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by MC5

MIM has distributed many copies of Serlers, as the text
has profoundly contributed to the party’s line on the reac-
tionary nature of the white nation, including the white nation
working class, in North America. MIM does, however, have
some criticisms of Settlers.

Sakai has a dim view of groups like MIM, since Sakai
supports armed struggle now. After a simplistic reading of
Mao’s work, Sakai even finds justification for this position in
Mao's writings. [The issue of launching armed struggle in the
imperialist countries now is handled in MIM Theory 35,
Chapter 5 “Armed Struggle Now: An Ultraleft Deviation.”]

Sakai's political economy is derived from the
Revolutionary Youth Movement 1 (RYM I). For a history of
RYM I, MIM recommends SDS by Alan Adelson, or
Weatherman, edited by Harold Jacobs. RYM I was a faction of
SDS that took the strongest pro-nationalist line and favored
immediate urban guerrilla warfare.

RYM 11, which is where MIM has greater sympathies for
the most part, was more cautious about armed struggle,
opposed Trotskyism without cheerleading for every nationalist
struggle and generally had a more analytical approach com-
pared with the feel-good armed struggle crowd.

Sakai supports nationalist struggles and opposes white
nation chauvinism. So even though Sakai does not explicitly
identify him/herself as a descendant of RYM I, that is in fact
where Sakai’s ideas come from. And Sakai’s work represents
the best that this trend has to offer.

Most of what MIM has to criticize in Sertlers has to do
with the beginning and end of the book. The bulk of the book
is a penetrating exposition of the relationship between nation
and class as they exist concretely in the United States through
history. For the most part, the analysis is clear enough for peo-
ple outside Sakai’s political trend to understand.

Perhaps the biggest objection to Sakai’s history is his/her
rendering of World War I1 as incormectly handled by revolu-
tionaries in the United States. The analysis starts with a quota-
tion from imprisoned revolutionary George Jackson that says it
was a mistake to side with U.S. imperialists against the Nazis,
as Stalin had advised revolutionaries abroad.

The problem with this section is that it does not aliempt an

assessment of the balance of forces at the time and whether the
oppressed in the United States would haye done better by
opposing the U.S. war effort.

Nothing guaranteed that the imperialists would not gang
up on the oppressed. Germany was occupying the first socialist
state, the Soviet Union, which proved 1o be a powerhouse on
the side of the oppressed. Why shouldn’t oppressed people
side with the Soviet Union (via the United States) against
Germany?

Furthermore, could both imperialists have been over-
thrown? One possibility is that a strong anti-war effort by the
oppressed within the United States would have succeeded.
Then the United States would have withdrawn or never entered
the war. Roosevelt would have negotiated with Britain,
Germany and Japan instead.

This would have cost the Soviet Union and more Jewish
people their existence. For that matter, Germany would have
likely have held on to Europe. Getting the United States into
the war created some space for a number of groups (o operale.
If the imperialists negotiated away their differences, this may
have meant more hardship for Third World peoples.(1)

Overall, though, the most important issue in the book is
not World War I, but the national question. Sakai goes oo far
in equating the nationalism of the oppressed nations with pro-
letarian internationalism. S/he cites the Mugabe regime in
Zimbabwe favorably while cheerleading for a particular fac-
tion of the PLO. On the back page, Sakai includes a picture of
Ho Chi Minh and a quotation.

The rest of the book always cites nationalist leaders in a
favorable light.

Al the same time, Sakai borrows heavily from Lenin and
Mao and decries “revisionism™ throughout the book. However,
cheerleading for nationalist struggles and opposing revisionism
are not the same thing.
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Of course Sakai is correct that the chauvinist “left” has
distorted Lenin’s work on oppressed nationalities.
Straightening this out is a tremendous favor to the international
proletariat,

But for Sakai to go on to claim Lenin and Mao as backers
is incorrect. In particular, Mao’s Chinese Communist Party did
not have any fraternal relations with any states except Albania,
That means it regarded all the rest of the so-called communist
world as hard-core revisionist or revisionist with the possibility
of developing into genuine communist. How can one tell what
is revisionist? Only Albania’s communist party and other par-
ties not in state power supported the continued class struggle
under the dictatorship of the proletariat. The rest did not see
the Soviet Union as state-capitalist. -

The Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine was not
a Maoist group and did not enjoy fraternal relations with the
CCP as a party. There were some out-of-power parties that did,
such as the one in Indonesia that was massacred in the 1960s,
but Sakai is not referring to these nationalist armed liberation
struggles for the most part.

