement between two equal
powers, in a neutral process of give-
and-take, but the terms of surrender of
the leadership of a small nation to the
much more powerful occupier.

US IMPERIALISM: SEASONED
SWINDLER PLAYS
"HONEST BROKER”

The US has long portrayed itself
as an “honest broker” standing above
the fray in Palestine. But at every step
of its existence the US imperialists
have given indispensable support to
the state of Israel.”

Two telling indications of the ex-
tent of US support for Israel are, first,
the records of votes on the numerous
UN General Assembly resolutions on
Palestine, where the final tally has usu-
ally been more than 100 to 2 — over and
over again the two being the US and
Israel (this is one reason why the UN
is governed by the Security Council in
which the US has a veto). Since 1983,
the US has vetoed 20 UN Security
Council resolutions condemning gen-
eral Israeli practices in Palestine, as well
as three specifically on the Occupied
Territories. It has also twice vetoed
Security Council motions calling for
the application of the Geneva Conven-
tions in the Occupied Territories and
more recently blocked the presence of
international observers.?* Second, and
more importantly, the US gives more
military and financial aid to Israel than
to any other country, and has done so
for decadés. Since 1967 the US has
given over $92 billion to Israel, and in
2000 it sent over $5 billion in aid — more
than $1,000 per Israeli Jew> US aid
has been set since the days of Nixon
to guarantee that Israel has a military
edge in every aspect of war-fighting,
especially in the air, and to give it the
capacity to produce itself much of the
lighter armaments it needs.”
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Some observers, especially in Eu-
rope, have tended to view the Pales-
tinian conflict in terms of a US-backed
Israel versus a European-backed Pal-
estinian Authority. They point to sub-

stantial European Union aid and the -

large number of Etropean NGOs ac-
tive in the Occupied Territories and to
the way that Israeli forces have
bombed a number of Palestinian facili-
ties paid for by European aid, some-
times, it seems, purposefully. While
there is some truth to this, the US has
given more financial aid to the Pales-
tinian Authority than is generally rec-
ognised: $3 billion in the period 1993-
2000.?” This actually puts Palestine
towards the top of the list of recipients
of US foreign aid. The purpose of this
substantial aid is two-fold: one, to en-
sure that the Palestinian Authority is
capable of playing the role required of
it by the Oslo accords, chiefly keeping
the Palestinian people in line; and two,
to foster a stratum of compradors and
amiddle class, including large numbers
of NGO personnel. These people, who
are linked to, and look to, the West, are
to act as a buffer against rebellion from
below. While US aid to Israel vastly
exceeds that to Palestine, and goes in
large part to fund military power -
which is strictly off-limits to the Pales-
tinians — the policy of providing sub-
stantial aid to both sides reflects US
determination that no other major
power will have a substantial say in
developments in this critical region.?

PALESTINE’S ISLAMIC
FUNDAMENTALISTS AND THE
DEMOCRATIC SECULAR STATE

Back in the 1960s the Palestinian
liberation movement formulated the
goal of the struggle as the destruction
of the Zionist state of Israel and its
replacement by a democratic secular
state in Palestine. This was to be a state
in which all the inhabitants of Pales-
tine, regardless of their religion , would
be treated equally. That formulation

stood in stark contrast to the theocratic

orientation of Israel, which, as a
“Jewish state”, excludes Palestinian
citizens from important affairs and
openly discriminates against them. The
gadl of a democratic, secular state
gained the support of Maoist China
and much of the rest of the world, and
stood as a symbol of the far-sighted
vision of the Palestinian liberation
forces. They refused to allow

-

themselves to fall to the level of their
imperialist-Zionist enemy and be
sucked into the dynamic of limiting
their own vision to that of their
opponent. )

As part of entering into the imperi-
alist-brokered Oslo peace process,
Yasser Arafat led the Palestinian resist-
ance leadership to repudiate this his-
toric achievement. In fact, as far back
as 1974, Arafat had made it clear he
would accept a “mini-state” on only a
small part of historic Palestine, but at
that historic juncture it was impossi-
ble for Israel and the US to accept his
surrender.?

A number of factors besides
Arafat’s long-standing desire for an
accommodation with the imperialists
were involved in launching the Oslo
process. First, the collapse of the So-
viet social-imperialists and the accom-
panying global campaign by the impe-
rialists to use the failures of Soviet re-
visionism to attack communism and
revolution in general led to weakening
the more radical secular forces in the
Palestinian liberation movement.
This was made easier by the fact that
too much of the Palestinian left, instead
of practising the Maoist theory of self-
reliance, had-portrayed the Soviet so-
cial-imperialists as friends of the Pal-
estinian struggle and allowed them-
selves to become dependent on hand-
outs from the Soviet “big brother” and
its regional allies like Assad’s Syria,
along with financial handouts from
openly reactionary Arab regimes.

These developments, along with
the emergence of the US as the world’s
only remaining superpower, its pum-

melling of Iraq during the Gulf War, and -

the series of imperialist-brokered
“peace agreements” it secured (such
as in South Africa, for example) on the
one hind, and on the other Israel’s
continuing ability to secure peace with
the main Arab regimes in the region,
combined with the Zionist state’s con-
tinuing need for stability, all set the
stage for the Oslo peace process. -

These same dynamics and in par-
ticular the weakening of the Palestin-
ian left, created fertile soil for the Is-
lamic forces to prosper. Their growth
was also nourished by the general re-
action to further imperialist penetration
of the region, which brought intensi-
fied oppression to broad numbers of
the Arab masses. Also fuelling the Is-
lamic forces was reaction against
Israel. -
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But the rise of the Islamic forces
was not just a spontaneous

development. It was also consciously -

and cynically supported by the
imperialists and Zionists themselves.
In the 1980s, the Israeli army brutally
drove deep-into Lebanon in an effort
to expel the forces centred on the PLO,

which allowed Islamic fundamentalist ..

forces to move into the resulting power
vacuum. The Israeli army consciously
favoured this development, viewing
the Islamic forces as a “lesser evil” to
the radical secular forces that it had
been fighting so bitterly for so many
years.! At this same time, the US
imperialists were providing massive aid
to the Islamic forces in Afghanistan,
which had a spillover effect and
boosted the Islamic forces throughout
the region. Ironically, the imperialist
boost to the Islamic forces came just
as conditions were ripening for a
settlement with the secular forces
around Arafat, thus setting the stage
for the former to emerge as stronger
opponents of the US-Israeli regime.

The Islamic forces thus profited
from widespread disillusionment with
the pro-Western secular forces and
have attracted some masses who want
to fight Israel.

Ultimately, though, however mili-
tant Hamas and Islamic jihad may ap-
pear, their programme is not one that
will lead to the defeat of the US-Israeli
state and liberation for the Palestinian
people. Hamas declares that it wishes
to erect an Islamic Palestinian state and
destroy Israel, which it denounces as
a “Jewish infiltrator” on Arab land. But
the core of the Hamas programme, in-
cluding its fighting strategy and its
relations with Arafat and the Palestin-
ian Authority, indicates that ultimately
it aims no higher than accommodation
with imperialism under a religious
cover. This should be no surprise: no
Islamic political force, whether
Khomeini’s Islamic Republic in Iran or
the Taliban in Afghanistan, has ever
managed to thoroughly rupture with
imperialism — more to the point, they
have not even attempted this.

The Hamas programme unleashes
and reflects the interests of feudal
forces. It is built on the continuing op-
pression of women.*? There is no pro-
gramme fer land reform or agrarian
revolution. Moreover, Hamas and the
other Islamic fundamentalists lower the
nat;:ge of the fighting to a war between
religions and in so doing obscure the

national liberation interests and the
social liberation intefests of the Pales-
tinian masses — not to mention the fact
that it is hard to se€ how turning the
struggle into a battle of Muslims ver-
sus Jews will ever prove capable of
mobilising the hundreds of thousands
of Palestinians who happen to be
Christians.

So even if Hamas were somehow
to go against its feudal nature and
genuinely fight to defeat the US-Israeli
regime, it could never mobilise the full
forces of the Palestinian people that
are indispensable to the uphill battle
to defeat the enemy’s far. superior
military forces. Its tactics, including
targeting Jewish civilians, reflect that
its actual goal is instead to simply make
Israel pay too high a price for
continuing its occupation of the West
Bank and Gaza.®

The policy Arafat and the Palestin-
ian Authority have adopted towards

‘the Islamic forces has been to try to

use them as much as possible, while
keeping them in check. They turn a
blind eye to certain attacks on Israel
when this suits their interests, and im-
prison Islamic militants when that
serves their purposes. The Arafat
forces and the Islamic forces thus
jockey for position on the basis of
fighting for better terms for negotiat-
ing a settlement with the imperialist-
Zionist enemy, and not in an effort to
overthrow the Israeli state and achieve
full liberation. This policy has been
followed for many years in Lebanon
by the Islamic party there, Hezbollah.
When, with backing from Syria, they
finally managed to force an Israeli with-
drawal there, they-dropped any remain-
ing radical pretensions and became
part of the reactionary ruling structure
in Lebanon.

Before leaving Hamas and the Is-
lamic fundamentalists, a word must be
said here about the Western media’s
barrage of attacks on the suicide bomb
tactics used mainly by the Islamic
for¢es. These imperialists who'are re-
sponsible for uprooting several million
Palestinians and hurling them to the
winds, whose Israeli puppets carried
out the invasion of Lebanon and
bombing of Beirut in which over ten
thousand civilians died, who helped
Israel build up a nuclear arsenal in a
region that experiences more frequent
wars than any other, and who slaugh-
tered some 200,000 Iragis in the Gulf
War and then watched hundreds of

thousands of children die under their
subsequent blockade, who have just
killed thousands more Afghanistani
civilians and who today close their
eyes to Israeli missile bombardments
of densely populated areas in Pales-
tine, and then belittle the inevitable ci-
vilian casualties as “collateral damage”
~ these imperialists have no right to
denounce the “terrorism” of such a
poorly-armed force which is resisting
brutal occupation.

They wail about “civilian casual-
ties” on both sides but try to portray
the Palestinians as worse because they
are said to “target” Israeli civilians,
whereas Palestinian civilian casualties
are supposedly not intentional. This
is a blatant lie. Do they really .expect
people to believe that when Israeli jets
drop 1,000 pound bombs in the middle
of densely populated Gaza City civil-
ian casualties are “accidental”!?
Would they like to explain why there
are almost four times as many Pales-
tinians dead as Israelis? And why the
ratio of Palestinian wounded to Israeli
wounded is even higher?** Israeli sol-
diers have testified over and over that
they have been ordered to fire on chil-
dren, and the Israeli high command has
even tried to justify shooting Red Cross
workers, ambulance drivers, doctors
and nurses who are trying to rescue
the wounded, despite global condem-
nation.®

One of the most outrageous argu-
ments of the Zionists is that the Pales-
tinians “brought it on themselves”. In
speaking of the elevated numbers of
Palestinian children among the victims
of the Israeli army, Bernard-Henri Lévy,
a French philosopher, argued, “Is it
quibbling to ask who put these chil-
dren on the front lines in the first place,
and as part of what gloomy martyrs
strategy?” — a transparent effort to
point the finger of blame in some di-
rection other than the Israeli armed
forces who gun down rock-throwing
children in the streets.*

This is not a “cycle of violence” or
a feud between neighbours that
erupted over some long-forgotten tri-
fle. This is a fight between occupier
and occupied, between possessor and
dispossessed. It pits a rich, powerful
capitalist state with 200,000 active
troops and 400,000 reservists backed

by jet fighters, missiles, tanks and even

nuclear bombs — mot to I_nentiqq the
support of the largest foreign military
assistance scheme. in the world today



— that is trying to “beat into submis-
sion”, as Sharon puts it, a poor op-
pressed nation that instead of an army
is allowed only a police force of 35,000,
armed with little more than Second
World War erarifles. The fact that there
has been almost no condemnation by
the “official” international community
of Sharon’s outrageous threats is re-
vealing of the double standards sys-
tematically applied to reporting on Pal-
estine. Imagine the outcry if Arafat
blustered that he would “beat the Is-
raelis into submission” or openly
mused that he should “liquidate
Sharon™!

NO LIBERATION WITHOUT THE
DESTRUCTION OF ISRAEL

The biggest hurdle for those who
want to see the struggle for liberation
and justice for the people of Palestine
go all the way to victory has centred
on the question of whether it is possi-
ble to somehow obtain liberation with-
out defeating Israel. And here is the
fundamental point of Middle Eastern
politics: there will be no justice for the
Palestinians until the state of Israel is
destroyed. This is simply another way
of saying that the Palestinians will
never enjoy true liberation until impe-
rialism has been overthrown, because
what Israel represents above all is not
a “home for the Jews” but the key out-
post of US imperialism in the Middle
East.” The pivotal point of the strat-
egy of every force involved in the Pal-
estinian struggle is how it views impe-
rialism. :

For over 50 years now, the Pales-
tinian people have been waging strug-
gle, fighting the Israelis under one ban-
ner or another, suffering setbacks,
picking themselves up, then fighting
again. But up to now the struggle has
been led by various combinations of
the Palestinian elite, representatives of
the national bourgeoisie and even
feudal forces. In the era of imperialism
and world proletarian revolution, as
Mao analysed, these classes can never
carry the bourgeois democratic revo-
lution through to victory. They are too
weak, vacillating and linked to imperi-
alism to carry through the fight to break
with imperialism completely and estab-
lish genuine national independence.
This is even truer today, when imperi-
alism is more tightly knit and highly
integrated, than when Mao first ana-
lysed this 70 years ago.
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There is no easy answer to dealing
with the overwhelming superiority of
the US-Israeli regime, but several
things must be said. First, to go be-
yond the mere assertion that the US
imperialists and their Zionist settler
state can be defeated and Palestine lib-
erated requires that a Palestinian van-
guard arms itself with the science of
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, turns this
into a material force on the battlefield
and develops the strategy and tactics
that can ultimately win. In short, theory
has to advance through practice.

Second, the Palestinian revolution
is part of the world revolution, and its
advances and setbacks are bound up
with the advances or setbacks of the
world revolution. Thus figuring out
how to carry on the fight against the
US-Israeli state requires situating the
Palestinian revolution within the over-
all fight against the US-led imperialist
system, and developing a strategy and
tactics that take that into account and
enable the struggle to advance as much
as it can at any given point along the
path to ultimate victory. The notion
that the US imperialists and the Zion-
ist state could be quickly toppled in-
dependently of regional and global
developments would quickly lead to
demoralisation as the struggle inevita-
bly proves to be more protracted. But
the far greater danger has been to think
that the US-Israeli set-up is so strong
that there is little that the Palestinian
people can accomplish today to ad-
vance along the path to victory, thus
leaving no choice but to confine the
struggle to the goal of compelling some
larger benevolent power, usually the
US, to pressure Israel to grant conces-
sions to the Palestinians, leaving Is-
raeli domination intact.

In terms of the basic path to revo-
lution, Palestine is an oppressed na-
tion where the strategy of the revolu-
tionary forces requires waging pro-
tracted people’s war. But it has certain
unique features, including that the bulk

of the nation is occupied by a highly .

developed, militarised settler state. This
state is backed heavily by US imperial-
ism; it has a population of settlers
roughly equal to the number of dis-
possessed Palestinians; and the terri-
tory is small.*® So the Palestinian revo-
lutionaries face the task of finding a
way to implement the strategy of peo-
ple’s war in difficult circumstances.
Waging this kind of warfare means not
tailoring the strategy and tactics of the

struggle to the demands of the bargain-
ing table, but instead fighting with the
long-term strategy of actually defeat-
ing the US-Israeli state, and maximiz-

* ing the gains that can be made on that

path at every given point in the strug-
gle.

Already today the dynamics of the
fighting cry out for consciously mov-
ing the struggle to a qualitatively
higher stage. Recently, Palestinian
Member of the Knesset (the Israeli
Parliament) Azmi Bishara, no advocate
of war with Israel, analysed that, “The
Israeli government is trying to narrow
the space of resistance: it is offering
the choice between accepting Israeli
dictates and an overall war.” Frederick
Engels, the collaborator of Karl Marx,
pointed out that every advance in the
fighting of the revolutionary forces
called forth an intensification of the
battle by the reactionaries, and vice
versa, in a spiral that eventually led to
the defeat of one side or the other.
Seeking some third way that avoids
this dialectic ultimately means ceding
victory to the reactionaries, because
their escalation of the fighting cannot
be met.

No one can say now what combi-
nation of developments in the strug-
gle and in the objective situation in the
region and the world as a whole would
bring about a situation where it would
actually be possible to defeat the US-
Israeli state. Such a prospect would
almost certainly involve other major
upheavals in the region, perhaps a
combination of war and revolutionary
upheaval in one or more of the neigh-
bouring Arab countries. It is worth
considering, for example,-what a van-
guard with real roots and military
strength in Palestine might have been
able to accomplish during the fiasco
of Israel’s occupation of southern
Lebanon. Israel has never been em-
broiled in a regional conflict when on
the home front it faced the kind of de-
termined resistance from the Palestin-
ians that it does today.

In any case, what is certain and
what the tragic results of the peace
process have shown again and again
is that seeking an accommodation with
the US-Israeli regime will not bring Lib-

eration. There is no other path to free- .

ing Palestine than defeating Israel on
the battlefield. This demands the for-
mation of a vanguard that can seize
every opportunity to keep the coals of
the armed struggle alive and advance
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reliant struggle of the Palestinian
masses themselves. This is no cause

for pessimism. Look at the way the -

forces at the heart of the struggle
against Israel have shifted over time.
Initially the main forces fighting Israeli
troops on the battlefield were the ar-
mies of the Arab regimes. They seemed
big and powerful, but were decisively
beaten. Then the core of the forces
contending with the US-Israeli régime
shifted over to the Palestinians abroad.
Now, with the two Intifadas, the heart
of the battle has moved again, into
Palestine itself, and ominously for Is-
rael, it has for the first time drawn in
substantial open support from Pales-
tinians living inside the “green line”
(the pre-1967 borders), i.e. in Israel it-
self. And with each shift in this strug-
gle, as the core of the fighting against
Israel moved closer to home and be-
came more rooted among the Palestin-
ian masses themselves, the vulnerabil-
ity of the US-Israeli regime has stood
out more starkly.

If led by a correct line that clearly
identified friend and foe, brought the
interests of the oppressed masses to
the fore, exposed the narrow interests
behind those involved in conciliation
and betrayal, and targeted the strug-
gle squarely against the imperialists
and on that basis drew out the com-
mon interests of all the oppressed
masses, then there is no doubt that
such a struggle would rouse the hopes
and sympathies of the oppressed
around the globe, and in particular in
the-Arab world, as never before. The
Palestinian masses have to rely on
themselves, but they would not be
fighting the imperialist-Zionist state
alone.®

Just as there has bsen a strong ten-
dency to view the Arab countries
through the lens of nationalism and
neglect the class nature of the Arab
regimes, so too have there been strong
tendencies to portray Israel in nation-
alist terms, seeing it principally as a
“Jewish state” and not as an outpost
of imperialism. This has led to neglect-
ing some of Israel’s particular features
that need to be considered carefully in
developing a revolutionary strategy,
including the heterogeneous charac-
ter of its population; its extreme reli-
ance on US backing, and its conse-
quent isolation in the region, where
Israel is universally hated, even if tem-
porarily tolerated; along with this, its
great reliance on the superiority of its

,hi-tech arsenal, and the'way it is con-

sequently compelled to fight*!; and,
based on its reactionary character and
imperialist backing, its extreme arro-
gance.

Consider the character of Israeli so-
ciety. It is not like the “usual” capital-
ist oppressor country. Most such
states have arisen historically over
many generations, and have at their
core a large class of proletarians that
have nothing to lose and that are op-
pressed and exploited by the bourgeoi-
sie. Israel, on the other hand, was set
up only two generations ago by the
imperialists, and ripped out of the land
of another people. Even today as many
as half of Israel’s non-Palestinian in-
habitants were not born there. One
million Russians came to Israel in the
1990s alone, and a few hundred thou-
sand in the preceding two decades.®
As previously mentioned, half of those
arriving in the 1990s did not even have
a Jewish father or mother. Few arrive
speaking any Hebrew. So why did they
come? Israel’s average per capita in-
come is at West European levels, al-
most $20,000 — Russia’s is closer to
$1,000. While this is not the entire
story, it is abundantly clear that what
led these people to Israel was not
Moses’ call from the “Promised Land”
but the much more tangible appeal of
US-backed hard currency.®

What is being constituted in Israel
is not a historically developed nation
with a full class structure but a garri-
son state of mercenary settlers, re-
warded handsomely for serving on the
front lines in the fight to control the
Arab world and ensure the steady sup-
ply of the oil that the West depends
on. Israel is filling the ranks of its gar-
rison settler state by offering the “right
of return” to anyone with even the most
tenuous claim to be Jewish, while Pal-
estinians, whose families lived in Pal-
estine for generations, are forced to
watch over the electric fences as these
foreigfiers set up new lives in theii old
villages.*

All this means that the character of
Israeli society divides into two: on one
hand it is highly militarised and garri-
soned by many people who have set-
tled there in the full knowledge of their
criminal role — which makes Israel a
formidable foe — whilst on the other
hand it is a heterogeneous society,
made up of a myltitude of different cul-
tures and nationalities (e.g. there are
over 20 regular Russian-language news

publications in Israel, not to speak of
Romanian, Ukrainian, etc.), large num-
bers of whom have no real roots in the
society and consequently no real sense
of national unity. How they will re-
spond to the protracted and more re-
sounding blows of a genuine people’s
war remains to be seen.

The public refusal of increasing
numbers of Israeli reservists to serve
in the Occupied Territories, and their
denunciation of their mission there is
indicative of the kinds of cracks that
can appear in fortress Israel. Over 300
Isracli reservists have signed a peti-
tion declaring that they refuse to fight
“beyond the green line [the pre-1967
borders] in order to rule, expel, desjroy,
blockade, assassinate, starve and hu-
miliate an entire people.”

THE BATTLEFRONT TODAY

The US-Israeli regime faces a seri-
ous dilemma. The Palestinians’ thirst
for national liberation has proved
unquenchable. If the Zionists continue
to step up their repression and perma-
nently re-occupy the Occupied Terri-
tories, they will only increase the Pal-
estinians’ desperation and fury
through more misery, more bombings,
more prisons, more assassinations ...
and in the process will also create more
targets for Palestinian fighters. The
Israeli generals are understandably
anxious, and a flurry of repressive pro-
grammes are on the agenda, including
giant systems of concrete walls, elec-
tric fences and canals and trenches to
separate and ghettoise the Palestin-
ians. One Israeli officer has told his
colleagues that they must study the
tactics of the Nazis in the Second
World War. If, he argues, “it is the job
of an Israeli officer to seize a refugee
camp or take over the Nablus kasbah. ..
then he must before all else analyse
and bring together the lessons of past
battles, even — shocking though this
might appear — to analyse how the
German army operated in the Warsaw
ghetto.” Can there be any more tell-
ing indication of how the Israelis re-
gard the Palestinians as an “inferior
people”, “subhumans” — like their US
masters’ prisoners in Guantanamo,
Cuba - deprived of the most elemen-
tary rights? Does this account for the
numbers stamped on the arms of the
Palestinian prisoners taken in March
in the refugee camps? And just what
does this herald for the future?



Indeed, just as their US masters
have shifted the terms of mainstream
political debate “to the right” since the
11 September attacks, so too have Is-
rael’s rulers shifted the terms of debate
on solving the “Palestine problem”.
There is increasing talk in Israeli policy
circles, including the Cabinet itself, of
“transfer”, which means expelling the
Palestinians from the West Bank and
perhaps even the one million Palestin-
ians who are citizens of Israel itself.
This is nothing but naked “ethnic
cleansing” — and there is no other
country on Earth where such discus-
sion is supposedly acceptable. This
solution holds a strong attraction for
the Zionist bosses, for it was, after all,
the ethnic cleansing of 1948 that ena-
bled them to found the Israeli state in
the first place, when their “Jewish

- “We shall drive them out

and take their place.”
— David Ben Gurion, labour Zionist
and founder of the State of Israel, in
a letter to his son in 1937
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jihad” drove out two-thirds of all the
Palestinian inhabitants. But unlike Ser-
bia’s Milosevic, who is being tried as a
war criminal for his far less extensive
programme of ethnic cleansing, the Is-
raeli founding fathers were not pun-
ished for their crime, but rewarded.
Hence the attractiveness today of what
some Israelis call “finishing the job” —
driving all Palestinians out of their
native land.

The imperialists are at the same
time also giving some prominence to
yet another peace proposal, this time
advanced by that great friend of
American democracy, the bootlicking
imperialist lackey at the head of the
Saudi sheiks, Crown Prince Abdullah.
Like its predecessors, this plan too
would only work to the benefit of Is-
rael and the reactionary Arab states,
at the expense of the Palestinians.

SUPPORT THE JUST STRUGGLE
OF THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE!

Today, the Palestinian struggle is
linked as never before to world revolu-

Ariel Sharon -

“the Butcher of Beirut”

In 1982, the Israeli Defence (sic)
Forces, under the command of General
Ariel Sharon, invaded southern Leba-
non in an effort to subjugate the Pal-
estinian resistance forces that had
regrouped there, including Yasser
Arafat and the Palestine Liberation
Organisation (PLO). The Israelis culti-
vated the Christian Phalangists, a
quasi-fascist Lebanese nationalist
force, as their junior partners in the in-
vasion. After a lengthy and bloody
siege of Beirut, in which between
10,000 and 20,000 civilians were killed,
overwhelmingly by the Israeli bom-
bardment, the PLO finally chose not to
force a decisive showdown, but to
abandon their position in Beirut, and
several thousand fighters left for Tu-
nis. Left behind were many thousands
of women, children and older people,
concentrated in sprawling impover-
ished camps. The Israeli army quickly
established perimeters around these.

Shortly thereafter, on 16 September

. 1982, the Israeli army allowed heavily
" armed Christian Phalangists to enter

two of the main.camps in the Beirut
area, Sabra and Chatila, where over a
period of several hours they carried
out an obvious and very bloody mas-
sacre. When they finally left, again
under the eyes of the Israeli troops,
hundreds — most estimates are of 600-
800 or even more — of unarmed Pales-
tinian refugees lay slaughtered. Shortly

* before a war crimes hearing was sched-

uled to be held in Belgium concerning
Ariel Sharon’s responsibility for these
massacres, the key witness was blown
up by a car bomb in Beirut, in “unex-
plained circumistances”.

The question some pro-US-Israeh
forces do not want to face is: Is Ariel
Sharon Prime Minister of Israel despite
or in fact because of his role oversee-
ing this butchery?

tion. Imperialist relations in the region
are wound tight as a drum. Any:sub-
stantial move by a major power can give
rise to unintended and unforeseeable
consequences that reverberate around
the world — as the US found out so
dramatically when it was hit by the
“blowback’ generated in large part by
its own power plays in the Middle and
Near East. The Middle East, which ac-
counts for 60 per cent of the world’s
arms purchases, is as much as ever the
world’s “minefield”, where a wrong
step can be deadly.

