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ZAPU VISITS VANCOUVER
“Smith Sees the Writing on the Wall”

Recent events in Portugal and its colonies have spilled over gnto the remaining white
minority-ruled territories of southern Africa: Namibia, South Africa and Zimbabwe. As
Portuguese forces withdraw from Africa, the liberation movements in these three countries
may gain improved access to their homelands; we will then very likely witness a drastic
escalation in the struggle on the sub-continent. The center of armed struggle is already
shifting-to Zimbabwe, where guerrilla campaigns of the Zimbabwe African Mational Union (ZANU)
and Zimbabwe African People's Union (ZAPU) have recently been gaining momentum. The racist
Smith regime is unable to contain the advance of the liberation forces who, with growing
support from the Zimbabwe people, already operate throughout much of the country. The
Rhodesian settler community is fast disintegrating and fleeing the country as the pressure
of people's war increases. R

* This, in brief, was the message that Edward Ndlovu and Stephen Nkomo of ZAPU brought to
Canadians during their September-October visit here. As part of their national tour, the
ZAPU comrades - hosted by LSM - participated in a series of events in Vancouver, speaking
and rallying support for ZAPU and the Zimbabwe struggle.

Canadian Capital in Zimbabwe

The visit of the ZAPU delegation served well to expose Canadian imperialism and its
extensive operations in southern Africa. The Canadian-owned Falconbridge Mining Co. and
Bata Shoe Co. are among the leading "multinationals" which harvest super-profits from the
cheap labor and abundant resources of Zimbabwe. In the same vein, Canada maintains
preferential trade agreements with South Africa - Smith's chief supporter - and during
Ndlovu and Nkomo's visit, Canada became one of only nine countries to support South Africa's
participation in the current UN session.

A Basis for Further Work

These points were stressed by the ZAPU delegation. While companies Tike Bata and
Falconbridge go virtually unchallenged here at home, the peoples of Zimbabwe, Namibia and
South Africa are rising in armed struggle against the racist, imperialist constellation of
which Canada is a partner. A great challenge therefore confronts Canadian progressives: to
align ourselves in concrete ways with those in Zimbabwe who are presently carrying the
weight of armed struggle against our common enemy.

The visit of the ZAPU comrades was one step toward building a basis for such
internationalist practice - a task which must be continued in the future. During their stay
in Vancouver, plans were discussed for LSM to train two ZAPU cadre in the various skills of
graphics and printing and then help in setting up a ZAPU printship in Africa. In addition,
LSM undertook to produce three informational brochures for the Movement, one of which has
already been completed.

LSM Interview with
Edward Ndlovu on
page 27
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LSM/Bay Area Unit (Calif.) members
Carol Wright (middle) and Beth Youhn
(right) with a member of China 's PLA.
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Americans In China
Critical Reflections on a Recent Visit
/v_lgy Beth Youhn and Carol Wright

Last May, two LSM-BAU members spent three weeks in the People's Republic of China on a
Qgg2dian.!nglizié3;53£%i¥iggi_;our. The visit presented an invaluable opportunity to learn
about the Chines olutionary experience first hand. In this article, however, we will
confine ourselves to a few critical comments on our experiences as part of the tour group:

on the politics put forth by the group and how this reflects some fundamental weaknesses-of
the American Left.

US National Chauvinism

Despite the label, "political activist," our tour group was an amalgam of twenty-two
individuals from diverse backgrounds and with varying levels of political commitment. Common
for most was that, throughout the trip, they displayed a great lack of respect for our hosts
and their efforts to show us what they consider important about their country and revolution.
For example, many.felt that our guides were bureaucratic, manipulative and reluctant to show
us what we wanted to see. Many kept insisting that the Chinese offer alternatives to each
day's itinerary and expressed outright dissatisfaction with some scheduled activities, such
as a visit to a People's Liberation Army compound. (Though everyone was finally delighted
with this visit, no self-criticism was offered that perhaps the Chinese themselves might
best know what to show us of their revolution.) There were also cases of blatant
discourtesy and political irresponsibility, like when a talk on China's foreign policy by a
Government official was attended by only thirteen tour members. The others chose to go
shopping (!) or took walks. In other cases some revealed tourist-like cultural chauvinism,
protesting against the "excessive" formality which is a part of Chinese hospitality.
Instead, they wanted things to be informal, unstructured and spontaneous - that is,
"American.” When we were greeted by the Revolutionary Committee of a factory, school or
commune we were visiting, it was seen as a bureaucratic device to keep us from relating to
"ordinary" workers and peasants. Few among us recognized that the workers and peasants
themselves - many of whom we were able to talk to - would have considered it a serious
insult to their American friends not to give us the attention of their chosen leaders on the
Revolutionary Committees.
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limited to the extent that the masses of workers and peasants had little knowledge of actual
conditions beyond China's borders. This, of course, may be understandable in.view of its
years of relative isolation while the country consolidated the dictatorship of the
proietariat. But now that China's door to the world is wide open and the Government is
taking an anti-imperialist stand on the world scene, mass-based proletarian internationalism
might better be served by more education concerning concrete conditions and revolutionary
struggles abroad. - .

The "Other Side" of Revisionism

Our tour group was probably quite representative of the US "Movement." The cynical
1iberalism, individualism and anarchism of some group members are the result of a long
process of "bourgeoisification" which followed the tide of imperialist expansion. Such
tendencies are bolstered by a romanticized identification with the American "working class”
which the Left seeks to lead - a vast labor aristocracy which today, as a class, politically
tails the imperialist bourgeoisie. Far too little thought has been given as to what this
class represents; what its material basis and objective interests are.

Revisionism is the political expression of that sector of the proletariat which allies
itself with the bourgeoisie. As the history of the European and North American labor
movement demonstrates, revisionism shows itself where the generous surplus of capitalist
production has filtered down the ranks to generate the growth of a labor aristocracy among
workers. Considering the mechanisms of US.capitalism and the current state of the US
"Movement," we see that it is precisely within this imperialist nation that the 1ikelihood
of revisionism on the Left is greatest. Its material base is solid, its ideology has deep
roots in the population and, in fact, it has already manifested itself through class
collaboration and social-democratic “moderation" as a dominant feature of 1ife over the past
several decades. :

The Chinese are correctly concerned with the growth of revisionism, especially where it

has seized state power as in the USSR and eastern Europe. Their struggle against the social
imperialism of the Soviet bureaucrat bourgeoisie, and their own negation of revisionism -
the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution - have had an enormous and healthy impact on the
international socialist movement. But our experience in China revealed to us that the
Chinese are scarcely familiar with that "other side" of revisionism which is widespread
among socialists within imperialist nations.