So Sakai makes the error of confusing support of national

liberation struggles with support of particular organizations
dedicated to revisionism. This is the most important error in
Sertlers. To blindly cheerlead for Ho Chi Minh (while failing
to point out what the Vietnamese Communist Party thought

about the Cultural Revolution and mass struggles) to consoli-

date the dxc‘tatorshlp of the proletariat is the error of overlook-
ing revisionism in the name of internationalism. &
Sakai is correct that we only demonstrate our internation-

alism by supporting nationalist liberation struggles of

oppressed countries. Yet to really support that struggle, it is

necessary to support a non-revisionist party leading it, a*|

Maoist party. By 1994 it’s clear that without a genuine com-
munist party leading, countries such as Zimbabwe, China and
Vietnam go back into capitalist dependency.

There are many contexts in which it is correct to simply
support a nationalist struggle regardless of the organization
involved. Especially in the United States where imperialism is
headquartered, internationalists are called on constantly to
oppose the maneunvers of the U.S. imperialists, U.S, interven-
tion must be stopped everywhere and national struggles sup-
ported everywhere. That is not the same thing as supporimg
particular organizations.

Vietnam and Zimbabwe are especially bad' cases of
Sakai’s error. Here supposedly socialist construction is under-
way and the Vietnamese Communist Party (VCP) and
Zimbabwe’s Mugabe took incorrect lines in political economy

and in regard to the all around dictatorship of the proletariat. -

They did not recognize Mao’s teachings on the necessity of
continued revolution under the dictatorship of the proletariat

and hence are nothing more than capitalist dependenc1es now
Notes:

World War II and the United Front.

1. See MIM Theory 6, “The Stalin Issue” for an analysxs of Stalm |

Night-Vision:
llluminating War
& Class On

The Neo-Colonial
Terrain

Butch Lee and Red Rover, 1993
: December 1993

by MC5

Although MIM heard that this book had some connection
to J. Sakai’s Serrlers: The Mythology of the White Proletariat.
MIM does not distribute Night-Vision: Hlluminating War &
Class on the Neo-Colonial Terrain. All three books (Settlers.
Night Vision, and Seitlers sequel False Nationalism, False
Internationalism) are essential background material for those
preparing for armed struggle in the imperialist countries.

- Instead of distributing Night-Vision generally, MIM rec-

_ ommends that its comrades and associates read this in a MIM-
' sponsored study group. In priorities, MIM study groups should

go in the order the books came out. Settlers is most important.
followed by False Nationalism, False Internationalism, and
now Night-Vision. To make this a reality for its prison com-
rades, MIM proposes that the Vagabond Press donate as many
copies of the book and corresponding postage as it would like,
and we will see to it that it gets into the hands of prisoners
already studying these questions.

Night-Vision is a hodge-podge of important information,
mostly from the present, with some reference to older theorists
— such as Amilcar Cabral and Kwame Nkrumah. Night-Vision
is also about connecting nation, class and gender.

Much of the book, especially toward the beginning will
seem old hat to the MIM reader. The two essentially new
propositions for Maoist réaders derive from Arghiri Emmanuel
and Maria Mies. Mies is the theorist who should be noted for
distinguishing between unWaged'and waged labor in the capi-
talist context and how gendcr is bound up with unwaged
Iabor.(1)

Arghiri Emmanuel stands out for noting the contradiction
between settler populatlons and the imperialists. This contra-
diction is not the one between capital and labor usually thought
of by the mother country “Left.” Instead, Emmanuel is talking

| about how unpenahsts lose use for their settlers in neocolonial

situations, when settlers no longer directly rule a society.
Hence, in South Africa, capltahst imperialism can survive
without havmg settler rule ‘buit the settlers ﬁght a wcmus rear-
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guard action (0 keep the imperialists in their old colonial
mode. In many situations, the settlers are more of a problem ©
the oppressed than the imperialists themselves, according o
Emmanuel.

Butch Lee and Red Rover emphasize that we are in a neo-
colonial age and nota colonial age. This also includes “de-seti-
lerization.” The settlers may protest, but the imperialists dis-
pense with the privileges granted 1o the settlers in direct rule
and move to establish an indigenous bourgeoisie in the
oppressed nations.

The authors’ position opposing neocolonialism and the
new elites created is not the same as J. Sakai’s original posi-
tion or if it is, then it is a crude position held by them jointly.
As MIM said before in its critique of Sakai, Sakai treats all
nationalist movements as equivalent and progressive — negat-
ing that some are bourgeois-led and some are proletarian-led.
While it is indeed progressive for
seize power from the colonial bourgeoisie, that is not some-
thing that should be equated with commu-

a national bourgeoisie t0

IONALISM

errors of practice. Whether it’s the Black Panther Party or
ACT-1UP. The political answers we need are only going to
~ome from mew struggles, new social forces taking

In which case. MIM wonders, why bother writing a book?

The Radsmxckings wrote about women who seek to evade and

paralyze by asking guestions of things for which there are

already amswers. This is what Lee and Rover have done, not
| quickly, b=t & final decision.

