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Pamcularly since. the war over Ango- :

la last winter, China’s far-reaching -

alliance with.: U.S. imperialism has

produced doubts and general discontent .
among, broad radical circles which have :

until recently been sympathetic to the
Maoist movement.- The problems this .
poses to would-be U.S. spokesmeh for o
the Peking  regime- have now- been:
greatly complicated-- by the.. v.lolem}' -
power - struggle . that .erupted’-among . .
Mao’s heirs following the death of the. -

venerated oracle of ChmcsaStalm:sm in
September : :

Amqng the sevcral Pekmg-loyal sects :

in the U.S. these contradictions have.

weighed most heavily onr the Revolu-i_
tionary Communist - Party (RCP), -
whose leaders have been the least willing:

to sacrifice domestic popularity to:
capture the elusive Peking franchise.-
Their excruciating dilemma was clear to*

all at the Conference onthe Internation- -

al Situation initiated-and controlied by
the RCP and its youth group, the
Revolutionary Student Brigade (RSB),’
which took place at Columbia Universi--
ty in New York City November 20..

Planned as a pep rally i in the wake of

Mao’s death, it became clear after -

China’s new leaders purged the so-called

“Gang of Four” that this would be no: -

phony Maoist. “unity” fedst as  had’
periodically. taken place in the past

. -under the auspices ‘of the" Guardian;: -

take* a position’ on the Pekmg ‘power| pressure by some of the conference’s
. struggle—thus opening: itself ‘to. slizm‘p4 liberal endorsers forced the RCP to
attacks by competmg Maoist groupﬁun 1 reconsider and open up the conference.
cvxdently decided the mala:seamong its | This unusual openness made it pOSSlble

- periphery was so serious that :i"had beést |
confrom n pubhcly

i In the shert témr thc confcrence was a
- success. for the RCP; -drawing about |

1,500 largely sympathenc pammpant&

- But in the aftermath; serious elements |
'_cannot- have: failed to notice that .the: 1
"l vigious compemxon for: the - mantle of

“for thé SL to put forward its politics in

e dtseussnons. through substantiat sales of

. Can’t:Answer.” Among those questxons

] gre the followmg.

~“Maoist orthodoxy:is taking place.in-a - 1 rightist campaign” are today revealedto. .
- . context. of ‘massive - confusion- ‘and . have been secret “capitalist roaders” 4l -
C disorientation in their ranks. A notablri along:: and gmlty of “unforgwable -
" index was the fact.that for the first time |

“inrecent years the confererice organizers - }
. could ~not limit the pfoceedings to- §

cnmes”"

abruptly- ceased; and:-why i twice-
Maoist double-talk- by the use of goon |

squads and thus.were forced-to confront 5 dcnouncqi-as a.“capitalist roader™

- Why has the antn—nghmt camp axgn { " the world was in turmoil and how all the

‘purged - Teng- Hsiao-ping - no’ longer.

the Trotskyist politics of the Spartacml

‘ League (SL) throughou& the day; .
. The SL, the only orgamzatnon cla:m- :

ing the Trotskyxst tradition to. actxvcly
participate in theconfcrence, focused on

these contradictions in an attcmp( to T
* - persuade the most. subjecmaely revolu- |
. . tionary participants to re-examine their

old assumptions, break from the dead- |

end politics of Maoism and take up the
international

struggle - for .. genuine .,
workxng-clas&mvolutmn. g

“How - is ‘it that( the top-rankmg '
“radical® leaders of yestcrdays “anti-- |

.Why.is it that Peking can justify- thc'

' purge of the- “Gang of Four™ only
through a campaign of personalvxlsﬁca—

accomplz?

the RCP's Nicholas Unger avoid these
| critical - questions,. but it madé no

Octobér League (OL)--which commit-

& ‘1 - ted the blunder of sending a message of
, Although RSBm had initially threat- ‘
“ened the.SL, blustering that “Trotsky- -

Although the RCP leadership has.yet t6: : ites” .would. be. physically. excluded; -

