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Murderous 
Nationalism 
and Stalinist 

• 

Betrayal in 
Near East Israeli soldiers gloat over captured Egyptian booty during June 1967 war. USSR kept tight control over its military 

hardware after Egyptians abandoned hundreds of Soviet tanks, other armour and missiles in the Sinai desert 

The violence at the Olympics which 
resulted in the deaths of Israeli ath
letes and Arab terrorists, and the swift 
and savage military "response" of the 
Israeli state, catapulted the Near East 
once again into the front-page head
lines. The indefensible petty-bourgeois 
terrorist frenzy manifested at Munich 
grows out of the evident Israeli con
sOlidation of the victories carved out 
of the living- body of the Arab peopleso 
R;:;:::~~;:.t;::.blc '.vorld bourgeois public 
opinion-such as that emanating from 
the current butcher of Vietnam, Nixon 
-against the Arab terrorist violence 
only obscures the fundamental violence 
of the continued denial of the rights of 
the Palestinian Arab population vic
timized by the State of Israel. More
over, the bourgeois outcry pas s e s 
light.ly over the vastly bloodier retalia
tion by the Israeli state which, re
sponding as if it were still a gang of 
Zionist terrorists, maimed and mur
dered Arab viII age r s , including 
children. 

So long as bourgeois nationalism is 
pitted against bourgeois nationalism, 
no matter who had the last victory, the 
masses of the la:)oring population of 
the defeated will pay for that Victory 
and be fertile objects for further na
tionalist manipulation. Thus the coun
terposing of Arab nationalism to Zion
ism in the absence of a decisive thrust 
for working-class power in the Near 
East leads inexorably to outbursts of 
the "Black Septemher" type and to the 
inevitable fierce reprisals, 

Somewhat less sensational than the 
events at the Olympics, but far more 
important in its implications, was the 
precipitous expulsion of Soviet military 
personnel from Egypt some weeks 
earlier. The Soviet Stalinists are reap
ing the fruit of their catastrophic al
liances with the reactionary Arab mili
tary cliques, as part of the policy of 
great-power maneuvering and "peace
flll coexistenceo" 

Soviet Arms Squandered 
The Soviets' pol i c i e s have been 

equally catastrophic since the 1967 
Near East war and before. Strewn 
across the Sinai desert and Egyptian 
airfields, 550 immobilized and deserted 
tanks, the twisted burned-out wreckage 
of 365 jet fighters and 69 bombers, 
over a billion dollars in Soviet military 
aid squandered-these were the spoils 
of the Six Days' War for the USSR and 
its "progressive" ally, Egypt. The fate 
of North Vietnam may hang by a thread 
as it bears the full brunt of U oS. imper
ialism's assault, while the Commissars 
and Party secretaries in the Kremlin 

dole out aid with an eyedropper. Butfor 
the bourgeois Arab military regimes 
nothing was too good, Since the 1967 
war the Sovet Union has completely 
rebuilt the Egyptian armed forces, 
lavishing upon them the very finest and 
m 0 s t advanced military hardware, 
Thus, by the end of last year Egypt had 
received 525 fighter bombers, including 
the latest model MiG-23's, 200 ad~ 

vanced MiG-21J interceptors and 110 
SU-7 fighter bombers. Along the Suez 
Canal the RUSSians built 63 SAM bat
terieso For their "comrades" in North 
Vietnam the Soviets could spare only 
10 bombers, 155 fighters (primarily 
MiG-19's, 17's and 15's) and 35 SAM 
batteries, 

The recent North Vietnamese spring 
offensive gave dramatic evidence of 
the lack of sophisticated military eqUlp
ment. In order to launch substantial 
troop movements into South Vietnam, 
the North Vietnamese were required 
to move all of their SAMs up to the 
DMZ to provide some protection from 
U.S. bombing. But this stripped their 
major cities of air cover and exposed 
them to heavy B-52 raids. Groups like 
Progressive Labor and the Maoists, \ 
who claim that sophisticated weaponry 
is unnecessary and the sheer will to 
fight "People's War" will defeat U.So 
imperialism, only serve as apologists 
for the cowardly stinginess of the So
viet Union and China. Had the arma
ments which now rust on the desert 
sands or have been captured by Moshe 
Dayan gone instead to North Vietnam, 
U oS. imperialism would have been years 
ago plunged into a militarily untenable 
situation. 

