


The clamour, locally and interna-
tionally, for the isolation of South
African sports has become an im-’
portant issue for sportsmen and
-women everywhere. Many
organisations have taken up this
call, hoping to force the South
African government to scrap apar-
theid. What they have achieved thus
far is 10 underline clearly that ques-

tions of sport cannot be separated,

from politics. And in reality,
politics means the class struggle
capitalist society.

Apartheid reflects itself in all
aspects of South African life, sports
included. Black sportsmen, due to
the national oppression of blacks
under capitalism, are subjected to
the most inferior standards and
facilities.

Gymnasiums are usually a
backyard or a ramshackle shack:
soccer fields consist of pavements or
streets and derelict grasslands; golf
courses are any old field and cricket
pitches are gravel strips, Plastics fill-
ed with old rags make for soccer
balls; old tennis balls substitute for
cricket balls and netballs,

The result is that black sportsmen
have to make twice the effort of
their white counterparts, who usual-
ly have all the necessary facilities as
well as qualified coaches. And when

the majority of sportsmen have to
make do with these conditions, the
standard of sport must sutter
generally. ‘

Many commentators complain
that the levels are low because of a
lack of international competition.
This is only partly true; if athletes
do not have proper facilities, no
amount of international competi-
tion will improve the standards.

These commentators want the
door to international sport opened
through ‘multiracial’ sport in South
Africa. Multiracial sport, however,
means blacks competing against
whites, with token blacks playing
for white clubs and vice versa.
Facilities remain poor and apartheid
remains the same oppressive
machine.

Big business and sport

‘The main force behind
‘multiracial’ sport is sections of big
business. Among them are South
African Breweries, Mainstay,
Adidas, Datsun, Shield, Dion,

lwisa, Induna, Holiday Inns, Pepsi ®

Cola and so on. The aim of sponsor-
ing ‘multiracial’ sport is profit—it
opens up a huge advertising market
for their products.

However, since the entry of big
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business into sport, it (sport) has
split almost down the middle. On
the one hand there are the

‘multiracial’ big business and
government-sponsored organisa-
tions. On the other hand there are
the non-racial organisations, who
argue that normal sport is impossi-
ble in an abnormal society. They
refuse to participate in *‘multiracial’
sport because normal sport will only
be possible when apartheid is com-
pletely scrapped.

Big business does not support
non-racial sport. This has. resulted
in defections from non-racial sport
to multiracial sport. |

The reason for this lack of big
business sponsorship is obvious,
South African capitalism can only
survive on the basis of apartheid—a
system that ensures the availability
of cheap black labour. To call for
the scrapping of apartheid would
therefore, in the final analysis,
become a call for the overthrow of
capitalism.

While the non-racial organisa-
tions do not yet base themselves on
this understanding, nonetheless ac-
tivists in the labour movement
should support their stand against
government-sponsored ‘multiracial’
sport.

The black working class, barrack-
ed in the poverty-ridden matchboxes
of the sprawling townships, lead a
dreary life. Each day the crisis of
capitalism brings them more misery
and worry. If it is not higher food
prices and rents, it is higher bus
fares, school fees and so on.,

This impels the working class to
intensified struggle for higher pay
and better conditions. It throws
them onto the streets in protest
against their steadily worsening liv-
ing conditions. Struggle burns up
much of their energy and time. It is
only natural then that workers must
seek some recreation.

The most popular recreation is
spectator sports, particularly soccer
and boxing. The tradition of sup-
port for these two forms of recrea-
tion goes back decades. And for
most workers, when a black sport-
sman makes it at the level of inter-
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national sport, he/she is to be laud-
ed. Not so much because they are
South African, but because of the
tremendous odds the black sport-
sman is required to make battle
with.

For this reason workers will
sacrifice from their meagre

resources to see such athletes and

tearns. At such times the problems
of their existence are temporarily

forgotten.
Big business and its state make
political capital out of these

developments. They gleefully ask:
does the high turnout at
‘multiracial’ matches not reflect
support for the government’s sports
policy?