‘rondolence 10 Mao’s widow immediate-

tion,.and. only aftcr the purge. was a fau‘ it

Ndf on@ di& the openmg address 'by 1

mention of China at all!” Unlike the -
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'A'on"erence‘

i ’Iy pnor to her arrest and condemnation

as a “capitalist roader,” then abruptly
switched gears to parrot the new line

- emanating from Peking—the RCP is

i
. | literature-and through the distribution i
| of a-leaflet entitled *Questions Maoists

pursuing the cautious policy of “waiting
‘untit all the facts are in,” undoubtedly
reflecting internal disorientation at the

- purge of those most closely identified

_ with orthodox “radical” Maoism. In the

meantime, the RCP has had nothing to

- say about the “Gang of Four™ either in

discussions or in its newspaper Revolu-

‘tion {whose - latest- -issue . has. been
- predlctably delayed in- appearmg) ,

- . Unger spoke ‘instead -about what a

| good thing intérnationalism was and

what a bad thing 1mpenahsm was, how

people: of the -world: ‘want: the. same
_things—peace and progress. He. also

. spoke:about how tcmble the “capitalist”

‘Soviet Union was—just asterrible asthe
~'capitalist- United States—referring to it
as “the hungry dag-enemy of the people
,of the world” and “the- big bad wolf.”

- There-was, in fact,. a curiously large

: inumber ‘of references to animals of alt

| sorts throughout the cenference~sheep
and goats, dogs and wolves. William" .
- Hinton: - repeatedly. admonished the
| audience not to let-the tiger in the back
door while driving the wolf away from
{ the front door, and at one point pro-
i RCPer. Clark Kissinger told an OLer
‘ that -if the -Chinese Communist Party
elected _.a chimpanzee as- chairman,

R



“October League leader ‘Michael Kions-
ky would no doubt send 1t a te]egram of
support! "~ B

Despite the repctmon of plamudes.;

and ‘the “endless, ‘mindless  Mao-talk

_about the main enemy, the main danger, .
the main target and the main blow, the -

“Similarly, -said Hintan, China is now |
eoncentratmg on building the wxdest

: possxble coalition(read’ alliance..

speeches of Unger and of William'

Hinton, former national chairperson of

‘the U.S./China People’s  Friendship

Assocmtlon, did reveal—as ‘they say— -

the “primary contradiction” facing the =

Maoist movement in-the US. today:
namely the Maoists’ difficulty in either

U:S. 1mpenahsm) to combat thecurrent*

“main -danger”—the . “social-fascist™

- Soviet Union—and the RCP had bt:tteri

accept it Needless to ‘say, the current;
situation is subject-to- change. wnhou
notice as at the time of the Hitler/ Stalu}

" Pact.” That’s Stahmst “dxalectxcs fi

you! -
-~ The RCP 3 present situation is mtoli
- erable To remain in the bidding for th

‘posmon of “official”. American Maoist

fully embracing China’s policy of allying

with U.S. imperialism or opposing it.
Hinton,
Stalinist and long-time mouthpiece for
the Chinese bureaucracy, laid down the
Chinese line. Between the two super-
powers, one is “more dangerous,” and
~that one is the Soviet Union. Coming
down heavily on the RCP, Hinton also
remarked that the OL didn’t quite seem

. toget the picture, and to.one degree or j el
* . another both were still dancing around

the necessity of cementmg alliances'with
the “lesser enemy” by maintaining that
* there are wo main enemies-—the Soviet

Union and the United States. - The -’

position of two main enemies is, he said,

“a strange use of the English language.” . .

a thoroughly consistent *

o s 1

There can only be one “main enemy.” It -

can also cause you trouble if you want to | -

get it on the gravy train for those lavish
banquets in the Great Hall of the
People.

To make himself perfectly clear,
Hinton proceeded to draw an analogy
between Chinese foreign policy .today

and Soviet foreign policy in“the 1930’s -

and 1940’s. Since the Soviet Union had
been unable to take on all the imperiai-

organization it will have_ to.give th

- American working class the word that;

U.S. foreign policy (at least) must be
supported as .a blow agamst “Sov:et

Momlng session of RCP contefenoe November-m A e o
social-imperialism.” On the other hanc‘ east AASla the speakexs astomsiungly '
managed to avoid mentioning either the

* to break with China but -not “wit
‘Stalinist methodology would mean, i. Vigtnamese Revolution. or the role of

ists in the world at once, he explained, it

had followed a policy of “unitingall who

could be united” against the “main .

danger,” then Nazi ‘Germany.