The Russian Stalinists' apparently 
unshakable determination to aid and 
abet anti-Soviet regimes in the Near 
East is not a policy of recent origin. 
Sadat's predecessor, Nasser, was sec
ond to none in anti-Soviet zeal. In a 
speech on 20 March 1959 he ranted: 

"Through our unity which enabled us 
to destroy im)erialism and its stooges, 
we will, God willing, destroy Commu
nism and dependence. USing the same 
weapons which helped us defeat imper
ialism and imperialist stooges, we can 
defeat Communism, its agents and 
Communist parties." 

Yet in a speech on 23 July 1968 
Nasser was able to boast: 

"In reality we have so far paid not one 
millieme for the arms we obtained from 
the Soviet Union to equip our armed 
forces ..•. I wish to tell you frankly 
and clearly that the Soviet Union has 
never tried, not even in our most cru
cial times, to dictate conditions to us 
or to ask anything of us. " 

This policy of munificent military sup
port to the reactionary Arab nationalist 
regimes led directly to the Russians' 
inglorious departure from Egypt. 

For no doubt a variety of reasons, 
the dumping of military eqUipment into 
Egypt was resented among sections of 
Soviet society. Soviet workers, in par
ticular, were disgruntled about seeing 
their productivity wasted on reaction
ary Arab regimeso In an article en
titled "No Love for Freeloaders" (31 
July 1972), Newsweek reported: 

"Under the pressure of this discontent, 
the Kremlin has even taken to disguis
ing its shipments to the Middle East
stamping special code words on packing 
crates instead of labeling them with 
destinations such as Latakia, Syria or 
Alexandria, Egypt." 

While Stalinism is immune from 
learning the political lessons of its 
mistakes, the Soviet Union at least 
learned never to trust with sophisti-

cated weapons an army composed of 
corrupt officers and unskilled peasant 
soldiers. Along with the jet planes, 
SAMs and three armoured diVisions 
came 12,000 Soviet soldiers to operate 
and man this eqUipment, and 4,000 
Russian advisors to attempt to instruct 
the Egyptian army in i:s us eo (Need
less to say, not one Russian soldier 
or military cadre could be spared for 
North Vietnam.) 

Sadat Placates Military Clique 

The presence of the Soviet troops, 
who had exclusive access to the Rus
sian weaponry, and the adVisors, who 
had, justifiably, nothing but contempt 
for the leadership capacity of the cor
rupt Egyptian officers and the fighting 
capacity of the Egyptian troops, under
mined and incensed the Egyptian officer 
corps, whose xenophobi2. is exceeded 

continued on page 2 

Speed-Up Pressures 
Mount in Auto 

Auto workers across the country are reeling under the impact of incredible 
speed-ups, layoffs and deteriorating working conditions as the auto cQmpanies 
attempt to drive up production on the new models, Their United Auto Workers 
(UAW) union "leadership" however, continues its blatant betrayals and policy of 
class-collaboration unhindered by any effective opposition. 

The pressure remains acute in General Motors, which, complaining about lack 
of worker "productivity," instituted its special Assembly Division (GMAD) man
agement team to drive up exploitation of labor through layoffs and speed-ups to 
counter the effects the capitalist economic crisis is having on auto companies 
(see WV No, 9). This pressure has resulted in several bitter walkouts in the GM 
system in the period since the 1970 GM strike, such as at the new "model" 
plant at Lordstown, and the longest GM strike in history at Norwood, Ohio for 
which the leadership had accepted a settlement at press time. 

