
The rempo is picking up in the arena 
of international wheeling and dealing. 
And the Chinese revisionists, who es
tablished thcir rule just 3-1 /2 years ago 
with a coup against Mao Tsetung 's re
volutionary line, are frantically trying 
to keep up with the beat. In part icular , 
the C hinese-not socialist, but capital
ist-a re more and more openly flirting 
with the Soviet social-imperialists de
oounced by Mao and all. For now they 
are doing it both fo r bargaining 
power-to shake loose even more 
American aid-and at the same time to 
actually prepare conditions for vaulting 
over the fence and nestling in among 
the other Soviet allies. 

Geng Biao, Chinese vice premier in 
charge of military affairs ," arrived in 
Washington this we~, fu ll of grins and 
hugs, to cement the agreements to ship 
"non-lethal" military goods like com
puters and radar to China. At the same 
time, to put an edge on the bargaining, 
Teng Hsiao-ping appropria tely uses Liu 
Shao-chi 's posthumous rehabilitation 
ceremony to continue a long drawn out 
game of footsie wi th the Soviets. Along 
with his other " merits," Liu is honored 
by Teng for his contributions to "the 
expansion of the international com
munist movement" (t hree guesses what 
that mean:., since Liu was well known 
for his support for the Soviets). And in 

1 the background simmers a not too con
cealed debate in China over whether, 
after all, the Soviet Union is " socia list" 
or not and whether that makes them a 
fraternal country o r not-all of which 
takes place in a framework totally 
devoid of any political principle other 
than naked capitalist self-interest a nd 
the disgusting neo-colonial belly crawl
ing of these revis ionists, bending over 
to now one, now anot her of the impe
rialist b ig powers . 

Turnin~ the Screws 

Since the invasion o f Afghanistan, 
the Soviet social-imperialists have step
ped up their pressure on Chi na-beef
ing up half their divisions along China's 
northern border ro fu ll fighting strength 
and moving new hardware into place. 
The vise of g lobal confrontation is 
tightening and you can see rhe beads of 
sweat popping off the brows of China's 
rulers . 

An arricle in the pro-China revi
sionist U.S. weekly The Call (May 19) 
by "free-lance" mouthpiece David 
Kline sharply condenses the present 
Chinese views. Ir's a big event for The 
Call which up until now has voiced 
nothing but pro-U.S. "everything 
against the Soviet s" views week aft er 
week. First the arr icle lists a long string 
of frustrations the Chinese feel with 
U.S. policy, summed up by the headline 
" U.S. Actions Undermine Anti-Soviet 
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AC/DC In Ca pitu lat ion 
Unity." Apparently they feel the U .S. is 
not resolute enough in fighting the 
Soviets-bu llying allies on the one 
hand, and not single-mindedly con
fronting the Soviets in Asia, on the 
other. Kline's message: The Chinese 
don't need "symbolic" aid, they need 
the real thing, and fast. Using Pakistan 
as a transparent a nalogy, Kline writes: 
"China was disappointed with Presi
dent Carter 's $400 million aid o ffer to 
Pakistan, a border country tha~ China 
does not wish tO see succumb to Soviet 
pressure." Finding words for the Chi
nese leaders , Kline quotes Pakistani 
leader Zia ul-Haq : 

" 'What do I buy with this but the 
hostility o f the Soviet Union?', Zia 
asked." 

Obviously the C hinese are demand
ing major increases in aid before they 
will consider continuing 10 "buy Soviet 
hostility" worthwhile. At that point, 

. Kline drops his bombshell in the open: 
"Should the U.S. persist in trying to 

enforce its wi ll on the th ird world, how
ever-and should Beijing feel Washing
ton is reversing its previous com
mitments 10 China-the result could be 
d isastrous . Against its wi ll, Beijing 
might be forced into a rapprochement 
with Moscow in order to buy precious 
time to modernize its defenses and 
prepare for war." 

In o ther words, either you (U.S. im
perialists) "modernize" our defenses, 
or we will be forced to come to terms 
with the Soviets. Kline himself is ob
viously horrified a t this thought -;not 
out o f any Marxist principle, of course, 
but because it would create terrible 
problems for him and the CPML in 
continuing their efforts to buy a safe 
and "influential" spot kneeling at the 
feet of the U.S. imperialists in the com
ing war. Kline writes "The world 
should hope that China never feels it 
necessary 10 make that kind of choice." 
Read: "/ should hope." 