France to be sb united made them the
“main danger,” thus compelling Stalin

: y. This _.
lasted until the refusal of Britain and

to ally with Hitler against -them! .

3

~The Trotskyist analysis atone pmc

This analysis begins ‘with an under ;

“‘standing of the real nature of both the ;
{ nomxcally -exXpropriate the bourgeoisie,

USSR__and China: neither capitalist nor
socialist but dégenerated and deforme'dl

“workers ' states. based on ~proletaria
- property forms that must be defend
_unconditionally against- 1mpcnahst at

-~ tack yet saddled with parasitic' bureau

3 WOrkshops Add to COMusion

“cradies that must -be overthrown by
. workers pohucal revolunon s 2

!

The initial presentatlons ‘were fol-.
lowed by a series of large workshops

dealing with different areas of the world
At the workshop on East: &nd South-

all likelihood, to'label China“capitalist™ - ' China in Asia! Several supporters of the
(which is for Maoists not an objective Spattacist Leapue ‘and the. Spartacus

economic category but a judgment of -Youth-League: (SY’L‘) intervened in the -+

the subjective attitude of the ruling ‘'discussion to ' raise ‘thiese . important -
" group) and follow Progressive Labor sitbjects.: One SL spokesman drew the -
down the road to obscurityand poimcal lessons of the Vietnamese struggle by

impotence.

‘Supporters.

ed in pracuce' after more than a decade

& a way out of this Stalinisi doctrinal 'ef trymg, the NLF ultimatelyfound no

- ‘impasse ‘and points ‘the- way forward

section of the baurgeoisie with which to
form a-coalities 10-take power. 1t was
instead forced to . pchucally and eco-

creating - a ~bureaucratically deformed
-workers state, .
- Others questwned the present rela-.

' nonship between Vietnam and China in

-view of Vietnam’s greater reliance on the
. Soviet Union for arms and equipment
“during the war. It was pointed out that
China had, .in fact, often refused to

| allow “revisionist” Soviet supplies to

pass through Chinese territory to reach
‘the embattled Vietnamese. ‘As in the
-other workshops, RCP supporters were
unabie to answer these facts.

The Angola workshop consisted of a
: panel discussion between two apologists
for the Chinese positionand two MPLA
So ‘embarrassing is the
Chinese position that George Glasser of
the U.S./China People’s Friendshiy
“Committee was forced to lie about it.
maintaining that China gave no aid tc

,, "any of the nationalist groups afte:

January ~1975. The RCP’s Dennis
O'Neal - simply ignored China’s rolr
. altogether, seeking to cover the imperi-
alist South African invasion by pointin;
out that Angola is not socialist and tha
the MPLA in power has suppressec
 strikes, arrested leftists and welcome
Gulf Oil back to Cabinda.

“The first speaker supporting SL view
pointed -out that support for China™
allianceé with ‘South Africa in Angol:

. represented a turning point for th
Maboist movement. “It means something
when an organization which claims t
be revoluttonary ends up in a bloc witl
the most racist reactionary regime o1
earth,” she said. “If you could stomacl!

. challenging -the Stalinist doctrine of

two-stage revolution, which was negat-

 Angpla, you'll buy a bloc with your owr
imperialists in the next world war. Yo
are: takmg the same path as the CP tool
at the time of World War 1. Soon you’l
be breaking strikes and turning in CPer

i and other people to the FBL”

" The second SL supporter noted th

myth that was being perpetrated tha



~ ~.Caina had’ been “neiltral_ in_Angola.

‘speakers! -

Thete were two sides in Angola, he said,

side of U.S. imperialism and of South

‘Africa. “If you had read the Chinese
presg,’f he said, “you would have séen -
-nothing but attacks on the Soviet Union

for its role in Angola. But there was not
one word of criticism against the U.S.;
they didn’t even mention the South

‘African invasion until nine weeks afterit

happened.” .t L

As was to accur in other workshops as
well, SL speakers were often listened to-
with interest until the use of some key
word like “Stalinist” or “Spartacist”
tipped the audience off that the speaker
was a “Trot” and triggered a Paviovian