In the Reutherite tradition, the UAW bureaucracy under Leonard Woodcock 
is keeping the lid on rank-and-file unrest by isolating local walkouts rather 
than mobilizing a nationwide defenseo 
The Lordstown strikers were allowed 
to burn themselves out before being 
railroaded back to work, and the In
ternational is dOing its best to forget 
the Norwood strike, The Septemher 
issue of the International'spaper,UAW 
Solidarity, buries news of the strike 
on its back pages, referring to it 
vaguely as a "job description issue," 
with no mention of the special GMAD 
"productivity" measures and similar 
pressures throughout the auto industry 
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••• Near East 
only by its anti-communism. This offi
cer caste is the bulwark of such "pro_ 
gressive" regimes as Sadat's Egypt, 
Numeiry's Sudan, Baathist Syria and 
Iraq, which are bonapartist. Their 
"progressive" nature consists in the 
fact that, having been turned down by 
the World Pawnbroker for bankrupt 
bourgeois reg i m e s-U.S. imperial
ism-they trudge shamefaced to Mos
cow to do their begging. As readily as 
a derelict "discovers Christ" to get his 
bowl of soup, these tinpot "revolution
ary" colonels mouth the proper "anti
imperialist" phrases to get their hands 
on MiGs and SAMs. And just as readily 
on the morrow as the derelict finds his 
way back to the road of sin for a bottle 
of wine, so all these "progressive 
Third World leaders" will throw out 
Soviet advisors, butcher the local 
"reds" and denounce "Soviet imperial
ism" at the Slightest beckoning from the 
American bourgeoisie. Meanwhile the 
North Vietnamese, despite their Stalin
ist leadership, are locked in a strug
gle with American imperialism and thus 
do not have the threat of a warm wel
come from the imperialists to enhance 
their bargaining pOSition with the 
Soviets. 

Sadat's generals put up with the 
Russians only to get their hands on 
those fancy weapons, hoping to bluster 
the Israelis out of occupied territories, 
and perhaps even dreaming of someday 
taking the offenSive. But the Soviets 
were determined to see no repetition 
of the 1967 war: the Russians and not 
the Egyptians were going to control the 
weapons and no offensive armaments 
would even be brought into Egypt. And 
the Israelis would not budge, secure in 
the knowledge that the Russian presence 
was a check on Egyptian military am
bitions. Following the exodus of the 
Russians from Egypt, Israeli Prime 
Minister Golda Meir told the Israeli 
Parliament: 

"If the Egyptians are right in claim
ing that the Soviets did not respond to 
demands which, if met, would have 
caused and made possible renewal of the 
war-if that really was so, it should not 
be charged to the discredit of the Soviet 
Union. " 

Both the Soviet Union and Israel had an 
interest in maintaining the status quo in 
the Near East. For Israel, it meant that 
it could consolidate its hold over the 
territories seized in 1967. For the 
RuSSians, it meant they could stay in 
Egypt, keeping the U.S. out while block
ing a renewal of the war with Israel 
which would mean not only the squan
dering of Soviet eqUipment but the dan
ger of a direct military confrontation 
with the U.S. Further, as long as the 
USSR stayed in Egypt it was permitted 
to use Egyptian airbases for surveil
lance of the U.S. Sixth Fleet and to use 
Egyptian port facilities to build up its 
own naval power in the Mediterranean. 

Anwar Sadat, the colorless Presi
dent of Egypt who creeps so gingerly 
in the shadow of his predecessor, knows 
full well that his real base of support 
is the privileged officer caste. The 
endless demonstrations of fanatiC, xen
ophobic university students, who take 
Radio Cairo's anti-Israeli propaganda 
almost as seriously as they take the 
Koran, could be either ignored or dis
Ciplined by the army, but the officer 
corps must be kept contented if Sadat 
is to stay in power. The 6,000,000-
member Arab Socialist Union, like the 
Baathist parties, is simply the politi
cal expression of bonapartism which 
hides the rule by decree behind the 
"democratic" facade of referendums 
and rallies. Further, a strike wave had 
broken out in the textile factories and 
unrest was spreading to the peasantry. 
In Egypt as in all "Third World" capi
talist countries, the bonapartist regime 
must feed the restless, hungry masses 
a steady diet of chauvinist demagogy; 

the expulsion of "the foreigners"
whether they be Russian military per
sonnel in Egypt, Indian merchants in 
Uganda or Indian workers on the Ceylon 
tea plantations-is always a popular 
sop. But what motivated Sadat to give 
the Russians the boot was first and 
foremost keeping the loyalty of the offi
cer caste. 

