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In what follows, I shall try to show that

Even where this model of "national" social
ist transformation is not explicitly asserted, it
operates nonetheless through a vocabulary of na
tionalism which identifies the relevant social
system in terms such as ''here''and "there",
"American" and IIBolivian", lIour struggle" and
"theirs". Few indeed are those United States
socialists who fail to take pride in the "American
ness" of the coming "American Revolution". For
this, they proclaim, ''we''can and must achieve
in "our" country just as the Cubans had to achieve
"theirs" in Cuba.

The point here is that these opposing views,
and others like them, share a vital implicit as
sumption; that the correct unit of analysis is
the United States. They agree, in other words,
that the social unit wherein socialism will come
through armed revolutionary struggle or peaceful
reform is the United States and, by implication,
that the deciSive social forces involved in this
process lie within the American nation. For many,
theoretical justification for this assumptiofi is
found in the writings of Marx, and historical
proof of its correctness in the Russian and
Chinese Revolutions.

There are, on the one hand, those who main
tain or imply that there is little likelihood of
an armed socialist revolution in the United
States, that it is at best very far off, and that
a socialist America will be the end-product of a
long and relatively peaceful process of structural
reform. On the other hand, there are those who
hold that an armed socialist revolution in the
United States is inevitable, that it will occur
in the not-too-distant future, and that it will
involve rapid and sweeping structural changes.
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Over the past few centuries there has been a
divergent development within imperialism between
the dominant mercantile-industrial nations of
Europe, North America, and Japan, and the subor
dinate industrially underdeveloped Itagrari~
nations of Asia, Africa, and Latin America. This
divergence has not been accidental, nor has il
been "caused" by geographical, racial, or psycho
logical factors. Dominance and subordination
within the imperialist system have always been
accompanied, respectively, by economic develop
ment and underdevelopment. As Gunder Frank has
recently demonstrated with respect to Latin
America, development and underdevelopment are but
two sides of the same imperialist coin.

If we are to proceed to such an analysis and
strategy, it is important at the outset to recog
nize that capitalism, since its inception, has
been an international system of competing empires
and nations. Each capitalist empire, rather than
a mere aggregate or collection of nations, has
represented a complex set of social relationships
linking a number of nations and peoples within a
single integrated system.

Imperialism has been a common-place subject
of serious discussion at least since Lenin. All
socialists acknowle9ge its eXistence, tacitly
recognize its importance, and make public anti
imperialist pronouncements. There are surprisingly
few, however, who treat the imperialist system
as the proper social unit for the class analysis
of modern capitalist society. Still fewer use
such analyses to fashion revolutionary strategies.

this deeply entrenched theoretical position is
both false and, more important, that it impedes
the development of sound revolutionary strategy
and tactics.

----------=--~-
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Modern capitalist empires, by contrast, are
not named and contain a dominant industrial metro-

Classical capitalist empires, with few excep
tions such as "Greater Portugal", have passed from
the contemporary scene. These were named politi
co-economic systems (e.g., the British Empire)
containing a dominant metropolitan country and
subordinate colonies. Direct political rule and
administration were used by the metropolitan rul
ing class to consolidate and expand its mercantile
and, later, financial privileges and monopoly con
trol within the colonized nations. Police and
military forces of the metropolis were employed
directly within the colonies to maintain "law and
order" and safeguard metropolitan interests a
gainst the colonized masses.

These surpluses drained from the subordinate
to the metropolitan nations of the capitalist
world have amounted, in recent years, to more
than $30 ~illion an hour. In addition, the domi
nant nations of modern imperialism control more
than three fourths of the known major mineral re
sources in Asian, African, and Latin American
countries and about four fifths of the total out
put of 22 kinds of important raw materials in
these same countries. 3

The metropolis expropriates economic
surplus from its satellites and appro
priates it for its own economic
development. The satellites remain
underdeveloped for lack of access to
their own surplus ... One and the same
historical process of expansion and
development throughout the vorld has
generated - and continues to generate -
both economic developme~ and struc
tural underdevelopment.
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Modern empires are chemse1vas related \.,ithin
the system of international capitalism. Some
neocolonies are "shared" by two or more metropo
litan centers which compete for monopoly control
over strategic resources and markets. Such is
the case, for example, of Guyana with respect to
the United States and Britain. Instead of being.
territorially exclusive, as with classical em
pires, modern empires thus tend to have
overlapping neocolonial spheres of influence and