The answer is that it does not.
Because multiracial sport has all the
money, it has attracted the best
athletes and players. The best teams
have the highest standards and the
highest standards mean the highest
entertainment value. This is what at-
tracts the workers.

The call for boycotts of certain
athletes and games must take these
facts into consideration before they
are launched. To propose a boycott
without a programme and without

preparing the support of workers
and players shows an inadequate
understanding of the role of sport in
society.

Unfortunately AZAPO made
precisely this error when it called for
the boycott of the Terror Mathebula
fight on the grounds that it “‘entren-
ched the rule of apartheid'’ and
because P.W, Botha was to attend
the fight, .

Championship

The support for Terror stems
precisely from his ability to win a
championship in spite of the odds
against him. The workers were not
going to be fooled by P.W. Botha's
attendance at the fight and the pro-
paganda the state would have liked
to make out of it.

Everybody knows that the SABC
and TV did not bother to cover the
fight when Terror won the world
championship; their sudden interest
afterwards served only to expose the
opportunism of the state and big
business.

The workers were more interested
in seeing a champion, born in the

midst of common poverty and op-

pression, and the boycott call
therefore fell flat. .

What was regrettable about the
call was the failure to discuss it
among the¢ workers and organise
support around a clear programe.
Instead the call was made arbitrarily
through the press. This should serve
as a lesson to all activists that
without the mobilisation of the
working class, any battle against the
state is doomed to failure.

We support the call for the inter-
national isolation of the South
African ruling class, including
sports isolation. But such isolation
can only be effective through the
combined action of the South
African and international working
class.

The labour movement must take
its example from the response of the
trade union federations in New
Zealand and Australia to the pro-
posed Springbok rugby tour, and in
Ireland to the rugby tour of South
Africa. These organisations resolv-
¢d to do all in their power to halt the
tours by withdrawing all passenger,
customs and other services under
their control.

The call for boycotts and the nor-
malisation of sport in South Africa
must be organised around a clear
programme or come to nothing. The
sporting associations of the working
people must come together with the
trade unions and other workers’
organisations, and with the
organisations of the youth and
students, to work out a united pro-
gramme of action. The aims of this
programme should be—

* the full integration of sport on the
basis of scrapping all apartheid laws
* an end to the manipulation of
sport by big business

* democratic control of sport and
the financing of sport

* provision by the state of sports
facilities for all at a cost that the
working people can afford.

The struggle for such a pro-
gramme must begin now, although

* it cannot be finally successful under

capitalism. For it is only under
socialism where recreation will be
organised for entertainment and not
for the profit of big business.

20/4/81

By R. Malgas
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How to prevent nuclear war —

Detente,

By .

Over the last two years, In" a process
speeded up by the election of Reagan, the
United States government has resumed an
increasingly aggressive and warlike posture

on the world stage.

7 The US military budget, alrecady a
massive $220 000 million per year, is
to be vastly increased, to amount to
$1 000 000 million over the next
three or four years (one third of
total US government spending).

US government spokesmen, as
well as Thatcher in the UK, urge the
European and Japanese capitalists
to step up their military spending in
turn. The US is preparing a ‘‘Rapid
Deployment Force'' numbering
some 150 000 soldiers, for
‘*intervention anywhere in- the
- world"’. -

At the same time the US
strategists are set on building and
deploying new gencrations of
nuclear weapons, giving a new twist
to the spiral of the arms race bet-
ween the super-powers.

The renewed militarism in the
West, echoing the Cold War, is

Richard Monroe

welcomed by the South African
regime and other reactionary
regimes around the world, Held
diplomatically at a distance for
some time by the West (at the same
time that the West has helped it to
develop the ability of producing
arms independently) the South
African ruling class now hopes to be
welcomed back openly into the fold
of the Western military alliance
against the Soviet Union on the one
hand, and on the other hand against
the forces of liberation in Southern
Africa, Already there are discus-
sions about a South Atlantic Treaty
Organisation.