Te be sure, it is not the duty of the Chinese to "complete" the theory of revisionism
for handy reference by the world's left forces. Neither is it their duty to analyze the
class forces within every advanced capitalist country. What worries us is that most North
American organizations which support China's anti-revisionist struggles have not yet even
begun to confront this phenomenon - in either theory or practice - within their own country.
Instead, they have fallen prey to the dangerous habit of uncritically accepting all facets
of China's outlook - as they interpret and understand it - with the justification that
China is the unquestioned leader of the international socialist movement.

This inevitably Teads to errors. Thus, many US and Canadian organizations rightly
denounce Soviet social imperialism around the world, and the corresponding bankruptcy of the
CPC and CPUSA, while at the same time shirking their duty of comtinuing to develop the
battle against revisionism by identifying its class basis within North America: the vast
mass of workers who actively or passively collaborate with the imperialist bourgeoisie.

In order to wage this struggle, we must abandon the political ethnocentrism and
implicit national chauvinism which was so clearly demonstrated by our tour group. At this
stage of history, the most serious threat to international capital does not come from
American workers, but rather from revolutionary masses and liberation struggles in the
"countryside" of the empire. Support for such struggles accelerates the breakdown of
imperialism. It also gradually generates revolutionary conditions within the imperialist
metropoles, where the surplus (the material basis of class collaboration) dissipates in the

-general crisis caused by the contraction of the system. Revolutionary work in relation to
the struggles of super-exploited peoples and classes corresponds to ideological struggle and
open rebellion against class collaboration with imperialism by North American, Japanese and
European workers. Such praxis is therefore crucial to uprooting revisionism and building
socialism on the basis of genuine proletarian internationalism.
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US Fascism
and American Workers

by Frank Giese

*

In the USA today more and more people are coming to see the growing threat of open
fascism. To counter this threat we will need a strong and united movement, with a clear
understanding of the direction of events and the ability to predict how the battle lines
will be drawn.

At the moment, though, there is a great deal of debate and recrimination among the
various groups who claim to be in the North American revolutionary vanguard. Most of the
organizing and polemics take place in the name of the "working class," that time-honored
-agent of revolutionary change - at least in the 19th Century Marxist tradition of Europe.
But Europe is no longer the world; the 19th Century should not be confused with the 20th;
and Marxism is not a tradition but a living method.

What is the working class andwhomdoes it consist of? What is the appropriate unit of
analysis - national, geographic or economic - to answer that question? It is surely difficult
to organize the working class without knowing what it is. In all, the American Left has
been unable, in its theoretical effort, to shake off a tendency toward traditional phrase-
mongering that relies heavily on the need to "organize the working class." What we need
today is a sound analysis which will reflect the economic and political realities of our
time.

AGrowing Labor Aristocracy

If there is a dialectic of history and social change, then one thing is certain:' )
today's working class is not, and cannot be, the same as it was 100 years ago.‘Ag capitalism
changes, there will be corresponding changes in the class structure and composition of the
system, and to correctly estimate the consciousness and revolutionary potential of any class
it is essential that we understand the direction and character of this change.

Capitalist developments over the past century or so have been enormous. Marx and
Engels studied small entrepreneurs who enriched themselves to the extent that they were able
to extract surplus value from their hired workers. But in their study of the b1o§som1ng
British Empire they also caught a glimpse of the corrupting influence of that Empire on
‘British workers and the rise of a stratum of "aristocrats of Tabor," sharing, if only to a
minor degree, in the spoils from the plunder of the colonies.

Lenin, in his study of early 20th Century imperialism, used Marxism to evolve a tbeory
of the development of inter-imperialist rivalry to protect interests both at home apd in the
colonies. He described this both as the "highest" and the "dying" stage of_cap1§a1!sm. And
Lenin, too, insisted on the growth of a parasitic labor aristocracy within imperialist
nations.
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the capitalist State, thoroughly discredited though it was by its collaboration with Nazism.
Even the celebrated events of May 1968 never posed a real threat to the bourgeois State.
Perhaps the most characteristic feature of the general post-1945 situation in France was the
total absence of working class solidarity with the Tong and bloody Algerian liberation
struggle. ‘

The situation in the US Tikewise reveals the existence of a working class with a
tradition of militancy that coincides with periods of depression, but whose long-range
interests have more and more been identified with "national” goals; at times even with the
crudest imperialism rather than with proletarian internationalism. Why would US workers
risk their present standard of 1iving in a show of revolutionary solidarity with super-
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expTottedTatin Ameyicans or Asians when that standard is itself based on just such super-
exploitation?

The Principal Contradiction

It is therefore ridiculous to maintain today that workers of the industrialized nations
are in the vanguard of the world revolutionary movement. The principal contradiction of our
time is that between the imperialist bourgeoisie of the metropoles and the super-exploited
pecples of the "Third World." The role of “proletariat,” the revolutionary agent, falls
with the peoples of Africa, Asia and Latin America. In terms of Mao's military strategy,
the underdeveloped "countryside," with its vast human resources dwelling in desert, jungle
and bush, will surround and engulf the imperialist "cities," constituted by the
industrialized capitalist nations.

Therefore, the most basic element in the development of a revolutionary consciousness
among white US workers must be a sense of international proletarian solidarity.
Specifically, this means an end to racism at home and open, concrete manifestations of
solidarity with revolutionary struggles in the fmperialist countryside.

Fascism and Imperialism

If we view the US as part of a vast empire rather than existing in isolation, it is
false to claim that fascism has not yet struck in our society. On the contrary, if we
accept Dimitrov's definition of fascism, "the open, terroristic dictatorship of the most
reactionary elements of monopoly capitalism," then we see that fascism is indeed the most
characteristic mode of control within the empire. It is everywhere dominant in the neo-
colonies. It is also used to control elements of the metropolitan population, especially
Blacks, Chicanos, Puerto Ricans and native Americans. The reason that most Americans,
including both organized workers and the white radical Left, do not recognize the presence
of facism is that openly fascist methods are not yet generally used against them. And this
is because they do not as yet constitute a real threat to the continued rule of capital.

In Germany, between 1935 and the total collapse of the Nazi regime, large elements of
the German population prospered and as a consequence remained oblivious to the most
oppressive aspects of the system. In fact, as the reich expanded, 1ife became increasingly
comfortable for a large proportion of Germans, not only in terms of a higher standard of
1iving, but also through the certainty of their own superjority, first over the Jews, then
over the effete and cufturally inferior Western Europeans, finally over the genetically
inferior Slavs.

