But this does not mean that a i -
solutely inevitable, although it isngws:giégswz:ngzrab
Both superpowers_rest on shaky foundations, There aée
cgnstant revolutionary movements in their own backyards
that they must try to suppress, The flames of revolu-
tlonary_peapleg war in the countries of Asia, Africa
and Latin ngerlca, as well as the revoiutionary struégles

ge%ufyf_Marxist-Leninist forces strive to lead the peoples®
leyg_rtlfnary stzggg}es, and to steer clear of the traps
aid by rhe 1mper1a11§ts and revisionists., The possi-

& postponement of such a war has to be more carefully
;nvef?lgate@. But the.fi?mest revoluticnary struggles
or liberation and socialism, without allying with one
Superpower or another, are the surest means by which a
ne? world war might be bPrevented. And the total
e;_mlgatlon of national oppression and class exploita-
tion is a precondition for the final elimination of wars.
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Section IIA - Strategy and Tactics

Through our struggle to rid ourselves of the
influence of the "theory of the three worlds," we have
begun to reexamine our conception of strategy and tactics,
and the relation between a given strategy and the theory
of Marxism-Leninism.

Most Marxist-Leninists in this country, if asked
to explain strategy and tactics, would simply say that
strategy is the overall plan for the disposition of
forces in a given stage of the revolution and tactics
deal with particular tasks at a particular moment of
history. Further, they would generally elzborate that
there are three strategic tasks: party building, the
united front and armed struggle. These were adopted
directly from the "Quotations from Chairman Mao Tsetung®
(p.3) where Mao speaks of "...the three main weapons
with which we have defeated -the enemy..." (guoted from
"On the People's Democratic Dictatorship”, Selected
Works, FLP Peking, Vol. IV, p.422). Since we are in
a period in this country in which party building con-
stitutes the central task, and since party building is
generally viewed as one of the three strategic tasks,
the various plans for building the party - all the
varicus "key links" formulated by the various and sundry
groups and organizations - are viewed as strategies
towarxds building the party. Tactics in general, if
discussed at all, are usually relegated to our relation
to the "mass movement" - e:g. a set of tactics for the
trade union movement, another for the women's movement,
another for youth, etc.

THE IMPORTANCE OF THECRY

The "theory of three worlds® puts forth a strategy
of unity with the comprador regimes in the "third
world" and with the capitalist states of the "second
world," and now of a united front against Soviet social-
imperialism. It was credible to many of us because of
our own facile approach both to the theory of Marxism
(our belittlement of theory) and to its practical applic-
ation, i.e. the strategy and tactics of proletarian
revolution. The, "theory of three worlds" gives a
fundamentally incorrect analysis of the world situation
today. With such an incorrect appraisal of the objec-
tive situation, the strategy advanced cculd not be a
strategy for proletarian revolution, but a strategy of
reformism that leaves the proletariat tailing kehind
the bourgecisie.

The strategy and tactics of proletarian revolution
must be based on a correct assessment of the cbjective
situation. In this lies the importance of the theory
of Marxism-Leninism, for it is the theory of Marxism-
Leninism that enables us to grasp the inner laws of
society's development, and, based on this understanding,
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to develop a plan that will accelerate that development.

As Lenin explains:

"Nothing but an objective account of the
totality of all the mutual relationships
of all the classes in a given society with-
out exception, and consequently an account
of the objective stage of development of this
society as well as an account of the mutual
relationship between it and other societies,
can serve as the basis for the correct
tactics of the advanced class., All classes
and all countries are at the same time
looked upon not statically, but dynamically,
i.e. not as motionless, but as in motion
(the laws of their motion being determined
by the economic conditions of each class).
This motion, in its turn, is looked upon
not only from the point of view of the past,
but also from the point of view of the
future; and moreover not only in accordance
with vulgar conception of the 'evolution-
ists,' who see only slow changes, but
dialectically: 'In developments of such
magnitude twenty years are no more than a
day,' Marx wrote to Engels, 'although
later there may come days in which twenty
years are concentrated.' (Briefwechsel,
Vol. III, p. 127)." (Requote from Karl
Marx, FLP Peking, p. 40 - 41; also in the

collection Marx-Engels-Marxism, FLP Peking,
p. 38).