How is it that Sakai is able to offer such a definitive histo-
| ry of scitierism B North America if we can only get answers
| from the masses without offering them ourselves? The answer

is that like it or not. people who collect information, analyze
and then make dscisions on what is true and not true, are lead-
ers. People who do not are not leaders, and might be passive
— paralyzed by the march of history and an unwillingness to
make decisions. Most people who are not leaders themselves
have the sense to follow the leaders they have chosen. That is

the lesson of the vanguard party this cen-

nist seizure of power. Sakai counters that H :
outsiders should not be deciding which ln materla' While Sakai took many definitive
movements are communist, but MIM dis- i stands and demonstrated the qualities of
agrees. Communists always have to make realltv’ there are revolutionary leadership, Sakai left it
decisions based on concrete gnalysi§, situaﬁons when the open if there was any genuine vanguard
without which no action or consistency 1S party. Here we see Lee and Rover do the
mels Al pee 1 oppressed must = en e N e and Rover
=, en, mu 1 7
what reality is and how to change it. Choose Wh|Ch rise into idealism is on the necessity of
Lee and Rover improve on Sakai to picking principal contradictions. Lee and
some extent by pointing to the dangers of struggle to Rover see a happy unity in the women
neocolonialism, but overall Night-Vision o Gt and children of the Third World. Hence
does not have the strengths that Settlers pﬂontlze. they see no need for pitting gender strug-

has. Settlers is dense history, heavily

influenced by Marxism-Leninism and Maoism. It is also very
detailed in attacking revisionism, While we can se€ that Sakai
could be anarchist, the possibility is much more evident in the
case of Lee and Rover.

Lee and Rover go a long distance, but in the end they take
up idealism. Recently, MIM said this about Toni Morrison as
well. Though they quote Toni Morrison,(2) Lee and Rover are
much more radical, in that they understand the limits of multi-
culturalism, seeing it as an expression of neocolonialism.(3)

By idealism, MIM means the willingness to publish 2
whole book for the public that concludes with no answers. In
so doing it continues the sort of agnosticism of Sakai with
regard to counting on the masses to rise up equally, whether
under national bourgeois or proletarian leadership:

“Everyone is looking for new political answers.
Young movements are groping for strategies & programs.
We are not even pretending to offer those answers, and
it’s important to understand why. Because new answers
come from the grassroots, from the strategies and under-
standings that always arise out of the struggles of the
oppressed themselves. From the inventions, trials and

gle against the national struggle. One
graphic that Lee and Rover include in their book goes as fol-
lows from a poster protesting the St. John’s rape case in New
York in 1991: “We are sick to death of people who prioritize
the fight against sexism over the fight against racism. We are
sick to death of people who prioritize the fight against racism
over the fight against sexism.”
MIM has come to believe that this is a mistaken position,
again flowing from an unwillingness to make decisions —

agnosticism, a form of idealism which is fatal for the
oppressed. In material reality, there are situations when the
oppressed must choose which struggle to prioritize. While
work in solidarity with women and children workers of the
Third World avoids this question, many practical questions,
especially in North America, are rife with the problem of hav-
ing to choose strategic sides. Many times fighting oppression
will be very simple because the oppressed will be female and
oppressed nationality. In other situations, life will be more
complicated because there are cross-cutting oppressions. That
is not to mention individual circumstances, where we will cer-
tainly have to stand against the Black women cOpS and bour-

geois lawyers and side with white, male revolutionaries.
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The authors mention, but do not discuss at length, the con-
cept of Black men as “an endangered species.”(5) The aunthors
ridicule the concept for its exclusion of Black women.
Similarly, the anarchist-feminist authors ridicule the idea that
the Black family needs strengthening without offering any evi-
dence to the contrary.(6)

On the other side, the authors appear unaware that the
concept of Black men as “an endangered species” arose in
many connections precisely to disprove the simple idea that
picking the unemployed, oppressed nationality women as the
principal vehicle for change was the best way to go (e.g. wel-
fare). No, it was pointed out that the effort made by feminists
to raise Black women ahead of Black men benefits whites.
This controversy is common knowledge within the Black com-
munity. However, what is less common knowledge is that
there is some evidence that Black men are indeed relatively
more oppressed than Black women. In this connection, the
mortality and imprisonment figures of Black men of all ages
come to bear in connection to genocide.

On the other hand, in connection to the “family,” there is
ample evidence that where the family is not intact, where the
male may be missing, problems ranging from higher infant
mortality to drug abuse are more rampant. These are not ques-
tions that should be dismissed quickly with a moralizing barb
the way Lee and Rover do in one sentence. Revolutionary the-
ory is not about picking the words that sound most righteous
most quickly. While Lee and Rover avoided the ultraleft liber-
al tendency to tell such anecdotes precisely to glorify the indi-
vidual and to eliminate any possibility for developing group
consciousness, they nonetheless are somewhat guilty of a mor-
alizing approach to theory as demonstrated in the case of Black
gender relations.