:rhere is more than a bluff here com
ing from China. Major forces wi thin 
the Ctiinese leadership are more and 
more being associated wi th a line callin_g 
for a major realignment of Chinese t ies. 
The unofficial, but pro-China, Hong 
Kong magazine Wide Angle (April 16) 
carried a report of a speech of t he chief 
delegate to the Sino-Soviet talks, Wang 
Yu-ping. This revisionist (who is a lso 
deputy foreign minister) waxes eloquent 

about the Soviet Union before a 
gathering of Chinese foreign diplomats. 
Really, you see, there is not a fascist 
dictatorship there, the conditions of 
people are improving, politically people 
are relaxed and the rulers don't really 
suppress dissidents or oppress minority 
nationalities a ll that much. Some out
look-not to mention a publicized 
statement-for a "tough" negotiator 
with a "ferocious enemy"! Actually 
this is quite in keeping with the current 
Chinese practice of the most utter and 
public slavishness to imperialists, both 
present and potential overlords. Ap
parently they feel an extra "burden" 
from China's revolutionary past-and 
that they have to "prove" themselves 
through contortions that would even 

. e mbarrass suc h practi ced master 
lackeys as the Philippines' Marcos, or 
o ld Chiang Kai-shek himself. 

On the particular question of whether 
the Soviet Union is sociaiist or 
capitalist , Wang is "modestly," a nd 
transparently, reserving his J>ersonal 
opinions, saying only ihat more in
vestigation is needed and there is no 
need for hasty conclusions. Others have 
no t been nearly so reserved. In fact over 
the last six months, the debate on the 
Soviet social system and the implica
tions that has for C hina's foreign 
a lignments has repeatedly broken out 
into the open. Under the guise of airing 
diverse opinions, t rial ba lloons are teas
ingly run out 10 tesr C hinese readiness 
for new turnabouts, and to " subtly" 
signal international observers about 
debates going on-and 10 jack up the 
U.S. And then, just as teasingly, the 
controversies are hushed up again. 

Last fall, a major stir was sparked 
when the national cultural magazine 
"Hundred Schools of Art and Litera-
l ure" published the conclusion of a ma
jority of the participants a t the "Second 
National Conference o n Contemporary 
Russian Literature" that the Soviet 
Union is, in fact, socialist despite the 
fact that it is externally hegemonistic. 
Under Brezhnev, the a rticle reported , 
the political situat ion is stable and the 
economy is developing at a geod pace. 
Then after the article had whipped up· 
national interest a nd debate, the -
government officially criticized the 
edit ors for jumping the gun and called 
for a self-criti cism. But from all indica
tions, the criticism was not spe~ifically 
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aimed at the very notion that the Soviet 
Union might not be "socialist." In fact, 
a t the same time, Zhao Ziyang (who has 
since been appointed Deputy Prime Mi
nister) is reported by the New York 
Times (April 25) to have said that the 
two basic criteria of a socialist economy 
are state ownership of the means of 
production and paying people accord
ing to their work-criteria which the 
Soviet Union has used for years as its 
"socialist" cover. Completely gone 
from this line is any Marxist analysis of 
the truly decisive criterion: who con
trols the state, which class, and Jn 
whose interest society is being- trans
formed. All that is left is the line which 
the Chinese must uphold together with 
the Soviet rulers (and all o ther ·state ca
pitalists) that simple state ownership of 
industry and land is enough to guaran
tee working-class rule. "Paying people 
according to their work" is a phrase 
which has been used to mean anything. 
And this has been a slogan of revi
sionists in both the Soviet Union and 
China for resurrecting wage slavery, in
stitutionalizing piecework and greatly 
expanding differences in income be
tween mental and manual laborers. 
This is capitalism straight up. 