-spasm of “Trotskyite”-baiting and ref-

erences to ice-picks. New recruits to the

““Through an apparent slip=up ir.,
conference planning, the RCP :invited

‘and China was on the wrong side—the \Ralph Shocnmann of the Bertrand

ussell “Peace” Foundation to be .a'
nelist in the Chinese foreign policy |
rotskyist-derived. criticisms ‘of China |
nd noted from the platform ‘that the !
pulsion from the party of the “Gang !
ore their tifelong comrades was proof |
China. ‘For ‘once the audience under< -

charges which could not be answered -
and eruptod in anti-Trotskylst fury. -

3

RCP supparter-Mike Zweig, reflecting.

thé Chinese bureaucracy’s bias toward|

.\peasant autarky, said that the Soviet|

tthere was no workers democracyini

- Inthe ‘USSR workshop, well-known

‘common_with -China than with “the

United States, began ‘to get Trotsky--
baited. The final SL speaker pointed out
that whilé ‘these “two. panelists had“a
firmer grip on reality than most of the -

orkshop: Shocnmann raised a series of | people in the room (who had adopted .

the false conséiousness of the Chinese
bureaucracy), -they were certainly not
Trotskyists.  The Trotskyist position,

Four” without so much as a hearing rwhich was not ‘expressed by Turgeon -

and Eklor, he said, begins with uncondi-
tional military defense of the gains of the
Russian and Chinese revolutions. But

stood the political importance of these -even the call for the military defense of _

China against imperialism, since it came
from ‘a Trotskyist, was reflexively -
booed.

Avakian

Plays with Critical
Maoism .

Maoist movement. are kept in such |Union was capitalist ‘because it has a: “" The final session of the',conferencve‘

cannot tell the difference between their
line and that of the “critical” Maoists, let

.alone Trotskyists, until .the proper

organizational tag is pinned on the

This use of “Trotskyite” bo'geynién tou

" harden up the ranks of a disoriented

movement reached its nadir -in the

workshop on Chinese foféiggézpt;_ﬁcy.'
Here OL Central Committee. fnember

. Eileen Klehr got .up to-ennounce her

Pl

“disgust” that “the sponsors of this
conference let Trotskyites slander Chi-

_pa,” disingenuously claiming that the

Trotskyists’ participation in the confer-
ence was OL’s reason for refusing to co-
sponsor it. When, seconds later, she
demanded to know the RCP’s position:
on the “Gang of Four,” she was herself’

Trotskyite question!” : }

The cries expressed the RCP's evident |
embarrassment that it had not yet taken ;
a position on the Peking purge. When
an SYL supporter asked RCP chief Bob |
Avakian to answer “yes or no” whether
Chiang Ching was a “capitalist roader,”
he replied at first “No!” and then, “I
don’t know. I don’t know.”

primeval political ignorance that they  [“giant navy” which goes toevery partof | -

the world and has “direct .economic
relations. of capitalism with countriesall;
ver the world.” The way you can tell i
hat China is socialist, he said, is that it*
“consciously . applies ~ Marxism;~
Leninism - 'to  break down: ';clas_i
distinctions.” | Foeg s}

sia had taken place, he replied that it had :
not been necessary to have one but that |
when Khrushchev went to the Central ;
Committee meetings and Pelitburo |
meetings with the “army in his pocket™;

that could be considered “sort .of 4

U.S./China People’s Friendship Asso-
ciation dutifully parroted the line that

T S 'Sell’ the USSR was the main enemy—except;- -
hooted down with cries of “That’s 81 that possibly if one lived in the Pangm. i‘.v

Canal Zone, perhaps there the U.S:}\
might be the main enemy. -

Toward the end of the discussion, the!
two leftliberal academicians on the
panel, Lynn Turgeon and Ben Eklor, :

- who had presented indisputable empiri- :
cal proofs that the USSR was not -
! capitalist, sharing_-gpalita_tivcly more in :

A 4

was a bitter confrontation between the
RCP’s No. One honcho Robert Avaki-
an and William -Hinton -about the
position U.S. Maoists should take in the
event of a third world war between the

<
S,

| tung®

i

[

i

"
!