Objective Conditions

By the objective situation we mean that aspect of
society that exists outside ourselves, over which we
Itave no control, those phenomena that exist independent-
ly of our will. We cannot choose, for example, the
period of history in which we live, any #more than we
can choose the class of society from which we come.
Certainly most of us would prefer to live in socialist
America. But the fact is that we 1live in the United
States of America in 1979, that this is one of the two
most highly developed imperialist powers in the world,
and obviously all our work most proceed from that.

The theory of Marxism-Leninism teaches us to exam-
ine the objective situation scientifically; to know the
inner laws of society's development; to see not only
what is happening but why, how and in what direction
different classes are moving; to see more than events
but to grasp the relationships between events. Phen-
omena, such as the large number of strikes in the U.S.,
take on new meaning when viewed through the lens of
Marxism. We know, for example, that these strikes must
be examined in light of both the intensification of the

-29-

: i il articular
.eia ~nF capitalism and the par
i eneral crisis oL C&Pt o e
Oioiggig crises of capitalism. As thesg?hizalthey -
ztrive to obtain the maximum pigflgagis ;; ;ﬁe e, 53
4= - e £ T
£ the crisis oOnto ok s
t?e burﬁizeginc the living standard by Ln:}iggon,Thu;
;;2:2’15 serviées, gttacks oz_;hg ;raﬁzrzzzg‘ciass, g
urst of strikes, 28 h -5. Qe
theoegtaith +he laws of history. reszst§vogzgiefu1
e E ct that these strikes are general;; PEBOBI e
The 1% ited in their content reflects {b;§x d;v e
e l;?lthe communist movement whlch_wouigvzgznt e
nisgn enough to divert the trade union veeeny
b lgtionary movement) the fact that the Sup ané e
gizztzd by U.S5. imperialism frgmtahecgg}igiists to'buy
i nable e i C
i ountries have enabled igaiists °0
°?§°§1§iciion of the U.S. working classi Eii;i;hits
gribed section, which has be?ntagietigsmzohntry, B8
i r the proletaria : L W
leade¥zglsh:v§truggle of the working class ?Ei?é;Zd g9
Ezitizforms in order to© maintain its own PIrivis
2T in society. i ) '« the ability
Poslt;gg tﬁeory of Marxism-Leninism g;viie:: §?:nomena:
ognize the inter-relationships P& ‘% o;y o
o iizwgtheir material class‘conzgnt: Ehepzéi ey,
;: ism enables us o recognize the mg,zgéis;s Qe et
s bk nd flows, the <« d
not only the ebbs & LB e il
torizewithin ayparticular epoch butator§;EZi;n Ee
2ru le between old and nEW,_Qetwggn reacH o
grc—ggrgss is leading; to know what 8 cx:mbe i__r:g mc'?hoee 9 padiction
{s going out of being. IMe GFC T o
ac wall a8 YHot e ion and indiwvidual oWRelst
ialized productlon St : L g A
?ettiznmiggiial basgs within capitalist sa;:zzy
is 2 e = . .
o L developpent oaD;H\ Qzﬁ?ﬁﬁ?f Sgémperialism is
i 21ism. As Lenin SO apt-y = SR
5§01:$; of social revelution of the_groieszziogv, <=
£he Without a correct class analysis o; coﬂeUonm eh
out the scientific kpow}eégeﬁiisggizer; thé e
& going, it 1s 1mEC for ThS oo
b s :e_ai e? tha£ aspect of the movgmentrzlie: o
giﬁgﬁg in it who strive to acg %Eriﬁcéiziticai?; thar o
AT : 1y .
it - to do anything but ) i ey v
iﬁ:chggtaneous movement , wildly trilng Engguiion:
stead of diverting it along the path of ¥

FaS

Subjective Conditions

i ercep-
) i i - the movement is the P
ective side of t percer
tionsTgegigzg group of people have of themselve
i them. ) o tien
SGCLBgytgzﬁinihe interjection of SClentlficoéoz;:iii;us-
1
i t, the leve :
i ing class movement, ) afies
s tgetﬁgrtoxﬁing class remalns ;rgde uniz?;ggoiigthe
pra sness. As we bring sczent%flc'soc_p,:he B e
s d ey lass concentrating at @hls txmg o‘u;;a ave
wortigg gf thé class, on organizing tgeilzzgg as'a 0o s,
Secking class will become conscious © 1£
Wwoxr