As with political control, military power is
preferably employed indirectly, through nationals
of the neocolonies. Policing the masses is nor
mally left in the hands of the local regimes which
are propped up by metropolitan economic and mili
tary "aid", advisory and training missions, and so
on. In the background, however, SLand the mili
tary bases and mobile forces of the metropolitan
state, ready to intervene directly should revolu
tionary action threaten to put an end to
meLropolitan ruling-class privilege. Today, for
exampLe, in order to defend its vast empire a
gainst the threat of socialist revolution, Lhe
United States maintains throughout the world an
estimated .3,300military bases and is employing
more than half a million combat troops in Vietnam
alone. 4

polis and nominally independent "neocolonies".
Indirect political control and influence, based
primarily on economic power, are employed by the
metropolitan ruling class to establish and broad
en its economic and other privileges within the
neocolonies. This economic power is today wiel
ded by a few giant corporations of the
metropolitan centers through capital penetration,
monopoly control of strategic resources and ad
vanced technology, manipulation of commodity
markets, and so oh.

------------------~------
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Clearly, the fundamental con~radiction of our
era is between the international systems of cap
italism and socialism. The violent struggles to
resolve this contradiction are being waged today
primarily within the imperialist system, where
liberation movements fight to achieve genuine po
litical independence and rapid economic advance.
That the struggles for national liberation and
socialism are very closely related has been per
suasively argued by Baran and Sweezy in Monopoly
Capital:

Again, the several metropolises of contem
porary empires stand to one another as dominant
or subordinate within a hierarchical inter
national system. Recent shifts and conflicts,
particularly since the Second World War, have seen
the United States move into a seemingly unchal
lengeable position as dominant metropolis of the
capitalist world. Through its growing military
and economic power, the United States has expanded
its imperial domain and influence at the expense
of weaker dominant nations and the waning classi
cal empires they ruled. The shift in status to
"political independence" of many subordinate na
tions of Africa, ASia, and Latin America has
constituted, in fact, a movement from direct old
style colonization under the British, French,
Dutch, Japanese, etc., to neocolonization within
the expanding American empire? And to the extent
that the other metropolitan centers have themselves
become semi-satellites of the United States through
capital penetration, NATO, etc., the United States
has become the leading metropolis of a modern World
Empire. With only 6 percent of the world's popu
lation, the United States today owns or controls
nearly 60 percent of the world's known natural
resources. 6

control.
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The first and fundamental contradiction with
in the modern empire is between the ruling class
of the industrialized metropolis and the combined
peasant and worker classes of the neocolonies. Cut
ting across national boundaries, this contradiction
involves the major exploiting and exploited classes
within the total empire. The second contradiction
pits the ruling class of each neoco1ony against its
domestic peasant and worker classes. This contra
diction is vividly revealed in the armed struggles
now taking place in Burma, Guatemala, Venezuela,
etc., between the forces of the ruling national
andcomprador-bureaucrat bourgeoisies and those of
the peasant-worker masses. The third contradic
tion is between the ruling class of the metropolis
and its domestic proletariat. This struggle pits

Viewed from a class standpoint, the American
and other contemporary capitalist empires can be
seen to contain three basic class contradictions.
Since these contradictions are antagonistic and
irreconcilable, they will require major structural
changes for their reso1uLion. In face, for their
complete resolution they will require nothing
less than the total elimination of imperialism.