The Second Intifada is forging
ahead, refusing to concede the battle-
field, despite Israel’s unquestioned
military superiority. Rage is seething
throughout the Occupied Territories
and the refugee camps of Lebanon and
beyond. The stakes are higher than
ever for the struggle in Palestine. One
Palestinian fighter, when asked by a
Western journalist whether he was
fearful at the renewed invasion of Gaza
by Israeli armed forces, responded,
“Why should I be? We have nothing
to lose.”*

The Palestinian people do indeed
have nothing to lose, they have no
stake in the peace process, nothing to
gain in the honeyed words of the im-
perialists, which disguise only more
dead-ends and traps. The blows dealt
to the imperialists by the Palestinian
struggle have weakened them and
strengthened the struggle of the op-

- pressed world-wide, particularly in the

Arab world, where there is a deep res-
ervoir of hatred of US imperialism.
While these sacrifices have riot yet led
to victory, the achievements of the
Palestinian struggle, in particular pre-
venting the success of ~the
capitulationist Oslo accords, have cre-
ated better conditions for the advance
of revolutionary and liberation strug-
gles around the world, and especially
in Palestine itself. The logic of the Pal-
estinian struggle is the logic of the
struggle of every oppressed people.
As Mao Tsetung summed up, “Make
trouble, fail, make trouble again, fail
again... till their doom,; that is the logic
of the imperialists and all reactionaries
the world over in dealing with the peo-
ple’s cause, and thgy will never go
against this logic... Flght, fail, fight
again, fail again, ﬁght again. .. till their
victory; that is the logic of the people,

- and they too will never go against this
- logic.”

The young generation that has
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taken to the streets in Palestine faces
awesome challenges, as Israel threat-
ens unprecedented destruction .and
carnage. But they have a basis to learn
the lessons paid for in the blood and
sacrifice. of their own forefathers, and
of the generations of oppressed world-
wide who have fought, and, on a few
precious occasions, actually defeated
the hated enemy. They have cast away
illusions about the peace process. Now
it is time to turn aside from the tradi-
tional wisdom of yesterday’s forces
and reach for the weapon of Maoism,
the outlook of those at the bottom of
the imperialist global empire, those
who have nothing to lose, the revolu-
tionary proletariat, and to link up with
their representatives from the many
battles being fought against imperial-
.ism around the globe, in particular the
parties and organisations that make up
the Revolutionary Internationalist

Movement. With the weapon of Marx- -

ism-Leninism-Maoism and its military
strategy, people’s war, the Palestinian
people’s fight will surely become an
even stronger and more integral part
of the world revolution, hastening the
day when imperialism, Zionism and all
their running dogs will meet their
doom,
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«ing victories of the armed forces under

the leadership of the Communist Party
of Nepal (Maoist) (CPN(M)) in April
and May before the Palace massacre
and June and July following it, in late
July 2001 a new Prime Minister was ap-
pointed, who declared a ceasefire and
opened negotiations with the CPN(M).
The cease-fire lasted for a period of
four months, and was a kind of armed
truce during which both sides made
preparations for the inevitable renewal
of hostilities.

On the reactionary side, the class
enemy used the period of the cease-
fire to regroup their badly disorgan-
ised and demoralised forces in the face
of the losses in the People’s War and
the crumbling of the monarchy, which
has always been the linchpin of the
feudal system in Nepal. In particular, it
was necessary to try to establish the
authority of the new King Gyrendra
over the Royal Nepal Army, the pillar
of the state apparatus.

The cease-fire corresponded to the
wishes of broad sections of people in
Nepal, especially in the cities and from
the middle and upper classes, who
hoped that a peaceful solution could
be found to the problems of the coun-
try. Both sides to the conflict strove to
appeal to this section of people. The
CPN(M) also made use of the cease-
fire period to consolidate the process
of forming a nation-wide people’s gov-
ernment and to further organise the
People’s Liberation Army.

Three rounds of negotiations were
held. The Maoists, as the CPN(M) is
popularly known, called for the estab-
lishment of a constituent assembly,
formation of an interim government
and the abolition of the monarchy. In
the course of the negotiations the
CPN(M) withdrew its demand for an
immediate abolition of the monarchy,
saying that this matter could be re-
ferred to the constituent assembly.

During the course of the negotia-
tions came 11 September. This impor-
tant development sharply underlined
that events in Nepal, including the
unfolding of the struggle for state
power, do not take place in a vacuum.
The negotiations in Nepal were being
closely surveyed by Nepal’s reaction-
ary neighbours (China and, above all,
India). For several months, while the
maps on the imperialist news broad-
casts of the Afghanistan theatre of war
clearly showed Nepal, their commen-
tators were strangely silent, despite the
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drama being played out in the country.
The US and Britain were guarded in
their comments, basically saying that
whether the CPN(M) and the revolu-
tion in Nepal were to be considered
“terrorist” or not would depend on the
outcome of the negotiations. In other
words, they held out both a carrot and
stick.

At the same time Nepal’s reaction-
‘ary ruling class, like many of their look-
alikes in charge of repressing the peo-
ple in other Third World countries, felt
emboldened by the so-called “war on
terrorism” and the hope that in the new
international climate they could count
on US imperialist guns and money to
root out the revolutionary forces. The
demands of the CPN(M), representing
the felt needs of the great majority of
the people of the country, were disre-
garded and the ruling class essentially
demanded what would have been an
abject surrender — recognition of Ne-
pal’s reactionary institutions, such as
the monarchy, army and parliament.
Meanwhile, the Royal Nepal Army was
continuing to press ahead with its
preparations for an all-out assault on
the revolution, a new paramilitary force
aimed only at the Maoists was being
prepared and terror was unleashed
against revolutionary students in the
capital, Kathmandu.

The rupture of the negotiations
came on 23 November with an an-
nouncement by CPN(M) Chairman
Prachanda. Two days later massive at-
tacks took place in twelve districts
throughout Nepal. The CPN(M) struck
especially hard in the Dang valley and
its district capital Ghorai. All of the dis-
trict administrative offices were seized,
including the police headquarters and
the lotal prison. Forty-five or more se-
curity personnel were killed, including
a number of Royal Nepal Army sol-
diers, and many more were wounded
or taken prisoner. The press reported
that hundreds of weapons were seized,
including automatic rifles and machine
guns. In Kalidamara a 46-member pa-
trol of the recently formed paramili-
tary Armed Police Force Unit was am-
bushed and 44 were reported missing.
According to the January 2002 edition
of People’s March, a revolutionary
journal from India, for “four days after
the Friday attacks battles raged
throughout Nepal”. -

The military attacks, the cutting
edge of the people’s offensive, were
accompanied by powerful political

blows as well. A central people’s gov-
ernment of 37 members was created,
representing a wide section of districts,
national minorities and political ten-
dencies in Nepal. The new government
is called the United Revolutionary Peo-
ple’s Council and is led by Comrade
Baburam Bhatterai, a senior leader of
the CPN(M).

The response by the class enemy
was swift. On 26 November, King
Gyrendra declared a state of emergency
throughout the country. The govern-
ment banned the CPN(M) and any or-
ganisation affiliated with it as “terror-
ist”. The emergency declaration “sus-
pended all constitutional rights, includ-
ing freedom of speech, the right to as-
sembly, the right to- move throughout
the kingdom, press and publication
rights, the right to information, right to
property, right to privacy and the right
to constitutional remedy” (People’s
March) and granted the government
the right to preventive detention. Ac-
companying this were the typical ef-
forts of the reactionaries to manufac-
ture divisions in the Party, anointing
first one and then another leader as
“hard-line” or “moderate”. Like previ-
ous efforts of this type, these lies were
shattered by the solid unity and deter-
mination of the Party and its leader-
ship. -

The offices of Jandisha and
Janadesh, two newspapers that sup-
port the positions of the CPN(M), were
raided and all the staff present were
arrested. Other journalists for left jour-
nals were glso taken into custody. One
issue of Nepal’s leading English lan-
guage daily, the Kathmandu Post, was
banned because it contained pictures
of Maoists. Journalists fronf many-po-
litical positions complained of arbitrary
arrests by the government (one jour-
nalist sharply opposed to the People’s
War protested that by late March, 75
journalists had been arrested only for
exercising their profession).

The Royal Nepal Army (RNA) was
ordered to carry out a nation-wide of-

-fensive against the Maoists. Accord-

ing to reports from the CPN(M), these
operations were taking place using the
typical methods of reactionary armies
past and present, lashing out viciously,
but blindly, and taking revenge on
common people by murder, rape, theft
and torture. While a number of Maoist
fighters have been martyred, it is
mainly villagers who have been the
focus of the enemy’s fury.
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The new laws made parliament
more and more irrelevant, exposing it
as ameaningless “talk shop”, while the

real business of the state is conducted ,

by the executive and especially the mili-
tary. Even Nepal’s colourful array of
revisionists and opportunists were re-
stricted in some of their political
movements.

Despite the efforts of the class en-
emy to portray the Maoists as terror-
ists and responsible for the violence
that has resurged throughout the coun-
try, reports to AWTW indicate that the
great majority of the population, even
many of those who had been holding
out unrealistic hopes for progress in
the negotiations, are clearly seeing
through the government’s lies and
holding the latter fully responsible for
the war.

During this period, the Nepalese
ruling class turned to its imperialist
backers, as well as to India and China,
for support against the Maoists. The
CPN(M) Standing Committee of the
Political Bureau adopted a resolution
noting that, “It is now crystal clear that
the brutal aggression in Afghanistan
was, objectively and ultimately, a part
of the grotesque strategy of US impe-
rialism to establish a strong military
base there for carrying out its plunder
and hegemony in South Asia. West-
ern imperialism under the cover of war
against terrorism is blatantly moving

ahead in its ‘master plan’ to ruthlessly -

crush the right of rebellion practised
by the oppressed masses of South
Asia. Caught in the quagmire of ha-
tred, anger and rebellion of the masses,
the ruling classes of all the countries
of this region are playing the dirty game
of ensuring their own survival against
the masses by dancing to the tunes of
jimperialism in abject subservience.”
(Maoist Information Bulletin, Number
2, an occasional publication of the
CPNQVD) .

It was the reactionary regime of
India that took the most aggressive
posture in support of the government.
It promised to deliver several helicop-
ters to the RNA, as well as all sorts.of
other military equipment. Jaswant
Singh, who at that time was holding
both the Foreign Minister and Defence
Minister portfolios, was the first inter-
national leader to officially label the
CPN(M) as terrorist with all that im-
plies in today’s world situation. Even
Colin Powell himself did not go that far

on his visit to Kathmanduon 18-19
Janfiary, carefully avoiding-applying
the “terrorist” label. While: pledging
military equipment and help to the
Nepalese reactionaries, Powell also
clucked his tongue about the govern-
ment’s need to “eliminate poverty” and
for an early end to the State of
Emergency.

Under the guise of stopping Paki-
stani infiltrators from using Nepal to
enter India, the Indian army began a
major build-up along the entire length
of the Nepalese border. On 22 March,
Prime Minister Deuba went hat-in-hand
to India to meet with Prime Minister
Vajpayee. All accounts indicate that
the main item on the agenda was co-
operation against the CPN(M) and,
more generally, against the revolution-
ary forces in the region. Deuba spe-
cifically demanded that action be taken
against forces in India that support the
People’s War in Nepal.!

The war continued to develop in
much the same way for several months.
Every day was marked by armed
clashes between the people’s armed
forces and the RNA and by reprisal
raids by the enemy forces. Various
kinds of illegal political mobilisations
took place under the leadership of the
CPN(M) in both town and countryside.
On 17 February the war leapt to an even
higher plane, with a massive battle in
the district town of Achham, a few days
after the sixth anniversary of the initia-
tion of the People’s War. (It also oc-
curred shortly before the three-month
expiration of the State of Emergency
had to be submitted to Parliament,
where a two-thirds vote would be re-
quired for its extension.) The world was
astounded when the PLA carried out a
massive assault on Achham. During
six hours of fierce fighting, 143 sol-
diers, paramilitaries and government
officials were killed. Huge stocks of
weapons and ammunitions were car-
ried off by the victorious PLA. A
nearby airpest was also captured and
another 30 enemy security personnel
killed. Only a few days later another
big victory was won, when on 21 Feb-
ruary Maoist rebels stormed a police
post at Shitalpati in the Salyan district,
killing at least 34 policemen, including
two inspectors. These victories made
headlines throughout the world.

This blow gave great heart to the
masses in Nepal, as well as to their
friends all over the world. At the same

time it was a profoundly disorienting
and panic-inducing blow to Nepal’s
reactionary classes. Even though the
reactionaries were well aware of the
certainty of attacks on the anniversary
of the People’s War and even though
the district Administrator in Achham
had been sending out more and more
frantic calls for state protection, the
state came face to face with its inabil-
ity to defend all of its positions, even
relatively important ones, at once from
the revolutionary forces, which had
been showing their capacity to attack
suddenly in different parts of the coun-
try. As the echoes of the battle were
still ringing, the nation-wide bandh
(general strike) called for by the newly
formed central people’s government,
the United Revolutionary People’s
Council, took place with resounding
success.

Perhaps no forces were more
shaken than the opportunists and re-
visionists. While they had been careful
to play their assigned roles of making
noises against the government and the
State of Emergency, whilst focusing
their attacks on the CPN(M), in the af-
termath of Achham there was no more
room for them to wiggle. In particular,
the CPN (United Marxist-Leninists),
referred to as “UML”, the largest op-
position party in Nepal, was needed to
vote for the extension of the State of
Emergency. (Originally it had been
floated out that perhaps the UML par-
liamentary members could simply ar-
range to be outside the hall during the
vote and thus allow the State of Emer-
gency to pass using that underhanded
method. But in the wake of the CPN(M)
victories, it seems that UML’s masters
decided that only full and active en-
dorsement of the government’s anti-
people onslaught would do.) True to
its form, the UML, friend and allied
party of the opportunists, revisionists
and even some wavering communist
forces internationally, in the finest tra-

.. dition of the traitors of the Second In-

ternational who voted for war credits
in the First World War or revisionists
who have been helping reactionaries
fight the Maoists in India, Peru, Tur-
key and elsewhere, voted 100 per cent
for the extension of the State of Emer-
gency. The only fig leaf (or was it just
pure bribery?) that was accorded them
was a promise by the goyernment to
carry out “poverty alleviation”
schemes!



The badly stung Royal Nepal
Army redoubled its efforts to take re-
venge. In mid-March, they announced
with great fanfare that a camp in Rolpa
had been raided and 68 “Maoists”
killed. At the time of writing, we do not
know the actual story of this develop-
ment but it is important to note the

-words of Chairman Prachanda from
only a few weeks before: “Any Nepa-
lese who writes or speaks even a mini-
mal truth has been branded as a ‘Mao-
ist terrorist’ or his supporter. Whether
a cadre of a political party or an anti-
autocrat journalist, human rightist, so-
cial worker or intellectual of any ideo-
logical path; whether innocent, un-
armed or common people engaged in
small occupation for their livelihood in
the rural areas; they are all made vic-
tims of the military terror and atrocities
of feudal autocrats.... Baseless and
false propaganda such as having killed
200 Maoists, though only 14 gallant
warriors of the People’s Liberation
Army had attained martyrdom while
capturing the district headquarter of
Solukhumbu, killing innocent peasants
in the villages but gabbing falsely
about encounters with the Maoists...

“Presently, the basic leadership of
highest to lowest level of our Party has
been safe and amidst the masses, suc-
cessfully advancing activities. Of
course, the enemy has killed many and
revealed some of our good activists in
urban areas, and many have been cap-
tured. They- have captured our alter-
nate Politburo member Comrade
Rabindra Shrestha in the capital. Simi-
larly, dozens of our fighters have at-
tained martyrdom in the real and suc-
cessful war with the enemies, setting
historic records of bravery and sacri-
fice. Having captured thousands of our
supporters and well-wishers in bazaars
and easy areas, the enemy has been

torturing them mentally and physically. -

All these facts show the losses to the
‘movement. But when we compare this
with the sacrifice inevitable in defend-
ing and developing the revolution
against the ultimate and total force of
the enemy, we see that it is, indeed,
very minimal. Sacrifice of the part for
the defence of the whole is a law of
science.” (Interview with Comrade
Prachanda made available to AWTW,
early February 2002.)

Almost immediately after the PLA
victories in Achham and Salyan, the
US and the British imperialists began
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to sing a different tune. According to
press accounts, “after a weekend visit

"to Achham and Salyan, US Ambassa-

dor Michael E. Malinowski compared
the Maoists with al-Qaeda terrorists
led by Osama bin Laden. ‘In democra-
cies, the death of even one police of-
ficer or one solider is a community and
national tragedy. I salute each and
every police officer and soldier who
has. died at the hands of Maoist
terrorists.”” (Spotlight, 1 March 2002)

The British imperialists sent the
British Parliamentary Under-Secretary
of State for Foreign and Commonwealth
Affairs responsible for South Asia,
Ben Bradshaw, to Kathmandu immedi-
ately after the attacks. He said, “Brit-
ain will certainly help Nepal. We have
also experienced in Northern Ireland a
similar kind of problem for 35 years.
There is a need for a robust attack on
this type of terrorism.... The insur-
gency has been ruthless and relent-
less. ... The government has received
greater sympathy from the world com-
munity after the latest ruthless assault.

Any democratic government has the-

right to defend its citizens. After the
11 September attacks [in the United
States], there has been a greater obli-
gation to stop terrorism in the world.
We have already passed legislation to
stop terrorist propaganda.” (Spotlight)

Every great revolution, one that
has truly aroused the masses in their
millions and mobilised them in the fight
to take political power, can only ad-
vance by confronting new problems
and finding new solutions. Protracted
people’s war, like all revolutionary proc-
esses, is full of sound and fury, sud-
den twists and turns, periods of rapid
breakthrough punctuating periods of
quantitative development. The drama
of the unexpected creates even more
favourable conditions for bringing out
the Maoists’ greatest weapon — man’s
conscious dynamic role in waging war,

The Communist Party of Nepal
(Maoist), under the leadership of its
Chairman, Comrade Prachanda, has
been steering the revolution through
the turbulent seas whilst under con-
stant fire from not only the reactionar-
ies in Nepal but increasingly from the
world’s leading imperialists, as well as
the Indian reactionaries.

It is of the utmost importance that
the new upsurge in the People’s War
in Nepal is taking place at the very time
that, the US imperialists are leading a

world-wide “war on terrorism”, now
focused a few hundred kilometres to
the west of Nepal. The sacrifice and
daring of the fighting peasants and
workers of Nepal is making the Maoist
alternative come alive in splendid col-
our for all those who care to see. With
millions of the poor increasingly mobi-
lised to struggle, with vast and deep
support from all sections of society,
urban as well as rural, the flimsy,
threadbare label of “terrorist” cannot
be made to stick at all. A new power,
people’s power, is emerging and con-
solidating in the Himalayas, and it is
already influencing the revolutionary
situation as a whole in the vital South
Asian region, home to one-fourth of
humanity.

What frightens the imperialists the
most is not just the blows that the re-
actionary armed forces have received
at the hands of the People’s Liberation
Army. It is that from the bottom of so-
ciety, the millions of toiling masses who
have been despised by the ruling class
of Nepal as little more than “talking
tools™, as the ancient Greeks referred
to slaves, have shown that they can
seize their destiny and challenge the
chains of centuries of exploitation and
reactionary tradition. They are show-
ing once again that, as Mao put it, “the
people and the people alone are the
motive force in the makmg of world
history.” In a time when, using the de-
feats of past socialist states, the impe-
rialists have launched a propaganda
onslaught to say that there is no alter-
native to a world of class division and
exploitation, the thunder from the Hima-
layas fills those who hear its echo with
hope and determination.

ENDNOTES

1 The CPN(M) also made some moves on
the diplomatic stage with a letter signed by
Comrade Prachanda as Chairman of the
Party and Supreme Commander of the
People’s Liberation Army and Comrade
Bhatterai as convenor of the United
Revolutionary People’s Council addressed
to thé United Nations, Indian, US and Chi-
nese governments and the European Union
denouncing the efforts of the Nepalese
reactionaries to paint the insurgency as
“terrorist” and calling on “all countries,
international bodies and particularly the two
immediate neighbours, India and China, not

- to interfere in the internal affairs of Nepal

and let the Nepalese people decide their
o6wn political future themselves.” |
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Long Live:
Red May First!

By the Committee of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement

This First of May 2002 dawns on a world that is different in many ways from what it was only a short
time ago. Most importantly, there has been a leap in the world situation — the forces of imperialism and
reaction, headed by the US, and the forces of the people, although often scattered and under different
kinds of leadership, are locked in combat on a world scale more sharply than at any time in recent

decades.

With the declaration of its “war on terrorism”, the US has gone on a rampage against the world’s
people for the all but openly avowed purpose of consolidating a global American empire and enforcing
what it considers a “favourable environment” in which to squeeze even greater profits out of the labour
of the people in the dominated countries. Acting both through their own troops and their puppets who
rule these countries, they have launched a global terror campaign to crush anything that could stand in
their way. '

While the US launched its aerial bombardments and ground special forces killers on Afghanistan, it
also unleashed its Zionist guard dogs against the Palestinian people. Operating with American arms
and money and US blessings, Israel is carrying out the bloodiest “ethnic cleansing” since, the Zionist
settlers first stole the land from the Palestinians. :

In country after country the ruling classes are trying to stamp out every spark of the people’s resistance.
But this is only one aspect of what is becoming an increasingly fierce and more globalised battle on
both sides. Every act of resistance by the people to the US war machine is a source of strength for the
world-wide revolutionary struggle of the proletariat and the oppressed peoples and nations. The
Palestinian people, numbering only a few million and fighting under desperate circumstances, are taking
their place on the front line of the resistance to the US-led offensive, and are daring to stand up and
stand fast in the most unequal combat. They have given voice and inspiration to people everywhere
and have become a major, unexpected and for the imperialists and their flunkies most unwelcome
factor in the unfolding of world events. If the US & Co. expected their mechanised “war on terrorism”
to be able to simply and smoothly roll over the people, the Palestinian people have shown otherwise.

The Marxist-Leninist-Maoist parties have been in the forefront of leading the people in their struggles
for liberation. The People’s War under the leadership of the Communist Party of Peru (PCP) has
persevered for nearly 22 years, holding high the red flag of revolution and representing the hopes of the
downtrodden for a world they rule and completely transform. In the Philippines, Turkey, India and
elsewhere the revolutionary armed struggle is coatinuing and coming more and more into direct conflict
with the US-led crusade. In Népal during the last few months the People’s War, launched six years
ago, has reached a critical juncture. On the one hand, the great advances of the People’s Liberation
Army led by the Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist) have made it possible for millions of peasants fmd
their allies to overthrow the feudal landlords and bureaucrat capitalists in vast areas of the countryside,
set up their own political power and begin to build a whole new society based on the interests of the
people. On the other hand, the increasingly cornered ruling class is lashing out against the masses,
sending its army to kill, rape and terrorise the common people and abolishing elementary qghts through
a declaration of emergency. On this May First we call on all revolutionary and progressive people to
step up support for the People’s War in Nepal and to condemn the State of Emergency there.
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New Participants of RIM:
The Communist Party of India (Marxist-Leninist)
(Naxalbari) and the Maoist Communist Centre

"

By the Committee of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement

The Committee of the Revolution-
ary Internationalist Movement
(CoRIM) is happy to announce the
admission of two Marxist-Leninist-
Maoist organisations from India as full
participants in the Revolutionary In-
ternationalist Movement (RIM) — the
Communist Party of India (Marxist-
Leninist) (Naxalbari) (CPI(ML)
(Naxilbari))! and the Maoist Commu-
nist Centre (MCC)?.

RIM is governed by organisational
principles that are in keeping with its
character as the embryonic centre of
the world’s Maoist forces and its task
of struggling for the creation of a com-
munist international of a new type.
Admitting new participants into RIM
is no light matter. While there is always
debate and struggle within RIM on
questions of politics and ideology,
participants must adhere to RIM’s ba-
sic line as expressed in its Declara-
tion and its document Long Live Marx-
ism-Leninism-Maoism! Participating in
RIM means carrying out systematic
revolutionary work and developing
solid communist organisation in a par-
ty’s own country and fulfilling Lenin’s
instruction: “There is one, and only
one, kind of real internationalism, and
this is—working wholeheartedly for the
development of the revolutionary
movement and the revolutionary strug-
gle in one’s own country, and support-
ing (by propaganda, sympathy, and

‘material aid) this struggle, this, and

only this, line, in every country with-
out exception.”

Both these organisations have had
long, deep contacts with CoRIM and
RIM parties and organisations. On the
basis of this interaction and also in the
course of joint revolutionary activities,
RIM has determined that both of them
meet the high standards for participa-
tion in RIM.

. India is home to hundreds of mil-
lions of toiling workers and peasants
who have long suffered under the

weight of imperialism, feudalism and
bureaucrat capitalism. It is also a coun-
try with a glorious history of revolu-
tionary struggle, including most nota-
bly the Naxalbari movement, which lit
the sparks of people’s war in India that
communist revolutionaries have strug-
gled and sacrificed to spread. Fulfill-
ing the hopes and dreams of the In-
dian people for liberation depends on
uniting all of the genuine Marxist-
Leninist-Maoist forces into a single
proletarian vanguard party, guided by
a correct revolutionary line and tightly
united in RIM. The complexities of the
revolutionary process in India, includ-
ing its vast size, the history of the
Marxist-Leninist-Maoist movement
and other factors, makes the forging
of such a-single vanguard party no
easy matter. We are convinced that the
admission of the CPI(ML)(Naxalbari)
and the MCC as participants of RIM
will spur this process onward.

There are a number of Marxist-
Leninist-Maoist organisations in India
that are still not part of RIM. This in-
cludes comrades who have been fight-
ing heroically against the enemy for
many years and have paid a heavy price
for their courageous revolutionary
stand. CoRIM has had good relations
with some of these forces, and we have
learnt from them and will continue to
discuss and struggle with them. We
are confident that, over time, these
comrades will also come to fully ap-
preciate the need for a centre for the

,.world’s Maoist forces and will join to-

gether with us in building RIM and
fighting for a new communist interna-
tional.

We consider the incorporation of
the MCC and the CPI (ML) (Naxalbari)
into RIM a great victory for our Move-
ment and a great step forward for the
cause of proletarian revolution in India.

Naxalbari Zindabad!
Forward towards a United Proletarian

Vanguard Party in India!
Red Salute to the Struggle in Andhra,
Bihar and Dandakaranya!
Long Live Marxism-Leninism-Mao-
ism!
LongLive RIM!

71 April 2002

ENDNOTES

! The CPI(ML)(Naxalbari) has its roots in
the former Central Reorganisation Com-
mittee of the CPI(ML), itself one of a
number of centres that emerged from the
CPI(ML) founded by Charu Mazumdar in
1970. The CRC had been a founding par-
ticipant of RIM in 1984. The
CPI(ML)(Naxalbari) includes comrades
who had waged struggle against opportun-
ist positions of the CRC at different stages
and, over a lengthy period of struggle and
realignment, joined forces to form a new
centre of the CPI(ML). See AWTW 2000/
26 for further information on the ideologi-
cal and political positions of this organisa-
tion and its historical development. The
CPI(ML)(Naxalbari) has been a candidate
participant in RIM since the former's
formation.