—in-itself. 1t
a class—for—itself rather than 2 class—-in-it

_30_



_______::]-.-....................l====:!===!!!!l....la!=-.......-----!:!!!--n-.:__________j______________________________ﬁ

is thus that the subjective factor,
change the direction of

§ociety, can accelerate the transfo

explains in Concernin

But the movement has
conscious side.
movement is the r
the workers of th
the movement; it

also a subjective
The subjective side of the
eflection in the minds of
€ spontaneous processes of
is the conscious and
systematic movement of the proletariat
towards a definite goal. It is this side
©f the movement that interests us because,
unlike the objective side, it is entirely
subject to the directing influence of strat-
&gy and tactics. Whereas the objective pro-
cesses of the movement, here, on the contrary,
on the subjective, conscious side of the
movement, the field of application of strat-
egy is broad and varied, because strategy
can accelerate or retard the movement,
direct it along the shortest path or divert
it to a more difficult and painful path,
depending on the perfections or short-
comings of the strategy itself..."(Collected
Works of Stalin, Vol. 5, p. 164; also see

WHAT IS STRATEGY

Strategy then must be based on a

of strategy and tactics has been erroneous. The be-
littlement of theory has hindered the development of a
correct program for proletarian revolution; without a

Marxist program a correct determination of what strategy
to pursue is impossibie. Rather what our movement has
done is to substitute vehicles for the accomplishment

of our strategic aims For the strategy for proletarian
revolution itself,

seizure of state power. T+ is the
organization of revolutionary leadership of the prolet—
ariat and oppressed masses. In this particular period,

where there is no party, building the party is the cen-
tral task of all genuine Marxist-Leninists in the u.s.
But the construction of the party is not a substitute
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colonies gnd peocolonies of the world can be (for a Marxist)
inszizgzgéguiiﬁizg?y for the first stage of the revolution
To preach the overthrow of imperialism as an ultimate
gtrgteglc aim is tantamount to advocating anti-imper- o
ialism ar a third ideology. And, as has been aréven
over and over again in any number of countriesLthrouuh~
out the world, an anti-imperialist struggle either
blossoms into socialism or rots into some new form of
éepeﬁ@enee on imperialism. One cannot simply om;;sep
iﬁggilaligm; imperialism must be smashed as well as over—
Tha n mua for i = =
il e must be for something one nust be for
The struggle for scocialism cannot take place without
the leadership of the vanguard class, the proletariat
The‘pro;etariat, based on its material conditions in ’
capitalist society -- owning nothing but its ability to
fgll its labor_power -- is the only thoroughly revelu-
cionary class in society. It is the only class capable
Sf carrying the revolution through to completion. Yet
the p;oletarlat, represented by those nations in which
the dictatorship of the proletariat has been established
and the vanguard proletarian parties throughout the
world, is not seen by the "three worlds" theorists as
the vanguard of all revolutionary movements, the leading
force of revolution, the class on which Marxist-Leninists
concentrate their attention. Rather "the third wnrld_
tne.storm center of revolution" ha3 replaced the prolé-
tariat as_the "motive force" of nistor}, and it is here
to Fhe Chinese revisionists, that communists should foeés
tbelr attention. The Chinese revisionists have
@15to;te§ the contradiction between oppressed nations and
imperialism to mean the contradiction between the ruling
classes of these countries and imperialism. They have
elevate@ tpis contradiction to the place of principal
contradigtion of our time and they have liquidated‘the
fundamental contradiction of society, between proletariat
and bourgecisie, between socialism and capitalism, as the
motive force of history. '