. These developments bring to the
fore important questions for the
labour movement world-wide.
Spiralling arms budgets highlight
the enormous wastefulness of inter-
national arms spending—presently
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amounting to $500 000 million a
year—at a time when 800 million
people live on the edge of starva-
tion. ,

The huge technological advances
made by mankind during this cen-
tury are squandered in producing
more sophisticated weaponry. Yet
the money spent on just one missile
could build countless hospitals. The
allocation of just 1% of what is
spent on arms could ensure safe
drinking water throughout the
planet within ten years.

Arms spending and the sabre-
rattling of Western governments
also give rise to renewed fears of
war, which has brought a resurgence
of a peace movement in the advanc-

¢d capitalist countries.

It is true that the world as a whole
has hardly known ‘peace’ since the
Second World War. Since that time,
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The face of detente—Soviet President Brezhnev with the former US President

Nixon.

it is estimated, there have been at
least 25 million people killed in
vars, many in the course of strug-
gles for national liberation.

Today the renewed militarism of
the US government evokes, for the
first time since the barbarities of the
Vietnam War, the spectre of
counter-revolutionary interventions
in the ‘Third World'. Already the
US has stepped up military
assistance to the reactionary regime
in El Salvador.

Also the spiralling of the nuclear
arms race appears to sharpen the
threat of a Third World War that
would engulf the whole of humanity
in a nuclear holocaust. Already in
1969 the nuclear stockpiles of the
superpowers contained the power of
1 300 000 of the atom bombs drop-
ped on Hiroshima; and were enough
to kill the world’s population 690
times over. A Rew. World War
would mean the annihilation of
humanity, leaving the earth to the
plants and the insects.

What is the way to a secure
peace? How can the prospects of a
counter-revolutionary intervention
by the US in the ‘Third World® be
averted? What are the prospects of a
new World War and the annihila-
tion of humanity?

In the resurgent peace movement
in the West, there are calls for
governments to reduce arms.spen-
ding and to disarm, on their own, or
through negotiations. There are
calls in particular for renewed

A

negotiations and (treaties between
the superpowers, the US and the
Soviet Union. There are appeals for
world * disarmament under the
auspices of the United Nations.

In the same spirit, the plea is rais-
ed in the anti-apartheid movement
abroad for Western governments
and the United Nations to isolate
the South African regime which,
particularly with its new nuclear
weapon capability, constitutes a
threat to world peace.

These calls are also voiced by
many of the governments in
*socialist’ countries. Thus a **World
Parliament of the Peoples for
Peace’’, meeting in Bulgaria in
September 1980 with participants
from 137 countries, called for
renewed negotiations between the
USA and the Soviet Union on arms
limitations. It called also for the
disbandment of all military alliances
and winding up of all foreign
military bases.

Colonial world

A return to conditions of detente
between the\ USA and the Soviet
Union, it was argued, provided the
‘‘best possible opportunities’ for
the ‘‘wars of liberation'’ in the col-
onial world—and in South
Africa—to be brought to a suc-

cessful conclusion.

Can world peace be secured, and
imperialist intervention in the Third
World be halted by these means?

For Marxism, questions of war
and peace are class questions. As
was said by Clausewitz, the pioneer
bourgeois military strategist, ‘‘war
is the continuation of politics by
other (i.e. violent) means’’. Politics
is essentially an expression of class
struggle; and the potential for war is
rooted in the existence of class socie-
ty.

In our epoch, the potential for
war is rooted in the inner contradic-
tions of capitalist society, and in the
inevitable conflict of interest bet-
ween capitalist states and those
states where capitalism and landlor-
dism have been abolished.

Over centuries, to create a world
market and enslave millions of pro-
ducers to wage-labour, the capitalist
class has engaged in endless bloody
wars of colonial conquest and exter-
mination, and violently suppressed
revolts of the masses. In this century
millions of lives have been lost in
two World Wars, caused by the cut-
throat competition between im-
perialist powers for markets, raw
materials, spheres of interest and
colonies—competition which is in-
herent in the capitalist system of
private ownership and rival nation-
states.