It is exactly because the Soviet econo
my is organized along lines that are 
similar to the capitalism being restored 
in C hina that the debate over the Soviet 
social system becomes so sticky for the 
C hinese revisionists. It is not surprising 
that they are forced to postpone final 
verdicts. T o continue to call the Soviet 
Union "capitalist" when they them
selves are following the same basic in
ternal policies st rains their own domes
t ic "socialist" cov·er. At the same time, 
the attempts to redefin e the Soviet 
Union as " socialist" immediately bring 
the entire international analysis o f the 
Chinese government into question
how can the Soviets be such ferocious 
"hegemonists" when their social 
system is " socialist"? Perhaps it is only 
a "bad policy" which could "change" 
la ter on. 

And obviously, powerful forces in 
the Chinese leadersh.ip are encouraging 
asking exactly that question because the 
answer bolsters their growing intention 
to realign and join the Soviet imperialist 
war bloc. A deceitful and intensifying 
debate a mong utter scoundrels, protec
tive of their demagogic " socialist" 
masquerade; fighting among 1 hemselves 
ov<:r w~ich superpower to ~o_w to. 

Conlinued on page 16 

BATTLE OF 
THE FLAGS 

Did May Day have an effect? " Not 
so, " protests the ruling class. As 
Shakespeare said, "Methinks they doth 
protest too much." Following are two 
" unrela ted" sto ries: 

Item No. / -One week before May 
First was Red Flag/ Internationale Day. 
T hrough the pages of the Revolutionary 
Worker, the Revolutionary Communist 
Party a nd the National May Day Com
mittee called for red flags to fly a nd for 
simultaneous singing across the country 
(I :55 P .M . Eastern time) of the Interna-

, tionale, the anthem of the international 
working class. And on that day, class
conscious workers everywhere in this 
country joined their voices together in a 
powerful statement and what was a 
launching pad for May !st itself. 

Item No. 2- (Unrelated, of course.) 
From the Dayton Journal Herald, May 
20 1980: Paint company president Lou 
K~erber of Baltimore has a vision 
centered on Friday, June 14th. "Our 
concept is 10 have a simulta neous 
pledge of allegiance by 220 million 
Americans led by President Carter a t 2 
p.m. on Flag Day," says Koerber, plac
ing his hand on his heart as he speaks. 
"We don't see how he possibly can't do 
it either from the White House o r from 
Fort McHenry," says Koerber, coordi
nator for National Flag Day for 
Baltimore, bu t so far the White House 
hasn't commented on the idea. "We're 
asking for covers on Time a nd 
News week," Koerber, 52, contin11ed. 
He also wants newspapers "in every· 
town, hamlet and village to put a flag 
on their front page. D I 

= 
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VVAW 1-Too Hot to Handle 
T uesday. May 27. The VVA W 1• tined 

the front of Washington, D.C. 's Super
ior Counroom Number 11-six veterans 
dressed in fatigues and VVA W T-shirts, 
a nd o ne member of the Revolutionary 
Communist Youth Brigade wearing a 
red T -shirt emblazoned with the words 
"Screw the Ca pitalist Pigs" across the 
fro nt. " God save America and this 
court," cried o ut the bailiff as he look
ed upon the defendants. The trial of the 
VV AW 7 for seizing the Washington 
Mo nument back in November in sup
port of the revolutionary struggle of the 
Iranian people was about to begin. That 
is, it was scheduled to begin until the 
U. S. ~overnment hurriedly put together 
a SIO deal. The U.S. Attorney basical
ly pleaded with the 7 to accept the 
deal-charges reduced to one count of 
" disorderly congregation," and the 
posting and forfeiting $10 bail. Withi~ 
minutes, the VV AW 7 walked out of the 
.courtroom victorious, and the govern
ment breathed a sigh of relief. 

After six months of maneuvering, the 
government had been forced to back 
off. The case of the VV AW 7 had been 
a straight-up political trial from the 
very beginning. Every move by the gov
ernment took place in very close con-
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At this point, the debate is being kept 
simmering in the background, while the 
leading forces work out their interna
tional tactics, following the characteris
tic patterns o f utter pragmatism and 
complete lack of any consistency or 
principle. Current Chinese leader Teng 
Hsiao-ping has led the pack in this little 
game of peek-a-boo. In a speech on 
January 16, Teng openly announced 
that "The Soviet Union has been 
building socialism for 63 years since the 
1917 October Revolution"-and 
thereby unleashed powerful forces to 
re-examine previous verdicts on Russia. 
Months later the debate was reeled in 
after a university official gave a speech 
to Chinese youth leaders calling the 
United States a greedy imperialist coun
try that had colonies abroad and was so 
beset by internal troubles that a mother 
must pay to eat in her son's home. This 
" discovery" of U.S. imperialism was 
clearly nothing but a signal that the cu-r
rent sla vish love campaigf! for U.S. im 
perialism might soon end . The debate 
had again gone far enough, for now, 