¥

;';_;MW“W;” e’itbmpliﬁed' in the re-

cent struggle in Angola. He insisted that
e was speaking for the Chinese leader-
ship. In

‘response to the RCP’s charge

that he pulled  his politics “out of the

-air,” Hinton said, “I didn’t create it. It’s

the result of the analysis of Mao Tse-
That Avakian will take this warning
scriously, despite his demagogic present
“left” posture, was evident by his final

. remarks of the evening. While the RCP
.does-have criticisms ‘of the role of the
Browderite CPUSA during World War
11, he said, he was definitely not ruling

' out circumstances in which the RCP

“U.S. and theSoviet Union. Althoughit -

was set up as a three-way debate, the

Ry  third  panelist, -ontmoded New Left

“When an SL speaker asked Zaveid - "ra
when the . counterrevolution . which "
‘allegedly restored “capitalism” to Rus-;-.

“radical-pacifist .Dave Dellinger, stood
laxgely outside the-clash,-intervening
from time to: time to vainly protest the
sharp right turn in Chinese “foréign
policy. .. - . .

. Avakian began the evening, drawing
wild cheers from the RCP {one RCP

-supporter was overheard to whisper to

hat ¢ ~of a/ ."another, 1 love Bob Avakian. He's so.
coup.” Panelist Bob Coe fromthe .

working class!™) as he strutted across the

" "could bloc -with U.S. imperialism in a

owWar, - i

- Continuing loyalty to Peking was alsc
- evident in. Avakian’s answer to :
- question posed by-an SL supporter ir
the audience. The SL speaker asked:
.- “Since the question of the class natur
- ““of the Seviet Union is fundamental
-~ doesn’t ‘the zefusal of the Vietnames
" MWorkers Party to .characterize th
~ “Soviet Union as ¢apitalist mean by yot
criterion- that the Vietnamese goverr
ment itself is revisionist and on ‘th
- -capitalist road’?” .-
Avakian's response was that confuse
" “people aren't necessarily enemies. Wit
" regard to China, he said that Mao ha
* yecognized that the Soviet Union was 0
the road to capitalism as early as 19¢
and had struggied with Khrushche
internally. {within what internation
-organization he could not, of cours
- say, -since Stalin .had -long befor

platfornrasserting that “we do not stand

. with either imperialist” and vowijng that

the U.S. In response, Hinton warned
_repeatedly that the Maoist movementin
“the U.S. was in for big trouble from.

. his organization would reject a bloc with .

Chinaif it refused to toe the linc on this

"crucial question. -
_ Over and over ,
“the U.S.S.R. is the main danger,” that
vtbe “turn in the world situation requires

Hinton stressed that

liquidated the Communist Internatio
al). Avakian wentontodeclare bomba
tically that China had educated a whe

!
l‘i generation of revolutionaries and wou
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International line deb:

By BEN BEDELL" DECEMBER1, 1m—aummmg

What is the main trend.in the world ﬁ)day' the growln;
danger of world war or national liberation and revotution?

‘And what are the repercnssions"bf these qm;m

for the practice of the U.S. left?, ’

A few years ago there: mrohﬁveiy Bﬁb duumiou ’
E

_emerged from the mass mevements of the. 19608, Sharp:

within the U.S. left on this issueNowz it is & hotly debated:
question. within thé new communist  movement: that

lines of demnreation have emetgeé amuntth«topicﬁ"'
world war, ‘national liberation:. and ‘the. Sovaet Umon
particularly since the events in Angols. i
As part of this developing. debate; the Revolnthni:y
Communist Party (RCP)- organlzed &-conference-in’ New
York City Nov. 20 to- ‘‘take up: the- questions: of- the
international situation, war, revohitiop’ ahd’ Mintetu-
tmnaltasksoftheworkmg:cfnxmwementﬂ’theUS” '
The conference drew .Gver 2000 people—mostly yoms
and mostly white—to a day-long series.of speeches, "
workshops, discussions, debates and arguments: On the

whole, the conference presented- most ‘of the main f

tendencies: around the question of international line and -
was conducted in a generally principled masner. Byt much -

of the argumentation was familiar to close followeérs of the <1 A third
debate. On several key issues, howm eomen&ng vxew: ?

were refined and clarified: -

The key participants in last week‘s oontetence were the
RCP and William Hinton;  former chairman. of . the .
U.S.-China Peoples Friendship- AssocuhoméUSC?FA) A
variety of other speakers and- workshop.. paselists: -
presented viewpoints on the international situmon, mostly
from a non- Marxlst-Lenuust perspectiva. The: October. -
League (OLY, although not an official ptructpant,made its -
views heard from the floor-of various workshops. It was the. .
object of criticism by various conference participants. .- .