2 The MCC was formed in 1969 in the
course of the Naxalbari movement, as part
of a general trend to break with the revi-
sionist positions of the Communist Party
of India and the CPI(Marxist). From early
on, the MCC comrades integrated with the
masses of poor and landless peasants, at
first in the Indian states of Bihar and West
Bengal, and led the masses in carrying for-
ward armed struggle against the local feu-
dal goons and, increasingly, the armed
forces of the reactionary state. Although
the MCC previously did not have formal
organisational links to RIM, in the last few
years a period of vigorous discussion and
struggle has taken place between the MCC
and CoRIM over cardinal questions of
ideological and political line, and there has
been increasing practical co-operation be-
tween the MCC and the RIM parties and
organisations in the South Asian region. B
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Signatories of the Declaration of the
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement
and Participating Organisations in RIM:

. Ceylbn Communist Party (Maoist)

e Communist Party of Afghanistan

e Communist Party of Bangladesh
(Marxist-Leninist) [BSD(ML)]

» Communist Party of India (Marxist-Leninist)
(Naxalbari)

.« Communist Party of Iran (Marxist-Leninist-Maoist)
o Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist)
e Communist Party of Peru

» Communist Party of Turkey Marxist-Leninist
[TKP ML] .

¢ Maoist Communist Centre [India]
» Maoist Communist Party [Italy]

* Marxist-Leninist Communist Organisation
of Tunisia

* Proletarian Party of Purba Bangla [PBSP]
[Bangladesh]

* Revolutionary Communist Group of Colombia -

« Revolutionary Communist Party, USA
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The Declaration of
the Revolutionary -
Internationalist Movement

Long Live Marxism-Leninism-Maoism!

In addition to the above list of participating
parties and organisations of RIM, there are
candidate participants of RIM in a number of
countries struggling to form vanguard
Marxist-Leninist-Maoist parties. A new
edition of the Declaration of the '
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement
including Long Live Marxism-Leninism-
Maoism! is now available in English and
Spanish.

The Declaration of the Revolutionary
Internationalist Movement has been printed
in over 20 languages: Arabic, Bengali,
Chinese, Creole, Danish, English (2 editions,
Indian and US), Farsi, French, German,
Gujarati, Hindi, Italian, Japanese, Kannada,
Kurdish, Malayalam, Nepalese, Punjabi,
Spanish (4 editions — Colombian, Peruvian,
Spanish and US), Tamil and Turkish. Long
Live Marxism-Leninism-Maoism! is also
available in many of the above langages.

Order from:
BCMRIM, WCIN 3XX, London, UK.

New Edition English and Spanish:
£2 (plus £1 postage)

Other languages:
Declaration £2 Long Live MLM £1 (plus £1
postage)

8/T00T NIM OL TRIOM V



AWORLDTOWIN 2002/28__

58

.

Islan“n":_ ldeology and Tool
of the Exploiting Classes

By Nasreen Jazayeri'

The following article was
commissioned by A World To Win
to examine the role of Islam as a
political force in the world today.
Dealing with Islam is only part of
the task of revolutionaries
confronting the recent rise of
religion, which is undergoing a
revival that would have seemed
unthinkable only a few decades ago.
Religion appeared to have been

. relegated to a private concern in
large areas of the world, in part due
to the rise of socialism and scientific
Marxism. But the world changed.
The revolutions in the USSR and then
China were defeated. The wave of
national liberation struggles that
shook the 1960s ebbed. Also
importantly, science fell into further
discredit, as it became identified in
the eyes of millions with horrendous
weapons of mass destruction and
luxury gadgets for the.. wealthy,
while the poor groan under the ever
heavier burden of the intensified
production and immiseration
associated with technology-fuelled
imperialist “globalisation”.

The new wave of religiosity is,
therefore, closely linked with,_the
defeats inflicted on world revolution
and the horrors inflicted on the
masses.

Religion has also continued to
be used as a weapon in the hands
of those who rule. The appointment
.of Christian fascists to key posts in
the US government by Bush junior
is indicative of the importance the
US imperialists give to using religion
to shore up their legitimacy, to

anaesthetise the masses to the real
cause of their suffering and to
mobilise hard-core reactionaries
behind the “core values” of
bourgeois rule. Just as Hitler used
anti-Semitism to rally Germany to
war, so too the US imperialists
are turning to Christian fundamentalist
ideology to gear their subjects to
their ambitious new imperial quest
at home and abroad. Thus Bush
calls for a “crusade” against the
Islamic fundamentalists and for the
Chinese to embrace “faith”, while
respectable us Senators
commemorate the victims of ||
September by reading from the Bible
to give their god’s guidance in such
circumstances. Indeed, with respect
to the role religion has played as a
standard-bearer for reactionary
}erimes, Christianity still has no rival.
The reason this article focuses
on Islam is not because of any belief
that it is in some way fundamentally
different from other religions. On the
contrary, from an ideological
viewpoint, Marxism treats all
religions equally. But Islam does have
influence among an important
section of the world’s oppressed. In
contrast to the world’s imperialists,
who have targeted Islamic
fundamentalism out of chauvinism, the
Maoists seek to unveil the actual
interests behind the Islamic religious
forces so as to unleash the masses
in important parts of the planet to

fight  the  imperialists and
reactionaries with greater
determination and thoroughness.

’ ~ A World To Win
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Islamic political parties or groups
that are in opposition to the ruling
cliques in the Middle Eastern countries
have played a major role on the politi-
cal stage for at least three decades.
These Islamic forces, claiming to op-
pose and fight (or wage jihad) against
Western imperialist powers and their
neo-colonial client states in the Mid-
dle East, have been able, at times, and
to a significant degree, to influence

. sections of the social base of new-

democratic and socialist revolution —
the workers, peasants and semi-prole-
tarians. But neither their ideology nor
their programme represent the interests
of the masses to the slightest degree.
To bring out this truth has been a con-
tinuous and pressing challenge for the
revolutionary communist forces in the
Middle East in their task to arouse and
organise the masses to fight for the
goal of overthrowing the reactionary
states and ousting imperialism. Over
two decades of experience in both Iran
and Afghanistan have demonstrated
in a crystal clear manner that Islam is
not a liberating ideology and that the
political and economic programmes of
the Islamic forces do not represent any
rupture with the ugly oppressive soci-
eties of the Middle East, which are
semi-feudal, semi-colonial constructs
of imperialism in alliance with local re-
actionary big capitalist-feudal classes.
However, as Mao said, “Where the
broom does not reach, the dust will not
vanish of itself.” Already for too long
the Islamic forces have distorted the
struggles of the oppressed masses in
the Middle East, wasted their sacrifices
and tried to dissipate their tremendous
energy with religious ideological
shackles and reactionary political pro-



es. In this way, the Islamic forces
have contributed to delaying revolu-
tions in this part of the world, thereby
providing great service to world impe-
rialism.

Moreover, the mere fact that US im-
perialism, the biggest and most vicious
enemy of humanity on the Earth to-
day, has proclaimed the Islamic funda-
mentalists as its enemy (although in
reality this is an attack against the
masses of the region, under the pre-
text of going after the armed religious
bigots) is creating a certain spontane-
ous attraction amongst the masses of
the so-called Muslim countries to-
wards Islam. The masses always tend
to spontaneously uphold whatever is
vehemently attacked by their oppres-
sors. But the masses need a revolu-
tionary scientific ideology that can
defeat imperialism and advance the
struggle to liberate humanity from the
clutches of all kinds of oppression and
exploitation. This emphasises the dou-
ble task for the revolutionary commu-
nists all over the world: they have to
place themselves at the head of the
anti-imperialist struggles, lead the
masses to overthrow the reactionary
state powers and make revolution; and
at the same time, as an inseparable part
of doing that, in order to be success-
ful, they have to explain to the masses
more vigorously than ever that the ide-
ology of Islam (and every other feudal
and bourgeois ideology) is an obsta-
cle to liberation and unable to defeat
imperialism. To defeat imperialism the
masses need to take up communism,
which is the only genuinely liberating
ideology and programme in the world
and in the history of humankind. It is
the only ideology that can unite the
masses of the world, regardless of their
religion, race and nationality, to carry
out the most earth-shaking struggles
against imperialism — mainly US impe-
rialism — and all the reactionary state
powers that are today dominating the
Arab and other Muslim countries. Car-
rying out this ideological struggle is
part and parcel of being able to lead
the rising masses towards real revolu-
tion, and only when the masses actu-
ally see models of real revolution will
the influence of religion, as a whole,
subside.

TRAJECTORY

Contemporary political Islam is a
complex phenomenon. It has been
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used by different arrays of class forces
—the Western colonial-imperialist pow-
ers, the reactionary regimes of the
Muslim countries, the reactionary
forces opposing these regimes, and,
at times, nationalist forces as'a means
to mobilise the opposition of the
masses to foreign domination. Our fo-
cus will be on the political Islam that
has flourished in recent decades in the
Middle Eastern countries in opposition
to the regimes there, and which has
overwhelmingly represented the aspi-
rations and objectives of reactionary
class forces who have been pushed
out of the power structures and have
been jockeying for better positions
within the existing state structures.
Wherever and in so far as the masses
have been attracted to these forces, it
has not been mainly due to any so-
called religious impulse but more be-
cause of their reaction to the extreme
conditions of injustice that imperialism
and their puppet regimes have im-
posed on the masses.

Political Islam is hardly a new phe-
nomenon. Islam itself was born as a
“worldly” political programme using
religion as its flag. Originally it was dic-
tated by Muhammad of Mecca in the
Arabian peninsula. It was not the word
of an Allah, but its appearance in 610
AD was a historically specific product
of the socio-political conditions en-
gulfing that part of the world as a
whole.?

In Europe, after the eighteenth and
nineteenth century bourgeois revolu-
tions, the role of religion in state af-

fairs was substantially reduced, how--

ever it continued to be a pillar of the
state in the feudal Islamic countries. In
pre-colonial Islamic societies the
Ulama (high-ranking Islamic clergy)
were one of two basic pillars of state
power — the other pillar being the Sov-
ereign or King. This was an arrange-
ment very similar to European feudal-
ism, where the Crown and the Church
shared feudal power and pillage.

This colonial-imperialist subjuga-
tion of the Arab and Muslim countries
in the nineteenth century was a water-
shed in the character of these socie-
ties.3 At the century's close, all the feu-
dal elements in the economic base and
the social and political superstructure
of that society were recast in subordi-
nation to, and in the service of, the
world imperialist system. Unlike Latin
America, in the Middle East the colo-

nisers relied on the local religion itself.

The British, during their wars to oust
the Sunni Ottomans from Arabia, gave
a major political role to the Wahabi
branch of Islam in Saudi Arabia and
used it as the moral and ethical under-
pinning for their war of colonial con-
quest to drive out the Ottoman empire
from the region. The Wahabi brand of
Islam and Mecca gained its current
importance as a centre for Islamic con-
gregation only after the Kingdom of
Al-Sand was established in 1932 with
the help of British colonialism. The
Shiite Ulamas of Iran were close allies
of the British in the latter’s rivalry with
colonial Tsarist Russia in the nine-
teenth century. In the early nineteenth
century (1816) the British pushed the
Shah of Iran to call for a jihad against
Tsarist Russia. The first theological
book on jihad in many centuries was
written in the city of Najaf in Iraq un-
der the orders of the Shiite clergy to
create a religious pretext for the war
with the Russian Tsar. An old saying
that““under the turban of every Mullah
is written: ‘Made in England’”’ captures
this British-Mullah alliance in popular
Iranian terms.

In the aftermath of the First World
War, a major modern Islamic current
arose in Egypt — the Muslim Brother-
hood founded by Hassan al-Banna
(1906-1949). It later became a source of
inspiration to other political Islamic
forces developing in other Sunni-domi-
nated countries. The original Muslim
Brotherhood appealed to a section of
the intellectuals because it set itself the
task of proposing a modern, native ide-
ology, as against the ethics of the
colonialists. It appealed to a section of
the masses because of its opposition
to the British domination of Egypt and
the misery engulfing the masses of the
poor in Cairo. But Banna and the Mus-
lim Brotherhood never called for the
basic requirements for overcoming
backwardness, i.e. uprooting feudal-
ism, in particular by arousing the
masses of peasants for agrarian revo-
lution and liberating women from the
yoke of patriarchy. In fact, they had a
dual message: for the masses of poor
there was a call to go back to the prin-
ciples of the Koran and the Sunnah
(Islamic tradition) as spiritual healing;
for the intellectuals, disturbed by both
foreign domination and by the
backwardness of Egypt, the message
was different: a modern Islam that pro-
vided a “native” or “national” identity
whilst allowing for the use of Western
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management tools in the running of a
semi-feudal, semi-colonial country. In
fact, the Muslim Brotherhood experi-
ence shows that Islam, like all other
religions, is able to accommodate it-
self to the dictates of modern forms of
oppression and exploitation. But it also
shows the limitations of a religious
flag, as opposed to the revohitionary
banner, in terms of overcoming colo-
nial-imperialist domination and eco-
nomic and political backwardness.
During the 1950s and 1960s, politi-
cal Islam was very marginal among
those opposing the status quo. In fact,
organised Islam was ridiculed as a for-
eign puppet project. The post-Second
‘World War period was another water-
shed in these societies. The imperial-
ist powers forged new semi-feudal,
semi-colonial state structures in these
countries. In the new set-up, the clergy
got a much smaller share of the power.
A political trend grew out of the Is-
lamic establishments in different Mid-
dle Eastern countries in strong oppo-
sition to the ruling regimes. They de-
nounced the ruling cliques, as well as
official Islam, as corrupt and irrelevant.
In fact, the contemporary political Is-
lamic movements mainly have their ori-
gins in this period, even though their
ideological forebears started to articu-
late their political thought even earlier.*
(This article focuses its critique on the
Islamic forces that have been politically
challenging the pro-Western Middle
Eastern regimes using the religious flag
of Islam.)
The leaders and core cadres of
these Islamic movements generally
come from: the clergy who aspire to be
restored to their old place in the ruling
structure or seek greater accommoda-
tion with the system, disgruntled ur-
ban middle class intellectuals, and sec-
tions of the feudal-comprador classes
pushed out of the ruling structures (i.e.
splits within the exploiting, propertied
classes of these societies). But their
foot soldiers come from amongst the,
desperate displaced urban masses
who from afar are being seduced by
the “oppositional” posturing of these
reactionaries. What makes these Is-
lamic movements reactionary is not
mainly the class origins of their lead-
ers and core cadre, but rather their pro-
motion of an archaic ideology — a reli-
gious ideology ~ that is not based on
reality, and therefore is absolutely un-
a.ble to transform the present day reali-
ties of the world. And they are reac-

tionary because they want to preserve
the same class-structured oppressive
societies, simply making them “more
Islamic” (by applying the sharia, which
is the Islamic law based on the Koran
and tradition, written after the death of
Mohammed and subsequently up-
dated many times by each Islamic sect).
This can only mean, and has meant,
strengthening the feudal-patriarchal
elements of society. These movements
in different parts of the Muslim world
uphold one of the various brands of
Islam — Shiite or Sunni, for example.
But almost all of them adhere to the
basic tenets of Islamic ideology — with
unimportant nuances — and derive the
future promised Islamic society from
the old models established by the
original Islamic prophets. Specifically,
the society established by Muhammad
is cited as the most favourable model
by almost all of these trends. All mis-
fortunes of the Muslim countries are
explained away as a “deviation” from
this early model, which according to
them was corrupted after the first four
caliphs (successors to Mohammed).
The Islamic fundamentalist forces
have been opposing the imperialist
powers and the ruling cliques of these
countries with hot rhetoric and, at
times, violent actions. But they are eas-
ily co-opted, becoming the new and at
times more ruthless guardians of the
same old system. This dynamic took
place in a major way during the Cold
‘War, when the US launched its Green
Belt strategy to make use of the Islamic
countries (Islam is symbolised by the
colour green) strung along the south-
ern border of the USSR, to contain and
later help dismember its Soviet social-
imperialist rival. The US imperialists
aided the rapid development of the Is-
lamic fundamentalist forces in Afghani-
stan in the 1980s, and it was the US
imperialists and their European allies
that opened the way for Khomeini and
his cohorts in Iran to hijack a great
revolution there. Under a false revolu-
tionary mantle, they established them-
selves as the new ruling clique, quash-
ing the real revolution and massacring
the revolutionary and communist
forces. It must be brought to light that
the 1979 defeat of the revolution in
Iran, through the establishment of the
theocratic regime, was a product of the
collaboration between the Western
imperialist powers and the Islamic fun-
damentalist forces in Iran. US General
Huizer was right when he said, “We

unplugged the Shah and plugged in
Khomeini.” (See the review of his book
on the Iranian revolution in AWTW
1986/6.) In the last 25 years, the big-
gest Islamic jihad was financed by the
US imperialists — the war of the Islamic
fundamentalists of Afghanistan (the
generic name for them was
mujahedeen, which is Arabic for fight-
ers) against the Soviet Union. The ex-
perience of the last two decades has
ripped apart the mask of the Islamic
forces and shows that they are neither
revolutionary nor anti-imperialist. Is-
lam is and can only be an ideology and
tool of the exploiters.

1. WORLD VIEW, STAND,
POLITICAL PROGRAMME AND
POLITICAL STRATEGY OF
CONTEMPORARY ISLAMIC
MOVEMENTS

In order to construct their theoreti-
cal body of thought, mobilise the
masses and legitimise their programme,
the political and ideological leaders of
the Islamic movements deploy several
key concepts. The mere use of the fun-
damental concepts of Islam and sto-
ries from the distant past allows them
to mystify the nature of their ideology
and programme in the eyes of many
desperate masses. It is very important
to tear apart this mystification and re-
veal to the naked eye the very earthly,
class nature of their world view and
programme: that their world outlook,
aspirations and actions represent cer-
tain class forces in Muslim societies.

In fact, let us start from right there,
with classes.

UMMA

In the body of thought of these
movements, there is no place for the
most stark reality of our times — that all
societies are divided into classes, that
people in all parts of the world are first
and foremost divided into categories
depending on their relation to the ma-
jor means of production. Instead of
classes, in Islamic thought there is
umma — the community of believers,
regardless of which class they belong
to. The concept of umma covers over
the fact that societies are sharply di-
vided into antagonistic classes, with
antagonistic economic and political
interests. Big landlords and industrial-
ists and bazaar traders, as well as the
proletarians with nothing to lose and



the impoverished peasants — in short,
exploiter and exploited — can all be part
of the Islamic umma.

Under Muhammad, the founder of
Islam, those who united with him in
his fight for power were counted as
part of the umma. At the start of his
quest for power, the umma combina-
tion changed according to the politi-
cal needs of the moment. As part of
the umma he even included the Jews
of Medina that united with him in fight-
ing against his opponents in Mecca.
Even then, his umma was divided into
. classes. The Koran (the Islamic scrip-
tures) was written by Muhammad and
his associates to administer the new
society, which he built out of the scat-
tered Arab nomads. The Koran very
clearly reveals the class and social dis-
tinctions among the umma: there are
the haves and have-nots; there are the
slaves and the slave owners; there are
the women, owned by, subordinate to,
and fully obedient to men; there are
warriors who share the plunder of the
wars of conquest, with higher eco-
nomic and social status; and others
who toil thie land and tend livestock
herds. And there is the bigger division
between the umma and non-umma: the
umma warriors can make their captives
into slaves and take their women as
concubines. This is an ugly society.
Muhammad built a new state power
and a new organised religion to en-
force new exploitative relations, as well
as relations of domination over the
populations of foreign lands defeated
in war and co-opted into the expand-
ing Islamic empire. The Islamic move-
ments’ deployment of the concept of
umma in modern times is meant to mo-
bilise the masses under their flag and
-gain legitimacy for their cause, whilst
"keeping them ignorant of the class in-
terests behind this flag and programme.

The concept of umma is not only
class collaborationist but also unsci-
entific. At the time this word was
coined, modern classes, such as the
capitalists and the proletarians, did not
exist. There was no such thing as co-
lonial and imperialist powers or op-
pressed and oppressor nations.

Covering over sharp and antago-
nistic class interests is hardly a new

phenomenon. Throughout the entire

history of class society, in their drive
for power and class rule the privileged
classes have lied to the dispossessed,
. saying, “My interests are your inter-
ests.”™It is the kind of demagogy that
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the imperialist powers and reactionary
states employ all the time. Even the ris-
ing bourgeoisies of Europe in the
eighteenth century proclaimed the
“universality” of their vision and aims.
And within the oppressed nations, the
political representatives of the small
bourgeois and landlord classes, which
aspire to become part of the power

structure, use this line to gain the fol-

lowing of the masses. It is a means for
reactionary forces that have been
pushed out of state power, to ride on
the backs of the masses in a bid to get
back in. There is such a thing as umma
unity, but it only means the people
under the thumb of the Mullahs.

WORLD UMMA UNITY

The Islamic movements call for in-
ternational unity on the basis of umma.
First of all, this is an impossible project
because the Islamic umma is divided
into tens of different faiths — Islam has
been branching out since its inception.
Look at the Islamic Republic of Iran
and its co-religious brethren, the
Taliban of Afghanistan, who were at
each other’s throats. Within Iran, the
Sunnis are oppressed by Shiite rulers.
In Afghanistan, Sunni, Wahabi and
Shiite Islamic parties are killing each
other. In Lebanon, the Hezbollah
(“Hezbollah” means Party of God and
is also a generic name for Islamic fun-
damentalists) claim to fight for the lib-
eration of Palestine, but they cannot
even approach the Palestinian refugees
in Lebanon because the Palestinian
Muslims are Sunni and Hezbollah is
Shiite. Secondly, Islamic international
unity is reactionary unity. It calls upon
the people to believe in a superatural

‘being and unite on the basis of a faith

established fourteen centuries ago. It
is reactionary because it divides the
oppressed peoples of the world, who
share a common enemy, world imperi-
alism, on the basis of the religious faith
of their forefathers. Islam cannot even
unite oppressed people in one coun-
try against imperialist dominators; let
alone across countries. Within op-
pressed nations there are peoples with
different religious backgrounds. Look

 at Palestine: there are Christian as well

as Muslims forming the Palestinian
people. How can Hamas (the Islamic
party in Palestine) possibly unite the
entire Palestinian nation against the
common enemy, colonial Israel? It has
not and will not. And, in fact, it has

been an obstacle to such unity. The
proletarians from Egypt, Iran, Peru,
Spain and the US can and must unite
with each other on the basis of their
common enemy and common future,
whilst they cannot and must not unite
with the capitalist and feudal big shots
of their countries on any basis, whether
religious or any other kind of real or
imaginary “heritage”. Calling for Is-
lamic international unity will play into
the hands of the imperialist powers —
especially the US imperialists — who
are calling upon the masses in the West
to unite with them on the basis of “the
clash of civilisations” — Western civi-
lisation, based on the Judeo-Christian
tradition, versus others, such as “Is-
lamic civilisation”, “Chinese civilisa-
tion”, etc.

The irony is that the umma preach-
ers easily and comfortably enter into
political dealings and unity with the
imperialist powers and the reactionary
states. Take for example the Islamic
Republic of Iran, the first contempo-
rary state born of the Islamic move-
ment. US President Reagan once re-
marked, “the Mullahs are our friends”.
And he was right. Under this regime
the flow of petroleum — the linchpin of
Iran’s integration within the world capi-
talist system — was not disturbed for
even one day. The Islamic Republic of
Iran, under the leadership of Ayatollah
Khomeini, suppressed the attempts of
the petroleum workers to close down
the plunder of oil resources by the
Western companies, and today, more
than_two decades later, the Iranian
economy is still heavily dependent on
the sale of oil on the global market, with
sales of over $20 billion annually. Even
though relations with the US were ap-
parently cut, the Islamic Republic of
Iran carried out all of its services to the
Western powers and the world capi-
talist system through the European
states. It carried out joint covert op-
erations with the CIA of the US to help
finance the infamous Contras® against
the Nicaraguan people and the
Sandinista regime. It secretly contin-
ued relations with the Israeli govern-
ment while denouncing the revolution-
ary forces in Iran as the “agents of
Zionism”. .- - -

This picture also applies to the Is-
lamic militant groupings in other coun-
tries. Take for example the assorted Is-

- lamic rulers of Afghanistan who were

close allies of US imperialism and other
reactionary states, such as Pakistan
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and Saudi Arabia. According to bin
Laden of al-Qaeda, the Saudi king was
part of the umma as long as US military
forces were not statigned on Saudi soil.
According to the revolutionary com-
.munists, the Saudi king was a lackey
of US imperialism and Saudi Arabia was
aneo-colony of the US long before and
after the 1990 stationing of US military
forces there. And as far as we are con-
cerned it does not matter whether or
not the Saudi royal family is still part
of the umma. The Saudi regime was not

and will not be part of the people and _

has always been a gang of vicious ex-
ploiters that has to be overthrown.

The concept of umma serves as a
reactionary united front strategy by
the feudal and big capitalist classes
who are struggling to get a better deal
from the rulers of their countries and
the imperialist powers.

The leaders of the Islamic move-
ments have deployed the concept of
umma (or united front strategy) with
some success. There is a basis for that
success, even though it is detrimental
to the masses of workers, peasants and
all the oppressed. The national subju-
gation of Muslim societies (by coloni-
alism and imperialism combined with
the semi-feudal structure dominating
these societies) provides the material
basis for the strategy of umma to gain
some following amongst the oppressed
masses. And the semi-feudal structure
in and of itself means that tribal — and
religious — affiliations and bonds
amongst the people still have influence.

The introduction of class concepts
into the political movements within the
oppressed nations has always been
reviled by the Islamic forces (and even
by the secular nationalist forces), be-
cause they are not opposed to class
oppression and exploitation. They up-
hold the feudal landlords’ right to own
land and on that basis exploit the poor
and landless peasant; and they uphold

the capitalist ownership of the means
of production and the exploitation of
the workers. They uphold all kinds of
oppressive social relations — most out-
standingly, the subjugation of women
by men. These Islamic forces do not
consider imperialism to be the highest
stage of capitalism. They call the West-

e powers “imperialist” when those
powers do not give them enough room
In running their respective oppressive
social orders.

The fact of the matter is that while
the imperialist oppression of these na-

tions makes a national united front
against imperialism necessary, experi-
ence has-proven that if such a unity is
forged under the leadership of feudal-
tribal and bourgeois forces, it is bound
to lead to the selling out of the masses
of workers and peasants and even na-
tional betrayal. Whether or not the
much-needed national unity against
imperialism is led by a proletarian vi-
sion and programme and a communist
party is a matter of life and death for
every genuine revolution in the coun-
tries dominated by imperialism. Neither
Islamic nor even the secular bourgeois-
nationalist forces can forge and lead a
revolutionary national unity against
imperialism that can free the oppressed
nations from the yoke of imperialism.

As experience has amply shown,
all of these forces would rather unite
with the imperialists in order to sup-
press the revolutionary forces and the
workers, peasants, women and pro-
gressive intelligentsia. As smaller slave
owners, they always tend to unite with
big slave owners. Muhammad of
Mecca 1,400 years ago called for unity
based on a new universal faith in order
to break up tribal segmentation and
forge a unified state in the Arabian
peninsula. Today, the populations of
the Islamic societies are not divided
into tribes any more. They are divided
into classes by feudal and capitalist
exploitation, and at the same time they
are oppressed by the powerful imperi-
alist nations. Today, these are the divi-
sions that must be overcome and can
only be overcome through new-demo-
cratic and socialist revolutions.