Sadat Keeps the Peace 
Like the SOViets, Sadat learned his 

lesson from the Six Day's War. Any 
mass army must reflect the society of 
which it is the product. The Egyptian 
army is no exception; it reflects the 

-UPI Photo 

Brezhnev greets Sad at in Moscow-friendly 
reception failed to prevent break-up of 
unholy alliance. 

baCkwardness of Egyptian SOCiety as a 
wllOle. No matter how well equipped, 
the Egyptian army could not stand up to 
the better trained army across the Nile. 
Sadat does not want a renewal of the 
war with Israel although he may be 
forced into it by the logiC of his own 
demagogy. 

In this context it is easier to under
stand why Sadat has apparently been 
reluctant to jump at a marriage which 
on the surface offers so many 
advantages-the merger with Libya. 
The merger would provide Egypt with 
two things it desperately lacks: foreign 
exchange and lebensraum. With the Suez 
Canal (which once provided nearly half 
of Egypt's fo reign exchange) s till 
closed, Libya's $2.5 billionayearinoil 
revenues would be a spectacular acqui
sition. Further, Egypt with a land area 
of 386,000 square miles and a popula
tion of 34 million is terribly overpopu
lated; Libya with 680,000 square miles 
and 2 million people is underpopulated. 
But along with cash and land the pro
posed marriage brings with it the suit
or-the fanatical, tumultuous Libyan 
P resident Colonel Qaddafi, the most 
virulent anti-communist among Arab 
leaders and the one most dedicated to 
resuming; the war with Zionism. Thus 
while Sadat was willing to throw the 
Russians out to get- the engagement 
gOing, he seems reluctant to consum
mate the marriage. 

Finally, Sadat recognizes that, along 
with the Soviet's blind eye to the mining 
and bombing of North Vietnam, a free 
hand for the U.S. in the Near East was 
part of the door prize used to lure Cold 
Warrior Nixon to the Kremlin. The 
Moscow Summit redrew the "spheres 
of influence," with the Soviets at least 
partially ceding Southeast Asia north 
of the 17th parallel and the Nile valley 
to U.S. imperialism in exchange for 
promises of American investment, 
jointly-sponsored outer space spectac
ulars and ecological ventures. ThUS, 
the road for Egypt to regain the Israeli
occupied territories no longer passes 
through Moscow but through Wash
ington, and no 1 0 n g e r con sis t s in 
esc a la tin g the military pressure 

through Russian weapons but through 
undermining U.S. support for Israel. 
By expelling the RUSSians, Sadat has 
eliminated at least one of the U.S. 
rationales for supporting Israel: as a 
bulwark against Communism. Sadat 
would like to return to the fold of U.S. 
imperialism, but as both Nixon and the 
Democratic Pretender are in madpur
sui t of the "Jewish vote" Sadat knows he 
will have to wait until after the elections 
to see if throwing out the Russians car
ries enough weight in Washington. 

Of course, the doubletalk Soviet 
press, which turns every defeat in
to a victory, claims that the Russians 
were not expelled but that, "Their 
mission completed, the servicemen 
returned home and the Egyptian lead
ers thanked them for their conscien
tious, selfless efforts to help the E
gyptian army heighten its military 
skills and capability to stand up to 
the enemy" (Moscow New Times, 
No. 34, 1972). 