· . . policing the empire and fighting
socialism are rapidly becoming, if they
are not already, one and the same. For
the threat to the empire comes from re
volutionary movements which . . . are
sparKed by a deep-seated yearning for
national independence and are fueled by
an increasing~y urgent need for economic
development, which experience is proving
cannot be achieved today except on the
basis of public enterprise and compre
hensive planning - in short, only if
their national revolutions are also so
cialist revolutions. 7
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In this revolutionary process it is obvious
that the achievement of state power t; the neo
colonial masses must precede the breaking of old
and unequal relations with the metropolis. It is
equally clear, however, that the severance of neo
colonial ties with the metropolis is a precondition
for the consolidation of worker-peasant state pow-
er. For example: In Cuba the domestic class
stru~gle was consolidated in favor of the peasants
and workers only when the latter fundamentally al-

Wars of national liberation represent efforts
to resolve the first and second contradictions in
favor of the neocolonial masses. The first task
of such movements is to overthrow their local rul
ing class and state apparatus, which will bring
them into indirect, then direct,confrontation with
the military arm of the metro~olitan state. Se
condly, they must break or fundamentally alter
their relationship with the met~opolitan ruling
class so as to eliminate the latter's privilege
and consolidate worker-peasant state power. This
involes nationalizing foreign-owned industry and
commercial firms, re-orienting trade, cutting co
lonial cultural and ideological ties.

Though these three contradictions are closely
related, they are not equal in importance or,
during anyone period, in intensity. The first,
empire-wide contradiction is of fundamental impor
tance because it exercises a decisive influence on
the others. The full achievement of proletarian
and peasant-worker states in the metropolis and
neocolonies depends in large measure upon the pro
gressive resolution of this empire-wide
contradiction.

a largely urban working class against the "mili
tary-industrial complex" of the metropolitan giant
corporations.
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These two developments, of imperialist growth
and working class accommodation, are not unrelated.
The very existence of colonies and neocolonies
has served the dual purpose of strengthening the
metropolitan bourgeoisies and hindering the deve
lopment of revolutionary conditions among the
metropolitan proletariats. The fact that a signi
ficant and highly influential sector of the
metropolitan working class has received a "cor-

Let us now contrast the third contradiction,
pitting the metropolitan working class against its
domestic ruling class, with the other two. It is
clear that at present the metropolitan class strug
gle is less acute than the conflicts between the
neocolonial masses and their respective internal
and external ruling classes. In fact, with the
flourishing of both old and new empires since the
1880's, the proletarian movements of the various
metropolitan centers have tended more toward re
form politics and narrow economic interests than
toward armed revolution and the seizure of state
power.

•It can be seen, then, that in the course of
contemporary revolutionary struggles, the conflict
of greatest inten~ity and immediacy shifts from
the "internal" class contradiction within the neo
colony to the "external" contradiction between the
neocolonial masses and the metropolitan ruling
class; and that victory in both spheres is a neces
sary condition for victory in each.

tered their relations with the United States rul
ing class. In Mexico, however, the domestic class
contradiction was only partially and temporarily
resolved through the revolutionary struggles of a
half century ago because the relationship between
the Mexican masses and United States ruling class
was not fundamentally altered .
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The "Metropolitan" capitalists allow so
cial advantages and wage increases to be
wrung from them by their workers to the
exact extent to which the colonialist
state allows them to exploit and make
raids on the occupied territories. At the
critical point... the interests of the
''metropolitan''workers and peasants

More recently, in 1958, Frantz Fanon wrote:

Obviously, out of such enormous super
profits (since they are obtained over
and above the profits which capitalists
squeeze out of the workers of their
"0v.'I1" country) it is possible to bribe
the labour leaders and the upper stra
tum of the labour aristocracy. And the
capitalists of the "advanced" countries
are bribing them; they bribe them in a
thousand different ways, direct and in
direct, overt and covert. 9

Lenin, writing on the same subject in 1916,
observed:

You ask me what the English workers
think about colonial policy. Well, ex
actly the same as they think about
politics in general: the same as the
bourgeois think. There is no worker's
party here, you see, there are only Con
servatives and Liberal-Radicals, and
the workers share the feast of England's
monopoly of the world market and colo
nies. 8

ruptingll share of the profits of imperialist
super-exploitation has been frequently noted. Thus
Engels wrote in 1882:
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Viewed from a slightly different and, I be
lieve, more fruitful angle as a single revolution
within the multinational imperialist system, the
revolutionary armed struggle can be seen as spread
ing from the more oppressed and impoverished
peasants and workers in the neocolonies to the
less but, as the struggle continues, increasingly
exploited proletariat of the metropolis. General
iZ1ng on the successful Chinese strategy of
establiShing rural base areas and encircling the
cities from the countrYSide, Lin Fiao has put the
matter this way:

If imperialism has served at least the short
run material interests of the metropolita.n
proletariaL, what then is the relaLionship between
revolutionary struggles in the metropolis and in
the neocolonies? First, it must be noted that the
sequence of revolutionary phases within the empire
is necessarily reversed. In the neocolonial
sphere, so long as the empire can be said to exist,
a subordinate nation's ruling class and state must
be overthrown before the underprivileged nature
of its relations with the metropolis can be de
stroyed and its economic independence established.
In the metropolitan center, however, the success
ful proletarian revolution cannot but follow a
certain critical stage in the development of na
tional liberation struggles in the neocolonies.

Finally, as if t~ corroborate this view, AFL
CIO president, George Meany, told reporters on
December 6, 1967: "Nobody likes this (Vietnam)
war ... But we're in there to protect the inter
ests and security ,f the American people.
Labor's interests are closely tied to .... the
Johnson administration". 11

seems to go counter to that of the
colonized peoples. 10
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Facing material conditions which are steadily
deteriorating, and with a growing knowledge that
socialism provides the answer to their most pres
sing economic problems, the masses in more and
more neccolonies are entering the path of armed
revolution. In order to defend its imperial do
main against socialist "encroachment",the American

12

We have already noted the major factor which
has "held back" the proletarian revolutionary
movement in the Western metropolises. In the
American Empire there is little doubt that the
superprofits reaped by the multinational giant
corporations in the neocolonies and satellites,
together with the vast military expenditures nec
essary to sustain and expand this "free world
colossus", serve both to strengthen the corporate
ruling class and to "buy off" large and signifi
cant sectors of the working class. The reasons
why this metropolitan "class collaboration" is
only a temporary phenomenon are also to be found
in the developing relationship of forces within
the Empire.

Taking the entire globe. if North
America and Western Europe can be cal
led lithe cities of the world", then
ASia, Africa, and Latin America con
stitute "the rural areas of the world".
Since World War II, the proletarian
movement has for various reasons been
temporarily held back in North America
and West European capitalist countries,
while the people's revolutionary move
ment in ASia, Africa, and Latin Ameri
ca has been growing vigorously. In a
sense, the contemporary world revolu
tion also presents a picture of
encirclement of cities by the rural
areas. 12
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If this analysis if correct, then it is
of paramount importance for United States social
ists to abandon their parochial national bias and
outlook, and to begin to fashion revolutionary
theory and strategy within an imperialist frame
work. It is the Empire, rather than the nation,
which defines and determines the character of the
social system in which we live, suffer or benefit,
struggle or acquiesce. And, though we happen to
reside in the privileged metropolis - and in fact
share in its privileges - it is the whole Empire
which should determine the range and nature of our
revolutionary action.

ruling class faces a very serious dilemma. On the
one hand, minimal defense and eventual loss of
neocolonies, as happened in the case of Cuba, will
result in a steady cut-back in superprofits, the
forfeiture of monopoly control over commodity mar
kets and vital raw materials, and a narrowing of
capital investment-outlets, all of which promises
to heighten domestie economic contradictions to a
dangerous degree. On the other hand, by waging
a number of protracted counter-revolutionary wars,
as in Vietnam, the United States ruling class will
both exacerbate its strategic military manpower
weakness and increase the ranks of disgruntled
workers, alienated students, and disaffected intel
lectuals in the metropolis. For it is certain
that multiple and protracted counter-insurgency
efforts will eventually undercut the pri~ileges of
the upper and middle white working class, and in
tensify the oppreSSion of the lower whitp. and
black proletariat and lumpens of ghetto. At the
same time, these counter-revolutionary struggles
will, ironically, demand an increaSingly higher
price in blood from the proletariat as a whole,
which must serve as the major source of cannon
fodder in the military defense of imperial
priviiege.