After the Second World War the
capitalist class in the USA,
dominating world capitalist produc-
tion, emerged as the policeman of
world imperialism. The building up
of arms and military organisation
by NATO and the West in this
period has not been ‘senseless’, as
many in the peace movement argue.
It is been money well spent from the
capitalist point of view.

The old colonial powers of
Holland, Britain, France, Portugal
etc., as well as the US, have fought
continual wars to protect the in-
terests of imperialism. They have
used their military resources to
engage in subversion and

. destabilisation wherever it has

suited their interests.

With the onset of the world crisis
of capitalism over the last few years
there have been sharpened efforts
by the capitalist powers to defend
the sources of their wealth and
power, and a_heightened rivalry
among them.

At the same time, throughout this



century, the capitalist class has been
increasingly losing the battle to de-
fend its position on a world-wide
basis.

The First World War, as Lenin
explained, already signalled the
world-wide seize-up and decay of
capitalism, and the objective need
for the working class to take pro-
duction and society into its own
democratic control, overthrowing
the capitalist order, and commenc-
ing the world socialist revolution,

~ ’ ’
Russian Revolution

The Russian Revolution of 1917,
giving birth to the first workers’
state, established a foothold for this
new social order, Despite the
political counter-revolution in the
Soviet Union which entrenched the
power of a privileged bureaucracy,
the framework of nationalised pro-
duction and planning created as a
result of the 1917 revolution has sur-
vived. This social system has
established its superiority .over the
chaos of capitalism, where produc-
tion is based on the law of the
jungle, and remains objectively in
conflict with capitalism. )

For this reason the capitalist class
has never completely lost hope of
reversing the gains of the October
revolution. The 1918-21 war of in-
tervention by.21 imperialist armies,

and the Naz invasion of 194] which -

resulted in the loss of 20 million

US bombing of Vietnam.

lives of Russian workers and
peasants, show the threat that im-

perialism has posed to the Soviet-

Union.

Since the Second World War
capitalism has lost further ground,
In Eastern Europe, China, Syria,
Burma, Cuba, Vietnam, Ethiopia,
Mozambique, Angola and elsewhere
capitalism and landlordism have
been overthrown.

The revival of the capitalist
system in the advanced industrial
countries in the 25 years after the
Second World War never extended
to the ‘Third World’. Indeed the
very prosperity of the advanced in-
dustrial countrics depended in part
on the super-exploitation of the
workers and peasants of the ‘Third
World’.

The absolute stagnation and
decay of the capitalist social order in
the former colonial world has been
intolerable to the masses, who have
pressed forward in country after
country to smash it. Planned
economies under state ownership
and control were established.

Without socialist workers' parties
to lead the revolution, power has
tended to fall into the hands of
bureaucratic or military regimes
modelling themselves on the
Ssocialist’ pattern of the reginies in
Russia and China. At the same time
in country after country economic
advances have demonstrated the
superiority of the planned economy.

The catastrophic effects of the
world capitalist crisis in the *Third
World® only intensify the pressures

ey Y e 2

Soviet nuclear missiles.

in more and more countries towards
a break with capitalism. It is this,
also, which underlies the renewed
ferocity of a weakened US im-
perialism.

For all these reasons, as was ex-
plained by Lenin, ‘‘capitalism
means war’’, [l is pointless to expect
that the capitalist class can be induc-
ed to disarm, and give up the means
of defending their wealth and
power, through appeals to ‘reason’
or ‘humanity’.

As the workers’ movement knows
when it comes to wages or jobs, il is
a relentless struggle to wrest conces-
sions from the bosses. It is no dif-
ferent on the issues of arms and
war. For all the treaties, negotia-
tions, and calls for disarmament
that preceded the First and Second
World Wars, those wars could not
be prevented in that way.

[t is only by linking the struggle
for peace with the struggle of the
labour movement against the
capitalist class itself, for the
trafisformation of society, that there
can be any guarantee of success.