In the Russian Near East experience 
there lurks a message regarding the 
Middle East, i.e., Soviet policy in the 
Indian subcontinent. But the Soviet bu
reaucracy cannot comprehend the mes
sage because it is trapped within the 
strait jacket imposed upon it of at
tempting to defend the Russian workers 
state internationally by either great 
power militaristic sabre-rattling or 
grovelling capitulation to the powerful 
American imperialists. The Soviets' 
great and good friend, capitalist India, 
victorious in ripping East Bengal from 
Pakistan, will repeat the Egyptian con
duct. The present Indian Prime Minis
ter Indira Gandhi has made this very 
clear. 

The Russian bureaucrats outsmart 
themselves. They hope their massive 
arms aid will be used by an Egypt or 
an Indonesia or an India against clients 
of the Americans or the Chinese (or 
best of all against the Americans or 
Chinese directly as in the India-China 
border war). And to the Russian Stal
inists it is but an incidental price that 
the arms will also be used against the 
masses. Since Stalin'S rise the Rus
sian bureaucracy by virtue of its social 
position has been incapable of recog
nizing the organic link between revolu
tionary upheaval abroad and defense of 
the RUSSian workers state. They are 
therefore endlessly surprised when 
their arms end up being used directly 
against Russian state interests, not 
"just" aii,'ainst the mass movement. 

Nationalism and Stalinism 
An examination of Soviet policy in the 

"Third World" provides striking vindi
cation of the Trotskyist analysis that the 
Kremlin bureaucracy, which subordi
nates everything to the "defense" of 
so-called "socialism in one country," is 
incapable of really defending the Rus
sian degenerated workers state. Even in 
terms of the narrowest national inter
ests, Stalinist diplomacy among the 
underdeveloped countries-from Ben 
Bella's Algeria, to Sukarno's IndoneSia, 
to Nkrumah's Ghana, to Sadat's Egypt
has been a history of defeats. 

A characteristic example of the 
perfidy of Soviet diplomacy can be 
found in Iran. The Shah's regime is 
thoroughly despised by virtually the en
tire population of Iran, from the fledg
ling proletariat, poor peasants and left
wing students on the one hand to the 
fanatical mullahs and separatist tribes 
on the other. In 1964, confronted with 
acute social unrest and trying to re
duce internal tensions to a minimum, 
the Teheran government announced it 
wO'lld not permit the establishment of 
rocket bases in Iran, In the myopic 
eyes of the Russian bureaucrats this 
immediately transformed the Shah's 
regime from a reactionary monarchical 
tyranny to a "progressive," "anti
imperialist" regime. The Shah was 
subsequently invited to Moscow and 
Eastern Europe where he was effUSively 
praised. In the meantime members of 
the Tudeh (Iranian Communist Party) 
were being viciously hunted down by 
the Shah's police and army. ConSidering 
the relative popularity of the Tudeh 
party, and the widespread disgust with 
the Shah, the Tudeh might have led a 
revolution in the 1964-65 period, had 
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that been the wish of either the Moscow 
or Persian Stalinists. Instead they con
tributed to the stabilization of the 
Shah's regime. 

In underdeveloped, bonapartist-led 
countries, Soviet diplomacy operates on 
the proposition that it is possible to 
split the army into reactionary and 
"anti~imperialist" components and win 
over the latter. The Russians them
selves provided an exquisite picture of 
these regimes in a description of 
Baathist Syria in 1963 after it had been 
through eight coups in eighteen months: 

"While this pOlitical merry-go-round 
continued, Syria presented an extraor
dinary spectacle: ministers and senior 
officials appOinted to their posts ex
ClUSively on the prinCiple of 'reliabili
ty' but often having no idea of the real 
Situation and its economic problems, 
and interested only in political cabals; 
officers each of them thinking that his 
hour would come at any moment, and 
that a batallion of soldiers or a dozen 
armed cars would be enough to seize 
power: journalists trying to guess who 
in fact would carry out the next coup. 
Plots, rumors of plots, denials of ru
mors of plots, suspicious troop move
ments. No one trusts his neighbor, 
everyone tries to outsmart his partner, 
superiors look searchingly at their 
subordinates: who will be the next to 
strike?" 