The conference debates congealed around severnl
contending views. 2 '

THE POSITIONS ‘

The first, represented by the RCP, holds that super-
power contention and revolution both constitute the main
trend, that there is no contradiction in this view. It believes

a war between the U.S. .and the Soviet Union for .
imperialist spoils is inevitable and its character will most

fikely be similar to World War 1. In other words, it will be
an intraimperialist rivalry for redivision of the world and
revolutionaries should not support either side.

The domestic policy of the U.S. left, RCP believes, :

should be to direct its fire at the U.S. bourgeoisie, while -
. targeting the two superpowers.as. the equnl niain- enemies
_ of the world’s peoples mtemhonally. - ;

i class; the *‘Soviet takeover’"there.
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‘wodd'is

| sccuses the’ otnewfnotmnyumuomctmufm.if
* |international situation. Hinton faulty the OL. for “‘merely:
jexpasing?’ the: Soviet Union end 1ot really taking the .

conference, both RCP and Hinton singled it out for
5 mﬂdsm.Afemehstsandquemoncrsfromtheﬂow,

be. | gefended the Guardian position.

g

necesssaueﬁou mdwedi&mm blow: there. The OL, 6n. -
the other hand. accuses Hinton of - “wadensm”——oi

; -forgetting altogether the struggle agsmst -the U.S. ruling ;

'+ class ©n the question of Angola, though, allthree views—
Hxnton s, RCP’s and OL’s—ended upon the same side of -
: | the fénce. All denounced, in tandem with the U S. ruling

4 - Amother conteqding view, advanced hy the Guudun in’
thereccnt period, asserts that revolittion continues to be
“the main feature of this era, even though- contention. -
. between the. .;nperpowers s, gmwmg The  principal

S contradictioh is.between Us.: -and. the.

people’s movements for pational liberatiou, mdependence

and revolution. The Soviet Union is seeni as. a social -
impetialist superpower in. the process of restoring
capitalism, posing a lesser danger than U.S. imperialism
and constituting a secondary threat to the werld’s peoples,

- Solidarity with the strsgghs of the third world ngamsf .

-U.S. :mpemlism is & qaest:on of pfmcnple our -

movement. ¥

i

“The:view that the U.S. should be our prime or only

wasreptmxmdbyvmousspukets fewofthema -

pu't of the Marxist-Leninist movement. Ant:-unpemhst’

acuvmandschohrEqbalAhmndand pacifist Dave
i Dellinger were the prime representatives of this

. Whilé not arguing * - perspective.

A majority of the andience seemed to favor the views
advanced by the RCP—Ilargely because the organization
‘brought much of its cadre to the conference. Crammed into
the overflowing pews of an old church on the upper west
side of Manhattan, they applauded enthusiastically the
openisig speech of RCP leader Nick Unger. William Hinton
received a restratned response and Eqbal Ahmad only a

(pohﬁepstten, ,

A standing gvation was given to Davis M’'gabe, 2
Zimbabwean active in- support wotk for the Zimbabwe
African Natonal Union (ZANU).. M’gabe,. declining. to

Themirastmcmzeofmtervenhondmdyenstx" said
 M’gabe. ‘You can heipm stop it if the U.S¢ decides to
h:tetvene M

Thevmof?eopﬁe‘skepubhcotChmwereathread
running- through the-entire conférence. It was largely
| People’s China that developed many of the ideas on war,
 revolution and the Soviet Union that were under debate.

A principal assertion of Hinton is that China believes a

- William Hinton (above) and Bob Avekian (below)
debated at New York City conference Nov. 20.

over]

; “peincipal emphiasis on the guestion of: the Soviet:.
N Uhionotworld wart, called on everyone in the audience to
bnﬁd:movemttgvmst&S intervention in Zimbabwe. .