If the oppressed are not united behind one strategy, based
on one analysis, the oppressed will divide. Vanguard parties do
their best to pick one analysis and corresponding strategy and
then unite people behind it. That may be the most important

reason that vanguard parties have served as the midwives of |

revolution this century while anarchism has led to no tangible
results in the struggle against imperialism. Having the
oppressed masses divided and going in different directions to
meet the same problem is not something that they themselves
can afford.

Unfortunately, there is nothing MIM can do to stop the
gender aristocracy from lining up with someone like Anita Hill
and making a big fuss to confuse the oppressed and saddle
them with another loss in battle, What MIM can do is prepare
the situation so that the next time, the oppressed themselves
will not be even slightly divided on the question.(7)

Lee and Rover recognize the many divisions among the
people who aren’t imperialists. They see splits in the working

-class and splits in the two genders and within the various

nations. They say that neo-colonialism has unleashed chaos
pure and simple, and that the imperialists are happy to have the
various groups fight it out with the settlers and each other. For

this reason, MIM itself would never publish and distribute
such a destructive book that doesn’t explain how to line up and
re-organize the pieces of a communist movement.

STRENGTHS OF NiGHT-VisioN

In most regards, MIM finds Nighr-Vision very agreeable.
Indeed, there is some high-level unity on questions right down
to the details, unity that we don’t find in many places, includ-
ing organizations like the League of Revolutionary Struggle
and RCP, USA which call themselves Maoist. There is nothing
in the book that couldn’t have been or hasn’t been discussed
within MIM,

There are three main differences between MIM and the
Lee and Rover types: 1) the question of the need for a van-
guard party and democratic centralism 2) the weight of Mao
Zedong and other proletarian leaders compared with that of
various bourgeois nationalist leaders 3) the question of direct
action and immediate armed struggle. We have discussed these

While progressives generally
united on the point that Clarence
Thomas is a bootlicking
comprador, many were fooled

by Anita Hill’s individualist

and reformist approach.

elsewhere, so here we will go into the astonishing unity
between MIM and the authors, given the other differences that
exist.

For instance, Lee and Rover do not make the mistake of
cheerleading for Anita Hill.(8) While progressives generally
united on the point that Clarence Thomas is a bootlicking com-
prador, many were fooled by Anita Hill’s individualist and
reformist approach. We are happy to say that Lee and Rover
were not swept up with the spontaneity of the situation that the
bourgeois media and the Senate created.

Indeed, one thing that makes the Lee and Rover brand of
ultraleftism so attractive is that it is not patently liberal. While
many descendants of the Weather Underground would build
bombs one day or front for those who did, they would often go
fight charity battles or make excuses for Democrats the nexl
day. Court battles are a favorite place of the ultraleft liberals to
get righteous, usually by taking one side in a hopelessly con-
fused situation. An example that Lee and Rover avoid is the
Mike Tyson/Desiree Washington conflict.(9) Tyson got con-
victed for rape, but Lee and Rover don’t then sing the praise of
the criminal justice system and conclude that this is the way to
g0, as so many ultraleftists who are unconsciously liberal do.

The conflict between Tyson and Washington is searched
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endlessly by the liberals for symbolic meaning. Somehow the

mistaken for something real by the ultraleft liberals.
Lee and Rover also attack patemalism and the whole ide-
ology of protection quite correctly. “Men are supposed to pro-

tect women, and adults are supposed to protect children. But |

nowhere in the world is this true. The supposed need to ‘pro-
tect’ is really the ideological justificaton for keeping you pow-
erless so you can be abused and exploited.”(10)

“Whenever anyone says that, how this group or that
group is special and need protecting, that only means that
they own you. That only means that you're property.
When they’re free, animals don’t need the SPCA. Check it
out.”(10)

This issue has been a big one in the feminist movement in
the imperialist countries. Not surprisingly, given their line

against paternalist protection, Lee and Rover also find that

gender is not something strictly biological: “Gender can even
drift away from sex, away from its physical moorings.”(11)
They go on to explain how in some situations, biological men
have been made into women.

Above all, MIM shares with the authors a sense of the
importance of understanding parasitism. As much as MIM, the
authors realize that the white nation is subsidized by the Third
World and not the other way around.(12)

CONCLUSION

The book destroys the existing answers without offering
new ones. This is something that MIM is careful to do only
within its party circles, and then only by accident. Even within
party circles, those advocating the creation and use of new the-
oretical weapons are required to bring forth evidence and a
possible practice to replace the old ones being discarded. It is
important not to sow doubt and confusion for the sake of doubt
and confusion the way the police would like.