'.

ARQUIV
O L

. L
ARA



14

Socialism, it is here argued, can be most ef
fectively struggled for and achieved within the
American nation only as and when the multination-

Surely the United States "military-industrial
complex", with its multinational giant corpor
ations, wide-ranging military operations, and CLA
escapades, recognizes and accepts its "responsibi··
lities" as an imperial ruling class. Through its
official pronouncements and mass-media propaganda
it is constantly proclaiming or bemoaning its
role and duties as policeman of the "Free World"
and shouting of the need to protect "our national
interest" in Vietnam, Guatemala, the Congo, etc.
It is also clear that the peasant-worker masses
in an increasing number of neocolonies recognize
their subordinate and underprivileged position
within the Empire and are struggling in various
ways to break free of its exploitative grasp.
What is noc at all clear is that United States
revolutionaries understand their position within
the Empire and, further, accept their responsibi
lities in the anti-imperialist ~gles which
are raging. They fail, it seems, to comprehend
or fully appreciate the essential unity and inter
nal dynamics of the struggle for socialism and
against imperialism. They fa~to see, in short,
that a revolutionary movement witbin any parti
cular neocolony both implies and represents a
revolutionary movement within the American Empire
and against the ~~erican ruling class - that
since revnlutionary struggles are in fact taking
place in several neocolonies such as Vietnam,
Guatemala, and Venezuela, they are ipso facto
occurring within the American Empire as well; and
that it is no longer a question of "if" or "when"
the "American" revolution is going to begin, but
of how best to employ our forces in the unitary
anti-imperialist revolution which is already well
under way.ARQUIV
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The two dimensions of this "rural-urban"
strategy are, of course, closely related. An ad
vance in one sphere increases tile likelihood of
success in the other. Thus, in the "urban"
sphere, increasing harassment and moral isolation
of the Establishment will exacerbate its critical
military manpower weaknes s both by forcing it to

On the "urban" or metropolitan front, during
the present stage or the slruggle, our primary
strategy should be to harass and morally isolate
the ru1ing-cl~ss regime. A wide variety of muss
organizations and both legal and illegal Lactics
can be employed for the purposes of increasing
popular d1saffectjon, furthering the moral isola
tion of the EstablishmenL, and tying down United
States troops within the l"letropolis.

In answering this question I would sllggel'it
that what we need is a dual "urban-rural" strate
gy. On the "rural" or neocolonial [ronL Lhis will
involve United States revolutionaries, together
with militants of the other metropolitan centers,
in both direct and indirect participation in re
volutionary anti-imperialist struggles. Those
participating directly in the armed struggle in
the "countryside", as technicians, combatants,
etc., should be assisled by militants remaining
within the "city" and responsible for such tasks
as recruitment, the provision of funds and mater
ial, and propaganda.

~ imperialist system which sustains its monopoly
capitalist character and ruling class is dismem
bered and destroyed. If this is so, the most
important strategic question for those of us who
happen to be living within the "cities" of the
Empire is: How do we most effectively relate
ourselves to the revolutionary struggles now oc
curring in the itT1{lerial"countryside"?
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The metropolitan Left all too frequently
underestimates its strength and potential contri
bution to the international socialist revolution.
Many are still under the sway of parochial inter
nally oriented ideologies. Others are overwhelmed
by the relative numerical inferiority of metropol
itan Left forces. And almost all tend to take
for granted the vast technical skills and resour-
ces at their disposal in the metropolis. The
contention bere is tbat despite our current numer
ical weakness, there are literally thousands of
young militants in the capitalist centers who
would be willing to serve in the anti-imperialist
struggles taking place in the imperial "country
side"; that there are many more who would be

In the "rural" sphere, increasing participa
tion by metropolitan revolutionaries in national
liberation struggles will accelerate the develop
ment of revolutionary material and subjective
conditions among United States and Western Euro
pean workers. Not only will it help advance the
dismemberment process within the Empire, thus
weakening the metropolitan ruling class, but it
will undercut the lulling material advantages of
the upper "urban" proletariat and middle class.
More important, perhaps, is the fact that it will
provide a material foundation for the urgently
needed internationalist component of metropolitan
soci.alis.tideology.