FITNA: THE PEOPLE DO NOT HAVE
THE RIGHT TO REBEL

Fitna (splitting and intriguing) is
another concept that the Islamists use.
Any attempt to divide the umma is
called fitna. So scientific class analy-
sis is the greatest fitna! All of the above
arguments are called fitna because
they reveal that the umma is not an
indivisible whole. For example, in the
Islamic Republic of Iran, the workers’
strikes and the struggles of the op-
pressed Kurds and women for their
rights have been called great fitnas.
Any attempt by the masses to take
their destiny into their own hands has
been impermissible. During and in the
aftermath of the 1979 revolution in Iran,
the liberating fact that the masses of
workers, peasants, revolutionary intel-

lectuals and women, all over the coun-
try, were occupying the political scene
was fitna and dangerous to Islam.
Khomeini crushed all these fitnas to
consolidate his reactionary rule.
Islam, like religion in general, in-
cludjng the other Abrahamic religions,
Christianity and Judaism, is terrified of
criticism and innovation and anything
that would shake-up sterile, stupid and
frozen thinking. Thinking may be tol-
erated in the exact sciences and the
medical sciences but never in the so-
cial sciences. The history of human
evolution and human society, and most
of all the creation of god and religions
by man in a certain historical period of
the development of the productive
forces and human knowledge, are ta-
boo topics in the schools of the Is-
lamic movements and groups. Islam
does not see any need for “develop-
ing” or for rectifying its shortcomings
through self-critical analysis. This is
because, like all other religions, Islam
claims to be all-encompassing for all
times. Frozen ideology versus a con-
stantly changing world and develop-
ing. human knowledge is dealt with by
concepts similar to those of the Chris-

~tian Inquisition, which in Islam is called

nifagh (splitting) or Kofr (blasphemy).®
Any innovation in dominant Islamic
thought is called splitting or rebellion.
Khomeini did not even tolerate the mi-
nor “innovations” that Ali Shariati (a
reformer of the Shiite religion)” or the
People’s Mujahedeen Organisation of
Iran introduced into the doctrine of
Islam. He designated them
munafigheen (splitters). Every Islamic
branch has its own splitters and
throughout Islamic history bloody
wars have been waged over nifaghs
among different branches of Islam.
Kafir is the term used for those “out-
siders” who are not Islamic or who criti-
cise religious thinking. According to
Islam, anybody who attempts to criti-
cise its tenets is kafir and punishable
by death. Contrary to claims by those
termet “moderate Islamic forces”, this
law is inscribed in the Koran. Commu-
nists are kafirs.

One of the shameful chapters of the
history of the contemporary Islamic
movement has been the assassination
of precious intellectuals and literary
figures in both Arab and non-Arab Is-
lamic countries. For example, the as-
sassination of Kasravi by the under-
ground Islamic movement in Iran, half
a century ago, was a national tragedy.



He was an early modern critic and his-
torian, whose excellent books on the
history of the Iranian Constitutional
Revolution in 1905 are treasures of the
people’s history of Iran. Associates of
Ayatollah Khomeini killed him because
he was a courageous and outspoken
critic of religious obscurantism and the
reactionary clerical apparatus in Iran.
Today, his killer is hailed as a hero by

the Islamic Republic of Iran. System-

atic elimination or enforced exodus of
the people’s intellectuals by the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran has been a na-
tional tragedy for Iran, the scope of
which is still not widely known. Many
writers and artists were assassinated
by Hezbollah bigots in the Arab coun-
tries as well: Dr Hossein Morovat in
1987; a few weeks later the assassina-
tion of Dr Mehdi Amel; the assassina-
tion of the famous and courageous
Palestinian caricaturist, Naji Alali; and
the assassination of Turhan Dursun
in the early 1990s in Turkey. All of
these intellectuals were accused of
serving Zionism, whilst their elimina-
tion has been the summit of national
betrayal by the Islamists. With these
kinds of compatriots, who needs Zi-
onist colonialists?

Under Islamic law, munafigheen, as
well as those Muslims who convert to
another religion or become atheists,
are punishable by death. Under
Khomeini’s rule, thousands of commu-
nists and Muslims of the Mujahedeen-
type were executed. The majority were
revolutionaries who had fought to oust
the Shah’s regime. Those communists
who waged armed struggle against the
Islamic Republic of Iran were con-
demned to death twice: once for being
heretics and the second time for.Re-
belling Against God (Mohareb Ba
Khoda).
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the job of thinking for the masses,
judging every detail of their lives and
instructing them on how to live. The
concepts of taghleed and the Imam are
meant to drive home this reactionary
relationship between the masses and
the leaders who are supposedly god’s
men on Earth. In the Islamic world-
view, one can never find anything close
to what we communists call the “mass
line” or the concept that “the masses
are the makers of history”. Nor even
anything close to the rising bourgeoi-
sie’s view of the creativity and ability
of human beings to think reasonably
and to individually change their lot in-
dependent of god or church. In the
mid-1980s, Dr Hamood al-Oodie, a pro-
fessor at the University of Sanaa, the
capital of Yemen, published his re-
search on the ancient agricultural sys-
tem in Yemen, showing that it was a
tremendous achievement of the masses
in the region. He was ruthlessly at-
tacked by the Islamic forces, who
claimed all things on earth are the work
and creation of god; they said that this
scholar had committed “apostasy” by
giving credit to the masses of Yemen.
(See Salman Rushdie and the Truth of
Literature, by Sadik J. Al-Azm.)

So it falls to the Ayatollahs to herd
the people in their daily routines. Each
of these Ayatollahs has their own
books, which in detail prescribe daily
and long-term behaviour for their fol-
lowers, the bulk of which includes the
most oppressive and reactionary ethi-
cal codes for, and indictments against,

women. These Mullahs, parasites that

have never used their hands for earn-
ing a living, sweat days in religious
debates to formulate their nonsense
and stupity with the aim of keeping the
masses obedient and ignorant.

JIHAD AND SHIHADAT

TAGHLEED: LEADERS AND MASSES

Taghleed means obeying a Grand
Ayatollah?® in all aspects of life. This is
_mainly a Shiite concept, but with some
variance exists in other branches of
Islam as well. According to this reac-
tionary concept, the masses are sheep
who need shepherds. It reveals that in
Islamic theory there is no place for the
masses consciously taking their des-
tiny into their hands and fighting for
their own interests. The shepherds are
the Ayatollahs or the Imam (the infalli-
«ble leader who is chosen by the
Ayatollahs), who assign to themselves

Jihad is one of the most important
tenets of Islam and a requirement for
every Muslim. It means waging battle
on the path of god: jihad fi sabil allah.
But what is it, against whom should it
be waged and what is to be achieved
on earth? What is the nature of jihad
in Palestine? Is it a national war for win-
ning back the land stolen from the Pal-
estinian peasants and people by the
colonisers, or is it a religious war for
winning back the holy-places? What
is jihad in Algeria? Why does god (or
his representatives) want to massacre
thousands of peasants in the name of

jihad?

The goals of any war and the way -

it is fought make clear what kind of
society will emerge from it. Since the
Islamic fundamentalists like to go back
to fundamentals, let us look at
Muhammad’s time. From its inception
jihad has been extremely political in
nature. Muhammad carried out 65 wars
in nine years to forge a new state, with
new economic and political relations.
Many of the Koranic verses on this
subject were formulated during this
time. Later, his descendants carried out
jihads to expand the feudal empire of
Islam to other parts of the world. To
mobilise the masses as foot soldiers
and gain legitimacy for his difficult
quest for power, he had to cloak the

~ nature of the war in the mystical garb

of religion: that jihad is ordered by a
supernatural being. He had to make
promises realisable in both the short
and long-term: those who wage jihad
and do not get killed get to have a share
of the war spoils; those who die in jihad
get to go to heaven. It is guaranteed.
And there are all kinds of “better” ma-
terial goods in heaven of course, in-
cluding many “virgin women” and
young boys at the disposal of men.
This is clearly nothing but doping and
bribing the soldiers of Fi Sabil Alah.
In jihad, if the vanquished did not ac-
cept to pay retribution they were to be
killed and their children taken as slaves:
This was the kind of society that jihad
promised.

In Islamic thought there are none
of the modern concepts, such as “war
is the continuation of politics by other
means”, “class war” or “national war”.
There is only war between the “believ-
ers” and others: dar-al-Islam against
dar-al-harb (the land of Islam against
the land of the non-believers). But this
does not mean that Islamic fundamen-
talist movements do not have political
goals in their jihad, or for that matter in
their other strategies. The ambiguity
is preserved for the desperate masses
in order to fool them. Obviously, dur-
ing the anti-Soviet war in Afghanistan,
the Mujahedeen of Afghanistan and
Osama bin Laden would tell the masses
that they were “fighting for god”. They
were not going to tell them the truth,

-that they were “fighting for the CIA”.

Despite all their shallow boastings and
huffing and puffing, forces like bin
Laden and the Islamic Republic of Iran
will always be the foot soldiers of the
big reactionaries of the world.
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Some of the Islamic groups have
been calling for jihad against the impe-
rialist powers because the imperialists
are “infidels” that havg dominated Is-
lamic countries. But jihad’s fight
against the imperialists is a mockery of
the struggle against imperialism. It has
nothing to do with the successful wars
that have been carried out against the
imperialist powers: the Great Russian
Revolution in 1917; the Chinese war
against imperialist Japan and the US
puppet regime in China, which led to
the decisive victory of the Chinese
Revolution in 1949; the impressive de-
feat that the US army received in 1953
at the hands of the Korean people and
the Chinese Red Army in the Korean
war; and finally the humiliating defeat
of the US army by the Vietnamese. To-
day, liberating people’s wars in Peru
and Nepal are developing through
twists and turns, on the basis of a
winnable strategy of people’s war and
already, even before final victory, have
established red base areas where the
masses wield political power. The vic-
tory of people’s wars do not depend
on any god but on the people — on a
strategy developed by the proletariat
in the twentieth century and tested in
practice, on this strategy’s creative
application and leadership by a revo-
lutionary communist party, and on the
creativity and audacity of the people.

Far from striking fear in the hearts
of the imperialist powers, the jihad of
the Islamic fundamentalists has been
mainly successful in raining terror
against the masses of people. Take for
example Iran, Afghanistan and Alge-
ria. In the jibads of the Islamic groups
against the ruling cliques of the Mid-
dle Eastern countries, how many of the
Algerian, Saudi and Egyptian army
commanders and soldiers or the occu-
pying forces of the imperialists in the
Middle East have been killed? Not
many at all. On the other hand, there
are the wholesale massacres of politi-
cal prisoners by Khomeini in 1987, the
massacre of the Kurdish people in Iran,
the burning and looting of the neigh-
bourhoods of minority religious
groups, such as the Baha’i, the secret
assassinafions of progressive intellec-
tuals and the banning of their works,
and’ the wholesale massacre of the
masses in certain villages of Algeria
by the Islamic Salvation Front (FIS). In
Afghanistan, the invasion of the
Taliban and Northern Alliance of each
other’s areas during the last decade, in

which they have indiscriminately killed
the masses and raped little girls and
women as a-prize of jihad - these are
the al-hamdo-lel-lah — “praise be upon
God"— fruitful jihads. The big jihads of
the last two decades — the war between
Iran and Iraq, the war of the
Afghanistani Mujahedeen against the
occupying Soviet army — were aided
and fought with the advanced “God
sent” weaponry dispatched from the
arsenals of the Western imperialist
powers and with the aid of their satel-
lite intelligence. What makes jihad re-
actionary in nature is not waging armed
battle. The world amply shows that
political power grows out of the barrel
of a gun. It is the political and social
objectives of jihad and the way it is
fought that makes it reactionary.’

In the 1980s, the Islamic fundamen-
talist movements called for jihad for the
seizure of political power and the es-
tablishment of Islamic sharia societies.
But their calls have changed to some
extent. Now most of them are calling
for jihad as a way of striking blows at
the enemies of Islam and for the sake
of Islamic self-purification. The suc-
cess of jihad is no longer guaranteed,
but it is said that victory will be granted
whenever god decides — toufigh men
allah. This kind of superstitious talk-
ing to the people has a ring of modern-
day politics to it. It is telling the masses,
“Let me use you efficiently and don’t
ask why things are not changing or
when victory will come.” There have
been two shifts that have influenced
this change in the perspective of the
Islamic fundamentalist movements. 1)
These movements have lost their big
allies amongst the imperialist powers
in the aftermath of the Cold War. 2) The
bankruptcy of the Islamic states in Iran
and Afghanistan, where not only pov-
erty, dependence on imperialism and
all sorts of social injustices have con-
tinued for the great majority of the
masses, but the enforcement of sharia
has made the lot of the people even
worse. These Islamic projects have
proven that the promised Islamic soci-
ety is not Eden but the continuation of
backwardness, poverty, debilitating
ignorance and all kinds of discrimina-
tion, as well as national subjugation
and humiliation.

Along with jihad there is a comple-
mentary concept of shihadat ot mar-
tyrdom for the cause. There is a wide
gulf-between shihadat and the revolu-
tionary concept of daring and readi-

ness to sacrifice one’s life for revolu-
tion. The latter is in the service of the
clear aim of achieving victory — the
seizure of political power by the work-
ers, peasants and all the other op-
pressed masses and the overthrowing
of private appropriation and exploita-
tion. In shihadat, achieving an earthly
political aim is secondary, and ascend-
ingto the summit of “closeness to God”
is primary. In fact, in Islam shihadat is
the highest goal of jihad. Becoming a
martyr (shahid) is an end in itself,
preparation for travelling to the other
world and securing well-being and
happiness in the other world. This is
what makes the doctrine of shihadat
reactionary. ,

The appalling conditions that the
masses face provide enough reason for
them to want to strike at the enemy by
any means possible. In fact, in Pales-
tine the Islamic Hamas group, by pro-
moting a series of suicide missions,
only gives vent to the anger of the
masses and leaves them spectators to
individual acts, however spectacular,
instead of taking the more difficult road
of finding the way to make them active
participants in sustained collective
armed struggle. Shihadat is based on,
and nurtures, desperation and the
masses’ lack of hope that they can ac-
tually change this world. The masses
need a revolutionary and scientific ide-
ology that can raise their sights and
enlighten them about real winnable war
strategies against their powerful en-
emies. The masses of the Middle East-
ern countries do not need jihad. Since
it is the product of an ancient oppres-
sive society, jihad would only bring
more suffering. Plus, with the hocus-
pocus of jihad, the masses cannot rid
themselves of powerful reactionary
state powers and their imperialist mas-
ters. The masses need to scientifically
see how an enemy as strong as the
imperialist powers can be brought

down by a correct strategy. And for

taking the enemy by strategy there will
be a huge need for audacity and sacri-
fice by the masses, including laying
down one’s life. But laying down one’s
life is not the goal. The goal is to lay
down the enemy’s life and to destroy
the system of exploitation by destroy-
ing the powers that guard it — at the
heart of which lie their state powers
and their armies. . _
Religious ideology is injected into
the masses as a fantasy escape route
from this horrible world. Marxism




teaches the masses to face the world
as itis and change it accordingly. Marx-
ism is completely based on the reali-
ties of the world and, therefore, is ca-
pable of changing it. Marxism teaches
the masses that there is no supernatu-
ral being to aid them. The masses do
need “magic”. But this magic has al-
ways been and can only be a conscious
human product. And today it can be
produced if the masses wield the only
ideology and science that belongs to
them. Marxism, being thoroughgoing
materialism, has to, and has been, con-
stantly developing; without this devel-
opment it would die out. Marxism has
developed through epoch-making
revolutions and by absorbing the ad-
vancing knowledge that human beings
acquire through production and sci-
entific inquiry — it has developed to
Marxism-Leninism-Maoism. Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism is the powerful sci-
entific revolutionary ideology of the
proletariat. It is this class that, under
the leadership of its greatest repre-
sentatives, Marx, Lenin and Mao, has
been able to produce a scientific world-
view, a political, military and economic
line that truly reflects the interests of
the exploited masses. For the first time
in the history of class society, the ex-
ploited masses do not have to resort
to ideologies that come from the an-
cient or modern arsenals of the exploit-
ing classes.

2. FACTORS GIVING RISE
TO ISLAMIC FORCES

Three decades ago the overwhelm-
ing majority of the political forces op-
posed to the ruling cliques in the Mid-
dle Eastern countries and their imperi-
alist backers were secular — genuihe
communist forces, pro-Soviet phoney
communist forces, and secular nation-
alist forces. Look at Iran, Egypt and
Palestine. After the Second World War,
in Iran two major political forces op-
posing the Shah’s regime and its impe-
rialist masters were the pro-Soviet
Tudeh Party and the National Front led
by Mossadegh, who was toppled in
1953 by a CIA-led coup, with the help
of the Mullahs. In the Arab countries,
it was mainly secular nationalist forces.
In Egypt, these forces were led by
Jamal Abdul Nasser, who picked up the
flag of opposition to foreign domina-
tion whilst suppressing genuine revo-
lutionary forces. In Palestine, it was
‘Secular nationalist forces and Palestin-

65

ian left-leaning forces that led the
struggle against Israel, while the Is-
lamic forces gained influence mainly
in the 1980s. This raises the question
of what factors have been fuelling the
Islamic movements. The following
must be examined: 1) How Islamic po-
litical forces were brought onto the
political stage by deliberate imperialist
policies. 2) How the destructive work-
ings of the imperialist system have pro-
vided a framework for the development
of these forces. 3) How the bloody
suppression of, and failures of, the
revolutionary communists left a
vacuum to be filled by them.

One of the obvious reasons for the
growing influence of the Islamic forces
has been the deliberate policy of the
Western imperialist powers and their
client states in the Middle East to con-
tain the revolutionary masses, as well
as the advances of their Soviet imperi-
alist rivals, by fanning Islamic forces.
In the 1970s, throughout the Middle
East, a network of mosques was de-
veloped with the consent and encour-
agement of the respective regimes. In
1977 General Zia ul-Haq carried out a
US-backed coup against Bhutto in Pa-
kistan and inserted sharia into the Pa-
kistani constitution. In Iran, the Mo-
narchical Philosophy Association
headed by Western-educated Islamic
scholars was founded with the thesis
that Iranian society needed a new ideo-
logical identity with a heavy dose of
Islam. While the revolutionary commu-
nist forces were hunted, killed, impris-
oned or pushed into exile by the Shah’s
regime, all kinds of Islamic discussion
forums were made available for spread-
ing Islamic thought among the intel-
lectuals. The alliance of the clergy with
the bazaar merchants and usurers was

allowed to expand the network of ..

mosques and house-to-house Islamic
preaching, and they were even given
considerable freedom to mix in criticism
of the Shah. Only a small underground
Islamic-left guerrilla organisation, the
People’s Mujahedeen of Iran, did not
enjoy that freedom. In 1980, after the
military coup in Turkey, fanatical pro-
Ataturk, secular-minded generals went
to Switzerland to bring the Islamic
leader Arbakan back from the exile that
they had imposed on him earlier. He
returned to form the Islamic Refah
Party. The Islamic forces were given
room to establish their control over the
basic masses, and granted millions of
dollars for Islamic schools. During the

counter-insurgency against the
Kurdish upsurge, hezbollah forces
were used extensively by the Turkish
army.

While it is true that.those running
the oppressive societies in the Middle
East had a deliberate policy of placing
Islamic forces on the political stage,
the question remains as to what un-
derlying workings produce and repro-
duce them. It must be said that these
forces cannot be reduced simply to
“echoes of the past”, even though they
pledge to roll back their respective so-
cieties. They are products of the mod-
ern structures of the Middle Eastern
societies, which are in turn products
of the deep imperialist penetration of
these societies that has reorganised
and integrated them into the world-
wide web of the imperialist system. This
has been a very tumultuous process
and one of the ugliest in history, in
terms of the human suffering inflicted.
This is an ongoing process that breeds
crisis and suffering on a massive scale
for the peoples of the world —
“globalisation” being its latest chap-
ter. :
The rise of Islamic fundamentalism
reflects the incurable crisis of the neo-
colonial states in this region, their mas-
sive permanent poverty, whilst tremen-
dous riches are pumped out of this re-
gion into the West. It reflects the spas-
modic rise and fall of the middle
classes; the displacement of
populations from one end of their coun-
try to the other, and from inside to out-
side of their country; and the never-
ending clash between being stuck in
the pre-capitalist era and being
dragged into the maelstrom of world
capitalism. These'countries are in con-
stant turmoil. Even the reactionary
classes are beset with bitter splits and
ruthless competition.

Islam has been the ruling ideology
in Middle Eastern societies for a long
time. And the religious establishment
has been a part of the ruling structures
— both before and after the domination
of the Middle East by the colonialist
and imperialist powers of the West.
However, their position in the ruling
structures underwent some changes in
the aftermath of the First and Second
‘World Wars. After the First World War,
the British carried out major transfor-
mations in the various countries they
dominated. They resorted to what is
now called “nation building” in impe-
rialist lingo: establishing centralised
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states with modern armies and police

forces, roads and railroads, etc. This'

was part of building fortresses against
the newly born socialist Soviet.Linion,
and gave rise to figures like Reza Shah
of Iran and .Ataturk of Turkey. After
the Second World War came another
nodal point. Taking over from British

imperialism, the US carried out major ~

economic and political restructuring in
several key countries it now dominated.
The result was a new.class configura-
tion: the working class expanded, and
a modern school system churned out
modern intellectuals, some of whom
became state functionaries and tech-
nocrats, whilst others joined the pro-
gressive and revolutionary milieu. A
big part of the religious establishment
was alienated, and in most of the coun-
tries their veto power over legislation
was overturned.

The Islamic forces that seized
power in Iran in 1979 had been shaved
off from the power structures follow-
ing the Second World War. After the
First and Second World Wars the feu-
dal economic base and its correspond-
ing superstructure were dealt heavy
blows in separate waves of imperialist
penetration. The clerical establish-
ment, which had been a powerful pillar
of state power, was pushed aside in
several waves, first after the First
World War when the British introduced
a semi-colonial centralised state struc-
ture, and then again after the Second
World War. The US sponsored land and
other reforms that the Shah of Iran car-
ried out in the 1960s under the name of
the “White Revolution”. These weak-
ened the clergy to a considerable de-
gree. But the White Revolution did not
uproot feudalism, it simply reorgan-
ised the semi-feudal mode of produc-
tion and linked it to global imperialist

relations. Moreover, because the fur-
ther penetration of “modern” relations
was on a capitalist basis and was con-
cerned to preserve the existing state
structures, it did not seek a decisive
showdown with feudal representa-
tives, ideas and institutions, but in-
stead sought compromises with them
80 as to integrate them into the neo-
colonial system. Ayatollah Khomeini
protested two chief features of the
Shah’s White Revolution: the distribu-
tion of land among the peasantry, lim-
ited though it was, and the granting of
the right to vote to women. When the
“modernisation” drive hit the rocks,
the Islamic forces that had been

pushed out of the power structures

..came back to hound-the Shah and his

US masters. This imperialist moderni-
sation created a lopsided and disar-
ticulated economy to such a degree
that it not only inflicted suffering on
millions of people, but it even became
dysfunctional.

Similar dynamics developed in
other countries such as Egypt. Start-
ing in the 1960s, the so-called moderni-
sation drive there uprooted the peas-
antry in vast numbers, but bureaucrat
capitalism-could not absorb them into
the token modern factories, agri-busi-
nesses and infrastructure construction
activities.

This was a major phenomenon
throughout the Middle East. The big
cities swelled with populations dis-
placed from the countryside. The ur-
ban middle class, which had grown in
the 1960s — one expression of this was
growth of the secular school system
and the number of university students
— started to feel the squeeze. The Is-
lamic movements, originating from
clerical centres, used all of their wits to
connect with the rage of the poor
masses, who were swelling the cities,
and a section of the urban intellectu-
als.

The revolutionary communists,
obscurantist religious forces and na-
tionalists found themselves on the
same side against the Shah of Iran and
its US masters for a short but intense
and turbulent period. A section of the
urban poor - largely the displaced peas-
antry - followed Ayatollah Khomeini.
It is not true that this displaced poor is
inherently Islamic: It is the case that
Islamic ideology spontaneously boils
from the semi-feudal structures of the
society and is there to be resorted to
by the distressed masses. But a similar
crowd of urban poor to that which
greeted Khomeini in 1979 in Tehran,
the capital of Iran, had marched there a
decade earlier in mourning for a popu-
lar woman singer-dancer called
Mahvash.

The third and extremely important
factor is the crisis within the commu-
nist movement internationally. The res-
toration of capitalism in the ex-USSR
in the mid-1950s was the first source
of this crisis. Islam did not gain such a
prominent place among the masses
opposing the status- quo because ‘of
its political vigour, theoretical clarity
or practical radicalism. The crisis within
the international communist movement

created a huge vacuum of leadership
among the masses, which was filled by
the Islamic forces who in turn were
being virulently promoted by the West-
ern imperialist powers. Just as the so-
cialist revolutions in Russia (1917) and
China (1949) and the Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution (1966) had tremen-
dously boosted the growth of commu-
nist and revolutionary secular move-

.ments in the world as a whole, includ-

ing in the Middle East, the restoration
of capitalism in the Soviet Union and
the betrayal of the national liberation
movements by it and the pro-Soviet
so-called Communist Parties was a
blow to the genuine communist forces,
On the basis of Soviet foreign policy
interests, the pro-Soviet parties started
to collaborate with reactionary regimes.
For example, they “discovered” “pro-
gressive” elements in the Shah of Iran
and in Arab socialism and Islamic so-
cialism in the Arab countries. The re-
visionist coup in China (1976) was a
second major blow, which in the 1980s
caused tremendous crisis in the com-
munist movements in these countries,
as well as on a world scale. These de-
feats, along with bloody suppression
of the genuine revolutionary commu-
nist forces by the reactionary regimes
and imperialists, gave an opportunity
for the growth of opposition under Is-
lamic flags. When there is no powerful
alternative to idealism, obscurantism
and imperialism, then assorted reac-
tionaries seize the opportunity.

When China was a red power base,
it provided a resounding argument for
revolution and a revolutionary vision
of society. It was a powerful magnet
for the oppressed masses everywhere.
It was a flag for the people that dared
to change the world themselves and
not wait for some god to decide
whether he wants to bother. It was a
shining example of internationalism,
aiding all the struggles of the people
around the world. It gave heart to the
world’s oppressed.

IMPERIALIST LUNACY IS Not
BETTER THAN IsLAMIC
FUNDAMENTALISM

In reaction to Islamic fundamental-
ism, there is a trend among the intel-
lectuals of the Middle Eastern coun-
tries to proclaim that the first and fore-
most problems of these countries come
from “within”’; that “we can’t blame it
all on the foreigners”, in other words,



~on colonialism and imperialism. This
argument has some truth to the extent
that it calls attention to age-old prob-
lems strangling Middle Eastern and a
great many other countries — namely,
vast feudal remnants. But the bigger
truth is that since the integration of
these countries into the world imperi-
alist system, these “internal” and “ex-
ternal” problems have become inter-
twined — the problem comes from the
rule of certain classes and their ruling
ideology and political power that to-
day are intrinsically interwoven with
imperialist economic and political domi-
nation. These classes have their roots
in the capitalist and feudal exploitation
of the workers and peasants, and at
the same time they are integrated into
a world system. The current problems
of these countries cannot be sought
in their distant history, because the
contemporary Third World countries
are constructs of the imperialist era.
Without correctly identifying the ob-
stacles to the progress of these socie-
ties, one cannot find solutions. Both
the Islamic forces and those who
whitewash imperialism are wrong in
their conception of the root causes of
the problems. Therefore, their solutions
are wrong. The first proposes going
backwards with reactionary pro-
grammes. The second closes its eyes
to the savagery of imperialism because
its bombs are supposedly the seeds of
modernisation and enlightenment be-
ing spread over these countries. This
pro-imperialist line has always existed
among the upper echelons of Middle
Eastern intellectuals. Often, despite
their own intentions, it has made them
technocrats of imperialism.