-1';eu' Times ","0. 34. 1963 

What the New Times report omits is 
that the Soviets are usually in the thick 
of the political cabals and palace coups. 
While their nimble zig-zags in switch
ing their support to whomever comes 
out on top has won them cabinet posts 
in Syria, in countries like the Sudan and 
Indonesia it has resulted in disaster. 
In both Injonesia and the Sudan, large, 
well-organized Communist Parties 

continued on next page 
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Libyan President Qaddafi, Sadat's new ally. 

Shah of Iran. 

were wiped out by Russian-equipped 
armies, And this scenario has been 
repeated in nearly every "progressive" 
country, though on a lesser scale. 

Soviet support to these reactionary 
bonapartist regimes is always ration
alized under the guise of support for 
"national liberation." But precisely be
cause these regimes are intensely na
tionalist, they are almost invariably 
built through the suppression of other 
nations. (The creation of the state of 
Israel is itself a prime example,) By 
underwriting nationalism in Egypt the 
Soviets paved the way for their own 
expulsion, Numeiry too is a "progres
sive nationalist" who in the name of 
Arab nat ion ali s m, and using his 
Russian-equipped army, mas sac red 
half a million South Sudanese blacks and 
then wiped out the Sudan Communist 
Party. And it is under the banner of 
pan-African nationalism that Nigeria's 
Gowan massacred the Ibos and 100,000 
Hutu tribesmen in Birundi are wiped 
out. 

"Progressive" Nationalism? 

The national question is a legacy of 
the imperialist dictum "divide and 
rule." Thus the British brought Indians 
to Uganda during the 1890's to build 
the East Africa Railroad just as they 
brought TamH-speaking Indians to work 
the tea plantations of Ceylon during the 
1840's and 1850's. The Indians in 
Uganda prospered and were subse
quently used by the British as mer
chants and mid dIe men; the Indian
derived Tamil population of Ceylon 
became the most exploited section of 
the Ceylon proletariat. The ethnic an
tagonisms resulting from imperial
ism's transfer of populations is now 
used to buttress the nationalist re
gimes: the self-styled Fuhrer of 
Uganda, General Amin, turns the Asians 
in Uganda into displaced persons, while 
Mrs. Bandaranaike's so-called "so
cialist" regime in Ceylon continues to 
whip up anti-Tamil chauvinism among 

the Armenians exhibited their 
"progressive"character by fight
ing ardently to continue the first 
World War, resisting the Russian 
Revolution and then launching an 
abortive drive for a "greater 
Armenia" by seeking to butcher 
every last Turk in large areas 
of Eastern Anatolia. The point 
is that the criterion of erst
while progressive or reaction
ary national character is fun
damentally wrong when not sim
ply demagogically dishonest, 
and that the real underlying ir
repressible axis in the condition 
of peoples is the class question: 
the class question within nations 
and the class question between 
nations. To believe otherwise is 
to open the door to the simple 
and frequently recurring in
ability to tell a progressive from 
a faSCist, expecially since the 
one so often becomes the other 
(Mussolini, Pilsudski, Chiang 
Kai-shek). 

20th Century Nationalism 

NY Times. 24 July 1972 
Nasser (left) stands above symbol of 

Why is nationalism the politi
cal e xp l' e s s ion of the petty
bourgeoisie? It is the ideological 
envelope, i.e., the program, ex
pressing the appetite for the 

"progressive" Egypt's National Guard. 

the do min ant 
Sinhalese. 

ethnic group, the 

Nor is the nationalism of the oP-:
pressed any more noble. Let it not be 
forgotten that the Palestinian Arabs are 
victims of the nationalism of the op~ 
pressed turned oppressor. In Birundi, 
had the Hutu's coup against the ruling 
minority Tutis been suc.:::essful, the 
tribalism of the oppressed would have 
translated itself into the genocidal na
tionalism of the oppressor, All nation
alism is reactionary, for successful 
nationalism equals genocide. Under 
British colonialism the nationalism of 
the Nassers and the Numeirys was the 
nationalism of the oppressed. Today, 
in victory, it is the instrument for the 
subjugation of other nationalities and 
the block to revolutionary class con-
sciousness. 