divert significant numbers of troops from the
"countryside" to the Ifcitytlfor urban repressive
measures, and by further reducing the moral of
its forces. Again, by successfully advancing an
anti-imperialist ideology, and b7 expanding the
meaning of the term "the people" to include the
exploited masses of the entire Empire, subjec
tive conditions for increasing "urban" support of
"rural" liberation movements will be fostered.
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The struggle for socialism "in the United
States" is and must be international in scope. The
Diertbienphusof the international revolution are
as likely to occur in Mexico, Indonesia, or the
Congo, as in the United States iLself. In fact,
as the revolution spreads to increaSing numbers
of colonies and neocolonies within the United
States-dominated international capitalist system,
the whole notion and reality of E'xclus~ve"nation
al" boundaries may begin to fade into relative
insignificance. It is surely time for the United
States Left to realize - and act accordingly
that there simply will not be an ~solated "Ameri-
can" revolution. Our revolution will, of
necessity, be international. Our strategy and
tactics must be geared to this reality.

"Socialists ,in the United States", as the
editors of MONTHLY REVIEW have written, "have got
to stop thinking of themselves as a tiny minority
with the task - which many of them have already
concluded is hopeless - of making a specifically
American revolution. Instead, they must think of
themselves as members of an immense international
movement capable of embracing the overwhelming
majority of mankind, which has the revolutionary
task of defeating and overthrowing international
LmpezLaLfam'", 13

willing to support such actions while rema~n~ng
"at home"; that in addition to manpower, the tech
nical skills and resources we have to offer could
be put to good use by most liberation movements;
and finally that we can, and of course should,
make a significant contribution to the struggle
against imp~rialism and the eventual victory of
the international !ocialiSl revolution.

"
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5. See Baran and Sweezy's Monopoly Capital, Chap
ter 7, for a further development of this point.
They conservatively list, as belonging to the
American Empire: "The United States itsel£
and a few colonial possession (notably Puerto
Rico and the Pacific Islands); all Latin
American countries except Cuba; Canada; four
countries in the Near and Middle East (Turkey,
Jordan, Saudi Arabia, and Iran);four countries
in South and Southeast Asia (Pakistan, Thai
land, the Philippines, and South Vietnam); two
countries in East Asia (South Korea and For
mosa); two countries in Afric~ (Liberia and
Libya); and one country in Europe (Greece)".
This empire, the authors state, contained
18,467,000 square miles and 660,600,000 peo
ple as of 1960. Taking into account those
subordinate nations in which the United States

message to the First
the Peoples of

America, held in
Reprinted in The

1966.

From Bertrand Russell's
Solidarity Conference of
Africa, ASia, and Latin
Havana in January, 1966.
Minority of One, January,

4.

3. N~n Han-chen, Resolutely Struggle Against
Imperialism & Neo-Colonialism & For The
Economic Emancip~tion of the Afro-Asian
Peoples, Foreign Languages Press, Peking,
1965, p. 6.

1. Mao Tse-tung, "On Practice". In the Selected
Works of Mao Tse-tung, Foreign Languages
Press, Peking, 1965, pp. 297, 304.

NOTES:

2. Frank, Andre Gunder, Deverlopment and Under
development in Latin America, Monthly Review
Press, New York, 1967, p. 9.
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13. Monlh1y Review, June, 1965, p . 3.

12. Lin Pino, Long Live the Victorv of PeoQle'~
li!!, Foreign Languages Press, ~eking, 1905,
pp. 48-49.

11. International Herald Tribune, Wedn~sday, De
cember 6, 1967.

10. Fanon, Frantz, Toward thE' AfricRll Revolution,
Monthly Review Press, New York, 1967, p. 145.

9. Lenin, V.1., lmperiulisol: The Highest St~
of Cueita1ism, International Publishers, New
York, 1939, pp. 13-]4.

8. Engels, Frederoick, Harx & Engels on Colonial
ism, Foreign Languages Publishing House,
MOScow, 19631 p. 340.

7. Baran and Sweezy, Monopoly Capital, p. 206.

6. Bertrand Russell, op. cit., p. 4.

shares power with other metropolises, these
figures would be greatly increased.