It.is the world capitalist system —
imperialism — that is preserving the re-
actionary states in the Third World
countries, condemning so many of the
world’s people to misery and starva-
tion, and robbing the whole world of
the enormous potential power of the
all-round development of the creativ-
ity and cultural and scientific ability of
the masses. This world system is
structured in such a way that it does
not allow the masses of the Third
World to empower themselves. Impe-
rialism and feudalism have locked the
oppressed countries into backward
conditions. Look at this simple fact: the
US forces landed in Afghanistan with
bags of dollars to buy the political and
military allegiance of the tribal leaders
in order to establish the kind of politi-
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cal arrangements their empire needs in
that part of the world. The dollar is a
social relation. It shapes the socio-eco-
nomic conditions in the world. The
structure of relations between the im-
perialist countries ant the oppressed
nations is part — and in fact a decisive
part — of the world capitalist system. It
is imperialism that is the main force
shaping the internal class and social

‘relations within the oppressed nations.

The reactionary classes within these
oppressed nations — i.e. the big land-
lords, industrialists, traders and bank-
ers — are class allies of the world capi-
talist system. They are imperialist “op-
eratives” within these nations. Some-
times the relations between the master
imperialist and the local reactionary
classes become tense. Yet, in the final
analysis, their lives as feudal
comprador classes depend upon their
diverse connections with the imperial-
ists. It is, therefore, not possible to
separate “internal” and “external”
problems because they are not sepa-
rate. Both must be overthrown at the
same time.

There is widespread feudalism both
in the economic base and the super-
structure of these societies. Basically,
they are passing through a long, slow
and painful transition period from the
feudal to the bourgeois epoch. The in-
tertwining of religion and state, the sta-
tus of women, the strong patriarchal
social relations and nepotism are all
manifestations of this situation. But
these societies have been under the
thumb of imperialism for a long time.
The imperialists have been the fore-
most agent of whatever modernisation
exists in these countries and, at the
same time, have integrated these coun-
tries” backward economies in a sub-
servient way into their world web of
capitalism. Whilst introducing modern
productive forces, they have imposed
a lopsided economic development,
where advanced sections of the
economy exist as small detached is-
lands surrounded by vast backward
areas. The very workings of the world
capitalist economy have devastated
the local economy of these countries
and have left them at the mercy of the
violent swings of the world market and
changing ecology. At times, the impe-
rialist powers have deliberately
adopted the policy of strengthening
the forces of feudalism. Afghanistan
is a glaring example of this. What has
dictated, and will dictate, the penetra-

tion of imperialism into these countries
is profit, greed and political dominance.
Only an anti-feudal and anti-imperial-
ist strategy and programme can open
the doors for the all-round develop-
ment of these societies.

NEW-DEMOCRATIC AND SOCIALIST
REVOLUTION - THE ONLY SOLUTION.

Political Islam has failed. Wherever
it came to power, it failed to establish
anything new for the masses. It kept
the old oppressive relations intact. The
rich stayed rich and the poor stayed
poor, and the grip of the imperialists
on the economy and political power
remained as strong as ever. Political
Islam does not represent a cover for
the coalescence of traditional ethics
and tribal unity under a new regime. It
mainly and fundamentally represents
specific class aspirations in Muslim
countries. It is the banner of a section
of the exploiting classes raised in or-
der to gain incorporation into the rul-
ing power structures. These class
forces care about the masses only so
long as they need foot soldiers. As
Lenin emphatically put it, today even
the reactionaries need the masses to
carry out their projects. The rise of Is-
lamic forces signifies a grave crisis
among the reactionary states in the
Middle East. Political Islam has not, and
cannot, cure this disease. With or with-
out an Islamic cover, these states are
crumbling. That is the main reason that
their guardian — the US — has been
compelled-to land its military forces in
the Middle East. It must now deal with
this situation in person. The US can
show off its air power as much as it
desires. But on the ground the angry
masses are besieging its neo-colonial
client states. What is lacking is strong
Marxist-Leninist-Maoist parties capa-
ble of putting themselves at the head
of these masses, organising their
unquenchable thirst for liberation and
their tremendous energy in powerful
people’s wars, and leading victorious

" new-democratic revolutions. This is

the only way to both uproot feudalism
and solve the centuries-old problems
suffocating these countries, and to cut
off the strangling yoke of imperialism
once and for all.

ENDNOTES

1 A supporter of the Communist
Party of Iran (Marxist-Leninist-Mao-
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ist).

2 Ilya Pavlovitch Petroshevsky,
Islam in Iran. This authoritative Marx-
ist source book on the history of Islam-
presents valuable scientific analysis of
the socio-political .roots of Islam. To
paraphrase Petroshevsky, the emer-
gence of Islam at the beginning of the
seventh century AD is inseparably
connected with the developments in
class society and the beginning of a
complicated social and political move-
ment among the Northern Arabs. Is-
lam became the ideological mantle that
led to the establishment of an Arabian
state and its military and political ex-
pansion throughout Arabia.

Muhammad was an intellectual
from a family of small merchants in
Mecca. His family (the Bani Hashem
family from the well-to-do Ghoreish
tribe) were the guardians of a collec-
tion of idols worshiped by different
tribes and families. Mecca had a stra-
tegically important geographic loca-
tion. It was a centre for foreign trade,
including the slave trade. The trading
routes connecting India and the Byz-
antine empire (Syria, Palestine and
Egypt) passed through Yemen (in the
South) and then Mecca (in the North).
Iran under Sassanid captured Yemen
in the sixth century and diverted the
transit route in its favour. Foreign trade
diminished in Mecca. Mecca was also
a centre for internal commodity ex-
changes between Arab nomads, who
traded dairy products for dates, grain
and craft items from Mecca. The
Ghoreish tribe lived in Mecca. Some of
its member families became very rich
from trade and usury, through which
they ruined smaller families and mer-
chants (such as the Bani Ommayeh
family, initially the main enemies of
Muhammad, but who later united with
him and led the expansion of the Is-
lamic empire). Others were modest mer-
chants and agriculturalists (such as
Bani Hashem, Muhammad’s family).
All of them ruthlessly traded slaves
from Ethiopia, and exploited them in
agriculture as well. The disintegration
of the tribal community and the devel-
opment of private land ownership, and
the consequent increasing gap be-
tween the rich and the poor of each
tribe, shook up the Northern regions
of Arabia. A tremendous social and
economic crisis -engulfed them.
Muhammad took" it upon himself to
unite the scattered, warring tribes of
the Arabian Peninsula to deal with the
crisis. For this, a unified state for all of
-Arabia was necessary.

3 Defeats by the Western

colonialists during the ninetéenth cen-
tury leom large in Islamic literature. The
British consolidated their Béld on the
Middle East in the latter half of the nine-
teenth century, and during that same
period dismantled the Ottoman Empire.
Tsarist Russia went into the Caucasus
and Central Asia in 1857. That half-cen-
tury Was a turning point. It ended the
centuries-old balance between the
Muslim and Christian empires. The
Christian world had surpassed feudal-
ism. But the Muslim world was still
grappling with the past.

Various Islamic forces that are less
fundamentalist and closer to national-
ism use nostalgia for the pre-colonial
past as an ideological banner for unit-
ing the people: marching through the
streets of Ramallah carrying a portrait
of Salahedin Ayubi (a celebrated vic-
torious fighter for the Islamic empire
against the Crusaders); fantasising
about the Ottoman empire, even
though the Arab feudals and kings
happily helped the British to oust it;
and endless nostalgia about how Is-
lamic civilisation was more advanced
than European, which was still in the
Dark Ages (which is true, but let’s take
care of the future!). This history has
given way to a lot of debate over “why
the Islamic portion of ‘the world was
not able to compete with European
colonialism”. This in itself is a big sub-
ject of historical study and analysis
among the intellectuals in Muslim
countries, but this debate is beyond
the scope of the present article. Nev-
ertheless, a correct proletarian ap-
proach would start from the point that,
while it is important to explore this as-
pect of the development of human so-
ciety, the proletariat does not struggle
against today’s ruthless reactionary
empires (i.e. the imperialists) with the
objective of restoring past empires.
First of all, the proletariat did not even
exist then, so it does not have any lost
empires to cry over or fight to revive.
Secondly, these past empires — in the
East and West and regardless of reli-

gion or ethnicity — were oppressive and. .

not worth getting nostalgic about. The
proletariat can freely say, as Marx did:
let the dead bury the dead (in other
words, let the bourgeois and feudal
class forces cry over their own past).
We have the future to fight for, a fu-
ture society completely different from
all previously existing class societies.

4 Among the ideologues of the
current Islamic movements are:
Khomeini, Motahari and Taleghani
from Iran, Seyyid Qutb from Egypt,
Maududi from Pakistan and Al-Turabi

from Sudan.

5 In the 1980s, the CIA under the
Reagan administration carried out cov-
ert operations against the new
Sandinista regime in Nicaragua. The
reactionary Nicaraguan and Cuban
mercenaries, who were run by the
CIA’s Oliver North, were called the
Contras. This operation was funded by
revenues from cocaine smuggling and
the selling of arms to Iran through Is-
rael. The scandal was called Iran-
Contragate.

6 Especially since 11 September,
there has been an enormous amount
pf propaganda in the Western media,
including in the liberal intellectual
press, arguing that Islam is different
from other religions, that it is inherently; .
more rigid and less open to inquiry than
the other major religions, and that this
is the reason why the Arab and Mus-
lim world is so poor and has such back-
ward leaders (feudal sheikhs and the
like). This implies that the people in
the West are so much luckier because
they live under regimes based on the
much more open-minded Judeo-Chris-
tian ethic, and that in turn is why they
enjoy more prosperity and greater lib-
erty. This is a Western chauvinist ar-
gument. In terms of the scriptures and
traditions of Islam it is necessary to
call attention to the fact that the Koran
and Islamic tradition is in many ways
simply an updated and concretised
extension of the Judeo-Christian scrip-
tures and traditions — as well as others
such as Zoroastrianism, Greek philoso-
phy, etc. All these religions are equally
oppressive and reactionary.

It is ahistorical to say that Islam is
inherently incapable of reform.
Throughout its history, Islam has re-
sponded to changing social condi-
tions. In fact, many varieties of Islam
are products of mass rebellions, inva-
sions, power struggles, great debates,
the flourishing of science in parts of
the Islamic world, learning from the
Greeks, Egyptians and Babylonians,
advances in mathematics, astronomy,
etc. It is also true that the Islamic world
was in many ways sciefitifically and
intellectually more developed than the
world of medieval Europe. When the
Muslim empire was established in the
seventh century, Europe was in the
Dark Ages. In the following centuries,
Christianity went through the Inquisi-
tion, burned heretics at the stake, and
so forth. However, the hold of religion
and feudalism was overthrown by capi-
talist revolutions in Europe, whilst feu-
dalism continued to maintain its grip
on the Islamic lands. But capitalist de-
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Global Rampage
Continued from page 8 .

Although this secret paper was
written just after the war with Iraq and
not long after the collapse of the USSR,
its postulated goals were neither pos-
sible nor necessary to achieve a dec-
ade ago in the same way as now, be-
cause of the reasons indicated here ~
the further decline in Russia’s strength,
on the one hand, and the increasingly
acute need to intervene in the Third
World and contradictions between the
imperialist powers on the other. But
now it is the united policy of the US
ruling class - at least as long as it seems
to be working. The position of its au-
thors at the heart of Bush’s cabinet,
where the key posts are filled by mili-
tary figures or civilian life-long military

experts and “national security” veter- .

ans associated with this line, is testa-
ment to a,conscious adoption of this
new line.

Bush’s warning that “You’re either
with us or against us” is directed
against “foe” and former “friend” alike.
An unidentified US “administration
official” put it this way in interpreting
General Colin Powell’s remarks to the
cautions about invading Iraq from
some of the US’s former allies: “At
some point, the Europeans with but-
terflies in their stomachs — many of
whom did want to see us go into Af-

. ghanistan — will see that they have a

bipolar choice: They can get with the
plan or get off.”'> Get off here means
get out of the US’s way or get off the
earth. After the fall of the Soviet bloc,
there was a lot of talk about the emer-
gence of a multi-polar world. Bush’s
plan is for a unipolar planet.

Not since Nazi Germany has there
been such an open bid for world he-
gemony. Or maybe it would be more
accurate to say not since the end of
the Second World War, when the US
began to slip into the colonial shoes
of both its former enemies (Germany
and Japan) and its allies (the UK and
France) — but then it faced a formida-
ble opponent, the socialist bloc led by
the Soviet Union, which later was
transformed through counter-revolu-
tion into a social-imperialist (socialist
in words, imperialist in deeds) rival
equal in stature to the US.

The process of US disengagement
from international encumbrances be-

gan well before 11 September, with
American rejection of nearly every in-
ternational treaty.and convention con-
ceivable. In retrospect, Bush’s decision
to withdraw the US from the 1997
Kyoto agreement was one of his first
special messages of American inten-
tions to an incredulous world: the US
would not allow itself to be limited in
any way, even over a matter of its sa-
cred right to pollute. There was an ideo-
logical message as well — nothing is
more important than profit, and the
US’s rulers have as much contempt for
the planet as for its people. An equally
stunning event in international diplo-
macy occurred when the US refused
to go along with an international pact
against money laundering and tax eva-
sion. The reasons why came to light
later, when the Enron scandal revealed
how vital the use of unregulated “off-
shore” banks has become to the func-
tioning of multinational corporations.
Even before Bush, the US had already
rejected international treaties against
the development of biological weap-
ons — the US is threatening to demol-
ish Iraq to force Saddam Hussein to
welcome the international bio-warfare
inspectors that are barred from Ameri-
can shores. The US also turned down
a convention that would have made
the World Court a permanent institu-
tion, despite US approval of the
Milosevic trial there now. The US ob-
jected on the grounds that such a
treaty might mean that some day Ameri-
can soldiers or officials would be
charged with war crimes, and, there-
fore, called for the Court’s abolition.
The bin Bush administration
reversed the course set by Bush sen-
ior and Clinton on nuclear weapons.
Instead of destroying missiles to match
the number destroyed by Russia, the
US will put them aside for “safe-keep-
ing” and increase its spending on new
nuclear weapons development. The US
is even considering resuming nuclear
bomb tests to fine-tune them. The US
ruling class has also ratified another
Bush project, dear to his heart since
his first days in office, to revive Rona}d
Reagan’s plan for an anti-ballistic mis-
sile system. Unlike his predecessors,
Putin has accepted this without pro-
test — much to the dismay of the Con-
tinental European governments. Ameri-

ca’s renewed need for these weapons

and for the once-discredited ABM
system does not come from any sec-
ond thoughts about dangers from the

former Soviet Union or any “rogue”
states, as the only country to have used
nuclear weapons likes to put it. Right
now no state in the world could con-
ceive of launching a nuclear first strike
against the US. During the Gulf war,
Saddam Hussein, who was often cited
as the reason why the US needs a nu-
clear missile shield, didn’t even dare
use his alleged chemical warheads
against a far less dangerous opponent,
Israel, for fear of the consequences.
By retaining thousands of missiles and
erecting an anti-ballistic missile shield
capable of knocking down a limited
number of rockets, the US aims to neu-
tralise any attempt by the lesser nu-
clear powers to use nuclear weapons
to resist a conventional American in-
vasion and is thus positioning itself to
unleash a first strike with no fear of
retaliation.'¢

In short, the US has been openly
and brazenly proclaiming it will do
whatever it considers necessary to
serve its own interests. An assistant
to Powell proclaimed that as far as the
US is concerned, “International law
doesn’t exist”. One pundit labelled this
“the deregulation of the international
violence market” — and like the US’s
idea of global trade deregulation (steel,
for instance), the aim is to free Ameri-
can interests from all constraints; how-
ever it doesn’t mean that anyone else
is free to do anything at all against US
interests. .

International law, of course, means
imperialist law, agreements reached by
the rulers of the most powerful coun-
tries designed to protect their common
interests at the expense of everyone
else. And actually, the US, like any im-
perialist country, has never recognised
international law when its interests dic-
tated otherwise. Bush senior’s 1989
invasion of Panama is a case in point.
The US created Noriega and then sent
its troops to remove him when it felt
like it. But, significantly, the US pre-
served some of the appearances of
observing international law even
though it was basically mocking it. For
instance, Noriega was tried as a pris-
oner of war and to this day is being
kept in a prison in compliance with th,e
Geneva Conventions. George junior’s
prisoners at the American naval base
in Guantanamo, Cuba are being treated
very differently, in legal as well as hu-
man terms. American defiance of inter-
national law has become so extreme
that when the Bosnian Human Rights



Court (set up at Western insistence)
ordered six men of Middle Eastern ori-
gin released from prison for lack of
evidence, after they had been accused
of planning an attack against the US
Embassy in Sarajevo where they lived,
US troops kidnapped them (with the
probable complicity of the Bosnian
government) in the middle of the night
and carted them off to Guantanamo.
There they are being held along with
British, French and other nationals
whose countries’ requests for jurisdic-
tion or even access have been ignored.

The US openly admits that the men
at Guantanamo are being submitted to
relentless interrogation, psychological
manipulation (including sensory dep-
rivation and such isolation that they
reportedly don’t even know where they
are) and other forms of treatment pris-
oners of war are supposedly protected
from. Since the use of outright torture
has been openly defended in the US
and European press, it is not hard to
guess what is happening on a remote
island closed to the media and interna-
tional observers. (When protests were
raised, the Red Cross investigated and
made a report — a secret report for US
eyes only.) By mistake or arrogance,
the Pentagon itself released the famous
photo showing these prisoners shack-
led with their eyes and ears covered.
Why is Bush so determined that these
men not be recognised as prisoners of
war under the Geneva Conventions,
despite the international uproar around
it and his own claims that this is a mere
“question for lawyers” that would
make no practical difference? “To pre-
. serve flexibility”, a Bush aid wrote in a
memo.

“Flexibility” is exactly the point for
the US, in all matters. The US wants
the world to know that it will do what it
wants to whomever it wants, full stop,
and there’s always room in
Guantanamo’s tiger cages for anyone
who doesn’t like it.

Guantanamo is not just a concen-
tration camp for prisoners from Af-
ghanistan. It is a symbol of what the
US intends to do to anyone who stands
in its way. The US does, however, im-
plicitly recognise the division of the
world into oppressor and oppressed
nations, and does not propose, at least
for now, to send Marines to haul off
France’s Chirac. Yet Guantanamo’s
very existence is meant to put some
practical menace into the warning “Get
with th¢ plan or get off.”

71

This new unilateralism does not
mean that the US intends to act alone.
Bush has paid great attention to the
ad-hoc building of coalitions under his
leadership. There will always be inter-

imperialist co-operation when that -

serves their common interests — even
now French soldiers are working side
by side with American soldiers in build-
ing a long-term airbase in Kyrgyzstan.
But to the degree possible (and this
could be a very big question), the US
intends to act quickly and decisively
without even trying to achieve con-
sensus, imposing its decisions in
deeds and letting others express their
qualms and quibbles afterwards, un-
bounded by treaties among its allies,
supreme in its own sovereignty and
considering that of others worthless
(especially oppressed nations).
Wolfowitz explains that “there will not
be a single coalition but rather differ-
ent coalitions for different missions”
in which the US hopes to work mainly
with “local forces” (i.e. puppet troops)
rather than its “partners” and rivals.
America’s closest allies are now to
be its underlings, imperialists who rec-
ognise their weakness and get with the
unipolar plan on that basis. Never has
Russia seemed so subservient to the
US as since 11 September. Vladimir
Putin suddenly became Bush’s “best
friend” through a combination of en-
ticements and threats. Among the lat-
ter is an understanding or at least the
hope that the US will drop the
Chechnya independence movement
that Russia sees as part of a campaign
to carve its state into smaller and
smaller pieces. Putin supported the in-
vasion of Afghanistan and reportedly
told his “best friend” that he would
not object to a US attack on Iraq, both
countries previously being objects of
Russia’s predatory ambitions. Most
remarkably, and unexpectedly, he ac-
quiesced to the extension of NATO
right up to Russia’s present borders,
including the Baltic states that be-
longed to the USSR until a decade ago,
and accepted the American building
of 13 new bases and the permanent
stationing of US troops in what was
formerly Soviet Central Asia. He even
gave his blessing to the current Ameri-
can incursion into Georgia, also until
recently part of the USSR, and until
now, at least, a pawn built up militarily
by the US and Turkey against Russia.
This does not necessarily mean that
everyone in the Russian ruling class

shares Putin’s interpretation of their
interests, and Russia’s imperialist in-
terests are sure to give rise to sharper
contention with the US in the future.

5. THE GEOPOLITICS OF THE
APOCALYPSE

Bush’s hit list of countries to be
attacked, or at least threatened, is
highly instructive. It may be mad, but
it is a well thought-out (and broadly
supported within the US ruling class)
plan to make the world safe for Ameri-
can plunder. For instance, after long
squabbling between the various pow-
ers with influence in Afghanistan to
set up a new interim government, the
US sneered at the Northern Alliance,
whose troops did most of the fighting
against the Taliban but were deemed
too friendly to America’s rivals, and
instead simply put in its man, Hamed
Karzai, a former advisor for the Califor-
nia-based Unocal company, whose
proposed pipeline, in Western eyes, is
the only thing that might give the coun-
try any value at all. (The US Special
Envoy, Zalmy Khalilzad, was also on
the Unocal oil company payroll.)

‘Or take Iraq. At first, some com-
mentators did not believe Bush would
fight a battle so distasteful to the US’s
former allies in the Gulf war. The con-
trast between Bush’s insistence and
their opposition has been so striking
that a newspaper commentator re-
marked that Europe “seemed tempted
to make the Iraq issue one of Ameri-
can hegemony in world politics rather
than of Saddam’s brutality and treach-
ery”. That, in fact, is an accurate as-
sessment of what is at stake.!” As
Rumsfeld’s old Nixon team-thate, Henry
Kissinger, recently wrote, “The issue
is not whether Iraq was involved in the
terrorist attack on the United States....
The challenge of Iraq is essentially
geopolitical.”

Despite the US-led effort to boy-
cott Irag, France, Germany, England and
Russia have been openly doing busi-
ness with the Iraqgi government. In fact,
practically the whole world has been
conducting business almost as usual
with that country for years now, includ-
ing American companies (Vice Presi-
dent Cheney, in his oil-baron days, was
involved in trying to beat out the Eu-
ropeans in deals with Saddam). Since
Bush senior cut short his war on Iraq,
apparently out of the realisation that
the toppling of Saddam might lead to
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the dismemberment of Iraq and, there-
fore, be destabilising for American in-
terests in the region overall, the regime
has been a symbol of the limits of
American power. That seems to be the
main thing Bush wants to overthrow.
He wants to demonstrate in the most
convincing way possible that the de-
velopments of the last decade and the
posture adopted by the US on that
basis ' mean the old limits no longer
apply.'® A

Bush’s sudden addition of Iran to
his “axis of evil” list in January puz-
zled many observers. After all, that re-
gime’s recent concessions to the US
included an unpublicised agreement to
rescue downed US pilots, close co-
operation in brokering the US-domi-
nated “interim” government in Af-
ghanistan and allowing the US to
offload supplies for Afghanistan
through Iranian ports.'® Apparently
the mullahs didn’t bow quite low
enough to suit Bush, who demanded
more -and threatened to overturn the
regime anyway. One reason why the
Iranian government thought it could
maintain the appearance of something

- less than openly kissing the Great Sa-

tan’s fat behind has been the degree
to which it has welcomed German,
French and other European invest-
ment. A country that lives from the sale
of oil needs at least a France to exploit
it. It seems that being totally and
openly subservient to the US politi-
cally, and to US interests economically,
are two sides of the same coin. The
threat of American troops in Iraq seems
to have spurred the Khamenei-Khatami
regime to yield even further to the US,
shutting down Afghanistani forces in
Iran opposed to Bush’s Afghanistan
government and rounding up foreign-
ers (including European citizens)
viewed unfavourably in Washington.
More recently, Iran indicated that it
would allow the US-sponsored Iraqi
National Council, presumably the US’s
choice to replace Saddam, to open of-,
fices in Tehran, the capital of Iran, and
broadcast calls for Saddam’s over-
throw from Iranian soil — not a gesture
to be expected from a regime in any
kind of “axis” with Irag. The US move
towards invading Iraq may allow the
US to'bend the present Iranian regime
completely to its will, or the US may
hold out for a rupture between
Khomeini’s successors and what it
considers an acceptable government.
But either way, the key to forcing the

changes Amerjca wants is. .. force.

The sending of American troops
to Yemen is another piece of the puz-
zle. Considered on its own, Yemen has
no importance for the'US. This is about
American naval bases in Yemen, US
naval power stationed in that part of
the Gulf, and really about the Ameri-
can dream of turning the Gulf into an
American lake.

Everyone knows why the Gulf is
strategic: because of the oil. But it is
not just a matter of the money to be
made. The previous quote from the
Wolfowitz-Libby report about strate-
gic regions and resources echoes Len-
in’s remarks about the importance of
oil during the First World War: the im-
perialists consider oil a strategic re-
source to be controlled not only for its
own sake but also to be denied to their
rivals. Actually, today Europe is far
more dependent on Middle Eastern oil
than is the US, and Japan even more
so. The profits to be made are enor-
mous, but even more importantly, he
who controls these petroleum spigots
has his hands on the throat of the Eu-
ropean and Japanese economies.

It is significant that the Philippines
was the second country to be invaded
by the US; after Afghanistan in Octo-
ber 2001, and in greater numbers than
anywhere else but Afghanistan.
(About 900 US troops, 650 of them
combat forces; some of them have been
sent on patrol in the countryside along-
side Philippine government troops.)

The Philippines became an Ameri-
can colony when the US took advan-
tage of a popular revolt against Span-
ish domination to snatch up the islands
for itself.? It has been said that the
American military first adopted the .45
semi-automatic pistol because Philip-
pine fighters resisted so fiercely that
they could not be stopped by smaller
bullets. The islands became a key mili-
tary outpost for the US in the Pacific,
as was reflected in the strategic bat-
tles over the Philippines in the Second
World War. After the war, the US was
forced to give up direct political con-
trol of the Philippines but maintained
economic and indirect political control.
The Subic Bay naval base remained the
key anchorage for the US in the Pa-
cific, until the US thought it better to
leave of its own accord in the wake of
a popular upsurge and the toppling of
the US-sponsored Marcos dictator-
ship in the 1980s. The rebellion of the
oppressed Muslim people of the

southern Philippines islands has been
a serious obstacle for US-sponsored
regimes for many years, but US inten-
tions are not limited to the reputed
Muslim strongholds on Sulu island.
According to news accounts, US
troops flying over northern Luzon, on
the opposite end of the archipelago,
exchanged fire with troops of the New
People’s Army led by the Communist
Party of the Philippines. Clearly the US
intends to make major moves to tighten
up its control of its former colony.
These aims are not limited to the Phil-
ippines alone. The US is now also ne-
gotiating for access rights to the huge
Cam Ranh naval base in Vietnam, which
the US built during its unsuccessful
war to conquer South-east Asia. The
base is about to be vacated by Russia,
which can no longer afford the lease.