MIM is not aware if this kind of anarchism by Lee and
Rover can sustain itself. Most anarchists are really only civil
libertarians with another name. Lee and Rover appear to be

| mors of e genuine communist anarchists who are the only
lives of the world champion fighter and a Miss America got |

ones wortoy of the name. This century, such anarchists have

I i Iv outnumbered by bourgeois liberal rebels

themse=lves anarchists. These bourgeois anarchists

only “-_L. the senumine communist anarchists stand out more.

In addition, o at.mn‘_ communist anarchists deserve the

respect CI the sts becanse they do not falsely claim the

mantles of Mzrz_ [ =nin and Mao the way revisionists do.

Lee and Rover are scientists, more or less influenced by
Mﬁﬂlﬂmliﬂﬁ'_éj'_. The have made many, many advances by
making analyses and the then taking a stand. It appears that with
regard to the need for 2 vanguard party and a summation of
socialist experience. this group of people throws up its hands,
right into the skies of agnosticism.

History has created this group of people, but in the long-
run, we believe it will separate into two parts. One part will
continue with its application of revolutionary science and work
in the vanguard party. The other part will get lost in confusion
over the conditions of neocolonialism, fall for pop sociology
and fads in general, and then degenerate into parasitic anas-
chism or individualism.

Notes:

1. See Maria Mies, Pamarchy and Accumulation on a World Scale:
Women in the International Division of Labour. Zed Books:
London, 1986.

2. Butch Lee and Red Rover. Night-Vision: [lluminating War & Class
on the Neo-Colonial Terrain, 1993, p. 8.

3. Ibid., p. 54.

4. Tbid., p. vi.

5. Ibid., p. 10.

6. Ibid., p. 186.

7. See MIM Theory 2/3, Chapter 3 for extensive treatment of the
Hill/Thomas debate.

8. Ibid., pp. 2-3.

9. Thid., p. 179.

10. Ibid., p. 151.

11. Ibid., p. 31.

12. Ibid., p. 166.
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sig is the influence of focoism on the Sendero line, if
any. In a previous issue, MIM comrades discussed
the Sendero line in favor of “militarization of the
party.”

exeerpt-trom::

including the Cultural Revolution. On the other

r focoists

me e -arti Te F= e

highest form of propaganda.(2) Debray is also explic-

it on the ship of the grmy to the “To
subordin #@ﬂﬂ ﬁally and
tactically to & pa rrs cqlly changed
its peacetime organization, or to treat 1t as one more
art activity Ixngs in its wiake a

DE,Ffﬁ -is

party should command the army because he

believes th “ 11 t clcenter and
should not t = of: W’ Jperience.(
In Cuba, it was the army 1 created he party.(b

Likewige, the Senderos’ call fo; ‘militarization of the
part e lita-
=~ ISCUSSIoN:Of:
armed forces.

Furthermore, ctacular acts of urban sabo-
tage performed DF if stressed at the
expense of rural b&se-b o seem to indicate
a focoist influence. Nonetheless, MIM currently has
no definitive information or analyses of possible
focoist influences on the Senderos. [MIM has since
received much deeper information about the Shining
Path and distributes all Shining Path literature avail-
able on this and other questions—MCb5, 1993]

The debate in the United States today

In the United States, the line between focoism
and Maoism is more blurred. This is not surprising
given the fact that after Khruschev denounced
armed struggle as the path to revolution, revolution-
ary-minded people in the United States lumped
together all Third World revolutionaries in order to
discredit the reformist Communist Party, USA.

This kind of thinking has its place. It is still
worthwhile to ponder the failure of Trotskyism and
reformism in the Third World.

On the other hand, there are concrete differ-

ences in how Maoists and focoists organize in the

United States.

George and Jonathan Jackson and the Black
Panther Party often mentioned Ché and Mao in the
same breath. The Weatherman and other descen-

SMALL

RED PLANET

dants of the Revolutionary Youth Movement did i2=
same. For example, in the present, people such as J
Sakai, author of a history book on the United Stai=s
from a proletarian perspective (Settlers: The
Mythology of the White Proletariat), and E. Tani a==
K. Sera cite Mao to support focoism.

These Castroites are different than the mez=
gervants of Soviet revisionism in that they see st
cess in Cuba, but do not necessarily uphold ==
Communist Party in the USA or USSR.

George and Jonathan Jackson summed up ==
focoist position in the United States well by sayizZ
that “we cannot raise consciousness another m=-
limeter” without armed struggle.(6) Focoists belie
that small cells of armed revolutionaries can crn:t:
the conditions of revolution through their actiors
Good examples set by foco units will be copied &7
the masses, according to the focoists.