ARQUIV
O L

. L
ARA



20

First, it is not simply because imperialism
is an international system that metropolitan revo-

The major point I wish to make is that these
two statements, rather than reflecting opposed
positions, are entirely consis~ent with one an
other. Before going into thiS, however, let me
comment on two minor pOints which need clarifi
cation.

According to the editors, I seem to be saying
"that because imperialism is quintessentially an
international system, those who live in the imper
ialist metropoliS can combat it primarily through
action which is directed at weakening the metropo
lis' ability to oppress and exploit its subordinate
empire". While not depreciating action of ~his
kind, the editors argue that "it is even more
important that revolutionaries living in the metro
polis should devote themselves to making more
revolutionaries there with an eye to the eventual
building of a mass revolutionary movement in the
very heart of the imperialist monster".

Please allow me space to comment briefly on
the disagreement registered by the ~m editors
regarding the dual strategy thesis put forward in
my article, "Toward an International Strategy".
Though I believe ~his disagreement to be more
apparent than real, it points up a certain lack
of clarity in the article which must be set
straight if further misunderstanding is to be
avoided.

"TOWARD AN INTERNATIONAL STRATEGY"

CO}fMENTS
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And now to my major point. The MR editors
raise the question of priorities, arguing that it
is "more important" for United States revolutionar
ies to built a mass revolutionary movement in the

Second, the argument that metropolitan re
vo lu tLonarLea should partic1pate in the "rural,"
anti-imperialist struggle is in no way intended to
depreciate the value of various kinds of revolu
tionary struggle within the metropolis. Strategic
ally, of course, this is not an either/or question,
since both types of action can occur simultaneously,
involving diffet'entsets of people "inside" and
"outside". 11: is, in facl, precisely lhis two
dimensional strategy for protracted struggle in the
"rura1" and "urban" spheres of the empire which I
am advocating. Only on the personal level 'Will
individuals have to decide whether, at a given time,
they can best set've the revolutionary cause
by remaining in the "city" or going out into the
"countryside". The stress laid on the need for
metropolitan participation in the "rural" sphere
stems largely from t~e fact that at present virtu
ally all of "our" forces are concentrated in the
"city".

lutionaries should engage in anti-imperialist
struggle in both "city" and "countryside". It is
because of the nature of the contemporary imperial
ist system and the character of its essential
contradictions that such actions should be taken.
The progressive resolution of the empire-wide con
tradiction between metropolitan ruling class and
neocolonial masse. both heightens and makes
possible the resolution of the class contraditions
within the metrop,olis. If this is correct, and
quite apart from moral arguments, it is in the di
rect interests of the metropolitan revolutionaries
and masses to advance the cau~e of the anli-imperi
alist national liberation movements.
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Within the United States today vanguard revo
lutionary elements are to be found primarily among
Afro-Americans, university students,and disaffected
intellectuals. It is within these sectors of the

Let me begin by elaborating certain underde
veloped points 1n my article pertaining to
metropolitan involvement in the "rural" struggle.
First, it should be noted that "those participating
directly in the armed struggle in the 'countryside',
as technicians, combatants, etc.," would in all
likelihood never number more than a small fraction
of total metropolitan left forces. For some time,
in fact, their number would not exceed the two
digit range. Combatants might well include small,
technically sophisticated units trained for highly
specialized military missions. Technical personnel,
trained in medicine, electronics, engineering, me
chanics, hydraulics, and other relevant fields,
could assist in the setting-up and running of field
hospitals, factories, traiOlng centers, etc., with
in liberated or semi-liberated areas and perform
other specialized tasks as the need arose. In ad
dition, revolutionary intellectuals, and students,
such as economists, linguists, writers, etc., could
carry out useful research into problems dictated by
the needs of the armed struggle, or put their re
spective skills and resources to work in the areas
of publicity, propaganda, and liaison.

