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Mao Tsetung, in his Talk on Ques-
tions of Philosophy, said, *'Freedom is
the understanding of necessity and the
transformation of necessity—one has
some work to do too. If you merely eat
without having any work to do, if you
merely understand, is that sufficient?
When you discover a law, you must be
able to apply it, you must create the
world anew..." And so it is that the
class-conscious forces today—those

. who see the acceleration of events, the
'__* Continued on page 3
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SING HIS FLAG

American nation.”

I think this is going to be an impor-
tant question, We might be able to unite
with people who have these sentiments
—in fact we should try to do so. But we
should never blur over the two different
lines here. In other words if somebody
wanits to get up and say, ‘Let’s stand
with the Iranian revolution,” and they
denounce these handful of imperialists
(or whatever they might call them)
dragging the American nation in the
mud. Okay. But a friendly warning:
we're not going to unite with that
ideologically and we are going to strug-
gle broadly against that kind of line.
That's not why we oppose what the
U.S. imperialists are doing in Iran.

Let's not let chauvinism in through the
back door. The reason we oppose U.S.
imperialism is not because it’s ‘our
own' bourgeoisie, in the sense of there
being something especially American
about it—or us. The reason we especial-
ly oppose the U.S. bourgeoisie is
because this is where we are and the
U.S. bourgeoisie is the one that
politically rules over us and that op-
presses many other nations in the world
and tries to get their working class here
toidentify with that, and we have a role
to play in opposing that. And that’s
why we pay special attention to this, not
because they are American and we are
American.”

But this same attitude of ‘“‘unity and

struggle’® cannot: be taken when ‘it is a
question of people who claim to be
communists and who fight for this to be
the leading line of revolution. Here are
those who are supposed to be in the
vanguard of the class struggle urging
the workers to cast their eyes back-
ward—to making a fetish out of what is
ultimately a bourgeois thing, the na-
tion, instead of pushing things forward,
through stages, to the ultimate goal of
communism, which means the elimina-
tion of classes on a world scale and the
merging of all nations.

Nationalism and Internationalism

The results of communists burying
their independent line and their ideo-
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logy beneath the mantle of nationalism
are disastrous. This stands out especial-
ly starkly in the imperialist countries.
Even in the nations oppressed by im-
perialism where nationalism can play a
progressive role in the struggle, if it is
adopted as the ideology of the party of
the leading class, this, too, will mean
that any advances in the struggle will be
turned soon enough into their opposite.

Comrade Avakian also said, ‘‘I do
not believe that in a fundamental sense
there is for a communist such a thing as
national pride, Mao Tsetung posed the
question,, ‘Can‘a communist, who is an
internationalist, at.the same time be a
patriot?’ Mao correctly and explicitly
said that in the colonial countries. that
‘he not only can be but must be.’ I think
that is a question of practical political
stand. That is correct. For example if a
person in Iran was not patriotic in the
sense of stressing the unity of the Iran-
ian nation against U.S. imperialism it
would be an error—a left error. We
here would certainly be making an error
if ‘we obliterated that distinction be-
tween oppressor and oppressed nations
—imperialist countries and their vic-
tims. But on the other hand, for all
that, I do not believe that ideologically
there is such a thing as national pride
nor national nihilism.

““There is the necessity in the colonial
countries to fight against the ideological
expressions of colonial domination; at-
titudes of inferiority can even take hold
among the victims themselves. There is
a sentiment within the colonized na-
tions that they are not capable of stand-
ing on their own two feet, managing
their own affairs and forging their own
destinies. This is even necessary well
after you have established socialism. It
was certainly very important in China
in the struggle over whether to capitu-
late to the imperialists or not, and I
think it was quite correct for that to be
stressed. When the revolutionaries said,
for example, about the Antonioni film
on China (a film that pictured China as
bleak and backward) that ‘any Chinese
who has a modicum of national pride
would be disgusted by this film’ I don’t
think they were wrong to make that
point. They would have been wrong to
make that the main point, but they
weren't wrong to make it.

‘YA socialist country is an entity, a
state, and you can make use of patriotic
sentiments of the middle classes as long
as you don’t make that the main thing
and you don’t make it the principle you
are basing yourself on. Lenin wrote an
article about this which I think is
helpful. In Volume 28 in his article
‘Report on the Attitude of the Pro-
letariat to Petty-Bourgeois Democrats,’
he made the point that because of the
Bolsheviks® stand of proletarian inter-
nationalism and opposing national
defencism they lost large sections of the
petty bourgeoisie during the period of
building up to and during the October
Revolution. But during the civil war
that followed, when the enemy im-
perialists came in on the side of the
reactionaries and in form a part of the
struggle was that these imperialists were
actually occupying part of Russia, some
of the patriotic sentiments of the petty
bourgeoisie swung over to the side of
the Bolsheviks because they wanted
these- foreign imperialists out. And
Lenin was very blunt and said that these
people had never been socialists and
never would be, so we have to figure
out how to unite with them on the basis
of where they are at without compro-
mising our principles. I think that’s cor-
rect, but that's not the same thing as
‘opposing national nihilism.’

“In colonial countries it is correct for
people to stress the struggle against the
feelings of national inferiority and to
build up a national pride of the people
in the sense that they are not inferior as
a nation. But that always has to be done
—and here it gets to the basic point—
not on the basis of nationalism but in-
ternationalism; not on the basis that the
Chinese nation, or any nation, is
superior to other nations, but that it is
no less, not unequal, not inferior to
them. So therefore what does national
pride in a fundamental sense have to do

with it? I don’t believe it does. | think
Contintied on page 22