· and so T eng spoke up with a pers_onal 
" clarification" that contradicted his 
previous remarks . Peking Review No. 
20 (May 19) reports Teng saying: 
" Facts over the past years show that the 
Soviet Union is not a soci~ist country, 
but a social-imperialist country ." Then 
he adds teasingly, "At present it is the 
Soviet Union which really threatens 
world peace. The Soviet Union. is the 
source of war. We should keep a close 
watch on what will happen in the 
1980s." In other words, the accent is on 
the ·" at present." A feeble reassurance 
for the U.S.-in reality, a barely veiled 
ultimatum. 

Reversing the 1960s Polemics 

In the famous Polemic on the 

nection with the develo pmeni of U.S . 
imperialism's crisis in Iran, and more, 
in the context of their rapid prepara
tions for world war. Over the course of 
the last six months, the trial has been 
postponed twice. The charges had been 
reduced twice from the original one 
fe lony and one misdemeanor-both fe
deral charges, ~ith a possible 10-year 
jail term and a $10,000 fine-to three 
misdemeanors (local charges) sup
posedly to help insure the government 
of at least one conviction, and finally to 
the one misdemeanor and a $10 ticket. 

Each of the two trial postponements 
occurred at very politically sensitive 
times for the U .S.-times when they in 
no way wanted to be faced with the trial 
of Vietnam vets who take a revolu
tionary stand in support of the 
"enemy," the Iranian people. March 5, 
the first scheduled trial date came at a 
time when the UN Commission and its 
"fact-finding tour" to Iran had been 
exposed as a tool in U.S. plotting and 
had been booted out by the Iranian peo
ple. On April 14, the second scheduled 
trial date, was right in the middle of the 
U.S. rulers' renewed attempts at whip
ping up a reactionary storm of patriotism 
and war fever in oreparation for their 

General Line, nine political essays writ
ten under Mao's direct leadership, the 
Chinese party exhaustively exposed the 
revisionism of the Soviet Union under 
Khrushchev, showed how the rise of 
revisionism to power must inevitably 
lead to capitalism, and systematically 
defended Marxism-Leninism and its 
revolutionary essence. For years these 
precious polemics were nothing less 
than the very definition of what revolu
tionary communism meant; they were a 
life raft for serious revolutionaries 
disoriented by betrayal and years of 
crusty reformism. And now, the treat
ment of these polemics is another in
dication of how far the Chinese revi
sionists are moving both in blotting out 
Marxism and also in making moves 
toward the Soviets . In practice the 
polemics were repudiated step by step 
over the past three years: revolution is 
no longer supported by the Chinese 
revisionists; the verdict on Yugoslav 
social-capitalism was reversed for a 
pragmatic revisionist alliance; Berlin
~uer's recent visit t9 China ·went 
straight up against the fiery polemic 
against the betrayals of the Italian 
Communist Party and its leader 
Tog liatti . Very s ignifi cantl y, th e 
C hinese have moved from just disre
garding these polemics to publicly 
repudiating them in general-as was 
recently done, for example, by Li Yi 
Mang, Deputy Minister of the Foreign 
Ministry, in a speech cited in Wide 
Angle tha t blanketly referred to the 
polemics as erroneous . 

Liu Shao-chi 

The ultimate indication· of the degree 
to which the legacy of Mao Tsetung is 
being eradicated is, o f course, the resur
rection of Liu Shao-chi, arch -revision
ist, infamous as "China 's Khrush
chev," the man who led the revisionist 
opposition to Mao and the man famous 
as a major pro-Soviet imperialist figure 

Hired Killer Magazine 
Continued from page tu 
he utilized for further counterrevolu
tionary activity. 