The Fundamental Contradiction and the Principal Contradiction

. We yould like to pause briefly to explain the
dlStlnC?an between the fundamental and the principal
contradlctiqn. The fundamental contradiction of séciety -
the Fon?radlction between the exploiters and exploited
?he basic class contradiction in any given society —-- '
1s not necessarily the same as the principal congia—
diction at a given time in that society, i.s. that
c9ntradlction that determines the development of all
the others.l8 On the contrary, throughout history the
:upda@ental contradiction has not been the same as the
principal contradiction, and it is for this reason that
clas§e§ still exist. For example, in the epoch of
declining feudalism and rising capitalism, the fundam-
ental contradiction was between the landed aristocracy
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and the merchant/bourgeois class. The resolution of
this contradiction, rather than eliminating exploita-
tion of the peasantry, created different social
relations, but social relations nevertheless based
on the exploitation of man by man. What makes the
epoch of imperialism different than all previous
historic epochs is that a qualitative change in
social relations (the beginning of a new historic
epoch) can take place only when the fundamental
contradiction (between the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie) is itself resolved, leading for the
first time in history to a new, socialist, society
without class exploitation. This change takes place
when the contradiction between the bourgeoisie and
the proletariat is the principal, as well as the
fundamental, contradiction in society.

The contradiction between the proletariat and
the bourgeoisie does not play the principal or
leading role at all times throughout the epoch of
imperialism. On” the contrary, imperialism has
created a number of classes as well as a handful
of exploiting nations, and therefore, as we have
seen in Section I, a number of contradictions,
primarily: between two opposing systems, socialist
and capitalist; between labor and capital in the
capitalist countries; between the oppressed peoples
and nations and imperialism; and between the imper-
ialist powers. The uneven development of captialism,
the wide disparity between nations, the insidious
quest of the imperialists for ever-greater profits
on a worldwide scale, as well as the temporary ebb
of the proletarian movement in the advanced capital-
ist countries, and the coming to power of the
revisionists in the Soviet Union have pushed the
national liberation movements into the forefront of
the world's revolutionary movement. The contradic-
tion between the oppressed peoples and nations and
imperialism has been the principal, leading contra-
diction during most of the period since World War II.*

THE LIBERATION MOVEMENTS vs. THE "THIRD WORLD"

But to say this is different than to say that
the "third world" is the motive force of history,
first because that formulation ligquidates the prole-
tariat as the motive force of our epoch, as well as
liquidating the necessity for its leadership in the
liberation movements. Second, that formulation
ignores the fact that classes do indeed exist within

* Whether this contradiction is today still playing
the leading role or whether the cpntradictions between
the two superpowers is principal is open to guestion.
Further examination of the world situation is needed
to determine this.
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the "third world," as well as within the national lib-
. eration struggles, and that some of these classes have

no antagonistic contradictions with imperialism. The
Phillipines is an underdeveloped country and therefore
part of the "third world." But Marcos, who represents
the comprador bourgecisie of that country, though he
may at times strive for an appearance of political
independence from U.S. imperialism, is a fascist dic-
tator who is an agent of U.S. neocolonialism and who in
no way. shape or form can be part of the revolutionary
current The masses of the oppressed Filipino people,

yes; -ainly they are a force directly opposed to the
intex of U.S. imperialism. But to call the Marcos
regime o

rrogressive is to practice the grossest kind of
deception and opportunism.

The direct reserves of the proletariat inter-
nationally include (and in the main consist of) the
national liberation struggles. These are the most
dependable and revolutionary allies of the proletariat,
just as the proletariat is the most reliable ally of
the national liberation movements. But it is important
to remember that these movements include several diff-
erent classes. The proletariat, no matter how small,
can and must strive for hegemony over the national
liberaticn movements. The united front, although it
may include members of the national bourgeocisie, must
be forged from below as an alliance of the prolet-
ariat with the peasantry. Under the leadership of the
proletariat the peasantry can be won over to revolution.
The lowest stratum of the peasantry becomes the main
ally of the proletariat in the struggle for socialism.

Unfortunately, the proletariat is not always able
to lead the movements of the oppressed nations and
nationalities. When these movements are led by
sectors of the bourgeocisie or petty~bourgeocisie, we
must examine them in light of the criteria Lenin put
forward in his "Report of the Commission on the Naticnal
and Colonial Questions" delivered to the Second Congress
of the Communist International, July 26, 1920. First,
are they in essence revolutionary or essentially
reformist struggles? Second, we must determine if they

"do not hinder our work of educating the
beasantry and broad mass of the exploited

in a revolutionary spirit. If these con-
ditions do not exist, the Communists in

these countries must combat the reformist
bourgecisié, to which belong also the
heroes of the Second International."
Lenin On the National and Colonial
FLP Peking, p. 33)