In 1943 it would have been hard to convince most Europeans that German fascism did not
exist, just because some Germans did not suffer under it. Today, it might be equally futile
to try to persuade a South Vietnamese or a Chilean that US fascism is not yet a reality
merely because most white Americans are unaware of its existence. From the point of view of
subjugated peoples throughout the empire, most Americans must themselves be considered the
perhaps unwilling collaborators of the fascist regime.

There are many similarities between colonialist and imperialist methods of government
on the one hand, and those of fascism on the other: military occupation, with or without

‘the installation of a puppet regime; intensive exploitation and exportation of natural

resources, as well as industrial and agricultural products; slave labor and forced export of
manpower; and finally, the systematic humiliation of conquered peoples and the destruction of
their cultures. Seen in this light, "fascism" means much the same to Europeans as do
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~August Seminar

The Enemy Within
by Ole Gjerstad and and Dennis Mercer

What is the enemy within us, members of the Liberation Support Movement? This question
points to a fundamental contradiction in our praxis: there is 1ittle in our material life
circumstance which impels us to radically change society; the objective conditions of our
lives have in no way prepared us for revolutionary action. Still, we do our best to help
bring about revolutionary change, to serve the interests of the masses who today form the
basis of revolutionary liberation struggles in many parts of imperialist society. How is
this contradiction manifested?

Imperialist society is a class society and we are part of its product. We entered
politics with an essentially non-revolutionary class background; with values, attitudes and
ways of understanding the world shaped by our class position and by the whole array of our
historically acquired needs and means of fulfilling them. Every day these values and needs
come into conflict with our revolutionary aspirations. They are the enemy within!

How can we deal with such an enemy? Can we simply annihilate it? Can we transform
ourselves into "pure communists"? Not Tikely. Some of our non-revolutionary ballast will
probably be with us for as long as we live; some may even be strengthened by the impact of
our immediate surroundings, for the enemy within is a product of "the enemy without," i.e., |
capitalism and imperialism. Without eliminating the latter we can never hope to rid :
ourselves of non-revolutionary (or counter-revolutionary) influences. Therefore, in LSM we
feel it of primary importance to transform society rather than transform ourselves; to
objectively advance socialism before serving our individual, subjective concerns, becoming
"true communists," etc. OFf course, we realize the process is dialectical and that the two
aspects of transformation are related. But given our tendencies toward self-indulgent
individualism and other petty bourgeois values, meaningful self-transformation can only come
about as a by-product of our efforts to change society - to struggle against imperialism and
for international socialism. Thus we can afford to struggle with only a small fraction of
our non-revolutionary values directly - namely, those which concretely impede our work. Our
contribution can only be measured by our practice, not by the time and energy spent in
dealing with our personal problems, which are, after all, slight when compared with those of
the masses engaged in armed struggle.

12







insights can be used to point out conditions favorable to the "enemy within" as well as
those which enhance our moving in a revolutionary direction. If we can understand how we
got here, we will no doubt be in a better position to consciously set the course for a
future which involves continuous efforts at "class defection," a breaking with bourgeois
praxis and throwing in our Tot with the revolution.

Naturally, this is no easy or straightforward task. But if we cannot understand our
own history, see the interplay between .material and subjective forces; if we arg unable to
map our journey through life up to the present, how can we ever expect to understand the
situation and development of others, whether individuals or classes? And if we capitulate
in this effort, our work in organizing and mobilizing for the anti-imperialist struggle will
be 1ike walking blindly in the dark, stumbling and feeling our way through unknown terrain.

Most of us experienced great difficulties in maintaining the required rigor in our
analyses, getting lost in descriptive accounts of our Tives. Equally common was the .
tendency to disregard or play down the force of material conditions and property relations

| in determining our thought and behavior. Though we "know" that "being determines
| consciousness,” we did not find it easy to trace the intricate relationship between ideas
| . and values on the one hand, and our material life on the other.

Despite these deficiencies, certain common class tendencies began to emerge.
Individualism: putting one's personal needs and problems ahead of everything else, and the
corresponding unwillingness to accept the fact that this tendency is best dealt with by
. { consciously placing the needs of the organization, one's comrades and the revolution first.
i | Opportunism: adapting old values (e.g., that intellectual work is "more important" than
manual labor) to new politics, rather than struggling to transform these values in political
practice. Liberalism: seeking social acceptance rather than forthrightly expressing our
political position, especially when it may be unpopular. These tendencies and others have
surfaced in each of us in various forms and degrees. Our attempt to uncover and analyze
them helped reveal their persistence and, more often than not, determining their social
origins helped expose the i1lusion that it is all a matter of “personality hang-up's." We
can now better appreciate what is involved in defecting from our class-of-origin and joining
our Tives with those of the revolutionary masses. :

To be sure, such class tendencies embody both positive and negative aspects. It is to
some degree because of (and not despite) our individualism, etc. that we have been able to
come as far as we have in a revolutionary direction. Things like competitiveness, personal
ambition and pragmatism have in strange ways been important ingredients in our work to
destroy the system which gave rise to such values in the first place. But in order to move
on, this dialectic interplay of positive and negative aspects of our class values must be
brought under control. We must learn to see the relation between the contradictory aspects
of these tendencies in any given situation. Only then can we "turn our weaknesses into
strengths" and advance both our work and our politics.

"Class defection" is not an act accomplished by joining LSM or any other political
organigation; nor-can it be the product of a two-week seminar. It is a 1ife-Tong task
dgmapd1qg conscious effort and achieved only in practice combining initiative and self-
discipline. At the organizational level, it requires the practice of criticism/self-
criticism. Individually, it calls for honesty and a willingness to learn; to study the
“enemy within" and find ways of dealing with it.

Such were the major subjects of our seminar discussions. We also spent time in trying
to qna]yze Fhe class composition of imperialist society as well as two full days in reading
aloud and discussing parts of Prairie Fire, the recent political statement by the Weather
Unde?ground.' As the latter is no doubt an important document with regard to the North
Amgr1c§n anti-imperialist "movement," we intend to publish our comments and comradely
criticisms in a Tater issue of LSM News.