Rusrdignphotos by George Cohen



new strategxc situation ensts reguiring g
everywhere to aim the main blow at the Soviet Umu_
RCP, on the other hand; sought to advance the “‘sim the
main blaw at the U.S.. thesis®’-while. also claimhg.
uphold China’s position. The RCP took several opportuiti- - .
ties to warn against flunkyism, though, The RCP appeared
to differ with China on a mumber. of questions, such as )
opposing the North Atlantic. Treaty Organization and -
criticizing ‘‘those [unnamed] who. assert that the. Sovnet g
Union ‘singlebiandedly’ caused thecwnwa:inAngoﬁ? sy
reference to China’s frequently mmdﬂew ButthRCF A
never criticized China by name.. A G0 e
The RCP expanded on.its cnthnedl-lmton M it
asserted that he would have the lsft adopt a united front" .
with the U.S. ruling class before: such a policy. wax:
necessary. RCP representatives. held that s- united. front
should be considered only if the Soviet Um ':ttuts
China in the course of the world war... -
Defense of China would be the uuwavenng c!uty of all
revolutionaries, said RCP chairman Bob Avakian. But it is
impossible to say in adyance what the bést strategy for -
contributing fo that deféense would be, he said. China may‘;,
be able to defend itself or. we may: have a revolutionary
situation in this country where 1t would be posnbl"
seize power, Avakian said.. -
Hinton countered by saymg that an. attack on Chun Was:
a certainty and therefore the working ‘class has'a: stake in
siding with one imperialist power against the other; as in:
World War 2. Hinton gave some examples-of liow the U.
left should advance the movement along this road- .~ ..
*“In some areas of the world, U.S. arms supplies play a
positive role because they strengthen a countyy against the 1
Soviet Union,” he said, citing Japan as an example. In -
reply to a question on internationalism’in relation to the.
defense of the socialist Democratic. Peoplels Republic of v
Kotea and the threat the U.S. poses to it from its bases in
Japan, Hinton stated that China’s view on this_issue had
changed in 1975, when the Soviet-threat to. Japan became - ;’
principal, He urged that anti-imperiafists now campaign o
for more U.S. arnis to Japan. Hinton: also called for.a mass "
movement to oppose grain shipm’locns ‘and sales nf
technologically ‘advanced- items - -tg: the. Soviet: Uniosm, ..
comparing thisto 1.5, saigsta.lamtithodd War2, ' :

" both' -superpowers,’’

4“ Comumiittee asserted that ‘‘it doesa’t: make sense to tailk
.. about Saviet socml-lmpenalism in Africa today: There gro.

3 Afncan events and that Sovietarms md was thedneffom'

“ZANU will get the arms it needsto carry out the struggle |

1ne WOrKSNops dealt With several areas Of CODIIOVersy..
Among the mest noteworthy were:

7" o China’s foreign policy. The RCP accused both the!
e gn

- Guardian and Hinton of “‘ripping the revolutionary heart

QutofChingsgqretmpehq"theGmbycﬁtkim:
ChmssstandonAngnhmdl'hnmnbychmlng that |-

- China no longer advarices: the | of a united front |
against the two -superpowers. “‘All of China’s official
“statements say that Chins' syo!icyxs & united front agamst
s#ik “USCPEFA. member- Clark
- Kissinger, qneufthepamﬂﬁs,vhmseloselyalﬁedmﬂl B
the-RCP- position, . “‘l - have :&. whole:, suitcnefuﬂ‘
"ut”otippinp froth Chmese ‘news: lgenues that indicstes |
- Chins" goes beyomt “the-. upited- front - “agsinst both-.
" tejoitted: Hinton. Citing his own discua-‘

‘superpowers,””
- sioms witls Chinese officialy'as well #s China’s actions and

. statemients, Hinton' made a convincing argument that |
Chﬁaﬁn;hxﬁedibmmtoplxeprhupﬂemphasuo(
uniﬁngnopposetheSo\detUnbn.
- Duting ‘the - ‘peridd; an OF tepresenuﬁvd ‘
demdﬂdﬂmthe RCP sad Hinton. take-a stand on. the |
~ “gangof four™ events in China. Hintonsmﬂle thought
" that Chisng Ching was a-** legitimate target’ because of
- her *‘left dogmatism.’’ He said, however, that he thought
the campsign against- the four should portray them ‘as
ultra-"leftisu" and not simply capitalist roaders.: ~ .
RC?ehmmmAvakim; speaking from-the floor, said
h:sotgamzamn netyamﬂ?mﬂﬁononthemg
- of Tfomt, notmgthatﬂwmw'is smdymg -the
queshm. ‘Avakian * the-
flunkyism the OL™  comg i’
- 2line.struggle-in- Chim.”‘tl’heymextryingtoculty favor,
notxmkéa Mamsimtyméem charged Avakiin,