When a national struggle is essentially a reform-
ist struggle led by the bourgeoisie, while we support
the legitimate aspirations of the masses for indepen-
dence and liberation, it is our duty as revolutionaries
to expose and condemn all parties of compromise with
imperialism. Suck forces as Ecevit in Turkey,

(in
Question,
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Xaunda in Zambia, oX Manley in ngalca,_actgallggm:;gir
tals i " aven strengthen imperialist domination ;ew
ta%nt%ip; ihough with cosmetic reforms or'lnsamust
g?ziuisé ' Communists in the opzﬁesiegoﬁfglggs T
\ivoet their main blow against thes r S
?iinhh*égzlzs communists in the oppressor nat;gnirade
2&*Jth;ir main blow against revisionists a

t

the
union bureaucrats. Although at certain stages of

i icie may strive for in-
struggle the national bourgeolsie Y

1 i o
st ndance Irom internatiopal gapltgl,_it tegisagms
EP?ET te and compromise with imperialism. e
Yo B _aerve capitalist relations_cf society an 5
eoharos i+s own cppressive position as a bogrgi i
Enﬂan?e 1¥e Khomeini in Iran struggled agains e
20? a5 o5 ége;t of U.S. imperialism even thegﬂ xyes
'hah asvazn the masses from using armed force hl e
ot res?_a But once he himself came to power, el Egon
f?:u%g_fj-uahion of the people's democratic revo g v
?gei;gn;;“su;press the genuine revolutlongréiiein
siigrm the masses, attacking the Kurdih:nwomen‘s
soressed nationalities and opposing sy
St for equality. Although the communist Y adiing
Sgﬁigazi;; the national bourgeoi§1e fgen ;;I;gt tact:. =3
acainst imperialism, they must f£ind t etge e e
ngl demands to bring the masses under S melvis
ohi £ the proletariat; they must not leave. Fipig
ii;grg:ﬂake to the national bc:;geg;z;i&tigﬁzgan X
ay i sl atic :
gﬂéigfiytzhzomgigiggilaigm:g; way opened for socialist
:e?olgtlgzﬁy the vacillating stance of the giilg?al
i égisie deludes the peqpleg it is a d:;; 1 oF nail
?ouI? m and a compromise with idealism. e
fgixiition struggles, as a cn@pcnent par to-th;
ibe revolution, reguire strict adherence B -
fzézgigt principles of stratigy aggr22223cgecples
% 3 e i sts of the © : .
= aagzn;is:hzoiztiiit there are also natlgn§tst
5+rugéles (even cones t@at t;ke advgnt?getgatjhave
semands of peoples against oppression) . A
e tools of one of the other superpowe = S
bgcomel against its rival. As examples, we orEeé
Struggrs ge of the Kurds in Irag that was Sﬁpgs ¢
T h C%g_and the fight to set up Banglagei g
o “;1:(‘e allv independent state, spearheaded { e Y
EOll ;cbacied by the Soviet Union. Communlsts
;;cggawn into supporting such struggles.

THE ROLE OF THE "SECOND WORLD"

The main bastions of ;m9e;ialm§?l;?;gt ;izs:.iwo
it izlism and Soviet socxgl imperialism. Lo g N
iﬁ??iéo;e:s cogather constlt:ﬁe gziemz%ntgg ézcondary
World:S ???Pie iuzuzaazsogranze, Japan, Grﬁat Bri@aln,
impe;la;*i“ ,owgi The "three world's theory" regarafz
a?d ggszbzgiﬁaié-allies of the "third world. Contrary
wnes nax 1 & 3
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capitalists of the Soviet Union do not play the same role
in the world tocday as the Nazis of Germany did in 1939.
We raise this to pecint out that if we were confronted
with fascism as the main enemy of the world's people,

the "three world theorists" would leave us helpless in
the face of them.

The united front against fascism advocated by the
Seventh Congress of the Comintern in 1935 was seen,
first of all, as a tactic and not a strategy. The
strategic aim for the capitalist countries remained pro-
letarian revoiution and the establishment of Soviet
power. The forging of a united proletarian army -
the proletarian united front - united against first
the barbaric rule of capital and second for the dictat-
orskip cf the proletariat - was seen as "...the decisive
link in the preparation of the toilers for the forth-
coming great battles of the second round of proletarian
revclution..." (Seventh World Congress of the Communist
International, “Resolution on Report c¢f Ercoli,", p.