metropolis than to participate in the struggles to
liberate the neo-colonies. My contention is that
one can attach "primacy" to met.ropolitan partici
pation in the "rural" struggle while at the same
time agreeing that it is "more important" to build
a mass revolutionary movement in the United States.
Row can this be so? The key to unravelling this
apparent contradiction lies in the answer to the
question: How do we set about building a mass
revolutionary movement in the United States?
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The performance of such tasks in relation to
the armed strugg\e would both necessitate and facil-
itate the formation of disciplined revolutionary
support groups within the metropolis - the nuclei of

Let us Lurn now to lhe question of indirect
participation in the anti-imperialist struggle and
its relation to the building of a mass revolution
ary movement wiLhin the Uniled Stales. As previously
indicated: "Those participating directly in the
armed struggle in the 'countryside'... would be
assisted by militants remaining within the 'city'
and responsible for such tasks as recruitment, the
provision of funds and material, and propaganda."

Nonetheless, it is clear that the vasl major
ity of recruits for the "rural" front must be
sought among white students, intellectuals and
young workers. A number of student organizations
are now tending 1n this direction, and it is from
this sector that we can expect the vanguard metro
politan elemenLs for the "rural" armed struggle to
emerge. Most of the problems in the relationship
between black and white militants will be easily
resolved once the latter demonstrate that they are
willing to run the same revolutionary risks as the
former - i.e. once they abandon the built-in ad
vantages and proteclion afforded by their class and
color.

population that economic oppression and/or aliena
tion are most strongly felt; and it is here that
we find the strongest tendencies toward an inter
nationalist orientation. As an "internal colony"
of the United States, Afro-Americans will undoubted
ly concentrate most of their revolutionary energies
on the domestic front - where they should receive
wholehearted assist~nce from white militants. They
will, however, also have important contributions to
make in the sphere of "rural" struggle.
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Just as the armed struggle in the Sierra
Maestra sparked and provided the raison d'etre for
mass mobilization and the organization of revolu
tionary support groups in Havana and Cuba's other
Cities, so will participation in the "rural" armed
struggle by metropolitan militants foster and fa
cilitate the emergence of revolutionary cadre and
support groups in the metropolises of the capital
ist world. The material demands and subjective
conditions created by our participation in the
"rural" armed struggle will, in the months and
years ahead, enable a wider and deeper mobilization,
organization, and education of the masses and mili
tants of the "city".

a revolutionary mass movement. The tactics of in
direct participation in the armed struggle would
be clearly linked to sound theory and strategy;
each revolutionary action within the metropolis
could be understood in terms of its long-range
strategic significance and in the context of the
broader and protracted anti-imperialist struggle.
A viable alternative would be offered to militants,
or would-be militants, of both the Old and New
Lefts who now say "What can we do?" and then either
throw up their hands in despair or yield to sponta
neity and free-floating protest tactics which
frequently end in demoralization. Total involve
ment and commitment to a viable long-range strategy
tied to armed struggle would provide an answer for
the exploited and super-alienated which the current
every-so-often demonstration and partial involve
ment simply cannot produce. Only the dangers and
demands of commitment to the armed struggle, the
stark necessity for discipline, courage and self-
lessness, and the irrevocable burning of
middle-class bridges, can produce the life-trans
forming social environment required by those who
suffer the alienation and spiritual hunger charac
teristic of our atomizing metropolitan culture.
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And let us develop a true proletarian
internationalism, with international
proletarian armies; the flag under
which we fight shall be the sacred
cause of redeeming humanity. To die
under the flag of Vietnam, of Guate
mala, of Laos, of Guinea, of Colombia,
of Bolivia, of Brazil - to name only a
few scenes of today's armed struggle -
would be equally glorious and desirable
for nn American, an Asian, an African,
even a European.

In summary, then, far from my suggesting that
we abandon the "urban" struggle or relinquish our
efforts to build a revolutionary movement In the
United States, what I am arguing is that by parti
cipating directly ann indirectly in the "rural"
armed struggle we shall help to create the very
conditions necessary for broadening and deepening
the "urban" struggle and building "a mass revolu
tionary movement in the very heart of the
imperialist monster". Che's moving call Is per
tinent here:
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