: ‘SeuthemAfna nwdiscussmﬁoeusedondxemleof;

..the Suv:et ‘Union, particularly its. military aid to liberation:

‘mévements.  Davis. M'gabe  of - the  ZANU - Support

ne Soviet-multinational corposations or Soviet domination:
oftheAfricanpeople One: could:talk about it .only asa
possibility in. the- future.’’’. M’gabe . added : that .he-
- ‘Union is & sociatist

er contention was-the misin’ aspect of southern

é

ef Soviet penetration and aggression: -
- "On the question of Soviet arms, M'gabe assmed ‘that’

fromi whereever it can. ;. We may get guns from the |
'Sexjet Union and we will not apologize to anyone for taking: |

. them. We need those guns to defend our people. Just: i

~ becsuse we take the guns. -from s countty doesn’t mean -
" that'we are theit puppet,'* M’gabe asserted. He repo:ﬁed'.
tﬂjg)!oumbtqnc hnd ¢

‘wouldn’t want to defend:the- ‘proposition that the Soviet |
) country” and said ' Chinaprovxda;'ii_
,;~gooémalist model for us.”” Other speakers argued that{ ﬂ' o

® LApRaiist restoration in the Noviet Union. The RCP
_put forward little beyond the thesis it argued in Red
Papers 7, its major document osi- the subject. There' was:

'~ some discussion about the: absence of unemployment in-

the USSR..The RCP said tluf unemployment existed but
was dugmsed as “labor fluidity’” .(high job: turndver), .

“. increasing joblessness amotig women and unemployment
. -and underemploymient in the countryside.

" ® Angola. TheRCPrepeateditsposiﬁonof“a plagunon'

- alf honses,” i.e: opposing UNITA, FNLA and MPLA as all

of one or anether superpower. HatoLdGhsmof;
the- USC?FA’ “‘expesed. new - evidence’’ showing that .-
- Angela is now simultaneously colonized not only by the.

" Soviet Uniont but by the U.S. and South Aftica as well, The: ..

. eyidenée? Gulf Oil is-still operating its Cabinda wells and .~

coﬂttrgcﬂon .op- the “Cunene dam project—which; wilk

mpply powér to. South Africa-occupied Namibig—is -

-continning. (What Glasser did not mention was that Gulf

* operates- under a’ contract the terms of which were

determined by the Angolan government and that it now
pays royalties to that government.)

¢ Lgtin America. The workshop focused mainly on

" Cubs. RCP argued it is ‘‘capitalism in its highest glory”
.~ and a ‘‘sugar plantation of the Soviét Union.”” Other
Speakers arguéd that it was socialist and that it was the
‘'responsibility of U.S. progressives to defend Cuba from -
- the U.S. threats: ‘‘The Sowiet colony theory only lends a
left cover to the State ‘Department,” said panelist
Shephetd -Bliss, adding, ‘‘We should fight to break the

: bom...mwatwtﬂbemethmgwnmthatwm
f-:helpk Cy ,b:beiessdm

on the Soviet Union.”

Dyve - Dellinger. and. Bob.- Avakian.
By reas "RCP's viéw that *‘we should have a
of ali. stmgglg anckrm Wity against our bourgeo:s:e,
)03 ,xboduxper‘poxvem intemauonauy, " Hinton -
$itaation .existed,: opening up areas of
o with the U.S. ruling class against the Soviets. -
ged- said we. shouldﬁght the U.S. government and
' 80 preoceupled. with .the Soviet Union. Dellinger
added that he thought we.should fight for “‘socialism with
a butian face” and rejected the idea thata- dictatotship of

;thepro!eﬁnat or avtnguatd party is necessaty.

-+ The:‘conference ended late Saturday night w:th an

exhausted audience back, home. -~ .

Notlceably absent from: the. day’s dlscussms were
for action around international questions, The

" RCPdid calla @émonstration for.the next day around the

“slogan “U.S. Qut of South: Africa”’ (see_page 5). But a
sttategic plan of action.was left for another conference.
- While the lines of demarcation. were made somewhat

L sharpet withinthe 1LS: left; it will be world events such as

. Angola, and not conierences. wluch will put the vanous

pn!ihéﬂhnetmthetest%