40 - 45). The Comintern Resclution cazlled for unity of
action from below. unity of action of the masses of
toilers against fzscism, without for a moment forgetting
the aim of proletcrian revolution and the necessity to
expcse the reacticnary Social Democratic leaders who
stocd in the way of the united front and who had formed
a bloc with the imperialists.

UNITED FRONT AGAINST IMPERIALISM

We emphasize this to show that the proponents of
the thecry of three worlds have distorted the essence
of the united front against imperialism. The united
front against imperialism is not a series of unholy
alliances or a geopclitical entente - a political-
military bloc of nations based on geography, color or
opposition to one superpower or the other. It cannot
include U.S. :imporislism, one of the two greatest
oppressors of the world's people, nor can it include
the bourgeois governments of other advanced capitalist
countries - Gre Britain; France, West Germany, Japan.
Substituting a bioc of "third world" countries, many
of which are run by reactionary, oppressive neo-
colonialist regimes; for the united front against
imperialism liguidates the class content of the united
fronts It disarms the proletariat and oppressed masses

in the face of a most bloodthirsty and belligerent enemy -

the system of imperialism.

The united front against imperialism is the strat-
egic alliance c¢f the international proletariat with its
direct reserves, the national liberation movements. It
is forged from the revolutionary struggles of the masses
of the people and fortified by the genuine leaders of
these struggles, both Communist and non-Communist. The
foundaticn of the united front ayainst imperialism is
not the minimun principle that we support any act that
objectively weakens imperialism but the Marxist-Leninist
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As Stalin

The interests of the proletarian

2nt in the developed countries and
rational liberation movements in
=olonies call for the union of these
forms of tre revelutionary movement
i~ro z common front against the comion
wemy, imperialisme:

The victory of the working class in the

‘ne developed countries and the liberation
tihe oppressed peoples from the yoke of
erialism are irmpossible without the
~ipn and conscliidation of a common
rciutionary front;

iz formation of a —ommon revolutionary
meoseible unless the proletariat
oppraessor nations renders direct
-ermined support to the liberation
ents of the oppressed peoples against
mperialism of its 'own country,' for
1o caticn can be free if it oppresses
nations.® {Engele);" (Stalin,
aticons ¢of Leninism, p. 77).

TACTICS

We reco>gnize that in the U.S. communist movement
there is a great deal of confuzion over tactics, not
only regarding what tactics are but the fundamental
importance of correct tactics to proletarian revolution.
That the united front against fascism was a tactic and
not a strategy is but one example of the fact that
tactics cannot be belittled.

In our moverent we frequently hear the view that
differences, eit:= among grocups or circles or indiv-
iduals, are "onl «ifferences in tactics, tactical
differences™” anc¢ therefore not of any great impcrtance.
Tactics are viev:d as particular activities at part-
icular times in perticular mass movements. They are
viewed mainly wichin the context cf the spontaneous
movement, and thus reflect the erronecus position of
"tactics-as-a-process” that Lenia so vehemently opicsed
in What Is To Be Done?

Th Wnat is 7o Be Done? (FLP Peking, pp. 57-52!
Lenin likened a tactical plan to the adoption ¢f &
treatment plan for a particular disease. For every
disezse there zre a number of possible treatments.
Leukemia, for exzmple, can be treated with chemother-
apy (drugs), =adiation, or surgery. A doctor adopts
one or the other of these treatments depending cn the
age of the patient, the advancement of the disease, the
intensity of the disease, whether it is in a period of
remission or exacerbation. Whether he chooses cne
course or ancther, he must stick to it as a plan;other-
wise he deals only with symptoms, with the overt
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manifestations of the disease as they appear, and not
with the essence of the disease itself.

So too with tactics; belittling the importance of
tactics, allowing them to flow solely from the spontan-
cous movement of the masses as this or that struggle
emerges on the scene is tantamount to liquidating the
role of the conccious factor and debases the movement
to the curse 2F spontaneity.