Ultimately, the focoist is scornful of analysis of
concrete conditions except those of military stf'_':-
gle. “Conditions will never be altogether right for
broadly based revolutionary war unless the fasciss
are stricken by an uncharacteristic fit of total ma
ness.... Should we wait for something that is o
likely to occur at least for decades? The condlw"
that are not present must be manufactured.”(7)

George Jackson gives the example of the 1930
as a case where conditions for revolution were DIs
sent in Amerika, but “the vanguard elemenis
betrayed the people of the nation and the world as =
result of their failure to seize the time. The conss
quences were a catastrophic war and a new rounc
of imperialist expansion.”(7) Therefore, the C.P. ot
the 1930s bears responsibility for the enormous
crimes of U.S. imperialism committed since ths
1930s, according to Jackson.

There are two levels at which revolutionaries
must deal with this argument. First, is it factually
correct that revolutionary conditions will not appes=
for decades to come unless the bourgeoisie makes
an uncharacteristic mistake? According to MIM's
founding documents, especially on the internationz!
situation, this is not the case. Even according to ths
Weatherman in 1969, this was not the case
“Winning state power in the US will occur as =
result of the military forces of the US overextending
themselves around the world and being defeatec
piecemeal; struggle within the US will be a vital
part of this process, but when the revolution tri-
umphs in the US it will have been made by the pec-
ple of the whole world."(8) The pressures of Thirc
World liberation struggles are supplemented by
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First section is outdated discussion of Peru
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7 S.-Soviet contention, which has become more of a
'=ctor since the time that the Weatherman Spoke of
+2e principal contradiction, which was undoubtedly
setween U.S. imperialism and the Third World at the
=me. [Obviously this aspect o ].S. militarism has
snce changed with the near collapse of Russian
=mpire—MC5, 1993]

Secondly, George Jackson. RYM I and J. Sakai
4l point to the alliance between the bourgeoisified
workers and the imperialists as one of the main 1ea-
sons for the failure of revolution in the United
®ates. Thus, there is a scientific analysis of why the
=asses in the United States will not support revolu-
=on, but no scientific rationzle for the course of
s~tion supported by Jackson. Sakai, E. Tani, Kaé
3era, et. al. They explain why there are no condi-
=ons for mass armed struggle, but then proceed to
=ngage in armed struggle.

The focoists have two replies 10 this argument.
2Jne is an argument with suspiciously Judeo-
Thristian overtones. Basically, it says the masses of
== United States are part of the enemy. They will
sever support revolution or at least not until the rev-
wationaries force the state 1o bring down repression
= everybody. All that revolutionaries in the United
#=tes can do is serve as an isolated detachment of
= Vietnamese, Filipino, Salvadoran, Filippino, etc.
groletarian revolutions. Individual revolutionaries
w11 fail in the United States but they will take some

: the repressive forces/enemy with them and thus
==ke some contribution to the success of revolu-
=ons elsewhere.

This argument smacks of Judeo-Christian
=nics because it basically says do what is morally
sure even if the real world impact is slight. This is a
s=rticularly vicious disease (Judeo-Christian individ-
=1 conscience-salving, guilt-tripping and existen-
==lism) in the United States where the relatively
Sr=e market economy provides a material basis for
‘=dividualistic thinking as opposed to class con-
Joousness.

Additional evidence that Judeo-Christian ideol-
2oy is at work in the focoist line in the United States
=mes from Tani and Sera. While Tani and Sera
#zim to uphold Mao faithfully, along with Ché, Ho,
=~ they are quite blunt about Maoist movements
+he United States: “We are not going to discuss
‘M-L Party-Building’ tendency, since it was
ays a rightward trend of Bourgeois Marxism imi-
ing the old CPUSA. To us the development of rev-

s-tionary forces within the U.S. oppressor nation
==:ed with the efforts and decisions of the overall
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Anti-imperialist tendency."(9) Sakai, Tani and Sera
carefully document their argument against lame pro-
Soviet revisionism, reformism and the “Left” gener-
ally, but when it comes to what they admit was the
largest trend in 8DS, they snicker and guffaw with-
out explanation.

The lack of explanation of why armed struggle
tactics are appropriate now in the United States.
contrary to what Mao and Lin Biao [when Lin Biao
was still correct] said, is itself powerful evidence
that there is no explanation, only ideological presup-
position. These people initiate armed struggle, not
pbecause they think that armed struggle offers the
best chance of success Now, but because they as
individuals can feel morally correct for making the
greatest sacrifices to fight imperialism now. Such
people remind one of the Catholic activists who
advised all the workers at a factory to quit their jobs
because their production was military-related.
These people are not much different than those who
leave the United States 1O demonstrate moral dis-
taste for U.S. policies Or 10 join Third World revolu-
tionary movements to which they can make no
contribution. People like these who do not employ
the science of Marxism-Leninism Mao Zedong
Thought in order to win state power for the interna-
tional proletariat actually endanger the revolution
for their own selfish, moralistic ends.