In every way our seminar challenged LSM members to develop Marxist analysis as a tool
to strengthen our practice and extend and improve our political work. Our responses to this
cha1]enge were varied and, predictably, not entirely positive. Some comrades reacted
sub3ec§1ve1y, becoming confused and demoralized for a time. A1l in all, however, we came
away w1th a deeper appreciation of our politics as well as encouragement and renewed
determination to realize democratic centralism as our organizational principie and carry
forward the struggle for international socialism.
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Another reality we must face in our work is that of a divided, unevenly developed and
"stratified" socialist world. Not only has the Sino-Soviet split, centered on the important
questions of revisionism and social hegemonism, affected Tiberation movements and alliances
in various and not always positive ways, but a prestige hierarchy based on presumed power
and influence extends to metropolitan socialist/communist organizations as well. During the
mid-1960's, in the course of China's cultural revolution, numerous alliances among African
liberation movements were formed or consolidated. On the one hand, there Was the relatively
close alliance within CONCP* of PAIGC, FRELIMO and MPLA - all movements struggling against
the common enemy of Portuguese colonial rule. These three movements were, in turn, though
less closely, allied with the ANC (South Africa), ZAPU (Zimbabwe) and SWAPO (Namibia). Until
the late 60's, when Chinese policy toward FRELIMO changed, these movements effectively cut
themselves off from Chinese support by refusing to break all ties with the USSR and
repudiate the Soviet Union as a revisionist and social imperialist power. On the other hand,
there emerged a loose alliance between generally weaker and largely exile-spawned movements
which were supported to one degree or another by the Chinese: COREMO (Mozambique), UNITA
(Angola), ZANU (Zimbabwe)}, PAC (South Africa) and SWANU (Namibia). China was obviously, and
perhaps correctly, giving primacy to the contradiction between socialism and revisionism as
opposed  to that between :imperialism and colonized nations. In any event, settler and
colonial regimes, as well as imperialist powers, were able to exploit and manipulate such
divisions within the national liberation struggles of southern Africa for their own ends,
sowing discord, planting agents, and spreading confusion among the masses wherever possible.
Added to this was the further complication of an increasingly conservative OAU which pressed
continually for "unity" within national Tiberation struggies - often in very heavy-handed
ways - despite the fact that such unity, where possible, had to be achieved in the course of
struggle within the country concerned and not as a result of external pressures. Numerous
paper agreements -~ between PAC and ANC, ZAPU and ZANU, MPLA and FNLA, etc. - which were no
sooner signed than ignored, generally led to heightened conflict and hostility rather than
unity between the movements concerned. The most recent example of such paper agreements is
that which supposedly united the three factions of MPLA - but more on this later.

It must be understood, finally, that within every Tiberation movement and revolutionary
struggle there are to be found, in differing degrees of strength, both revolutionary and
reactionary tendencies and elements, as well as those which are wavering or vacillating in
the middTe between these two poles. At each stage in the struagle, the specific character
of "Teft" and "right" tendencies will differ. In general, however, it is those tendencies
which advance socialist democracy and proletarian internationalism which are revolutionary,
while those which promote privilege for the few, racism and chauvinist forms of nationalism
are reactionary. Under certain conditions the contradiction between such tendencies
sharpens, resulting in splits, expulsions and/or radical shifts in policy and practice by
the movement or organization concerned. The most celebrated recent manifestation of this
phenomenon was the struggle in China between the "rightist" tendency of Liu Shao-ch'i
(revisionism, elitism, etc.) and the "left" tendency of Mao Tse-tung (proletarian democracy,
continuation of the class struggle, etc.). In Africa we have seen the split off of the
Simango-Kavandame faction within FRELIMO along narrow nationalist and racist lines, which
culminated in their defection to the Portuguese in 1969. Prior to that, in Kenya, there was
the left tendency within KANU, led by Odinga and Kaggia, which eventually split and formed
the now-banned Kenya People's Party. Most recently, we have seen the three-way split of
- MPLA between left, centrist and opportunist elements.

Anti-Imperialism in North America

. How, you might ask, does all this relate to LSM? To our relationships with the
liberation movements? Our own strategy and objectives? First, let me say that over the
past several years these phenomena have indeed affected us very much. LSM, as stated
earlier, is a relatively small, openly Marxist-Leninist organization which devotes a
considerable portion of its energies toward advancing revolutionary developments and ——
struggles in the "Third World." Unfortunately, very few Marxist or "left" groups in North |

*For all abbreviations see glossary at the end of article. “"‘j
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Diplomatic Tactics

While we recognize the need for such tactics by the liberation movements at certain
historic moments in the struggle - even where, as in the case-of Canada; this involves
dealing with imperialist tools 1ike CUSO and provincial social-democrat parties - we are
also aware that there are certain negative aspects and dangers involved. Not only are the
neo-colonial "aid" gambits quite real and of proven efficacy, but it is not uncommen for
movement representatives - themselves more often thannot of petty bourgeois background and
training - .to get caught up in dissimulating the "pure nationalist” role of seeking support
and understanding from all quarters. This is especially dangerous when such people work for
prolonged periods in the West (or in. the Soviet block countries), removed from the criticism
of their comrades and thé T1ife and struggles of the masses. The tactics of relating
effectively to liberal, religious and philanthropic organizations can, unfortunately, become
easily transformed into a way of Tife and thought no longer reflecting the revolutionary
ideology and values of the movement. Elitist and opportunist tendencies can come to the
fore, especially during low or difficult periods in the struggle. Defections have sometimes
occurred when such men are recalled to work among the masses; as was recently the case with
MPLA's representative in Sweden: Perhaps this iswhy the Chinese always sent their strongest
cadre to work in areas furthest removed from the struggle and the masses. Again, many
African movements have attempted to rotate their foreign representatives or periodically
recall them for work in the Tiberated areas or war zones..

The above mentioned dangers and negative aspects are, of course, for the movements
themselves to deal with as they will. We hope that any such observations as we might make
in this or other sensitive areas are received in the same comradely spirit as they are given.
It is certainly not our intention to tell any movement "what to do"; but we also believe it
important to avoid uncritical servility and timidity in our relations with the liberation
movements and seek an honest and critical exchange of ideas wherever possible in our
struggle against the common imperialist enemy.

Splits within the Angolan Liberation Struggle

It.is in this spirit that we wish to raise the following matters pertaining,
respectively, to MPLA and the ZAPU/ZANU split in Zimbabwe. At the outset it must be said
that, while we fully understand the need for employing such tactics as mentioned above, we
do not believe that tactical meneuvering is ever an acceptable basis for the abandonment of
principled and responsible conduct between fraternal organizations. Despite difficulties in
our relations with MPLA due to Togistical factors {e.g. distance, transport facilities,etc),
changing priorities and a certain degree of (perhaps unavoidable) disorganization, we firmly
believed that LSM and MPLA - despite the often intimidating difference in our relative size
and strength - had established and maintained fraternal relations for over half a decade. I
use the past tense with some hesitation and tentativeness due to the fact that since 1972,
MPLA has been rent with internal struggles, military setbacks and splits.