Lenin & ins tactics as:

"_..the rarty's political conduct, or the
characiter, the direction and methods of

its political acticity. Tactical resol-
utions zre adopted by Party congresses in
order to precisely define the political
conduct of the Party as a whole with regard
to new tasks, or in view of a new situation.”
(Vv.I. Lenin, Two Tactics of Social Demo-
cracy in the Democratic Revolution, FLP
Peking, p. 9)-

Tactics, like strategy, are founded on a scientific
Marxist examination of the objective conditions of
struggle. As was explained earlier in this article,
without a clear analysis of the objective factor, with-
out a program cf struggle, there can be neither a
correct strategy nor correct tactics. Once this is
developed and a clear overall strategy laid out,; we can
begin to seriously talk about tactics. Tactics are not
a separate subject from strategy; rather they are part
of the strategy, the method of implementing an overall
strategy at a particular time. While it is true that
tactics change with the ebb and flow of ‘the movement,
this is not to say that they change without a plan or
direction, withcut having as +heir aim the acceleration
of the objective factor towards socialism. Rather they
fake intc account the ebbs and flows of the movement and
represent the plan for the forms of struggle best
adopted for a particular time.

For exermple, during the first stage of the Russian
Revolution (from 1903 - February, 1917) the strategy =
to overthrow itcarism remained unchanged. However, in
the years 1903 - 1905, during an upsurge of revolution-
ary activity, the Bolsheviks boycotted the Duma (the
tsarist parliament). They were able to do this because
the revolutionary upsurge allowed them to take the
offensive. From 1907 to 1912, as the revolutionary move-
ment declined, the Bolsheviks participated in the Duma
and utilized parliamentary forms of struggle as the best
forum for espousing their revolutionary aims. Through-
out this pericd the Bolsheviks strove to isolate the
iiberal-monarchist bourgeoisie that was sitting at the
head of the Duma. Their methods or tactics for doing
this changed according to a plan based on the political
changes of the time.

Tactics can never be seen as ends in themselves.
They are subordinated to strategy; and if a tactical
victory means a strategic defeat the tactical victory
should be given up. On the other hand the correct
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enable the masses to desire and set as its own aims
what the vanguard already knows and has set as its own
aims, Therein lies the importance of tactics - for it
is the masses ( and not the vanguard in and of itself)
who are the true makers of history.

Without correct tactical leadership - without the
ability to change a propaganda slogan into a slogan of
action or into a directive - we will be unable to mob-
ilize and lead the masses to accomplish our strategic
aims. The Bolsheviks became masters of this art. The
slogan "Down with the Autocracy," for example, was a
propaganda slogan when it was firit advanced by the
Emancipation of Labor Group and when .t was aimed at
winning ever the vanguard. It became an agitational
slogan during the Russo~Japanese war vhen it was aimed
at winning over and educating the masses. Prior.to the
February Revolution it became a call to the masses to
prepare for the actual overthorw of the tsar {(i.e. an
action slogan), During the February Revolution it was
a directive - an actual call for the seifure of power
and indeed the tsar was then overthrown. 41

THE SITUATION IN THE U.S.

Certainly in this short Bpace we have raised only
a few of the most salient points regarding strategy and
tactics. The subject is among the most vital in the
literature of Marxism-Leninism, and we are fortunate to
live in a period of history when the rich summations of
the history of the proletariat are available to us. We
realize that we have in a sense raised more questions
than we have answered, and we can only touch upen the
most burning questions for the U.S. proletariat, the
strategy for proletarian revolution in the U.S. We
have tried to emphasize the importance of theory in
this period, as a prerequisite to clearly formulating
& composite strategy for this country.

This is not to say that we (as a movement) are
starting from scratch and know nothing regarding our
strategy for the U.S. proletariat. We can say that the
U.8. is an advanced “imperialist country and that, based
on this, our strategic aim is proletarian revolution and
the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
We know that the working class movement in this country
is dominated by the labor aristocracy and that the
communist movement is. dominated by right opportunism
and revisienism, and it is against these forces that
we must direct our main blow. We know that the multi-
national U.8. proletariat is the vanguard of the rev-
olution. We know that the Afro-American and Chicano
national liberation movements and the revolutionary move-
mente of the other oppressed nations and nationalities
have played a leading role in providing impetus to the
proletarian movement since the late 1950's ;, and that
these movements, constitute part of the main reserve of
the proletariat in this country. We continue to uphold
the teachings of Lenin and Stalin that those classes
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closest to the pi .letariat, namely the semi-proletariat
and the lowest stratum of the peasantry, also constitute
part of the rzin reserve of the proletariat in the
struggle for ialism.