In the mythology of the petty
bourgeois nationalists and Stalinists, 
the particular conjunctural posture of 
various states is transmuted into mor" 
ally categorizing the nationalities pre
sided over by these state powers. We 
see the creation of the categories "re
actionary peoples" and "progressive 
peoples." At least until lately, Arabs 
are "progressive peoples," even while 
the Sudanese Arabs were exterminating 
half a million black Africans. At the 
time of the partition of India, the Hin
dus were deemed progressive and all 
the Moslems were "reactionary." But 
today the Moslem East Bengalis have 
been re-awarded the merit badge of 
"progressive," While the millions of 
Bihari Moslems, now double refugees
having fled in 1948 from the Indian state 
of Bihar to throw themselves on the 
mercy of the West Pakistani govern
ment, now in a completely untenable 
position in the new Bangladesh and re
fused readmission to Indian Bihar and 
with no place else to turn-are deemed 
so reactionary as to have become com
plete un-p,ersons, in distinction for ex
ample to the somewhat less numerous, 
internationally maintained (however 
miserably), "super-progressive" Pal
estinian refugees, 

The classic model for the transmu
tation of a people in the eyes of those 
who cannot see beyond "national char
acter" was the Armenians, who were 
deemed very progressive indeed fol
lowing the terrible brutalities visited 
upon them by the Ottoman empire. One 
British statesman was moved to de
clare, "He who defends Armenia de
fends c i viI i z at ion. " The Armenian 
Dashnag Party, a petty-bourgeois for
mation much akin tothepre-WorldWar 
II Zionists (and so similar ideologically 
to their contemporary radical national
ist Arab counterparts), gained ascen
dancy in the Armenian population, and 
as the Ottoman empire fell to pieces 

transformation of the (perhaps 
eve n poverty-stricken) upper 
strata of the downtrodden nation 

to become a full-flown bourgeoisie in 
its own right, 

Out of the consolidation of West 
European nations in the 17th and 18th 
centuries (and elsewhere in the 19th) 
emerged the great world imperialist 
powers. The consolidation of the first 
great national states had profoundly 
reactionary sides and it was only in the 
balance that Marx characterized the 
economic core, the development of in
dustrial capitalism, as progressive, As 
the Marxists since have noted (one of 
the essential implications of Trotsky's 
Permanent ReVOlution), the attempt to 
mechanically repeat the process every
where is reactionary and utopian. 

Hence the negative features of at
tempted national consolidations loom 
large in this century, in particular the 
process of national ComiJacting. Unlike 
the developed imperialists, who under
take the far-flung exploitation of many 
peoples in utter contemptuous indiffer
ence to the national character of their 
spheres of influence, the emerging na
tionalists, as a pre-condition for be
coming would-be imperialist powers, 
must center their historic sights on 
the "purification of their own nation"
i.e" the creation of a nationally homo
geneous population. The predominant 
mechanism of former centuries was 
the assimilation of differing popula
tions, partly forcible but largely 
through automatic economic means, 
The English relied upon both toward the 
Welsh and the Scots. 

But the "new nations" do not have 
economic power at their disposal; it 
has been pre-empted by those dominant 
in the world market. The He;)rew na
tion in Palestine exemplifies the con
tradictions of new nations in the 20th 
century. The crux of Zionist social 
policy was the exact opposite of the 
appetite to exploit the Arab population
rather, the aim was to exclude the 
Arabs from all economic life to cre
ate a clear-cut national enclave. The 
expulsion of Indians from Burma, cyni
cally prOjected as nationalizatio;, to 
achieve Burman SOCialism, was a simI
lar example. The Stalinists' and petty~ 
bourgeois radicals' counterposition of 
new 20th century nationalism to im
perialism is not only partial and at 
bottom false; it also denies and there
by conceals imperialist elements within 
all 20th century nationalism and the 
oppressive and even genocidal conse
quences for the objects of its revan
chist and expansionist appetites. 