The inclusion of North Korea on
Bush’s target list has been particularly
difficult to understand, since that coun-
try has been trying desperately to
grovel at America’s feet for several
years now. Clinton says he was about
to travel there to accept its surrender
at the close of his term in December
2000. In fact, several years ago North
Korea unilaterally halted testing of the
missiles that Bush is complaining
about. It is not clear, as this article is
written, whether or not Bush intends
to make war there. But from his first
days in office Bush has made it clear
that he is reluctant to allow North Ko-
rea to make peace. Again, there is some
political symbolism involved in drama-
tising his rupture with Clinton’s poli-
cies. But the most important factor in
this equation is not North Korea but
the 37,000 US troops stationed in South
Korea. The maintenance of an unset-
tled military situation on the peninsula
is an important component of the US’s
ability to bully China, which Bush ap-
parently hopes to pull more firmly into
the US orbit, and Japan, a country
whose exploitation of Korea is at the
core of its imperialist existence.

Other countries where the US mili-
tary is now present, or considering in-
volvement, include Colombia, Yemen,
Indonesia (American advisors may l?e
sent there) and even perhaps Algeria
(the US has begun supplying military
equipment to the Algerian govern-
ment, a provocative step into France’s
backyard, where until now US contacts
have mainly been with the Islamic fun-
damentalist “terrorists”). Put it all to-
gether and you have a map of where
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the US has long considered that its
strategic political and economic inter-
ests require military intervention and a
clearer picture of the necessity behind
Bush’s madness.

6. A WAR
JUST IN TIME

The relations between politics and

economics are complex and dynamic.
Everything in today’s world situation
is rooted in the increasingly global
“comprehensive socialisation of pro-
duction” and its contradiction with
private appropriation, as Lenin noted
nearly a century ago, when he called
imperialism the antechamber of a new
system of global co-operation that
would emerge through proletarian
revolution. The economic compulsions
driving the imperialists (including cri-
ses, rivalry and the expand-or-die im-
perative) are rooted in that contradic-
tion, as is the struggle of the interna-
tional proletariat and its allies. These
ruling classes are ultimately representa-
tives of the requirements of imperialist
capital and not simply making wilful
policy decisions. But new policies have
in fact been coming into being through
the interworking of these requirements
and imperialist politics.

There is ample evidence that the
Bush administration took office look-
ing for something like 11 September,
an opportunity to change the military,
political and social course that the US
has been on. In an interview reported
in the 29 January 2002 Washington
Post, Bush said, “I do believe that there

'is the image of America out there that

we are so materialistic, that we don’t
have values, and that when struck, we
wouldn’t fight back.” In the same arti-
cle, Rumsfeld recounted how when
Bush interviewed him for the job of
Defence Secretary (the key role in the
Bush cabinet, as it turned out), Bush
criticised Clinton for following a pat-
tern of “reflexive pullback” whenever
American military intervention ran into

serious obstacles, such as its defeat at -

the hands of local militias in Somalia.
Rumsfeld replied that he believed US
power was needed to “discipline the
world”. “I left no doubt in his mind but
that, at that moment when something
happens, I would be coming to him to
lean forward, not back. And that I
wanted him to know that. And he said,
unambiguously, that that is what he
would be doing, and that we had a clear,
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common understanding.” This is ex-
actly what Bush did, “leaning forward”
to leap at the first good opportunity
for war that presented itself. For those

in the know, these cards were already -

on the table when Bush was picked to
be president.

The Taliban regime was born amid
the muck and mire of “the great game”,
the imperialist jockeying for cdntrol of
the oil and gas pipelines in Central
Asia. The US gave Pakistan the green
light to bring the Taliban to power in
1996 because it believed they could
bring about the political stability
needed for the Unocal corporation to
build a pipeline from Turkmenistan to
Pakistan via Afghanistan, making sure
that American hands controlled the
petroleum flowing from the former So-
viet republics. Support for the Taliban
paralleled the close military relations
the US was developing with most of
these Central Asian countries. Their
medieval oppression of women was
certainly no obstacle, especially since
it matched much of the programme ad-
vocated by American Christian funda-
mentalists well respected in Bush cir-
cles. Moreover, the American govern-
ment found the Taliban so potentially
useful that for a time the State Depart-
ment blocked the FBI investigation of
Osama bin Laden’s involvement in the
bombing of the USS Cole in Yemen
because it hoped to quietly persuade
the Taliban to turn him over without
disrupting their relations. (The head of
the FBI investigation, who resigned in
protest, became head of security at the
World Trade Center, where he died.)
Negotiations between the US and the
Taliban reportedly continued through
July 2001. The French daily Le Figaro
claimed that the local head of the CIA
met with bin Laden himself, while the
latter was being treated at the Ameri-
can Hospital in Dubai that month.?

Those negotiations were suddenly
broken off in August 2001. It seems
that the US had given up on the Taliban
and was already itching for a fight in
Afghanistan. One way or another, it
got one. Who fired the first shot? It
doesn’t matter. The US invasion of
Afghanistan, like its support for the
Taliban, was meant to establish a semi-
feudal, patriarchal and imperialist-sub-
servient regime. What’s more, Af-
ghanistan was only a target of oppor-
tunity, an easy enemy militarily.and
politically, nothing like the Vietnamese
revolutionaries who battered the US

and won world-wide support. Afghani-
stan was important, not so much in its
own right, but as a good place to start
a global rampage.

As Lenin wrote, “War doe§ not al-
ter the direction of pre-war politics but
accelerates their development.” The
aftermath of 11 September didn’t alter
historical trends. It did, however, mark
anew, qualitatively different situation.

7. THE "HOME FRONT”

The “coalition politics” and “lean-
ing backward” policies Bush brought
to a halt were very much tied up with
US reluctance to inject its own troops
into direct combat, especially where
they might get killed in numbers that
would be politically difficult to sustain
domestically. Only a very short time
ago, European imperialists were criti-
cising the US for not sending in enough
soldiers, especially to places where
European troops were being sent, like
ex-Yugoslavia, where, it was said, “The
US does the bombing, we do the dy-
ing and the NGOs do the feeding.”
Today, even more than before, the US
is counting on being able to rely on
being able to inflict death from a safe
distance. What this means has already
been amply demonstrated in Afghani-
stan, where the estimates of civilians
killed run from 3,000 to several times
that number. When at a press confer-
ence someone referred to a village wed-
ding that had been bombed by the US
and the survivors strafed, Rumsfeld
curtly lectured the media on how such
thiqgs should not even be considered
an issue.

But Americans are gping to have
to get ready for body bags, and Bush
wants them to know it. Indeed, while
“raining death from above” will remain
a comnerstone of US strategy, the US
imperialists are also intent on burying
the “Vietnam syndrome” (by which
they mean the fear of being stuck in a
losing imperialist war of conquest) and

‘doing away with any remaining reluc-

tance to sacrifice the troops’ blood to
achieve their aims. Ultimately, political
control requires ground troops. In the
scramble to secure new positions
abroad, all the imperiatists are anxious
not to be the only ones without battle-
scarred troops.

The sea change in military policy
has been prepared along with chang-
ing politics within US society as well.
In the wake of 11 September, a broad
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spectrum of representatives of the US
ruling class have been working to-op-
erate a paradigm shift from a“social
contract with sections of‘the middle
classes, in which their passive acqui-
escence was considered enough to
earn them a certain comfort, to more of
a Spartan model, in which the order of
the day is war without end and the will-
ingness to accept the mobilisation and
sacrifices that makes necessary.
Tremor after tremor has shaken the
American political landscape during
the last few years, as a new agenda
began to emerge through the develop-
ment of events, political infighting and
a shifting consensus. There have been
bitter “culture wars” around abortion,

the patriarchal family and cultural is-.

sues — questions of how people live —
but little has been said in public about
the point of all this, except for obscure
articles in foreign policy journals.
Whether they believe in his system of
ideas or just pragmatically believe that
it makes for effective propaganda, the
ruling class circles behind Bush have
a whole highly repressive social and
cultural agenda. They seek to create a
social situation that is as radically dif-
ferent domestically as the unfettered
global empire they seek to bring into
being. Without making facile compari-
sons that history may or may not con-
firm, or ignoring the profound differ-
ences between a Germany making a
desperate bid to break out of its status
as a defeated power and an America at
the top of the imperialist heap and de-
termined to stay there, it can be said
that the recasting of society embarked
upon by the Nazis was at one with the
global aims of German imperialism and
what they knew would be necessary
to achieve them.

8. DANGERS AND
OPPORTUNITIES

After the First World War Stalin
wrote, “The significance of the imperi-
alist war which broke out ten years ago
lies, among other things, in the fact that
it gathered all of these contradictions
in a single knot and threw them onto
the scales, thereby accelerating and
facilitating the revolutionary battles of
the proletariat.” The situation now is
different in many ways — today the
contradictions between the imperialists
are being conditioned mainly by the
contradiction between imperialism and
the oppressed peoples — but neverthe-

less the analogy is useful, for the
world’s contradictions are intertwined,
the whole knot is being drawn tighter
and tighter, and they_are again being
‘thrown “onto the scales”. Cataclysmic
events are unfolding and the imperial-
ists and reactionaries themselves have
placed war, the resolution of contra-
dictions by the force of arms, squarely
at centre stage. All of this can serve to
accelerate and facilitate the battles of
the proletariat and the oppressed peo-
ples at the beginning of the twenty-
first tentury.

In order for this to happen, in order
to bring out and concretise the favour-
able potential in today’s world situa-
tion, a great deal of work is required to
bring forward the flag of the proletariat
more powerfully into the current swirl
of contradictions. Never before in the
existence of the Revolutionary Inter-
nationalist Movement has the need and
the possibilities for Maoist leadership
stood out more sharply.

It is indisputable — even George
Bush understands it — that there will
be resistance. It may arise in different
ways and at a different rhythm in dif-
ferent countries, and it will not take a
straight path. But the most important
question, for the Maoists, is this:
Should we stand in its way (by trying
to direct attention elsewhere, hoping
for some different conditions)? Tail
behind the contradictory and some-
times dead-end currents that sponta-
neously appear? Or strive to lead it?
Who else can correctly tie together all
the strands of struggle, bring out the
people’s common interests and enemy,
and point out what needs to be done
at every stage?

Lenin wrote, “The experience of this
war... stuns and breaks some people
but enlightens and tempers others”. He
pointed out that war reveals that which
is normally hidden, that the imperialist
system ultimately depends on military
force to survive, and that war creates

- ~more favourable conditions for the pro-

letariat and the people to e.stablis'h
their own rule through revolution. This
new world disorder will be feared by
some and welcomed by others, _but at
any rate it is the currency and it will
sweep millions into motion, dragging
their own points of view and interests
with them. Events such as these shed
light on the real relations that govern
this world and the strengths and weak-
nesses of the people and their enemies,
and mobilise and temper the people to

fight them. What Lenin’s words mean
now, in our situation, is that we face
both the danger of being crushed,
through confrontation with an enemy
that is striking out aggressively or
through our own passivity or missteps,
and the need and possibility of rising
to the occasion and leading the strug-
gle on a planetary scale, in a way that
was not possible when the world’s
people did not face such a sharply-
defined and rampant enemy.

Global resistance and the more
forceful assertion of the proletarian al-
ternative are what are called for. This
resistance will take many forms.

On the one hand there needs to be
mass movements at an international
level, uniting all who can be united,
bringing the outlook and the pro-
gramme of struggle of the proletariat
into these battles and, through this
process, winning broad masses all
over the world not only to more pow-
erfully and effectively oppose and re-
sist the war and aggression of the im-
perialists, but also to understand and
focus more sharply on the imperialist
system itself as the cause of injustice
and oppression all over the world.

At the same time, and central to the
Maoists’ ability to step more forcefully
onto the political stage on a world
scale, the current international situa-
tion also makes it possible and neces-
sary for further accelerated work on the
path of seizing power in every country
and building and strengthening Mao-
ist parties capable of leading this proc-
ess. The conditions for actually doing
so can be glimpsed on the horizon to
various degrees in different countries.

For example, today we can see how
the People’s War in Nepal is interact-
ing with the rapidly sharpening revo-
lutionary situation in the whole region.
The resounding victories of the Peo-
ple’s War are providing a model of how
to fight and what to fight for. Fear of
such an alternative path appearing in
the tinderbox of South Asia is no doubt
one of the reasons why the revolution |,
in Nepal is facing more direct opposi-
tion from the US and British imperial-
ists, as well as from the regional gen-
darme of the world imperialist system,
India. It is also clear that the rivalries
between the different reactionary
states, especially India and Pakistan,
as well as the turmoil and resistance
that has been unleashed by the so-
called “war on terrorism”, also create
more favourable conditions for revo-



lution throughout the subcontinent.

Likewise, in other front-line states
the revolutionary process is now much
more directly conditioned by the US-
led crusade. In Iran, the regime’s sham
opposition to imperialism may be about
to be put to the acid test, clarifying
minds and providing revolutionary
openings. The solidity of Turkey’s re-
actionary regime is the object of in-
creased US concern amid the political
and economic strains of enlisting in US
war efforts, a highly risky proposi-
tion.2 To cite another example key to
US plans, despite the Israeli effort to
“beat the Palestinians into submis-
sion”, as Sharon puts it, the Israeli oc-
cupation of Palestine has in no way
been rendered more stable by this
world context but instead continues to
generate resistance and spew instabil-
ity throughout the region. The return
of US troops to the Philippines has al-
ready triggered an anti-imperialist up-
roar throughout the country and may
offer opportunities for a new level in
the mobilisation and unity of the peo-
ple for armed struggle.

The exact effects on each of the
oppressed countries will be uneven
and hard to predict. In general, it may

" be that the higher stakes set by Bush
will have contradictory consequences.
People’s wars are necessarily pro-
tracted and go through twists and
turns. But just as it is impossible for
reactionary rule to prevail evenly
throughout the whole of a single
country in most of the countries
oppressed by imperialism, because of
the relative weakness of the central
state power in the oppressed nations,
particularly in the vast countryside, it
is also impossible for the US
imperialists to intervene everywhere
and all at once around the world, and
they will face some stark choices of
their own.

US forces are now stationed in at
least 100 of the 189 member states of
the United Nations — their greatest
world-wide presence since the Second
World War. Many of them are operat-
ing in areas like Central Asia that are
relatively unfamiliar, and far from the
US home base, with supplies depend-
ent on intermediate bases positioned
in “friendly” third countries like Saudi
Arabia that are sometimes not all that
stable. However “lean and mean” they
may be, they are still stretched thin,
including relative to US economic
strength. The US rulers are gambling
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that they will eventually be able to
translate this expanded military pres-
ence into economic gains. But this situ-
ation leaves their forces exposed and
vulnerable on an unprecedented scale.

While the US has been fairly suc-
cessful in the initial stage of the “cru-
sade” in lining up the other imperialist
powers, the diverging interests of the

different powers mean that they will

not be able to maintain indefinitely a
unified camp—contention as well col-
lusion is a permanent feature of impe-
rialism. Already the fissures in the US-
led “coalition” are showing themselves
in relation to Iraq and Palestine and
will grow deeper as the resistance of
the people intensifies.

When Rumsfeld defined the new
US military doctrine as the ability to
fight in four major theatres of war at
once —and largely alone — he was mak-
ing the assumption that nobody would
fight back too hard and that the US
would keep winning easy victories.
After all, the war in Vietnam was just
one war and even so the US could not
win it. This situation poses unprec-
edented challenges to the revolution-
ary forces, too, including in terms of
raising their level of internationalist
unity so as to wage the global strug-
gle against the imperialists in a2 more
unified way.

As for the situation in the imperial-
ist countries, there is historical experi-
ence to draw on there as well. “Never
is imperialism stronger than at the out-
break of a war”’, Lenin wrote in 1915 in
a polemic against those who saw only
that aspect of the situation and not the
revolutionary situations that were to
break out over time as the effects of
the war unfolded in the belligerent
countries. Later on he added, “In the
first place, never do the governments
stand in such need of agreement with
all the parties of the ruling classes, or
of the ‘peaceful’ submission of the
oppressed classes in relation to that
rule, as in the time of war. Secondly,
even though ‘at the beginning of a
war’, and especially in a country that
expects a speedy victory, the govern-
ment seems all-powerful, nobody in'the
world has ever linked expectations of

“a revolutionary situation exclusively

with the ‘beginning’ of a war, and still
less has anybody ever identified the
‘seeming’ with the actual.” -

No revolutionary situation iow ex-
ists in the imperialist heartlands, but
revolutionary situations are impossi-

ble without crises generated by events
such as the current war, and no one
can say with certainty whether this or
some future crisis will giverise to such
a situation. There has never been an
imperialist war that was not at first
greeted by a wave of patriotism. On
closer examination, the sentiments
among even the intermediate people
in the US and other imperialist coun-
tries are more complicated than they
might at first appear. Also, the situa-
tion between imperialist countries is
necessarily uneven, but the eager race
to build up arms, to militarise societies
and to get troops on the ground to
contend for control and booty wher-
ever possible will drag all of these coun-
tries into the whirlpool. The US posi-
tion as a frontline country will draw
people into political life in an intensi-
fied manner, and the struggles there
against the US crusade will have enor-
mous impact on the rest of the world,
just as the struggles in other countries
will give heart to those in the belly of
the beast. :

The struggle against the US-led
war and aggression against the world’s
people will have a crucial impact on
the development of the world revolu-
tion. Marx spoke of the need for the

‘working class to resist the capitalists

or risk becoming reduced to a mass of
broken wretches; the same applies to
resistance against today’s unjust wars.
Moreover, Middle Eastern immigrants
in America are already living under
martial law. Britain has locked up asy-
lum seekers in concentration camp-like
conditions. Its proposed requirement
that they carry microchip “smart cards”
whose contents are secret even from
the men and women carrying them,?

has been compared to the yellow stars
Jews were made to wear by the Nazis.
Colonial wars old and new are inevita-
bly accompanied by repression
against those forced to leave their
homelands to work in the metropolises,
where they form a basic component of
the proletariat in many imperialist
countries. This was seen in the massa-
cres of Algerian demonstrators in Paris
during France’s war against Algeria.
Only if the advanced proletarians and
their Maoist representatives in these
countries stand up in solidarity with
the world’s people can they become fit
to rule; only in this way can they rep-
resent the interests of, and begin to
unite, the workers and the majority of
people in these societies whose fun-
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damental interests are opposed to the. .
kind of world they are now trapped in.
" Further, this is the context for theé
necessary organisational efforts’to go
from what Lenin described as a situa-
tion of revolutionaries wearing “thin-
soled shoes” to one where “hob-nailed
boots” are required. It would be an er-
ror of shameful and perhaps fatal pro-
portions to fail to recognise the exist-
ence and implications of the new situ-
ation.
“There is considerable danger of
losing revolutionary bearings in the
face of this situation. There has already
been some experience in the anti-
globalisation movement, whose surge
in the period before 11 September so
alarmed the imperialists of every coun-
try and provoked much of their post-
11 September crackdown. (Police gun-
fire against anti-globalisation
protestors in Gothenburg and Genoa
heralded the changing rules of the
game in Western politics.) Some forces
have tried to disconnect demands
against globalisation from the current
wars and preparations for wars. The
question facing people in these move-
ments, like everyone else on the globe,
is whether or not to stand with the peo-
ple of the world. Otherwise, just and
important protests against
McDonald’s and genetically-modified
products, or even political repression,
risk missing the point. For instance,
there was not nearly strong €nough
opposition to the US-led war at the anti-
globalisation conference in Porto
Alegre, Brazil. Members and support-
ers of complicit European govern-
ments (especially France) were allowed
to participate as if they were not part
of the problem. This was a case study
in how to reduce the demand for a dif-
ferent world to an irrelevant, pious wish
by ignoring what keeps that world from
being born —imperialism and its armed
forces and enforcers. To take another
example, raising slogans against both
war and terrorism means avoiding
pointing the spearhead of the struggle
against the US and one’s own ruling
classes and can only strangle the peo-
ple’s resistance in its cradle. Those
who understand the possibility and
necessity of uniting very broadly, of
basing themselves on the masses and
uniting all who can be united against
the US-led crusade and imperialist war
in all its manifestations, will be able to
inspire and lead the hard work of shed-
ding light on the world situation and

telling the masses the truth about

“Where their interests lie — not with the

imperialists and governments, but with
the people of the world. .

As the Revolutionary International
Movement has recently written, “The
world has entered a périod of con-

~spicuous change when what on the

surface seemed permanent and immov-
able is being shaken by its internal
contradictions. It is a time full of both
greater opportunities and real dangers.
It will require all of our proletarian re-
solve, our ‘Marxist-Leninist-Maoist
stand, viewpoint and method as well
as our correct political orientation to
advance amidst the turbulent storm.
We can see the possibility of ultimate
victory coming more sharply into fo-
cus but this will require more struggle
and more sacrifice.”

Mao Tsetung said that imperialism
is both a real tiger and a paper tiger,
and in the long run it is the people and
only the people who are really power-
ful. In today’s world, anyone who tries
to ignore that real tiger aspect is
spreading a suicidal fallacy. But why
is it also a paper tiger? This aspect can
remain latent in ordinary times and is
brought out only by mass struggle in
all its forms. Not because imperialism’s
skyscrapers can fall to the ground but
because it does evil things at home and
around the world, arousing the hatred
of the people and uniting them against
it, and in the long run the people and
only the people, including in the belly
of the beast, can resolve the contra-
dictions it gives rise to. The world is
plunging deeper into disasters that can
only be resolved by the people, mobi-
lised in revolutionary struggle and led
by a Marxist-Leninist-Maoist line.

ENDNOTES

1 The burning of the German
Reichstag (parliament) in 1933 gave
Hitler,the pretext to declare “you’re ei-
ther with us or against us” in his own
style and consolidate Nazi rule as a
prelude to a war for world hegemony.

2 In the real world, these neutral
economic terms mean chaos and, suf-
fering on a scale rarely seen in human
history. For instance, the “normal work-
ings” of world trade meant that Zam-
bia’s agriculture was ruined and its
economy became dependent on for-
eign-owned mining, and those same
normal workings meant that when the
world’s handful of competing monopo-

lies produced too much copper in the
various Third World countries they
controlled, Zambia’s mines were closed
and that capital just picked up and
moved elsewhere. The International
Monetary Fund (IMF) solved the prob-
lem of the shortage of profit opportu-
nities for imperialist capital in Zambia
by opening its economy to further pen-
etration in other ways. It forced the
country to drop the trade barriers that
protected its once-thriving garment
factories where the miners’ wives, sis-
ters and children worked. Imported
clothing soon swept them away like a
tidal wave. One of the dozens of
women trying to keep her children alive
by selling a few tomatoes in a local
market told a reporter, “No one-alive
now has ever seen such poverty.” In
the wake of the financial crisis caused
by global currency movements, within
a matter of weeks peasants in Indone-
sia went from eating rice to the bark off
trees. The world has seen famine,
plague and other disasters, but never
have they been so clearly man-made.

3 The two blocs were held together
by mutual interests, not force, but de-
fections weren'’t allowed on either side.
The Soviets made that point in Czecho-
slovakia in 1968. So did the US, al-
though sometimes less openly. In Italy,
for instance, under Project Gladio and
secret organisations like the P2 Ma-
sonic Lodge, the US organised to
launch a military coup in co-operation
with like-minded sections of the Ital-
ian ruling class should the pro-Soviet
Italian Communist Party come too close
to power.

4 Nixon’s Secretary of State, Henry
Kissinger, is on record as saying, “We
can’t let a country go Marxist just be-
cause its people are irresponsible.” He
directed the CIA to organise a military
coup to overthrow Allende. The US-
backed generals executed thousands
of real or suspected impediments to US
interests, creating the political condi-
tions for further US investment.

5 Argentina is a good example.
European and especially Spanish capi-
tal is so heavily concentrated in that
country and its neighbours that when
the IMF refused to extend Argentina’s
loans, the Spanish stock market trem-
bled, while the US market was able to
take it in stride. France and Spain had
attempted to forestall this decision, but
inder the IMF system of weighted
voting, the US has veto power. Too
bad for the Spanish banks. And too
bad for the millions of Argentinians
who woke up one morning and found



themselves poor or poorer when the
country’s currency collapsed.

6 For more on this, see “Free Trade
— Engine of Growth or Plunder?”, in
AWTW 2000/26.

7 By now it should be clear to all
that the argument that “human rights”
trumps sovereignty has led to a new
doctrine: “national security” (of the
US, of course) trumps human rights,
now merely “a fashionable cause of the
dim and distant 1990s”, as a columnist
cynically wrote.

8 Today, in the World Court in The
Hague, we see the Serbian thug fa-
voured by Russia and much of the
French ruling class, Milosevic, on trial,
while the Croatian Tudjman, the thug
favoured by Germany and the US, is
still in power.

9 They finally got their wish in the
fierce March fighting south of Gardez,
the first battle in the Afghanistan war
the US fought with conventional
forces. Troops from Australia, Canada,
Denmark, France, Germany and Nor-
way took part, with France sharing the
tasks of aerial bombardment. For a few
days, the Continental European foreign
ministers softened their tone.

10 The USSR produced military
.equipment, from Kalashnikov auto-
matic rifles to MiG jet fighters and the
world’s largest military aircraft, that
were considered at least equal in qual-
ity to that of the West. But measured
in current exchange rates, Russia’s
annual military budget is now down to
$9 billion. By comparison, according
to some estimates, the US is now
spending about $1 billion a day. It has
been said that the cost of maintaining
military parity with the West on the
smaller economic base of the Eastern
bloc created economic imbalances that
were a major factor in its demise. There
may be lessons for the US in terms of
its plans to greatly expand military
spending.

The change in the world balance
of military forces, brought about by the
further weakening of Russia, also im-
peded dreams of grafting Russian mili-
tary power onto European economic
might. That is another important dif-
ference between the world situation of
a decade ago and that of today.

11 In the last few years, France has
developed a rapid-reaction strike force
of 50,000 troops, part of a strategic rea-
lignment, begun in 1996, of France’s
armed forces away from its nuclear-
dependent focus of the Cold War days.
It has abandoned its land-based nu-
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clear missiles and bombers and, by
abolishing conscription, made it politi-
cally easier to send troops overseas.
Until recently Germany had only 1,000
soldiers specifically trained and
equipped for rapid intervention abroad.
The UK has 4,000 seasoned special
operations troops, the SAS, long infa-
mous for atrocities in Ireland and else-
where, whereas by contrast, compara-

ble German units saw combat for the '

first time in Kosovo. All three coun-
tries have made efforts to send these
soldiers into battle wherever and
whenever possible, not only to achieve
immediate military and political goals
but also to test and train them as core
units for future expansion.

12 India and Pakistan’s nuclear
weapons can be ignored as far as the
world military scene is concerned. Is-
rael’s nuclear weapons have a specific
role to guarantee the US-sponsored
Zionist outpost in the Middle East.

13 This may be the model the US
wants to implement for some or all of
the other imperialist countries as well,
akin to the Roman Empire where the
local ruling classes were articulated
into its empire, for their mutual benefit,
as long as all roads led to Rome, and

Rome got the lion’s share and the last -

word.

14 See “Cold War Government with
No War to Fight — America’s Imperial
Longings,” Philip S. Golub, Le Monde
Diplomatique (English edition), July
2001. Note the headline — this analy-
sis of America’s quest for unipolar
power was published before 11 Sep-
tember. Golub notes that even before
becoming Bush’s war secretary,
Rumsfeld was warning about a new
“Pearl Harbor”. It may be more accu-
rate to say that Rumsfeld was calling
for one. This is, of course, what the
Bushites labelled the 11 September
events. The original Pearl Harbor, the
Japanese attack on the American fleet
stationed in Hawaii that occasioned the
US entry into the Second World War,
was also an event at the very least
welcomed by the US, if not provoked
or deliberately allowed to happen. .