We raise this but our grasp of it in actual living
terms is limited, We need to do further
study of oboth the objective situation and Marxist-Leninist
theory arcund these guestions. We do not sufficiently
grasp either the class compositions of the national
movements in this country or the relations of other
classes to the proletariat, in particular our attitude
e the various strata of the petit-bourgeoisie(based on
fact and not speculation), which class constitutes a
broad and complicatsd section of the population of the
U.S. Who is part of the labor aristccracy and who is
agtually part of the petit bourgecisie? We have
little knowledge of the relation between town and coun—
try, of the changes in agriculture, the relation between
agricultural workers and the industrial proletarizt,
etc. To develop anything more than the kind of superfi-
cial sirategies of the Revolutionary Communist Party or
+he Communist Party (M-L) we must address ourselves to
answering these and many other guestions. And a nation-
al organization with a leading center are of great
importance to our ability to caxry this out.

We can see that the "“theory of three worlds" gave
ne a theoretical basis For deviating from our theor-
etical tasks. Tt provided us with a view of strategy
and tactice that distorts and revises the Leninist teach-
ings on this subject. It is our responsibility mow not
only to gain a correct understanding of the international
strateuy for proletarian revolution but to concretely
take up the tasks necessary for the development of a
correct strategy for proletarian revolution in the
United States of America. The day this bastion of

imperialism falls will be a day of revolutionary xe-
joicing throughout the world.
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Section |iB- Strategy and Tactics
in Worid Wars | and 1l

In the first two sections of this article we have
emg&alnzkge of the fundamental features of ﬁqxzﬁalisngigiaéo
general basis of a Marxist-Teninist approach to the strategy and
tactics of proletarian revolution. To concretize this analysis
we would like ncghto briefly sumarize two of the most ca
events of the 20™? century, namely World War T and World War IT
These two events represent the rost acute pericds aEhorh}ﬂﬁde.
cr1§is in the first half of this century; and the attitude and
actions of the camunist rovement towards these events pxa&ide us
wx§h profound and vital lessons in the art and science of revol-

Every wer must be regarded as a separate enti from
el of it Bl Mool Sty 17 o

: :
that benefits mankind, or a war waged by or among th;ri;gmessars
for the‘cxﬂﬁnueﬂ plunder of the masses. A particular war cannot
be exqm%nainexely fram the standpoint of the atrocities cormitted -
atrocities ccour in all wars - or who invaded whom first. All wars
ieprgseqt a fomm of class struggle and are, as Lenin states in
Socialism and Var," (quoting Clausewitz), "...the contimuation
of politics by other (i.e. violent) 'means'..."(In Lenin On War
and Peace, FLP, Peking, pg. 11). The events leading up to a war
as well as the particular war itself must be studied in the con-
text of the_lnherent contradictions of the tire; otherwise they
Efi;ﬁ meanlngless, igolated phencmena that offer little guidance
ok forggimatlon and implementation of tactics for the revolution—

FACTORS LEADING TO WORLD WAR I

In ialism, the Hi of Capitalise ZIenin
points out gg;t capitalist countries Gevelop tnevenly, particular
during the era of irperialism. In the first third ogftﬁis cen- =
@nxy gregt Britain was the most highly developed and powerful
;EEngallst:cant:y. As the saying went, "the sun never set on the

'1§iSh Empire. z By 1814 Great Britain, with a land mass of .3
million square kilometers, controlled a colonial empire of 33.5
Brmilhm' andkllmeters populated by 393.5 million inhabitants. Great

_tazgz France together controlled 1/4 of the world's popul-
ation.“4 Germany, on the other hand, entered the arena of cap-
italist contention rather late. It consolidated itself as a state
only in the late 19%h century. As its industrial capacity crew -
by 1914 113;5 output of steel surpassed both England's and France's
together?d - it sought rarkets outside its borders to export its
surplus goods and capital. Yet its colonies by 1914 encorpassed
only 2.9 million square kilomsters of territory with a population
of 12.3.nu1%ﬁon inhabitqnts, i.e. less that 1% of the world’'s
population. As a nation governed by the econcmic laws of
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