For the Permanent Revolution! 
The masses' resistance to national 

oppression can be mobilized on the 
side of the class~conscious proletariat 
in the struggle to end all oppression 
and explOitation by the overthrow of 
capitalism, But nationalism is a re-
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actionary ideology whose precise 
function is to prevent a class solution 
to oppression, The national antago
nisms which the imperialists fostered 
to maintain their rule are now manipu
lated by the bonapartists to prevent the 
working masses from turning their 
anger against their main enemies and 
uniting to overthrow the privileged 
military cliques. 

Thus the Marxists, in confronting 
the sequence of Near Eastern wars, 
have had to carefully distinguish the 
element of national emanCipation from 
that of national aggrandizement, In the 
1948-49 first round, when the main 
contenders were the Haganah and Brit
ish imperialism's Arab Legion Com
manded by General Glubb, the issue 
was at bottom the national survival of 
the Jewish people, although naturally 
enough the Zionist consolidation of 
that victory at the expense of the Pal
estinian Arab population created the 
preconditions for ensuing decades of 
nationalist antagonisms. The attitude of 
the Marxists should have been O.le of 
revolutionary defensism to shatter the 
hold of the Zionists ideologically, as an 
aspect of overthrowing the Zionist 
bourgeoisie and thus turning the He
brew portion of Palestine into a spring
board for revolution in the region. In
stead, it has been conveniently em
ployed as a counterrevolutionary light
ening rod ever since by the rulers in 
the surrounding states. 

In 1956 the second round of warfare 
was very simple. Israel was used as a 
cat's paw in British and French im
perialism's feeble effort to maintain 
a Near East presence through retention 
of their Suez Canal holding, Critical 
support, i.e., a revolutionary defensist 
policy toward the Egyptians, was indi
cated. By 1967 in the third round, the 
secondary great power considerations 
aSide, the core of the conflict centered 
on straight-out territorial confronta
tion between the Egyptian and Israeli 
rulers. Revolutionary defeatism-i,e., 
the pOSition that proletarian aims could 
be won only by the overthrow of both 
the ruling classes and their respectivt.-: 

war aims~was the only principled 
orientation. 

It is not up to us to seek to spec
ify the exact form of solution to the 
national question in the Near East 
in the outcome of victorious proletar
ian revolution. Certainly the content 
must be a regional SOCialist federa
tion. Whether or not separate nation
al entities, with territorial ad
justments, or bi-national state forma
tions emerge initially will depend on 
the particular course of the struggles 
leading to revolution in the face of 
accumulated national insecurities and 
distrust among the populations in
volved. But one thing is sure: only 
the dictatorship of the proletariat can 
have real authority on the national 
question, stemming from its real in
terest in an equitable reconstruction 
in the interests of a 11 the working 
people, At the other pole, in the heart 
of every nationalist lurks the appetite 
for genocide of other peoples. 

Nasser was quite right when he 
stated time and time again that "na
tionalism and communism are incom·· 
patible. " What he failed to mention 
was that nationalism and genuine na
tional liberation are also incompatible. 
The Nassers and Numeirys, no matter 
how virulent the i r anti-imperialist 
rhetoriC, are linked ever mere closely 
to world im •. erialism than to any ab
stract national sovereignty. In the epoch 
of imperialist decay the nation has 
outlived its usefulness and become a 
reactionary institution, The struggle 
for national emancipation must be a 
struggle against imperialism, capital
ism and nationalism-a struggle for in
t ern at ion ali s m , for communism 
through the building of a revolutionary 
workers party whose understanding of 
the Permanent Revolution alone per
mits it to project a concrete inter
nationalist program capable of trans
cending in theory and action the na
tionalist impasse and the consequent 
man i p u 1 at ion of the aspirations of 
the peoples of the reg ion by the 
great foreign powerS-imperialist or 
Stalinist. _ 