) Nevertheless, when Dr. Neto, MPLA president, led a delegation to Canada (apparently
aimed at seeking support from liberal/religious organizations and government bodies) in May
of Fh1s year, we felt the question of tactical abandonment of principled behavior was
serfously raised. In July 1970, LSM organized the North American tour - MPLA's first - of
Commander Toka. Our experience in organizing tours had, since then, greatly increased as a
result of the many audio-visual tours and programs we have organized throughout North
Amer1ca. However, we are an open Marxist organization and perhaps the MPLA Tleadership
believed it best, given their objectives, to have their Canadian tour organized by the
government-financed CUSO. This we can understand, though perhaps not agree with. The
qgegtion of principle arose when MPLA failed even to inform or contact us regarding their
visit to Canada. It is frue we are small and not indispensable - to MPLA or the world
revolution in general. We believe our contribution to the struggle is of some significance,
however, and in order to continue and increase our efforts we must maintain a certain degree
of self respect and integrity in our relations with liberation movements. For this reason,
we sent the following cable to the MPLA central committee on 9 April 1974.

»
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Now, what of the split and the situation prevailing within the Angolan liberation
struggle. Let me say at the outset that the situation remains both confused and confusing.
What follows by way of interpretation is clearly tentative on our part and, perhaps, the
full and correct picture will only emerge with time and more direct investigation. We will
be maintaining an LSM cadre in Africa on a permanent basis beginning early next year and are
hopeful that this will enable us to better achieve that intimacy with current historic
events which yields critical insights. For now, we must depend on already accumulated
experience and the "facts” and interpretations presented in such publications’as Faets &
Reports, Afrique-Asie, Jeune Afrique, etc.

Very briefly then, this is how the situation now Tooks to us. First, there have been
achieved no operative agreements or meaningful unity between either (1) MPLA, FNLA and
UNITA, or (2) among the three factions of MPLA. The MPLA/FNLA agreement of December 1972 to
form a Supreme Council for the Liberation of Angola never got off the ground. MPLA militants
sent to Zaire to work with FNLA were arrested and turned over to Holden Roberto, FNLA Teader.
They are still being held captive at the Kinkuzu military base. Zaire President Mobutu, it
seems, is still attempting to secure FNLA/Roberto hegemony over any African-led Angolan
government - and perhaps a share of the oil-rich Angolan enclave of Cabinda. He has
recently provided the Gulf 011 sponsored secessionist movement of Cabinda (FLEC) with
extensive facilities in Kinshasa, including time on Zaire Radio. A complicating factor is
the recent (June 1974) arrival in Zaire of 112 Chinese military instructors whose task,
according to the Associated Press, is to train and equip two-thirds of a regular FNLA
division of 15,000 men. Under continuing pressure from the OAU and those African countries
most deeply concerned {Congo, Zaire, Tanzania and Zambia), the MPLA's provisional central
committee has reached "partial agreement on holding talks with the . . . FNLA" (Zambia Mail,
10/13/74). The "partiality" of the agrement probably hinges, as it has in the past, on the
release of MPLA prisoners by FNLA as a sign of good faith.

Both MPLA and FNLA have repudiated Jonas Savimbi's UNITA, especially so after the
disclosure on 1 August 1974, in Afrique-4sie, of documents revealing treacherous
collaboration between UNITA and the Portuguese military forces dating back as early as July
1972. UNITA, in addition, was the first movement to unilaterally proclaim a ceasefire in
Angola - prior to the left-wing move which removed Gen. Spinola from power in Portugal on 30
September 1974 - and has since become the "darling" of reactionary white settler forces in
Angotla. Savimbi, while trying to build a base of support among the Kwanyamas in southwestern
Angola, has "declared himself in favor of a multi-racial Government for Angola, and eschewing
Communism, (has) endeared himself to the moderates (sic!) among the territory's 450,000
whites, many of whom would 1ike to see him president of an independent Angola" (Daily
Telegraph, 10/19/74). General Amin of Uganda, perhaps because of Savimbi's anti-communism,
has presented UNITA with the Targest gift the Ugandan government has ever given to a
liberation movement - some 300,000 shillings.

An important additional point should be touched upon here. Certain "Marxist"
organizations in North America (the CPC(M-L) in Canada, Progressive Labor in the US, ek.)as
well as some cultural nationalist and gpportunist Afro-American organizations in ‘the Stafes
[ (IFCO, ALS.etc.), have over the past E%%ETE_3?-;E3?§-§TVEﬁ'TﬁEFE3ETﬁﬁ'EﬁEBBFT‘TE’UNTTKJ%tin
| some cases.combined with attacks on MPLA as "revisionist" or mulatto-dominated. In large
| measure this was due to the public support given UNITA by the Chinese Government since 1966
{ and to the big PR job done by UNITA representatives in Europe and the US. UNITA propaganda

combined fantastic claims regarding areas and peoples it had liberated with an "all-Black"
image designed to woo black cultural nationalists and chauvinists.

Critical Marxism never accepts on faith that which demands proof; it never blindly
accepts something as "truth" merely because of the prestige attaching to the claimant; it is
never servile, slavish or timid in its efforts to analyse concrete historic realities and be
guided in its practice by such understandings. Though LSM believes China to be in the
forefront of the movement for international socialism, this does not mean that we accept as
unquestionable truth all aspects of China's analysis of the world situation, nor that we
believe China is "above" comradely criticism or serious questioning regarding some of its
policies and practices. History reveals, I believe, that we must "dare to struggle" with
comrades ( in positive, constructive ways), as well as with our enemies. Failure to do so -
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virtually in control of the political scene. The MPLA, say locals, is running the capital."

Again, according to the usually reliable Swedish publication, Kommentar, a meeting was
held in Early August within Angola of 83 MPLA military commanders and political cadre
resulting in the formation of the People's Armed Forces for the Liberation of Angola as "an
independent entity under the political guidance of MPLA." Their proclamation made it very
clear that the entire military wing of the Movement gave full support to Agostinho Neto and
opposed the maneuvers of the Chipenda and Andrade factions (10 Nov. ]974)€ In the same
article, it was pointed out that immediately after the Brazzaville Agreement, on 3 September
1974, an Inter-Regional MPLA Conference was held in Angola with 250 delegates from all parts
of the country. They met for over two weeks and discussed, among other things, MPLA's
statutes and program, their position on negotiations with Portugal, international affairs
and, not least of all, their position as regards the "eastern revolt" and "active revolt"
factions. They concluded by holding elections for a provisional Central Committee and
approving the declaration on the formation of FAPLA and support for Dr. Neto.