15 Shortly afterwards Powell ac-
cused his French counterpart, Hubert
Vedrine, of having “caught the va-
pours”, a remark that yet other “uni-

“dentified spokesmen” for the US trans-

lated as acting like a “menopausal
woman”. These remarks, from Bush’s
chief diplomat (!), are the terms on
which America is setting the debate:
“real men” versus females and the ef-
feminate. For the macho — misogynist

and homophobic -~ American military
man, this is a provocation.

16 America recently announced it
would develop smaller “tactical” nu-
clear devices that would e used in
“normal” wars. In fact, Afghanistan
and Iraq were cited as potential targets.
War strategists used to talk about the
“balance of terror”, which meant that
neither side would dare to provoke a
thermonuclear showdown. Now, in the
“brave” new post-Cold War world, we
may see — soon — the first nuclear war-
fare since Hiroshima.

17 Bush barely bothers to formu-
late credible pretexts. The CIA itself
(suddenly on the “left” in American
politics) issued a report in February
stating that Iraq, like Iran and North
Korea (the three countries on Bush’s
“axis of evil” list), was not at this time
involved in what the US considers
“terrorism”. Bush hasn’t tried to argue
otherwise. Instead, he emphasises
what weapons the regime might
acquire at'some time in the future,
which, even if they existed, would still
pale beside the chemical,
bacteriological, nuclear and other

“weapons of mass destruction”"

already in the hands of the US, Israel,
etc. (after.all, the anthrax used to kill
people by mail in the US was made for
equally murderous purposes by the
American government).

18 In addition to the end of US-
European “coalition politics” previ-
ously discussed, a decade ago the
USSR was the main defender of Iraq;
recently Russia refused to receive the
visit of an Iraqi minister.

19 Hardly a new venture for a re-
gime that provided weapons to the US-
sponsored Contras in Nicaragua dur-
ing the early 1980s.

20 The US acquired Cuba and
Pueito Rico in the same way during its
1898 war with Spain.

21 Contrary to its standard and al-

most invariable practice of refusing to
confirm or deny allegations about its
activities, the CIA later denounced this
as a fabrication.

22 This is one reason why the IMF
bailed out Turkey and not Argentina.

23 In a country that prides itself on
the lack of any national identity card
for its citizens. |
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Letter to the Communist Party of
Turkey/Marxist-Leninist

From the Committee of the Revolutionary Internationalist Movement

Comrades:....

The formation of the Revolution-
ary Internationalist Movement (RIM),
based on its Declaration, represented
a great victory for the Marxist-Leninist-
Maoist (MLM) forces world-wide and
in fact marked a major turning point in
the crisis of the international commu-
nist movement. Your Party participated
in this. (Here we are referring to the
united Party you were part of.) The
formation of RIM laid the basis for
ending the process of further disinte-
gration and collapse [of the interna-
tional communist movement] and re-
placed it with one of higher unity and
the growth of the revolutionary com-
munists — the Maoist forces — in the
world, However, shortly after that,
strong trends within TKPML and its
leadership opposed this basis of unity
of the MLM forces.'

To this end they put forward a seri-
ously flawed and erroneous argument:
that Mdo Tsetung Thought® did not
represent a qualitatively higher and
third stage in the development of Marx-
ism-Leninism. On the basis of this and
a series of other important criticisms,
the Declaration was called “opportun-
ist” by the majority of your Party lead-
ership.’Even at that time significant
forces in the TKPML did not accept
these attacks. It is not our intention in
this letter to review the struggle that
took place within the Party at that time
or the actions, tactics and subsequent
development of the various forces who
either separated from the Party centre
to form the Maoist Party Centre or oth-
ers who continued to struggle for an
MLM line within the framework of a
single Party centre. The point is that
your “centre”, the TKP/ML, is still car-
rying the ideological baggage of that
time and it is high time it took meas-
ures to rectify this.

In addition to negating. Mao
Tsetung Thought, another major criti-
cism made by the TKPML at the time

was of the summation contained in the
Declaration of Stalin’s errors. This
question was closely related to the
question of Maoism. It is a well-known

historical fact that the negation of Mao -

Tsetung Thought (today Maoism) and
the refusal to recognise comrade Sta-
lin’s errors was spearheaded by Enver
Hoxha [leader of the Party of Labour
of Albania] after Mao’s death and the
coup in China. Hoxhaite and semi-
Hoxhaite trends (by semi-Hoxhaites we
mean those who rejected some of
Hoxha’s more outrageous conclusions
but adopt his world-view and basic
arguments to a large degree) raised
their heads in many corners of the in-
ternational communist movement dur-
ing the years following Mao’s death.
In the communist movement of Tur-
key, including in the TKPML, this trend
was quite pronounced.

There were also several less cen-
tral but still significant questions con-
tained in your criticism of the Decla-
ration. Among your other criticisms
was the role of the national bourgeoi-

~ sie in the democratic revolution in the

oppressed nations. These, as well as
other criticisms, were expressed in the
Report of the Fifth Plenum of the Sec-
ond Central Committee (CC) of the
TKPML. and were responded to in our
1986 letter, to which, in the interests of
maintaining our focus, we will not re-
turn in this document.

As of January 2000 we were in-
formed by your representative that
your Party still holds the Declaration
to be “opportunist”. But what is the
reason for this charge now? The prin-
cipal reason you gave previously for
calling our Declaration “opportunist”
was its emphasis on Marxism-Lenin-
ism-Mao Tsetung Thought (today
MLM) as a third and higher stage of
the development of Marxism. Now if
you really have accepted MLM as a

third and higher stage of Marxism,.

what is the basis for continuing to hold
the position that the Declaration is

“opportunist”? Or is this a conclusion
in search of a justification?

After your Party put forward its
seriously wrong positions on Maoism
and called the Declaration of RIM
“opportunist”, there ensued a process
of internal struggle between RIM and
its parties and organisations and the
TKPML, in regard to this and other
cardinal questions of revolution.
CoRIM [Commiittee of RIM] wrote a
very important letter to your Party re-
sponding to your criticisms of the Dec-
laration. The first Expanded Meeting
of the RIM Committee approved this
letter in 1986. This letter seriously criti-
cises your Party’s centrist position on
Mao and Maoism and clarifies that the
RIM Declaratian is not only not “op-
portunist” but is an MLM platform
which draws a clear line of demarca-
tion between Marxism and revisionism
in today’s world. As we said in our 1986
letter:

“The heart of the dispute between
the Communist Party of Turkey
Marxist-Leninist and the Revolution-
ary Internationalist Movement has al-
ways been, and remains, the question
of Marxism- Leninism-Mao Tsetung
Thought [today MLM].... Much.of the
attack on the Declaration takes the
form of a ‘defence’ of the great
Marxist-Leninist Joseph Stalin and the
revolutionary heritage of the Third In-
ternational (Comintern). In fact, this
defence is not, in essence, a defence
of Stalin and the Comintern, and cer-
tainly not of their most revolutionary
accomplishments; it is, on the contrary,
an attack on Mao Tsetung and, spe-
cifically, on those important criticisms
that Mao summed up from the experi-
ence of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat in the Soviet Union, criticisms
which played an important role in the
development of Mao’s most vital con-
tribution to the science of
Marxism-Leninism, his theory of con-
tinuing the revolution under the dicta-
torship of the proletariat, and which in
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turn laid the basis for what, in the
words of the Declaration, represents
the most advanced experience of pro-
letarian dictatorship and the revolu-
tionising of society — the Great Prole-
tarian Cultural Revolution. The Decla-
ration of the Revolutionary Interna-
tionalist Movement emphasised that,
‘Lack of clarity on this question will
lead to revisionism.””’ ;

Your Party also challenged the fact
that it was Mao who developed the
strategy and tactics of making prole-
tarian revolution in the semi-colonial,
semi-feudal countries. From the fact
that Lenin and Stalin both paid con-
siderable attention to summing up the
initial development of a revolutionary
movement in these countries and made
a series of extremely important obser-
vations concerning the revolution
there, you wrongly implied that, there-
fore, Mao did not make a qualitative
development of Marxism-Leninism in
this field. At that time (in our 1986 let-
ter) we warned that centrism over MM
would lead to abandoning the strat-
egy of people’s war. In fact, at differ-
ent junctures this centrism led the lead-
ership of TKP/ML to question the pos-
sibility and necessity of waging peo-
ple’s war in Turkey. _

Another argument of your Party for
calling the Declaration “opportunist”

was that the Declaration boldly sums

up the deviations of the Comintern
during the Second World War and in
the course of adopting the policy of
the United Front Against Fascism. In
response to this we said that the Party
leadership’s blind defence of the
Comiintern is, “above all, a reflection
of the TKPML’s open rejection of the
conception of Mao Tsetung Thought
and its failure to really grasp Mao’s
qualitative contribution to the science
of Marxism-Leninism. In order to pull
Mao down it is necessary to build up
Stalin and the Comintern and more than
that, protect them from any real, criti-
cal summation of practice.” ]

These were the outstanding ideo-
logical and political differences be-
tween the line of your Party and the
line of our Movement. They consti-
tuted your Party’s basis for callmg.the
RIM Declaration an “opportunist”
document since 1985. -

Are we arguing that there were no
errors in the Declaration written in
19847 Of course not, that would be a
Hoxhaite failure to see the contradic-
tion in everything. In the course of

vigorous debate in the years follow-"
ing the formation of our Movement, '

we have developed our collective un--
derstanding on a number of important
questions concerning the analysis of
the situation in the world and making
revolution. The most far-reaching of
these developments are reflected in the
document Long Live Marxism-Lenin-
ism-Maoism! which our Movement
adopted in 1993. Not only does that
document correctly adopt the term
Maoism instead of Mao Tsetung
Thought, it explains the content of that
change. Through practice in revolu-
tionary struggle and lively internal de-
bate we raised our understanding of
the Maoist line for making revolution
in the oppressed countries, the univer-
sality of people’s war and other ques-
tions, and this higher understanding
was reflected in that document. Impor-
tant developments have taken place in

our analysis of the world situation, in- .

cluding reaching a unified position on
the principal contradiction in the world
today. Along with these advances in
our ideological and political under-
standing and unity, our Movement has
gained precious experience in fulfilling
its task as the embryonic centre of the
Maoist forces and leading the process
of the formation of a new communist
international. RIM has made corre-
sponding organisational advances,
and its parties and organisations and
the Movement as a whole have grown
stronger and more capable of fulfilling
their responsibilities.

This process has been driven by
vigorous internal struggle waged by
RIM’s parties and organisations. Cer-
tainly, various forces in the TKPML
have participated directly or indirectly
in this process of unity-struggle-unity.
But the negative attitude and ap-
proach to RIM that your Party is cham-
pioning did not contribute to this proc-
ess; rather it can be said that it was an
obstacle. The advance of RIM in all
aspects, including jts ability to over-
come earlier errors and weaknesses, is
testimony to the strength of the MLM
basis on which it was founded.

Since 1985 your Party has gone
through many changes of legdersmp.
Every time you called the prevnguilead-
ership “rightist” or “opportunist . But
you never argued, either in meetings
with us or in the writings of your Party,
that these previous leaderships t}ad a
fundamental problem — centrsm in re-
gard to life-and-death questions of

socialist revolution and Marxism. Even
after your Party adopted MLM you did
not base this position on a summation
of your past deviations on this ques-
tion. Even after you adopted MLM you
refused to drop your position against
the Declaration or explain why — this
time on the basis of calling yourself
MLM - you think the Declaration is
“opportunist”. In the following sec-
tions we will see how, despite calling
yourself MLM, your understanding of
our scientific ideology still lapses in
important aspects.

YOUR SUMMATION OF THE
TKP/ML’S HISTORY
SHOWS YOUR LINE

We believe that the history of ad-
vances and problems of TKP/ML must
be evaluated mainly in relation to Mao
and MLM. Not because of our subjec-
tive desire but because it is the reality.
We whole-heartedly unite with the
position of TKP(ML) in its letter to
RIM which said whenever the Party
departed from MLM it caused crisis
and serious damage. (From the letter
of the CC of TKP(ML) to RIM, Janu-
ary 2001).

Only this can be a correct summa-
tion of the history of your Party, and it
must be taken as a guideline. In your
account of “The Brief History of TKP/
ML” [from a document entitled, Hail
the Glorious Achievements of Our
Party on the Twenty-Fifth Anniversary
of its. Founding and Struggle, July
1997], this approach is absent. In this
account of the TKP/ML history you
list numerous problems your Party had
had, where you also toss in the ques-
tion of Mao Tsetung in a very ambigu-
ous way. The failure to recognise the
root cause of the problems leads to an
eclectic line. The characteristic of an
eclectic line is that it muddles together
the correct and incorrect. Thus, the
partial truths that are expressed be-
come mere demagoguery in the serv-
ice of what is wrong. This kind of line
only confuses minds. Since it pays lip
service to some correct points it hopes
to prevent the revolutionary masses
from seeing its fundamentally wrong
essence. Because it mixes primary and
secondary problems together, it diverts
attention from the essence of the prob-
lem. That is why eclecticism has often
been the vehicle used by right oppor-
tunism when the open advocacy of an
overtly opportunist line is difficult —
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we saw this same situation in China
when the revolutionary left had to
sharply struggle against the eclecti-
cism serving as a Trojan Horse for the
right opportunist line of Deng Xiao-
ping. One would expect that, especially
when a document is only a “Brief His-
tory”, it would deal with the principal
problem at each turning point of the
Party’s history.

Your account of Comrade Ibrahim
Kaypakkaya’s split from the Shafak
revisionists [a group of pro-Soviet re-
visionists] lacks decisive aspects of
historical truth. You fail to underline
the fact that the formation of the Party
was principally related to the world-
wide struggle between Marxism and re-
visionism. You fail to grasp what Com-
rade Ibrahim Kaypakkaya stressed,

“that, “It must be emphatically said that

the TKPML is a product of the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution.” It was
under the influence of the Great Prole-
tarian Cultural Revolution and his
grasp of - MLM that Ibrahim
Kaypakkaya could recognise the revi-
sionist essence of the Shafak group
even while they were covering their
revisionism in a garb of pro-Mao pos-
turing. Comrade Ibrahim Kaypakkaya
exposed the reformist, legalist and
economist activities of the Shafak re-
visionists and ruthlessly uncovered
their poisonous revisionist eclecticism.
He convincingly argued that “these
gentlemen think that by changing the
name they can change the content”.
In 1979, the Party had correctly
pointed out that: “In the fight against
Khrushchevite modern revisionism,
young Marxist-Leninist parties were
bom in many countries under the in-
fluence of the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution.... Our Party was born un-
der such conditions [following a refer-
ence to, among other things, the
«world-wide effects of the Cultural
Revolution”] int Turkey and the world.”
The formation of the TKPML was part
of the whole Marxist-Leninist move-
ment that, to quote the Declaration,
“has as its origins this historic appeal
[referring to the Proposal for a Gen-
eral Line of the International Com-
munist Movement] and the polemics
that accompanied it.” It was precisely
the inspiration of the Cultural Revolu-
tion that played a key role in the devel-
opment of a vanguard party in Turkey.
For, as in a great many countries, the
history of the communist parties that
had been part of the Third Interna-

tional was far from revolutionary. As
we said in our 1986 letter: “In the case
of Turkey, it seems evident that, on the
ideological level as well as in practice,
Ibrahim Kaypakkaya represented the
kind of rupture with revisionism that
was the precondition to the develop-
ment of a real Marxist-Leninist move-
ment. In fact, the great contribution of
Ibrahim Kaypakkaya was to bring Mao
Tsetung Thought to Turkey, to begin
the process of integrating the univer-
sal truth of Marxism-Leninism-Mao
Tsetung Thought with the concrete
realities of Turkey, and, on that basis,
to launch the first real and serious ef-
forts to establish red political power
amidst the flames of people’s war”
[quoted from the 1986 CoRIM letter to
TKPML].

GRASPING THE KEY LINK

Again, in your account of the Par-
ty's history from 1978 onwards, the key
link is not grasped.

After the death of Mao and the
counter-revolutionary coup in China a
crisis broke out in the International
Communist Movement and within the
communist parties and organisations
that had been formed in the midst of
the international struggle led by the
Communist Party of China and Mao
against the modern revisionists in the
USSR. This crisis took another leap
when the revisionist Enver Hoxha
launched a vicious attack against Mao
and MLM.

The problem of Mao and Maoism
in the Party since then is rooted in that
crisis. In some parties there were splits
between Marxist-Leninist-Maoists and
those that sided with Hua Kuo-feng
and Deng Xiao-ping and called China
socialist. Some of the that parties that
denounced the revisionist nature of
the new rulers in China were unable to
extend this to digging deeper into Mao
and MLM and resolutely upholding
and applying MLM. As a result a cen-
trist tendency developed towards
MLM in some communist parties and
organisations. In some cases this hap-
pened because a strong pro-Hoxha
trend developed. In other cases it hap-
pened without an explicit pro-Hoxha
grouping developing. Nonetheless,
whether they openly upheld Hoxha or
not, they shared a common line and
outlook on vital issues regarding the
international communist movement
and revolution. Within TKPML. there

developed a liquidationist and centrist
trend concerning Mao and Maoism.
The liquidationist tendency was rep-
resented by those who were openly
_pro-Hoxha. But even after Hoxha’s at-
tacks against Mao were rebuffed, the
TKPML dropped Mao Tsetung
Thought. TKPML continued to defend
Mao and his contributions but re-
frained from restoring Marxism-Lenin-
ism-Mao Tsetung Thought as the ideo-
logical basis on which, in fact, the
Party had been formed.

In your whole account of your
“Brief History” there is no mention of
this! There is no mention that your
Party dropped Mao Tsetung Thought
and did not restore it for more than 10
years. Your Party only called itself
Marxist-Leninist and even criticised
the Declaration of the Revolutionary
Internationalist Movement as “oppor-
tunist” for upholding Marxism-Lenin-
ism-Mao Tsetung Thought. It is amaz-
ing that you can keep quiet about this
long lapse and not sum it up in your
“Brief Histery” even while you deal
with diverse (real or imaginary) kinds
of deviations of different sections of
TKPML in that “Brief History”. You
treat this long lapse in dropping Mao-
ism as a very minor misunderstanding!
You keep quiet about this but you can-
not pass up celebrating the one hun-
dredth anniversary of Hoxha’s birth in
your legal paper, Ozgur Gelecek! Is this
not amazing?

In your “Brief History” you re-
count the important and correct strug-
gle of TKPML in 1976 against those
who later became Halkin Birligi [who
until 1994 called themselves TKP/ML
Hareketi, or TKP/ML Movement]. You
say: “...the views of this faction and
those of the Party were diametrically
opposed. These differences were on
the analysis of socio-economic struc-
ture of the country, the path of revolu-
tion, the character of revolution, the
preparation for revolution, the main
contradiction, and Mao Tse-Tung”
[cited from the English translation of
Hail the Glorious..., 1997]

You correctly call this group a “re-
visionist” group. But what was the prin-
cipal reason for their revisionism? If it
was liquidation of Mao, then why are
you mentioning it last, and referring to
the Mao question as one of the differ-
ences with this group? In fact it may
well be true that your Party at the time
dealt with this difference as only one
among many. But to treat the differ-
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ence on this question merely as one of

the differences was and is wrong. It is-

a sign of your centrist line on' the
cardinality of Mao and Maoism in the
fight against revisionism. At that time
(as well as now) that was the key prob-
lem of your Party. Every other problem

that you listed in your article boiled

down from liquidating Mao. The ne-
gation of Ibrahim Kaypakkaya’s line
flowed from liquidating Mao. If this is
not grasped you will not be able to
make a correct summation of the Par-
ty’s history. You will always end up
with an eclectic summation. You should
follow what Mao taught: grasp the key
link! Once one grasps the key link eve-
rything else will fall into place.

In the “Brief History” you sum up
the February 1978 Conference of your
Party in this way: “This Conference
was particularly important as a deci-
sion was taken to stop organising lo-
cally and begin organising centrally.
The initial period of the First CC...was
qualitatively MLM. Nevertheless, at
the fourth meeting, the CC departed
from the MLM line and went towards
the right. ... Despite discussions about
People’s War, the idea would only stay
in theory.”

It is true that this Conference was
very important in terms of reorganisa-
tion of the TKPML. But it is amazing
that you forget to mention that it was
this Conference which changed the
guiding ideology of TKPML from
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung
Thought to Marxism-Leninism. It was

_this Conference that dropped Mao
Tsetung Thought and lowered Mao to
the ranks of Dimitrov [a Bulgarian com-
munist who was a leading figure in the
international communist movement in
the 1930s] and even Hoxha. In 1978 the
First Conference of the TKPML pql?-
lished a document entitled “Self-criti-
cism of the TKPML” addressed to the
“Marxist-Leninists of the world”. This
document, which examines some ques-
tions of the history of the Party, tries
to link the conception of Mao Tsetung
Thought to the erroneous view put
forward by Lin Piao regarding “a new
era”. The First Conference sgated:
«.although F. Engels, J.V. Stalin, G.
Dimitrov, E. Hoxha and Mao Tsetung
are great teachers, they have not con-
tributed to the theory on a new basis
for they have not lived in a new era
different from Marx’s or Lenin’s.”

The fact that today your Party
evaluates this period of the First CC as

“qualitatively Maoist” shows that your
understanding of ‘Maoism is still
marred by more thari a few remnants of
Hoxhaism. One expects that when you
start criticising the First CC because it
“departed from MLM and went to the
right” you would mention the fact that
it developed a semi-Hoxhaite centrist
line on Mao and that it openly negated
the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolu-
tion’s universal application. Instead
you beat around the bush in order to
avoid the principal deviation of the
First CC.: Why do you do that? Is it not
because you still have not grasped the
essence of Maoism despite the fact that
you have adopted the name? Your
“Brief History” criticises the First CC
for not implementing people’s war.
While this was an extremely important
deviation, it was not the cause but the
result. Dropping Mao Tsetung
Thought from the guiding line of your
Party and negating the universality of
the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolu-
tion by your First CC meant that your
Party leadership was confused about
the nature of its goal: socialism and
communism. Dropping Mao Tsetung
Thought, especially in the climate of
Enver Hoxha’s assault on Mao for “war
without perspective” and “populism”
(by which he means “based on the
peasantry”), also meant dropping peo-
ple’s war and the basic line Mao de-
veloped for revolution in semi-feudal,
semi-colonial countries. Unfortunately
your Party is still unable to see this
fundamental problem. We should
stress that your account of this his-
tory avoids key questions, reverses the
primary and secondary and cause and
effect, and sows confusion.

This First TKPML Central Commit-
tee correctly opposed the reactionary
attacks of Hoxha on Mao Tsetung. But
despite the refusal of the TKPML Cen-
tral Committee to adopt Hoxha’s con-
clusions, Hoxhaite thinking and ap-
proach continued to exert influence. In
fact a key feature of the First CC of
TKPML was that it tried to strike a
“middle ground”. On the one hand it
rejected the reactionary attacks of the
Hoxhaites on Mao and on thg other
hand it developed a line against ac-
cepting Mao’s developments of Marx-
ism-Leninism. Look what it says
against Mao indirectly: “Similarly, the
idea that links the class s.trpggle to the
existence of the bourgeoisie as a class
and the idea that propounds its con-
tinued existence as a class throughout

the historical stage of socialism, are
also ideas that constitute a deviation
from Marxism-Leninism.” [From the
Report of the Ninth Plenum of the First
CC of TKPML.] Your account of his-
tory misses this important fact of the
history of your Party in an astonish-
ing manner! We deeply believe that
this is not just a misunderstanding but
a line question. Your First CC in a
number of its documents rejected
Mao’s cardinal analysis of the exist-
ence of classes and class struggle un-
der socialism, two-line struggle in the
party and the universal significance of
the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolu-
tion....

The First CC openly criticised Mao
and the Communist Party of China on
the vital question of the two-line strug-
gle in the party and put out a “classic”
Hoxhaite line that: “The Chinese Com-
munist Party regarded the struggle
between the ‘two lines’, i.e. the prole-
tarian line and the bourgeois line, as
legitimate. This is not a correct under-
standing. What is legitimate is ideo-
logical struggle within the Party.
Whether this turns into a struggle be-
tween two lines is dependent on a se-
ries of objective and subjective fac-
tors.” As we know, neither Enver
Hoxha nor the First CC of the TKPML
was correct in saying that Mao held
that the existence of the bourgeois line
was “legitimate”. Rather, he held that
such a struggle was inevitable, had
material roots, and if not paid atten-
tion to would lead to disaster for the
proletariat. Mao’s correct understand-
ing was linked to his whole dialectical
materialist approach and its application
to understanding the laws of socialist
society.

In the face of Hoxhaite attacks
against Mao, the Party did not firmly
defend Mao but took the position that
the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolu-
tion does not have universal applica-
tion. The “Report of the Ninth Plenum”
said: “It is to create a theoretical
dogma, for instance, to present the
Great Proletarian'Cultural Revolution
as it took shape in China — which was
a product of the specific circumstances
in China - as a universal principle.”
This position went against the foun-
dations of the TKPML, which was a
product of the Great Proletarian Cul-
tural Revolution: This kind of position
went against the urgent need for draw-
ing a clear line of demarcation between
Marxism and revisionism. Compare this
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position with the sharp and clear posi-
tion of the Declaration that you call
an “opportunist” document: “Lenin
said, ‘Only he/she is a Marxist who
extends the recognition of the class
struggle to the recognition of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat.’ In the
light of the invaluable lessons and ad-
vances achieved through the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution led by
Mao Tsetung, this criterion put forward
by Lenin has been further sharpened.
Now it can be said that only he/she is
a Marxist who extends the recognition
of the class struggle to the recogni-
tion of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat and to the recognition of the ob-
jective existence of classes, antagonis-
tic class contradictions and of the con-
tinuation of the class struggle under
the dictatorship of the proletariat
throughout the whole period of social-
ism until communism. And as Mao so
powerfully stated, ‘Lack of clarity on
this question will lead to revision-
ism.’”

Therefore, your “Brief History”
definitely closes its eyes when it says
that, “The initial period of the First
CC... was qualitatively MLM...” and
links the departure of the Fourth Ple-
num of the CC from the “MLM line” to
not taking steps towards starting
armed struggle and not foreseeing the
military coup, etc., problems which
however important were not the source
but the results. Rather, it could be said
that those errors were the logical con-
clusion of the line adopted earlier.

It was shortly after the Ninth Cen-

tral Committee meeting of the TKPML
that the First International Conference
of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organi-
sations took place in 1980. In this In-
ternational Conference the TKPML
participated as observers. The TKPML
delegation played an extremely nega-
tive role in the Conference, parroting
Hoxhaite attacks on Mao Tsetung
Thought, and masquerading as de-
fenders of Stalin and the Comintern.
The TKPML refused to sign the Joint
Communiqué produced by the First
International Conference. This is an-
other part of your Party’s history that
you have dubiously forgotten to men-
tion.

During this entire period various
forces in the international communist
movement continued to struggle with
the comrades of the TKPML, to dem-
onstrate their erroneous positions and
the dangers involved in such a cen-

trist approach.