It's no wonder that the advertise
ments, articles, etc. in Soldier of For
tune are shot through with the apoca
lyptic vision of a ruling class that sees 
itself outnumbered and outmanned , 
battered on all sides, and definitely in 
danger of losing it all unless some pro
fessional "survivors" can come to the 
rescue. Until recently, the out-front 
recruiting activities have centered in on 
mercenary adventures overseas, par
ticularly m f. fri:a, ou :.:t!:.:iv i:1 : ~ ·~ .. :::
Central America as well . Articles ano 
advertisements that dea! '.!'!th assassina
tions combat, etc. within the U.S. have 
been 'c1carly seco.ndary, mostly limited to 
police defense against "criminals," 

often with racia l overtones and ~ iories 
about border patrolmen attacking "ille
gals. " 

The recent issue represents the first 
time that Soldier of Fortune has issued 
the call to go after revolutionaries in the 
U .S. - a clear sign that the ruling class 
is seeing things becoming pretty apoca
lyptic at home as well. And it's not sur
prising that they would zero in on the 
flying of the red flag over the Alamo as 
the inca rnation o f tha t vision. For to 
~h0c;e like Soldier of Fortune a nd the 
uas~ it sci .fes, who worship , , ~ Jcl1. t -

boot of imperialist oppres$ion, that ac
tion ~yrnoolized their fears of the future 
and their desperation· in trying to stomp 
it out. f I 

abortive TTiilitary action in Iran a couple 
of weeks later. 

The next scheduled trial date was 
May 27, the d ay after Memorial 
Day-and this year there was a general 
crescendo in the U .S. rulers ' traditional 
war drum beating . Th~ press ran big 
fea tures on military preparedness. In- . 
terviews were run out with graduating 
seniors from the various military acade
mies saying things like, " we don't like 
war, but we'll sure as hell fight to de
fend this country ." And also this year, 
there was an especially heavy emphasis 
placed on Vietnam era vets centering 
around the general theme of "healing 
the wounds." Articles featured reac
tionary Vietnam vets like Jim Webb, 
the author of the pro-Vietnam War 
book Fields of Fire. Here-were vets (just 
about all of them ex-officers) who had 
come back from Vietnam "disen
chanted" with the war, some claiming 
to have once been members of VV AW, 
but who over the last few years have 
seen the light and are more than ready 
to go at it again . Special memorial-pro
grams were held specifically for Viet
nam vets and public attention was call
ed to two bozos in West Virginia who 
founded Vietnam Vete rans to Save 

in the Chinese party of the 1960s . Since 
the R W reported on his restoration in 
issue No. 44, the flood gates have open
ed to flatter his memory . May 17 was 
set aside as a national day of memorial 
homage to this toad, an open an
nouncement that nothing Mao stood 
for is sacred, even the antagonism with 
the Soviet Union. Driving the ooint 
home, Teng H siao-ping pointedly gave 
the- major memorial speech -to Liu 
without a single mention of " revision
ism" or even a token denuncia tion _of 
the social-imperialists. 

In short, even while the Chinese revi
sionists are shamelessly continuing their 
alliance witH the U.S. and unleashing 
pitiful lobbyists like David Kline to de
mand even more lucrative re lations, the 
decks are being clea red for rapproche
ment with the Soviets . As we have 
already written, in rhe short run it is an 
attempt to driv,e a harder bargain with 
the American imperialists and pry more 
goodies out of them- and in the long 
run it brings the restoration of Sino
Soviet alliance even closer . 

Almost a year ago , the R W printed 
a n article entitled "When Will China 
Play the 'C hina ·ca rd'? " , which po int 
ed out that the very strength o f t!ie 
Sovie t threa t to China might very well 
ma ke them the po wer tha t ultimately 
wins the a llegia nce of a new capita lis t 
China. Marxism-Leninism, Mao Tse
tung Thought teaches that a poor and 

· backward country like China simply 
cannot maintain independence from the 
major imperia lis t powers withou·t 
breaking capita lis t relatio ns o f produc
tion, and carrying out a revolutionary 
line o f self-reliance and the mobiliza
t ion of the masses. The laws o f im
perialism brought into play by the 
capitalist resto ration in China mean 
tbat despite the fancy dreams the 
Chinese capitalists have about rapid 
"modernization," a bout "using" the 
im1>erialists to bui1d up independent 
strength and playing off the super
powers, the subordina tion of China to 
one superpower o r the o ther is a 
foregone conclusion. As we wrote last 
August, "The same thinking guiding 
t'heir current ca pitalist ' modernization ' 
will guide them right to ward the a rms 
of the Sovie ts. The pressures that will 
mount o n China as world war d raws 
closer make a n abo ut-face in Sino
Soviet relations not just an abstrac t 
possibility but a strong likelihood . 
Their logic : If the So viets threaten to 
stomp on your sand castles, why not 
strike a bargain?" 