The other rejoinder that focoists have is that
subjective conditions create the material conditions
for revolution. According to the focoists, the mere
example of seeing one bullet down a helicopter will
shatter the invincibility of the enemy. Those who
believe that it 18 impossible to defeat the technologi-
cally advanced U.S. military will see otherwise in
practice: “How would they have felt [the pigs and
the people] if the nameless, faceless, lightening-
gwift soldier of the people could have reached up,
twisted the tail of their $200,000 death bird, and
hurled it into the streets, proken, ablaze!! I think
that sort of thing has more 10 do with consciousness
than anything else I can think of.”(10)

Secondly, the focoists say that the bourgeoisie
will necessarily wreak repression on the masses in
order to attack the revolutionaries.

The Maoist reply to these two arguments is
two-fold. First, by ignoring material conditions, the
focoists will not demonstrate the weakness of the
imperialist state, but instead make themselves
Christian martyrs who are useful to the imperialists
in search of public proof of their invincibility. That is
to say the focoists will unintentionally convince the
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masses more than ever before of the myth that the
imperialists cannot be defeated—Dby losing decisive-
ly to the imperialists.

Secondly, the imperialists will not have to im-
pose heavy repression to oppose a failed revolution
of martyrs/superheroes/media stars. Where it does
impose repression, the ruling class may gain the
popular support of the bourgeoisified workers in
favor of “law and order.”

The crux of the issue is this: Do conditions
exist for successful armed struggle in Amerika? If
not, starting the armed struggle too soon will only
taint armed struggle in the minds of those who
would otherwise favor armed struggle when condi-
tions are conducive. Premature armed struggle sets
back the onset of successful armed struggle. At this
stage in history, even setting back the armed strug-
gle a few days may result in a nuclear catastrophe
for humanity.

Therefore, Maoists do not regard focoism with
a liberal eye.

Lin Biao, second-in-command to Mao at the
time, put it this way in 1965:

“Tf they are to defeat a formidable enemy, 1evo-
lutionary armed forces should not fight with a reck-
less disregard for the consequences when there is a
great disparity between their own strength and the
enemy's. If they do, they will suffer serious losses
and bring heavy setbacks to the revolution.”(11)

A favorite Mao quote of George Jackson is
“When revolution fails. . . it is the fault of the van-
guard party.”(12) However, this quote can be inter-
preted to mean that revolution may fail if the van-
guard party starts armed struggle too soon or too
late. But the real Mao quote that focoists need to
come to terms with is as follows:

“Internally, capitalist countries practise bour-
geois democracy (not feudalism) when they are not
fascist nor at war; in their external relations, they
are not opposed by, but themselves oppress other
nations. Because of these characteristics.... In these
countries, the question is one of long legal struggle

. and the form of struggle bloodless (non-military)
.. the Communist Parties in the capitalist countries
oppose the imperialist wars waged by their own
countries if such wars occur, the policy of these
countries is to bring about the defeat of reactionary
governments of their own countries. The one war
they want to fight is the civil war for which they are
preparing. But this ... should not be launched until
the bourgeoisie becomes really helpless.”

Mao continued to uphold this basic line 30 years
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later, as evidenced in the Lin Biao article of 1965:
“Taking the entire globe, if North America anc
Western Europe can be called “the cities of ths
world,” then Asia, Africa and Latin America const-
tute “the rural areas of the world.” Since World Waz
II, the proletarian revolutionary movement has for
various reasons been temporarily held back in tbe
North American and West European capitalist couz-
tries, while the people's revolutionary movement =
Asia, Africa and Latin America has been growing
vigorously. In a sense, the contemporary world reve-
lution also presents a picture of the encirclement o
cities by the rural areas. In the final analysis, tbs
whole cause of world revolution hinges on the reve-
lutionary struggles of the Asian, African and Latiz
American peoples who make up the overwhelming
majority of the world’s population.”(13)

Grounds of unity: the RYM I line on the
Euro-Amerikan masses

Although Maoists need to demarcate from the
focoists' military line, the focoists’ class analysis of
the United States is often right on target. There =
nothing in the RYM I class analysis that corresponds
to its military line. Rather, the Weatherman's class
analysis of 1969 (and Sakai's class analysis today
demonstrate why armed struggle is out of the ques-
tion at the moment:

“As a whole, the long-range interests of the
non-colonial sections of the working class lie witt
overthrowing imperialism.... However, virtually a—
of the white working class also has short-range priv-
ileges from imperialism, which are not false pn‘r
leges but very real ones which give them an edge £
vested interest and tie them to a certain extent ic
the imperialists, especially when the latter are in z
relatively prosperous phase.”(14)

Since the RYM class analysis does not corrs-
spond to its military tactics, it is possible for MIM 1=
adopt the RYM class analysis wholesale.