The Second Conference of the
TKPML was held in January 1981. At
this meeting the “Bolshevik™ faction
in the Central Committee criticised Mao
Tsetung and declared that Mao
Tsetung, unlike Marx, Engels, Lenin
and Stalin, could not be considered a
“classic”. The “Bolsheviks” were de-

‘feated in this Conference and Mao was

upheld as a “classic”. The “Bolshevik”
faction was expelled from the Party. In
the aftermath of the Second Confer-
ence, the newly elected Central Com-
mittee re-examined the position that
had been taken by the previous Cen-
tral Committee regarding the Joint
Communiqué and decided to sign the
Communiqué with some reservations
(which were reprinted in the second
issue of A World to Win (first pre-RIM
series)). Similarly, the Second Plenum
of the TKPML Central Committee criti-
cised itself for not having fulfilled its
responsibilities in relation to the inter-
national communist movement and
pledged to make further efforts. The
victory over the “Bolshevik” line was
testimony to the strong influence of
Mao and Maoism within the TKPML
as well as the heritage of Ibrahim
Kaypakkaya. It was a sign that the revo-
lutionary leaders and members of the
Party, unlike bourgeois democrats,
want to fight for a genuine revolution
and not something else.

We agree with your “Brief History”
that, “The most important issue dealt
with by this Second Conference was
the defence of Mao against the attacks
from the Enver Hoxha fraction.... In
short Mao and his teachings were reso-
lutely defended in this conference.”
But we'should emphasise the fact that
this Conference did not succeed in
uprooting the centrist line on Mao and
MLM. Even after the expulsion of the
Hoxhaite revisionists from the Party,
the TKPML continued to refrain from
recognising Mao Tsetung Thought or
Maoism as a qualitatively new and
higher stage in the development of
Marxism-Leninism. A great many dis-
cussions were held between various
Maoist parties who had signed the
Joint Communiqué and representa-
tives of the TKPML on a whole series
of outstanding questions, most of all
on Mao Tsetung Thought. "

Again, your account of this period.
of the history of the Party obscures
and covers over the main problem. You
do not even mention that, despite de-

fending Mao against the “Bolshevik
fraction”, that conference failed to re-
inscribe MLM on the banner of the
Party. This is how you describ¢’ this
period in your “Brief History™: “One
side of contradiction was right oppor-
tunism and the other side was ‘left’ op-
portunism. One side of contradiction
was bureaucratism and the other side
was sectarianism. While both the right
and ‘left’ opportunism seriously af-
fected the Party, it was the right that
posed the main danger.” The fact that
political-ideological polarisation within
the Party crystallised around these
secondary issues rather than the root
cause was itself a problem. It was an
important sign that the key link was
not grasped. In your ‘“Brief History”
you still fail to grasp the key source of
the different deviations that sprang up
in the Party. Again, not accepting
MLM (at the time Mao Tsetung
Thought) as the -guiding ideology of
TKPML and not defining the contri-
butions of Mao as the third and quali-
tatively higher stage of development
of Marxism-Leninism was not just a
minor misunderstanding on your part.
It was an obvious sign of not grasp-
ing/accepting the truth of Mao’s con-
tributions. It was a wrong line and it
must be stated as such. The fact that
today you dismiss this criticism and
run away from it, the fact that you do
not want to look it in the eye and sum
itup in order to get rid of all of its mani-
festations, shows that despite the fact
that you have adopted the term you
have not grasped the essence of MLM.

Your “Brief History” continues to
miss major turning points in the life of
the TKPML. In 1984 the Party joined
the efforts to convene the Second In-
ternational Conference and form RIM.
At the Second International Confer-
ence, the Party was represented by top
Party leadership. The Party was ac-
tively involved in drafting the Decla-
ration of the Revolutionary Interna-
tionalist Movement. 1t played an im-
portant role both in struggling for its
positions and in uniting with the con-
sensus of the Conference.

This was another big victory for
the TKPML and cotild have cleared the
way for the total victory of MLM in
the Party, but instead the Party contin-
ued to maintain its core understand-
ing on Mao Tsetung Thought. Nota-
bly, soon after the formation of RIM
the Turkish edition of the Declaration
was printed with a statement express-
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ing the TKPML’s disagreement with
Mao Tsetung Thought. Later, the view-
point of the TKPML Central Commit-
tee evolved into the extreme posifion
put forward in their Report holding the
Declaration to be “opportunist”.

In a strange manner your “Brief
History” jumps over this rather impor-
tant period! There is not even a word
about it. The years 1984-1986 simply
do not exist in your “Brief History”.

Even though sharp differences ex-
isted within the TKPML, unfortunately
these differences did not crystallise
mainly around MLM. A third Confer-
ence was held by the CC of the TKPML
in 1987. Your Brief History says: “This

conference was a milestone as it swept

away the effects of the 12 September
coup within the Party and united the
Party. This Conference decided that
guerrilla war was the main task. The
Third Conference on the one hand
criticised and condemned right oppor-
tunism within the Party and on the
other hand. analysed DABK [East
Anatolia Regional Committee]. Al-
though DABK’s wrong tendency and
departure from MLM was openly iden-
tified, this conference regarded them
as one of the forces within the Party.
Therefore, the Third Conference did
not understand the true nature of the
DABK. The DABK was seen to be
MLM in theory and in defence of the
Party programme but this was on the
surface.” : -
This account of the Party's history
really surprises us. No doubt there are
important lessons that should be un-
derstood and summed up from the di-
vision of the Party into the CC and the
DABK centres at that time. But one
thing is sure: summation of this ques-
tion also must be based on putting the
problem of MLM at the centre. Other-
wise, it will fail to get to the heart of the
problems. )

As far as we know, the Third Con-
ference of your Party adopted the term
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung
Thought. However it is very clear that
the Hoxhaite trend and thinking con-
tinued to exert considerable influence
in your Party. Just to give one example
we will quote your Party’s amazing
summation of the nature of the Party
of Labour of Albania: “Within the par-
ties and states who claimed to be com-
munists, the position of the Labour
Party and the People’s Republic of Al-
bania was less decayed, therefore they

had more positive aspects in the coun-

try’s life. It also deviated from ML and

bécame revisionist, howgver it was not

‘as bad as other revisionism. [...] It

didn’t have an exploiter class and a
privileged section. There was not any
serious proof showing that the Party
of Labour of Albania has started revi-
sionist—capitalist restoration. [...] up
to now we have not said that Albania
is not a socialist country. [...] It was
the only country that kept socialism
alive and was less influenced by the
liberal-bourgeois wind.” (“Ibrahim
Kaypakkaya’*, Worker Peasant Libera-
tion, 1990, number 95, page 27.).

After unity of the two sides — be-
tween the CC and DABK — in 1993,
the united Party adopted MLM instead
of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung
Thought. Your “Brief History” says:
“One of the important decisions of this
First Extraordinary Conference [in 1993]
was to accept MLM instead of Mao
Tsetung Thought.” In our opinion this
was a great advance. But it was not
clear on the basis of what line strug-
gles within the Party this was adopted
and how the Party summed up its past
centrism on this question. In fact, your
“Brief History” implies that no sum-
mation was (and is) seen as necessary.
You imply this by saying: “Although
the content of Marxism-Leninism-Mao
Tsetung Thought had been under-
stood correctly, the naming of it had
been incomplete.”

We wish this were true. But unfor-
tunately it seems that the Hoxhaite
legacy had not been uprooted prop-
erly even at this point. The least sign
of it is that even after your Party
adopted MLM it also celebrated the
hundredth birthday of Hoxha with a
Jarge photograph of him in your jour-
nal Ozgur Gelecek in 1994. In our meet-
ing with your Party’s delegation we
seriously criticised you for celebrating
this revisionist who spared no effort
to attack Maoism and confuse the in-
ternational communist movement. But
you did not accept our criticism. Your
representative told us that Hoxha was
a Marxist-Leninist in the past and you
were celebrating his birthday for his
past contributions. Astonishing! Im-
agine celebrating Kautsky, Liu Shao-
chi and other big revisionists for their
revolutionary past. That can only mean
celebrating Hoxha toc'lay in the guise

respecting his past:.
of Th[:aecdistﬁrbing signs do not stop
here. In fact, publishing Hoxha’s pic-
ture and celebrating his birth were only

an aesthetic expression of what line
your leadership held. Almost at the
same time a series of articles were pub-
lished in your monthly theoretical jour-
nal Partizan. In these articles (“The
Truth About Stalin”, Partizan, 1994,
numbers 13, 14 and 15), one of your
theoreticians/leaders elaborates a
Hoxahite line on important questions
that are at the heart of the dispute over
MLM. This series of articles continue
to repeat the same centrist line of the
First Central Committee but this time
under a mask of MLM. They uphold
Comrade Stalin’s wrong line on the

‘cardinal questions regarding the na-

ture of socialism and class struggle
under socialism and attack Mao’s line
without naming Mao. Fortunately,
shortly after the appearance of these
articles another article called “On Com-
rade Stalin” (Partizan, September 1994)
written by TKP(ML) comrades re-
sponded sharply to this line. This re-
freshing response removed the MLM
mask of “The Truth About Stalin” and
made an uplifting defence of true Mao-
ism. (At this time you and the com-
rades of TKP(ML) were still in the uni-
fied Party, which split soon after.) This
response was a sign that the MLM
forces within your Party are fighting
against the pernicious Hoxahite influ-
ence. It shows that the principal his-
torical two-line struggle within your
Party still needs to be settled in a clear-
cut way once and for all and that the
task of uprooting Hoxhaite influences
and reviving genuine Maoism in the
TKP/ML still remains. “On Comrade
Stalin” adequately exposes a wrong
trend in your Party, which under the
garb of defending Stalin is, in fact, at-
tacking Mao and consecrating Com-
rade Stalin’s grave errors. It exposes
how still strong forces within your
Party are trying to sneak in Hoxha’s
influence through the back door by
adopting the wrong aspects of Stalin’s
understanding of socialism. “On Com-
rade Stalin” makes a strong defence of
Mao’s analysis of classes and class
struggle under socialism, his analysis
of the political economy of socialism,
and the Maoist concept of two-line
struggle in the communist party — all
based on defending Mao’s criticisms
of Comrade Stalin’s line and practice
in these matters. It sharply points out
that the problem of the line under criti-
cism is not “only the' Party of Labour
of Albania question; they cannot break
with Khrushchevism,; with which the




85

Laboeur Party of Albania shares a com-
mon legacy as well.” And it continues,
“You cannot empty Mao and call it
defence of Mao! To impose revision-
ism by putting an empty shell of Mao
in between two eyebrows and eyes is
not Maoism.” The article says: “The
‘Truth about Stalin’ tries to impose the
line of the First CC and Bolshevik Par-
tisan which systematised its errors
under the cover of the MLLM brand.”
And “this is not ‘Maoism’ but an ex-
pression of the centrism of the First
CC and the systematisation of its er-
rors and the defence of Boishevik Par-
tisan, all of which in internal and exter-
nal party struggles had been repudi-
ated and rejected. This is the same line
even though it hurls curse words at
Bolshevik Partisan...” (‘On Comrade
Stalin’, section on Two-Line Struggle,
page 40 in Turkish). The article exposes
the pro-Party of Labour of Albania es-
sence of this line in many aspects. It
shows how this trend “like the revi-
sionists attaches itself to the errors of
Stalin”. It shows how this line tries to
use a Trotskyite blanket to cover Sta-
lin’s errors and attack Mao’s line on
socialism. It exposes this line’s wrong
understanding of two-line struggle in
the party and demonstrates the
Hoxhaite outlook of the author(s) on
this question. For example it says:
“Those friends who in the name of
defending Maoism criticise the Party
of Labour of Albania are in fact repeat-
ing the Party of Labour of Albania’s
line. That is why it is useless for these
friends to separate themselves from the
Party of Labour of Albania in words.
They are sitting in the same room. They
cannot change this reality by hanging
a Mao picture on the walls of this
room! Their views are only different in
words and not in essence” (“On Com-
rade Stalin”, Section 5). The article se-
riously defends and reaffirms Mao’s
griticisms of Stalin’s errors. Obviously,
your Party, TKP/ML, owes this critique
an answer if you believe in the neces-
sity of two-line struggle.

MAO’S DEVELOPMENT OF MARXISM
ACCORDING TO TKP/ML

In a different section of your 1997
document you put forward your views
on Maoism. We agree with most (not
all) of what you say, that “it is not
enough to recognise only Marxism-
Leninism or theories of Marx-Lenin-
Stalin. It is also important to take this

understanding one step further by the
recognition of Maoism.” We agree that
Maoism must be recognised as the
third and highest stage of Marxism up
to now. However, we do not agree that
Comrade Stalin can be put-on the same
level as Mao. Marxism-Leninism-Mao-
ism was developed mainly by Marx,
Lenin and Mao. It is better to talk about
“three (Marx, Lenin, Mao) plus two
(Engels, Stalin)” as the formula to em-
phasise the central role of Marx, Lenin
and Mao in relation to the develop-
ment of MLM. We also do not think
that Marxism-Leninism-Maoism is sim-
ply “one step further” than Marx-
Lenin-Stalin. Certainly, Mao could not
have developed Marxism without learn-
ing from Marx, Engels, Lenin and Sta-
lin. But nor could he have developed
Marxism without taking some steps
away from Comrade Stalin. We do not
agree entirely with your statement that:
“He [Mao] continued the work that
was started by the four great masters
of the class.” We do not emphasise
only continuity but also rupture — that

is, Maoism also developed because”

Mao did not follow Stalin in very im-
portant aspects. In fact the centrist and
semi-Hoxhaite trend within TKP/ML
has always opposed the criticisms that
Mao made of Stalin’s view of the na-
ture and dynamics of socialism and the
political economy of socialism. They
insisted that Mao’s contributions to
Marxism are a simple extension and
continuation of those of Stalin.

Mao made the very important criti-
cism that Stalin’s thinking contained a
significant amount of metaphysics and
that he “taught others metaphysics”.
In short, the negation of Stalin’s errors
is a decisive element in Mao’s devel-
opment of ‘Marxism to a whole new
stage. This point was elaborated in our
1986 letter to you and it has been
clearly raised by other comrades who
have waged struggle against this cen-
trist and semi-Hoxhaite influence in the
TKP/ML. This is not a minor disagree-
ment between your and our under-
standing. It has to do with deeply
grasping Maoism and the lessons of
the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution.

[The section cut from here ex-
pounded on Mao’s understanding of
the political economy of socialism. -
AWIW]

HOW THE PROLETARIAT LEADS®

In our 1986 letter to the Party ‘we
warned that centrism regarding MLM
would lead to abandoning people’s war’”
As is known, in different periods the
TKP/ML leadership questioned the
possibility and necessity of waging
people’s war in Turkey. This was a se-
rious result of negating the universal-
ity of Maoism. As our 1986 letter to
you emphasised, “any attempt to ne-
gate the universality of Mao Tsetung
Thought carries with it the danger of
abandoning the concept of People’s
War and the need to develop red po-
litical power.” We should remember
that one of Enver Hoxha’s vicious at-
tacks against Mao was over the strat-
egy of people’s war. He mocked it as
“a war without perspective” and a
“peasant war”, implying that it did not
have anything to do with the leader-
ship of the proletariat in the new-demo-
cratic revolution. The-TKP/ML’s ne-
gation of the universality -of people’s
war was not unrelated to the Hoxhaite
influence withiniit....

The title of your document — “TKP/
ML: New World Order, Working Class,
and its Leading Role” — promises to
explain how the working class should
play its leading role in the world.
Through this document we find out
that the TKP/ML thinks that the lead-
ing role of the working class is ex-
pressed through organising militant
trade union movements. This docu-
ment goes on and on about the his-
tory and evolution of the trade union
movement, the role that communists
should play in developing the trade
union movement and its role in achiev-
ing victory (what kind?) for the prole-
tariat. This document fails to mention
even once the’ central task of revolu-
tionary communists — the seizure of
power by armed force — and its cen-
trality in establishing the leading role
of the working class under the leader-
ship of its communist party. Lenin made
the point that the class-conscious
worker should not be a trade union
secretary but a tribune of the people.
In order to apply the Leninist line — as
it was developed in his work What is
To Be Done? and applied in thie prac-
tice of making revolution in Russia—
the working class should put itself at

‘the head of the democratic revolution.

In China, Mao took that Leninist line
and raised it to the level that the work-
ing class should lead the people, es-
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pecially the peasants, in people’s war

in order to carry out new-democratic, ,

revolution and establish socialism. But

your document does not even once’

mention the task of the working<class
in leading the new-democratic revolu-
tion and the role of people’s war, as
though this has nothing to do with
“achieving victory” for the working
class — or perhaps you think this is a
“peasant” matter and does not have
anything to do with the working class
“leadership” or “achieving victory™!
...We do not negate the role that
genuine trade union struggles of the
workers at times can play as a school
of war, as Lenin put it. However, when
the war itself is absent from the picture
no schooling will help. Through study-
ing this document we see a serious lack
of understanding of the MLM guide-
line that all revolutionary activities —
including workers’ militant economic
struggles — before the initiation of peo-
ple’s war should serve its initiation and
after initiation should serve its devel-

opment.... At best it can be said you-

do not relate your trade union activi-
ties to carrying out the New Democratic
Revolution and people’s war, and their
place in this strategy. Your document
fails to mention that the most impor-
tant “intervention” of the revolution-
ary communists in the spontaneous
struggles of the workers is to make
them serve the revolutionary struggle
for the seizure of power. You mention
once the need for “the intervention of
the communists and revolutionaries in
the light of MLM” but you reduce this
to_intervention in helping bring about
the “class trade union” organisation
of the workers. However just the strug-
gle of the workers in Turkey to have
their independent trade unions may be,
this struggle, even if led by MLM
forces, can never establish the leading
role of the working class. In this 57-
page document about the leading role
of working class and how it should
achieve victory there is nothing about
the fact that without state power the
working class can do nothing, that
without state power all is illusion and
that political power grows out of the
barrel of a gun, and that without a peo-
ple’s army the people have nothing
even if they have powerful trade
unions.... ..
In stressing the need for the trade
. union movement for making proletar-
ian revolution in both types of coun-
- tries [imperialist and oppressed coun-

tries — AWTW} your g_ocument takes
note of the degeneration of the trade

‘unions in the imperialist countries and

how they have beconie-part of “the
corporate structure”. It goes on and
on about the numerous major changes
produced by the development of capi-
talism/imperialism and the relations of

..all these to the evolution in the nature

of trade unions. It “forgets” Lenin’s
decisive analysis of imperialism and the
most important change in the class
configuration in these countries as a
result of the development of capital-
ism into imperialist capitalism — the split
in the working class in the imperialist
countries with the appearance of a la-
bour aristocracy, which is an ally of
the bourgeoisie. The TKP/ML paints
the “working class” in the imperialist
countries as an undifferentiated whole.
Therefore it is unable to explain the
material basis of the trade unions be-
coming part of “the corporate struc-
ture”. The TKP/ML says that the privi-
leges provided by the bourgeoisie to
the working class after the Second
World War “led to the imagination” [il-
lusions] that its aims could be realised
within the system. There is absolutely
no mention of a split in the working
class and a shift in class alliances in
the imperialist countries. The TKP/ML
explains this phenomenon only in the
sphere of ideology as though it does
not have a material basis....

Not seeing the class basis for this
degeneration has made many commu-
nist parties in the imperialist countries
follow the false road of competing with
the social-democratic and revisionist
parties of the ruling classes in the im-
perialist countries-on labour aristo-
cratic terms and in the same fields of
trade unions and elections — for exam-
ple, look at the Marxist-Leninist Party
of Germany’s (MLPD) strategy in Ger-
many. As far as we know in the last
elections in Germany your Party called
upon the masses to vote for Marxist-
Leninist Party of Germany candidates!

Tke TKP/ML only mentions.the
struggles of certain strata of the work-
ing class in the imperialist countries,
such as the strike of the Bridgestone
workers on 12 July 1994 and the UPS
strike in the US. But there is nothing
about the Los Angeles uprising of pro-
letarian masses in 1992 and the numer-
ous walk-outs and struggles of the low-
est strata of workers made up heavily
of Hispanic immigrants and Blacks in
that country. This conception of the

“workers struggle” has striking simi-
larities to a trend in the international
movement which proposes reformist,
trade union struggle in the imperialist
countries while accepting a mixture of
the same thing plus a circumscribed
“armed struggle” for the semi-feudal,
semi-colonial countries — trends rep-
resented by such parties as the Marx-
ist-Leninist Party of Germany and the
Party of Labour of Belgium (PTB)....

[The section cut from here is on
the international communist movement
and RIM-AWTW]

YOUR LINE ON THE
INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST
MOVEMENT IS ECLECTIC

/

...In your article (in the 4-17 Sep-
tember 1998 issue of Ozgur Gelecek)
you make an evaluation of the interna-
tional communist movement, including
RIM. In the introduction to this part
you say, “serious new alignments are
under way” in the international com-
munist movement, but you totally fail
to say what is the character of each:
Marxist or revisionist? Let us take a
look at your evaluation of international
communist movement forces:

*“1- RIM...which bases itself on the
MLM formula, and which our Party
and the Peruvian Communist Party are
still in a way members of, and which,
however, is going through a lot more
and serious problems because of the
self-serving, pragmatist, hegemonistic
conduct of its leadership that has
grown far from fulfilling its leadership
mission and thus from being capable
of acting on numerous possibilities
that have developed in the past ten
years and whose many members have
become increasingly passive.

“2- The ‘Marxist-Leninist platform’
where the Marxist-Leninist Party of
qur.nar.ny and Communist Party of the
?hlhppmes are influential, which bases
itself on Marxism-Leninism-Mao
Tsetung Thought, although there are
also parties and organisations within
it that are based on MLM, is experi-
encing serious political-ideological
problems but still demonstrates a posi-
tive tendency in the three alignments,
and has over 20 members today.

“3-The ‘Marxist-Leninist platform’
that takes as its basis the minimum cri-
teria of unity as organised by the Party
of Labour of Belgium in May every
year, with the participation of organi-
sations that have different lines, and
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where membership is growing but the
level of quality is falling.

“4- The ‘Marxist-Leninist platform’
that principally follows the line of the
Party of Labour of Albania....”

. You glaringly fail to put forward an
ideological and political yardstick for
evaluating different forces in the inter-
national communist movement. First
you paint an eclectic, hodgepodge pic-
ture of the international communist
movement forces. And then you leak
out your position that among different
alignments, despite the fact that RIM
is based on MLM and your Party “in a
way is a member” (is it?), RIM should
be “isolated” because of “self-serving,
pragmatist, hegemonistic” conduct!! Is
not all this just for the purpose of
muddying the ideological and political
lines of demarcation that are necessary
for recognising who are Marxists and
who are revisionists in this world?

Your harshest criticisms are re-
served for the thoroughgoing MLM
forces, in other words, RIM. And you
have a slap on the wrist for openly re-
visionist forces — for example the align-
ment that the Party of Labour of Bel-
gium and a party from Russia are try-
ing to forge. (For a critique of this align-
ment, see the editorial in AWTW 1998/
23, as well as a critique of the Russian
Party, the All-Union Party of Commu-
nist Bolsheviks.) In this document you
express a positive inclination for the
International Conference of Marxist-
Leninists ICML), within which there
is an array of Maoists and revisionists

and which itself suffers from the lack
of an ideological and political basis of

unity capable of regrouping Marxists
on a clearly revolutionary communist
basis. Such a basis can only be MLM
—not MLM as a “formula” (as you put
it) but as content, as a revolutionary
line for making revolution in the differ-
ent types of countries.

You criticise the alliance of the
Party of Labour of Belgium and the
Russian Party (who want to rebuild
their International on the basis of Marx,
Lenin and Stalin) for their falling “level
of quality”. What is the content of this
“falling quality” in terms of MLM? As
far as we are concerned their level falls
from revisionism to more revisionism.
In your evaluation there is no mention
of the fundamental and principal fea-
ture of this alliance. Their main feature
is that they reject the struggle waged
by the revolutionary communists of the
world under the leadership of Mao and

the Communist Party of China against
Khrushchevite revisionism. The start-
ing point for evaluating any interna-
tional grouping or party that claims to
be a part of the international commu-
nist movement is the recognition that
Mao rescued the international com-
munist movement from the morass of
revisionism, first by the great strug-
gle against modern revisionism and
then by leading the Great Proletar-
ian Cultural Revolution. But in your
evaluation of these groupings no such
criteria are used. There is no mention
of the fact that today’s revolutionary
communist movement is a direct re-
sult of, above all, the Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution, which, in the
words of the Declaration, “gave rise
to a whole new generation of Marxist-
Leninists”. In fact, the TKPML itself is
a product of the Great Proletarian Cul-
tural Revolution. The fact that in evalu-
ating the international groupings you
do feel obliged to talk about the “self-
serving, pragmatist, hegemonistic con-
duct” of RIM’s “leadership” but that
you “forget” cardinal lines of demar-
cation between Marxism and revision-
ism in evaluating “Marxist-Leninist
platforms” is astounding! This does
not look like the legacy of Comrade
Tbrahim Kaypakkaya but the legacy of
the Hoxhaite tendencies which hoped
to take over TKPML. This shows that
it is not enough to talk about MLM.
One should apply it to everything. This
shows that one cannot look at MLM
as a “formula” - it is a complete out-
look, stand and method for understand-
ing and, more importantly, for chang-
ing the world....

Not to focus on cardinal questions
of line which have been the basis of
the estrangement between your Party
and our Movement and instead to use
secondary criticisms — whose content
is camouflaged and/or left as swear
words rather than substantive criti-
cisms — is not an ML.M method of wag-
ing two-line struggle. It is a method
that is only good for spreading confu-
sion among the rank and file and for
preventing them from consciously
monitoring the line and practice of their
leadership....

You charge RIM with not acting
“on the numerous possibilities that
have developed in the past ten years”.
But speak openly and frankly: what do
you mean by this? Does this mean that
RIM saw new “serious alignments”
taking shape after the break-up of the

Soviet social-imperialist bloc but was
not willing to liquidate its line and jump
on the bandwagon? And was not will-
ing to grade the international commu-
nist movement on the basis of the bits
and pieces of Marxism each grouping
appears to uphold? Do you think we
should have changed our evaluation
of who is Marxist and who is revision-
ist in the world in order to be able “to
act on the numerous possibilities that
have developed in the past ten years™?
Or what do you mean by “pragma-
tism”? If RIM was “pragmatist” now, it
would be making a lot of alliances with
all kinds of forces calling themselves
Marxist-Leninist regardless of their
position on dividing-line struggles
concerning the history of the interna-
tional communist movement. Please
spare us; we are unable to make such
“serious contributions”. We want to
win a new society, not give the old one
aface-lift. That is why we put decisive
importance on clarifying who is Marx-
ist and who is revisionist....

...[W]e call upon you to substan-
tiate and clearly state why the Interna-
tional Conference of Marxist-Leninists
“demonstrates a positive tendency”
over RIM. Even though there are par-
ties within the International Conference
of Marxist-Leninists that we consider
MLM parties, notably the Communist
Party of the Philippines and Commu-
nist Party of India (Marxist-Leninist)
(People’s War), the main feature of this
international grouping is that it con-
sists of Maoist parties on the one end
and revisionists on the other end. At
first this group included the notorious
counter-revolutionary Patria Roja from
Peru, which has distinguished itself by
opposing the People’s War in that
country. As of the International Con-
ference of Marxist-Leninists’s Fifth
Conference, the Communist Party of
Nepal (United Marxist-Leninists),
which has been part of several reac-
tionary governments in Nepal and was
directly entrusted with the suppres-
sion of the People’s War there, was a
member in good standing. The Inter-
national Conference of Marxist-
Leninists® basis of unity and method
of uniting is structured to allow such
an alliance. Therefore, despite what-
ever intentions, it cannot serve the
regrouping of genuine revolutionary
communists world-wide. It cannot ful-

fil the requirements of the proletarian

revolution, the need to forge and
strengthen genuine communist van-