Munich Analogy 

Recent developments have confirmed 
a ll o ur earlie r p redic tions with a 
vengeance. We po inted o ut then tha t 

America, an organization dedicated to 
organizing Vietnam vets into a combat 
ready reserve unit for future use. 

Somewhere in the midst of all this 
war fever, the authorities did a double
take. The very next day, the day when 
their press would be overloaded with 
glowing stories about Memorial Day ac
tivities (especially thick in Washington, 
D.C.), they had scheduled the trial of 
the VVAW ·7. And these weren't just 
any Vietnam vets, in f.act two of the 
seven had been kicked "out of the army 
for actions taken during the Viernam 
War-<;>ne for goir'lg to Vietnam and 
turning his gun in, refusing to fight 

, against the Vietnamese people-and the 
other a former member of the 82nd Air
borne, one of U .S. imperialism ·s· elite 
military units, for refusing to go to 
Vietnam at all. But more than that, 
they're · politically co'nscious, revolu
tionary vets . Clearly, the political price 
that the U .S. ruling class would have 
had to pay by putting these vets on trial, 
in the wake of their appeal for national 
unity and war fever, was too high for 
them to pay. 0 

•The VVAW (Vietnam Veterans Against 1hc 
War) 7 were also known as 1he M ovemeni 7. 

the "Munich analogy" that they were 
using so freely then to denounce the 
"Hitler-like" Soviet danger and to call 
on the Weste rn imperialists to stop 
what they called " a ppeasem ent 
policies" was a double-edged analogy. 
The (then) unwritten conclusion to the 
"Munich analogy" was the possibility 
of a Chinese flip over to the'Soviet side, 
using the cover of comparison to the 
then-socialist Soviet Union's temporary 
pact with Germany to foil the British
U. S. attempts to send Hitler east , un
molested, to a ttack the Soviet Union . 
The then unwritten conclusio n has now 
been written explicitly by Dave Kline in 
the Call article , a~ a flimsy cover to try 
to se ll this gro tesque act of capitula tion 
as " socialism" to some Call readers. 

The bourgeois diplomatic rumor mill 
is feverishly cranking out advance 
wa rnings of major events. Soviet 
diplomats are reportedly giggling about 
a "bombshell" the world can expect 
wi; hin months. These could be the first 
di rect indicatio ns o f a major open thaw 
bet ween the revisionists in Moscow and 
Peking. 

Whether the Chinese ultimately justi 
fy their fin a l crawl to Moscow as a 
"tact ical" necess it y"forced on them by 
a su pposedly " fla bby" West, o r 
whether they simply anno unce tha t they 
have discovered the Russians to be 
long-lost cousins estranged by Mao 
T setung, is completely irre levant. Reali 
ty doesn ' t cha nge every time the C hi
nese opportunists dream up some new 
historica l analogy to justify their prosti 
tutio n. China is neither a "moderniz
ing" superpower-in-the~making buying 
time' through def1 maneuvers, no r is it a 
" socia list" country hunting lo ng lost 
com rades. It is a major chun k of the 
wo rld being bitt erly contested by two 
colliding imperialist superpq,wers. The 
shifting alignment of one qua rter of 
humanity into t~e Sovie t camp wo uld 
be a tremendo ns cha nge in the interna
tional balance o f forces . All of Asia 
wo uld be o vershadowed by the Soviet 
war bloc, and the pressure o n Japan to 
leap o ver, too, would quickly mount. 
Without a doubl, the U.S. imperialists 
would be forced to take rapid and 
decisive actio n to hold their empire 
together and wrench the ba lance into 
their favor. The events surrounding this 
contention pro mise to be a mong the 
decisive events that trigger the ap
proaching third world war. 0 
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