How clearly Jackson formulates the question o
the middle classes in the United States comparec
with Bob Avakian's statement in “Charting...
While Avakian claims to break new ground by 1=
emphasizing Lenin's formulations on eCconomism
Jackson's explanations were short and easy i<
understand already by 1971: “A new pig-orientec
class has been created at the bottom of our socieid
from which the ruling class will be always able 2
draw some support.”(15) Jackson adds that with vic-
tory in World War II, the bourgeoisie was able iz
offer Euro-Amerikan workers “the flea market that
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muted the workers’ more genuine demands.... The
controlling elites have co-opted large portions of the
lowly working class.”(16)

There is a difference between someone like
Avakian, who tries to form the most revolutionary
pole to divert workers' movements and someone like
Sakai, who sees white workers allied with the impe-
rialists. Avakian focuses on the history of
“sconomism” in communist efforts in the United
States and implies that a correct approach to work-
=rs would produce better results. Avakian thus
shares with P.L. [Progressive Labor Party] the con-
viction that incorrect organizing has damaged 1evo-
lationary movements among Amerikan workers. On
he other hand, RYM I types including Sakai focus
on the “alliance” of white workers that “tie them to
- certain extent to the imperialists.” (Despite the
sifference of emphasis in “economism” VS,
“alliance,” neither school of thought necessarily
~olds that there has been a revolutionary opportuni-
1y in the United States since 1929.)

MIM should wish Avakian well with the
2evolutionary Communist Party's (RCP) effort to
fight “economism” in efforts to organize the bour-
seoisified working class. Of the groups that do not
=ce the white working class allied with imperialism
1 the short run, the RCP is the best. It emphasizes
-he decisiveness of the Black masses as of Avakian's
most recent interview in Revolution magazine. The
2CP also emphasizes the other oppressed nationali-
~ieg and immigrants in the United States while
falling short of saying that there is no Euro-
Amerikan working class.

Nonetheless, MIM has been moving toward an
scceptance of RYM I/Weatherman class analysis of
“he United States. (See MIM Theory issues 9-11; a
solitical economy for this analysis was developed in
=aw MT1 in 1992.)

Other questions and pro-RYM arguments

There is another possible reason to support
2vM military tactics. Perhaps they work, but the
sublic does not know it. When the bourgeoisie wins,
=< in the Brinks case, everyone hears about it. Yet,
:he people who are part of the Revolutionary Armed
Task Force (RATF) are very capable people, often
=illionaires in their own right.

This is not to put them down for being capable
=nd resourceful people. In particular the common
* scorn for the Weatherman as a bunch of rich white

+ds is incorrect. If they are doing the best thing for
2o revolution of the international proletariat, then it
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does not matter who they are.

The question is whether covert gains of the
RATF outweigh its public losses. Are there covert
gains that the various focoists of the RATF and BLA
have won worth the public losses to the revolution?

Undoubtedly there are some successes that the
public does not hear about. On the other hand, the
Weatherman typically released communiques to
publicize its victories.

If the BLA, RATF, etc. cannot publicize their
gains, then that in itself is reason to oppose their
military tactics. The operation of Mao's mass line
depends on the summation of information of the
whole movements’ successes and failures. Both in
terms of propaganda and internal organizational life,
communication is necessary.

It is the author's impression that there are
focoists cells in operation in the United States.
These cells stay separate for security reasons.

On the other hand, on behalf of the focoists,
there is perhaps no reason for the labor aristocracy,
which is most of the white people in the United
States, to hear about victories in armed struggle.
Propagandizing among the oppressed masses would
be good enough. Between the opportunist strategy
of grabbing bourgeois media time and the anarchist
approach of influencing only those one meets in
day-to-day life, there is a lot of room. However, it
has always been a hallmark of focoism to seize the
greatest amount of publicity possible and thus spark
the prairie fire. It seems unlikely that there are
tremendous secret focoist successes.

Tani and Sera describe the anti-imperialists
this way: “In late 1969, SDS, the mass national orga-
nization of student radicalism and protest, split into
two political tendencies. The first was the Anti-
imperialist tendency, most visibly led by the
Weather Underground Organization.... The second,
opposing school of thought was the ‘Marxist-
Leninist party-building’ tendency, initially led by the
Progressive Labor Party's ‘Worker-Student Alliance’
and the Revolutionary Youth Movement 2 student
bloc (whose elements became the October League,
Revolutionary Communist Party, etc.). This tendency
viewed the struggle as a classic, European-style
worker vs. capitalist workplace conflict, and advo-
cated using trade union reform campaigns to build a
party like the 1930s Old Left. China was seen as the
only world vanguard by them."

Ultimately, for Régis Debray and Tani and Sera,
the failure of a reputedly revolutionary organization
to take up armed struggle immediately defines that
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organization as bourgeois. For this reason, Tani and
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Sera skip over any polemic with Maoism in the United
States. Nowhere in the book by Tani and Sera is there
any argument why failure to take up armed struggle
is bourgeois. Hence, the argument must be gleaned
from Jackson and Debray and others.
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