Though the FNLA has unquestioned support among the Bakongos of the Northwest, and
Savimbi may temporarily have mobilized support among the Kwanyamas, we believe that a Neto-
Ted MPLA will emerge over the next few months prior to independence as the major African
force in Angola. Hoping that MPLA can overcome its weaknesses and move forward, we continue
to think this is the movement deserving support among Marxist revolutionary groups in North
America and elsewhere. Perhaps the Chinese know something we don't (other than that MPLA
has received considerable support from the Soviet bloc countries), but Roberto's history of
close ties with the US and a very reactionary Mobutu regime, his soft line regarding Cabinda
secession and foreign corporations and a deeply entrenched Bakongo regionalism should
caution those who would follow the lead of the Chinese at this juncture. O0f Savimbi's UNITA,
little more need be said. We have long felt that without internal support from the
Portuguese, UNITA could not have maintained itself in Angola given the logistics problems
created by an unfriendly Zambia. MPLA, in the meantime, and at present, is firm in their
position to oust foreign corporations, support the South African and Zimbabwean liberation
movements, and advance a political 1ine and policy which is socialist in content and will
act independently, not "bowing to pressure from its Eastern bloc supporters” (Ibid.).

We also hope, during our visit to Luanda next spring, that we can resolve the questions
of principle raised earlier in this article and re-establish fraternal, critical and
principled relations with the MPLA. Angola remains a vital front in the anti-imperialist
sﬁrugg]e. The fighting has stopped (perhaps only temporarily), but the revolution lies
ahead.

r""‘“\

. ZAPU/ZANU Differences
L
In Zimbabwe the struggle has unfolded quite differently from that in Angola; as have

the conflicts between the major Tiberation movements, ZAPU and ZANU, and LSM's relation to
that struggle and internal split. After ZAPU was banned in Rhodesia in December 1962, two
organizations emerged to carry on the open struggle against British colonial rule: the
Peop]e‘§ Caretaker Council, a front for the underground ZAPU; and ZANU, a faction of the old
ZAPU which split off after the banning to form a new national organization. ZANU itself was
banned in 1964. The reasons for the split remain, for us at least, somewhat confused.
Obv1ous1y there were differences of a personal and tactical nature, but each organization
claimed the other was "reformist," wishing to negotiate independence with the British, while
it was "revolutionary,” viewing armed struggle as the only path to national Tiberation. At
present, this remains ZANU's primary criticism of ZAPU. It maintains also that ZAPU is
undemocratic in that Joshua Nkomo is a "1ifetime" president, while all ZANU officials are
eTected; that ZAPU's guerrilla forces are only token, while ZANU is prepared and currently
engaging in a protracted armed struggle; and the constant practice of criticism/self-criticism
gives ZANU a unity which ZAPU lacks. :

. LAPU, on the other hand, maintains that it sees no hope for a negotiated settlement
with the Smith Regime; that it too has embarked on a protracted people's war, but differs
with ZANU strategically as regards the feasibility at the present stage of achieving
liberated areas - seeing small-scale generalized military actions and effective political
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late October, when Rick Sterling of the Information Center did an interview at the UN,
arranged by Mawere, with ZANU's Secretary for External Affairs, there had been plenty of
time for all to read the Zimbabwe News article in question. Mr. Noel Mkono, however, was
quite open and friendly toward Rick and seemed very willing to tape an interview for
publication by LSM. What seems strange to us is that the leadership of a liberation
movement would do a taped interview with a small group it considers "reactionary," etc. We
are not, after all, Newsweek; nor are we important enough in international circles to
require the "correct" diplomatic protocol. Why, then, bother with us at alt?

As mentioned earlier, all movements contain left, right and wavering elements and
tendencies. Not infrequently, rightist elements appear as ultra-leftists and employ tactics
including irresponsible and unfounded attacks on supposed "enemies" of the revolution. A
glaring example of this was Liu's early attacks on the Red Guards at Peking University; and
many others were wrongly attacked as "capitalist roaders" by rightists seeking cover behind
the red flag. Is it possible that such a person authored or edited the article and’attack
on LSM in Zimbabwe News? Or that the staff of ZANU's bulletin contains an ultra-leftist
tendency? Given their Secretary of External Affairs' response and behavior toward LSM in
New York recently, we believe this might indeed be the case. Unfortunately, and largely due
to errors on our part, the matter was not discussed with Mr. Mkono in October. We will
certainly seek clarification when one of our members is in Africa next year. In the
meantime, while we hope to strengthen our relations with the Zimbabwe liberation struggle in
the near future, we will always oppose unprincipled and opportunist attacks on us (or any
other organization) such as appeared in ZANU's August Zimbabwe News. Criticism, where it is
to advance the revolution, must be based on fact and offered c&hstructive]y.

In summary, then, I have tried to indicate some of the realities which LSM, as a
Marxist group, has to operate within in establishing and maintaining comradely, critical and
productive relationships with African and other liberation movements. In the context of
shifting political and diplomatic movement tactics, a stratified and divided "socialist
world" with great inequalities in power and prestige, and both revolutionary and counter-
revolutionary tendencies present within all movements, I have attempted - admittedly too
briefly - to deal with some of the contradictions and problems LSM has experienced in its
relations with the Angola and Zimbabwe liberation struggles and, more particularly, with
MPLA and ZAPU/ZANU. 1t was obviously an undertaking far exceeding the limitations of a
single article. In future issues of LSM NEWS we hope to be able to deal in far greater
detail and analytical depth with many of the important points and questions only briefly
touched upon here.

GLOSSARY
AAT African-American Institute
ACOA American Committee on Africa
AIS Africa Information Service
ANC African National Congress (of South Africa)
CFM Committee for a Free Mozambique
* 'CONCP Conference of Nationalist Organizations of the Portuguese Colonies
cre Communist Party of Canada
CPC {M-L) Communist Party of Canada (Marxist-Leninist)
CUso Canadian University Students Overseas
DEAP Development Education Animateur Program
FAPLA Popular Armed Forces for the Liberation of Angola
FLEC Cabinda Enclave Liberation Front
FNLA National Front for the Liberation of Angola
FRELIMO Mozambique Liberation Front
IFCO Inter-religious Foundation for Community Organizing
MPLA Popular Movement for the Liberation of Angola
QAU Organization of African Unity
PAIGC African Party for the Independence of Guiné and Cape Verde
SAC Southern Africa Committee
SWANU South West African National Union
SWAPQ South West Africa People's Organization
TCLPAC Toronto Committee for the Liberation of Portugal's African Colonies
UNITA National Union for the Total Independence of Angola
YSA Young Socialist Alliance
ZANU Zimbabwe African National Union
ZAPY Zimbabwe African People's Union
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At the present stage our efforts include sabotage, mining, ambushes and attacks on
enemy bivouacs. Our largest actions are still in the North and Northwest, but we are doing
our best to step up the struggle elsewhere as well. The incident which precipitated the
closure of the border, for example, involved an enemy troop carrier setting off one of our
anti-tank mines. More than twenty soldiers were killed, and when South African and
Rhodesian senior officers arrived to inspect the site, they too detonated a mine which
killed another seven. Incidents.of this kind wear down enemy morale and have sent the Smith
regime into a state of panic. ®

EXPERIENCE FROM OTHER COUNTRIES INDICATES THAT TO GAIN FULL SUPPORT FROM THE MASSES, A
LIBERATION MOVEMENT MUST DEMONSTRATE THAT IT CAN EFFECTIVELY CHALLENGE THE ENEMY AND WREST
CONTROL OF REGIONS WHERE THE POPULATION CAN RECEIVE SOME DEGREE OF MOVEMENT PROTECTION. HOW
CLOSE IS ZPRA TO ACHIEVING SUCH LIBERATED ZONES?

Conditions in Zimbabwe are in certain ways quite different from those, say, in Angola
and Mozambique, where MPLA and FRELIMO were able to quickly establish Tiberated areas and
begin the process of national reconstruction. The size and terrain of Zimbabwe have made
this unfeasible. We tried it in 1967-68 by concentrating large forces in the Wankie area of
the Northwest..., trying to gain a foothold there. Well, this proved a disaster and we were
forced to change our strategy. We now use small units - three or four militants - which
never operate in isolation from the people. We have some 800 - 1,000 trained guerrillas who
are fed, sheltered and provided with information on the enemy. Spread out over most of the
country, their tasks are to carry out political education among the masses and engage in
small scale military actions.

Our objective in this is two-fold. First, we have to prepare the masses for higher
levels of struggle and sink deep roots among them to counter the terrorist tactics of the
settler regime. Second, we must try to disperse the enemy forces. At the present time,
they are well equipped and relatively well trained. Their main limitation is size - by
themselves, the Rhodesian forces cannot effectively occupy the entire country. Our task,
therefore, is to generalize the struggle and disperse their troops; only then can we start
chalienging the enemy in larger scale combats and establish liberated areas.

WITH A LARGE NUMBER OF SMALL UNITS LIVING UNDERGROUND AMONG THE PEOPLE, WHAT PROBLEMS DO YOU
ENCOUNTER IN COMMUNICATION AND OVERALL COORDINATION OF ACTIONS?

For organizational purposes, we have divided Zimbabwe into fifteen military regions
with a regional commander heading operations in each. The units take their orders from the
regional commander and report to him on a regular basis. The commander, in his turn, is in
touch with our Central Command, which at this stage is still outside the country. Sometimes
the communication is by radio, especially between regional and central commands, but we also
rely heavily on couriers. Of course, the danger of enemy interception is always there and
causes problems. 1In general, though, our communications system is now working adequately and
enables Central Command to keep in touch with developments inside Zimbabwe.

WHAT LOGISTICS PROBLEMS DO YOU ENCOUNTER IN SUPPLYING ZPRA MILITANTS?

. The question of supplies is a very difficult one. Since we operate with small units
inside, we are not yet in a position to capture much from the enemy, or even carry off and
use whatever we may capture. For example, after our attacks on South African patrols in the
Victoria Falls area Tast year, we had to leave a lot of enemy equipment behind simply
because it was too heavy and we didn't have the personnel to carry it away. This is
obviously a serious problem, especially since we don't have enough equipment to arm all our
militants and recruits. It is one we shall have to solve before we can start operating with
larger units.

At the moment we depend heavily on outside supplies of arms and funds to carry out our
operations. In the Tong run, however, such a situation tends to hamper the progress of our
struggle. Just the enormous time between requesting certain equipment and actually getting
it into areas of operation makes planning very difficult. Our revolution demands patience,
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The ZAPU/ZANU Joint Military Command

MANY ATTEMPTS HAVE BEEN MADE TO ESTABLISH COOPERATION BETWEEN ZAPU AND THE ZIMBABWE AFRICAN

NATIONAL UNION (ZANU), ZIMBABWE'S OTHER LIBERATION MOVEMENT. BY MARCH 1973 A JOINT MILITARY
COMMAND. AND POLITICAL COUNCIL WERE FORMED, BUT SINCE THEN LITTLE PROGRESS SEEMS TO HAVE BEEN
MADE. WHAT IS IT THAT MAKES COOPERATION BETWEEN ZAPU AND ZANU SO DIFFICULT?

Unfortunately, the agreements which lTed to the formation of the Joint Military Command
ahd the Political Council were never implemented. The inability of ZAPU and ZANU to come
together presents admittedly a very serious problem, since there is 1ittle doubt that
effective collaboration between our two movements would advance the Zimbabwe Tiberation
struggle as a whole.

So why all these problems...? Genuine collaboration and unity between ZANU and ZAPU
can arise only out of our own initiative; from the initiative of Zimbabweans and not from
the schemes and aspirations of external forces - even those sympathetic to our cause. Our
advances must be based on a spirit of brotherhood among Zimbabweans and, left to ourselves,
I think we would be able to work out our differences. As it is, however, the continuous
interference of imperialist and reactionary forces has effectively sabotaged all efforts up
to this point. I believe there is a reactionary conspiracy to prevent the unity of Zimbabwe
liberation movements, and it will require a strong common effort by both ZAPU and ZANU to
neutralize these forces. ’

CONFUSION ON THIS QUESTION CLEARLY DETRACTS FROM THE AMOUNT OF PROPAGANDA AND SUPPORT WORK
THAT CAN BE DONE ABROAD IN RELATION TO THE ZIMBABWE STRUGGLE. ZAPU IS OFTEN IDENTIFIED WITH
THE INTERESTS OF THE SOVIET BLOC, WHILE ZANU APPEARS TO HAVE AN OPEN MARXIST-LENINIST
POSITION AND LINKS WITH CHINA. WHAT, THEN, ARE YOUR IDEOLOGICAL DIFFERENCES WITH ZANU,
ESPECIALLY AS THEY RELATE TO THE QUESTION OF REVISIONISM AND THE SINO-SOVIET SPLIT?

Let me start with this question: What is revisionism and what is its relevance to our
struggle? The central issue with ZAPU is the liberation of Zimbabwe from racist settler
rule. We will accept assistance from any source so long as there are no strings attached.
The Sino-Soviet split is an issue concerning these two countries and, as a liberation
movement, ZAPU cannot afford to be used by any power for its own ends. We have approached
$0t2 China and the USSR for support, but we are not interested in becoming enmeshed in their

eud.

Our differences with ZANU are not ideological. As I have said, the major obstruction
to unity 'and cooperation is represented by external forces - both within and outside Africa-
which neither we nor ZANU control. But we must go on cultivating the spirit of national
brotherhood, which we are sure will lead us to genuine unity at some stage. This is
necessary for the sake of the Zimbabwe people and revolution.

WHEN YOU SAY THERE ARE NO IDEOLOGICAL DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ZANU AND ZAPU, I TAKE IT TO MEAN
THAT BOTH MOVEMENTS BASE THEMSELVES ON THE PRINCIPLES OF SCIENTIFIC SOCIALISM AND MARXISM....

ZANU must speak for itself. As for ZAPU, it is no secret that we base our work on the
principles of Marxism-Leninism and that our ideological position is rooted in the masses.
The struggle to create a new society such as we are striving for must be based on the
principles of scientific socialism. We want a non-racial Zimbabwe, based on the principles
of human equality and dignity, and where exploitation of man by man will have no place. If
exploitation persists, it doesn't matter whether it is carried out by Whites or Blacks.
Capitalism and racism are today the major enemy of the Zimbabwe people and they must both be
uprooted and done away with. Socialism is the only answer for Zimbabwe.

REPORTS ON MILITARY ACTIVITY IN ZIMBABWE HAVE PLACED YOUR ACTIONS MAINLY IN THE WEST, WHILE
ZANU AT PRESENT APPEARS TO BE OPERATING IN THE EAST. THIS HAS BEEN USED BY THE SMITH REGIME
TO SUGGEST THAT ZAPU GETS SUPPORT ONLY FROM THE NDEBELE PEOPLE WHILE ZANU RELIES STRICTLY ON
THE SHONAS. - THAT BOTH MOVEMENTS, IN FACT, ARE BUT INSTRUMENTS OF TRIBAL AND REGIONAL
ASPIRATIONS. COULD YOU COMMENT ON THIS?
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With the British it was slightly different. Their interests were different from those
of the settlers; but when Smith and his cronies refused to budge, the British gave in and
sold out the African population. Even when still in control, they never bothered to consult
the Zimbabwe Peop]e regarding their future; all discussion was between the British and their
"kith and kin" - the settlers. It was as if the Africans did not exist. Later, they
supplied the Smith regime with arms to strengthen its position. This is what they are
doing - Labour, Tory and Liberal -.so why should we trust their initiatives to "mediate”
in our confiict with the Rhodesians? i

No, there is nothing more to talk about. We believe that only through our own efforts
in -the armed struggle can we solve the "problem" of Zimbabwe.

TO CONCLUDE, WHAT DO YOU FEEL IS ZAPU'S MAIN TASK IN THE COMING PERIOD?

Conditions-are now very favorable for escalating and generalizing the armed struggle in
Zimbabwe. First, the masses are being mobilized at a rapid rate and are encouraged as they
see the position of the regime deteriorating. Second, the contradictions within the
Rhodesian community have been sharpening and more and more Whites are leaving the country
thus further weakening Smith's position. Third, the victory of FRELIMO has created a
favorable situation in the context of the whole of southern Africa. Not only are we hopeful
that FRELIMO and Mozambique will provide us with a strategic rear once they have
consolidated their position, but its implications for South Africa have been such as to
weaken Pretoria's support for Smith. And without South African support the Rhodesian
settlers are lost. Fourth, the continued support for our struggle by a country such as
Zambia is invaluable. The convergence of these factors create a favorable climate for
stepping up the armed struggle to defeat the Rhodesian regime.

As we get closer to this goal, I believe that more and more white Rhodesians will start
to openly sympathize with our struggle. Many have quietly backed our cause all along with
the threat of deportation or worse by the regime. Al11 those who are prepared to live by
their own labor and contribute to the collective progress of the nation have nothing to fear
from ZAPU. We are committed to a program of establishing a socialist state and society in
Zimbabwe and this we will do. We will need the support of everyone who has something to -
contribute, irrespective of race, color or creed. In the short term, there will be Tand
reform and the establishment of people's control over all large companies, including the
multinationals operating in our country. Later we will go further, ...but it is difficult
to be more specific at this stage. Nevertheless, I am convinced that a free and socialist
Zimbabwe will be a better place to live for all Zimbabweans.




To Our Readers

After reading this issue of LSM News you have some idea of the scope and purpose of our
work. LSM's only source of funding is through individual contributions and literature sales.
To date, this has not been sufficient. Several of our full-time members also work at outside
jobs in order to meet subsistence needs. It 15 thus becoming increasingly difficult for us
to sustain the ever-growing demands of our political and publishing work. . .especially in the
face of constantly rising costs of living and supplies. Each year since 1969 we have doubled
or trebled our distribution of literature -- one of our primary objectives. But in order to
do this, we have had to put in more hours and find a larger shop.

The fact that we are now behind schedule with some of our publications is the result of
a contradiction between (1) the growing inadequacy of available LSM labor power and (2) the
need for our members to hold outside jobs in order to subsist. We will continue to do our
best, but you too can help. LSM members work for a subsistence "wage" within the Information
Center of £1.00 an hour. Your contributions can help sustain these full-time political
workers! Your monthly pledges can help us resolve the above contradiction, emabling LSM to
concentrate its full energies on the important and expanding work which lies ahead im 1975.
The struggles for nmational 1iberation and socialism are reaching a critical juncture in
southern Africa. Popular awareness and consciousness, the pressure of an informed and
concerned world public opinion, have an important role to play in this process.

While the "mass" {read: "ruling class") media frantically works to falsify and distort
contemporary history, sowing confusion and false consciousness among the people, it is of
particular importance for Marxists to seek out and amalyse the concrete historical facts and
situation. While the ruling class tries to neo-colonize southern Africa under the banner of
support for "national self-determination” and "majority rule," we must seek clarity and a
critical understanding of this process, supporting those revolutiomary natiomal liberation
forces and movements which are struggling to move beyond “independence™ to socialism, and
exposing those elements which seek a self-enriching accomodation with international capital at
the expense of continued oppression and exploitation of the African masses. To help accomplish
this task we are sending two L5M cadre to various parts of Africa during 1975. We hope in
thiz way to provide L5W Feus readers with critical analyses of the developing situations in
Mozambique, Zimbabwe (Rhodesia), Angola, Namibia and South Africa. By 1976 we plan to send
members to the Middle East (and perhaps South East Asia) as well.

Your contributions will enable us to expand the scope of our
work and more rapidly achieve these important objectives within
the struggle for international socialism!
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