This is not the approach of the
leadership either of the Social
Democratic parties: or the ‘Com-
munist’ parties of the major
capitalist countries. The ‘com-
munist’ movement has, as a result
of the political counter-revolution in
the Soviet Union in the 1920’s, com-
pletely abandoned the international
struggle for socialism which was the
hallmark of the Communist Inter-
national in its first five years. -
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After the 1917 Russian revolu-
tion, the Bolsheviks launched an ap-
peal to the independent class in-
terests of workers against their im-
perialist bosses. The defence of the
gains of October was integrally link-
ed to the spreading of the world
revolution.

In place of this, the bureaucracy
which usurped power from the Rus-
sian workers progressively came to
rest its defence of its own position
and privilege on compromises with
the capitalist class in the West, Dur-
ing the Second World War the Com-
intern itself was dissolved by Stalin
to appease the imperialists. At a
series of meetings—at Yalta and
Potsdam—the post-war world was
‘divided up’ between the imperialist
powers and the Russian
bureaucracy.

The ability to conclude such

agreements is a reflection of the
mutual fears of the working class
revolution held by the capitalists
and the Stalinist bureaucracies. This
mutual fear also lies at the root of
the continual search for ‘detente’,
particularly as the class struggle in-
tensifies in the East and the West,

Conflict of interest

At the same time, there remains
an objective conflict of interest bet-
ween the capitalist powers and the
Stalinist states. Thus it is pointless
to expect cither the imperialist
powers or the Soviet Union to
disarm voluntarily.

But neither can the defence of the
Soviet Union by arms alone provide

a lasting guarantee of peace and
security for its people. N

In conventional terms, certainly,
the Soviet Union is militarily secure.
After the Second World War, the
forces of the Warsaw Pact rapidly
gained conventional military
superiority over NATO, Today it is
accepted that Warsaw Pact forces
could occupy West Germany within
days and reach the English channel
within a week. The same is true in
the Middle East.

After the Second World War, the
United States capitalist class
massively expanded their nuclear
arsenal as a threat to the Soviet

- Union. The effect has been to pro-

voke the same development on the
side of the Soviet Union.

Once begun, the nuclear arms
race assumed a crazy logic of its
own, despite the increasingly crippl-

The golden ‘detente’ between

In March and April 1981 articles appeared in the in-
ternational press with headings like ‘‘The Kremlin
Connection—The clandestine partnership of South

Africa and the USSR”’.
What are the facts?

In 1980 the Soviet Union and
South Africa accounted for 75% of
the world’s total gold production.
Besides gold, the two countries also
dominate world production of
diamonds, platinum and chrome. .

No official trade or diplomatic
links exist between the Soviet Union
and South Africa. The Soviet
bureaucracy is supposedly in the
forefront of the campaign to impose
economic sanctions against South
Africa.

But the facts reveal that instead of
economic sanctions, economic col-
laboration takes place. It has, for
example, been an open secret since
the 1950s that Moscow sells its
rough diamonds to De Beers, who
bring them on the market.

The Soviet leadership is also in-
terested in exchanging mining exper-
tise and metals technology with

South Africa. In this way they hope

to meet their targets for gold pro-
duction which they failed to achieve
in 1980.

The South African ruling class

By Elma Loui]

also hopes to gain from co-
operation with the Soviet
authorities. Gold Fields, for exam-
ple, is interested in buying Ryssia’s
Kivcet lead smelting process for use
in lead and silver mining in the
North-Western Cape. : ‘

Leaders of the two countries keep
in touch through trading centres and
banks in London, Frankfurt and
Zurich, South African mining direc-
tors have also been secretly visiting
Moscow, In November 1980 Mr
Gordon Waddell, a director of
Anglo-American Corporation, was
spotted
Theatre with Soviet officials—at the
same time that President Brezhnev
was receiving President Samora
Machel of Mozambique on a well-
publicised state visit to the Soviet
Union.

Waddell’s ‘explanation’ to the
journalist who saw him was, ‘I am
just passing through’'!

in Moscow's Bolshoi -

Publicity about these facts has

been highly embarrassing for the

Soviet authorities. Their govern-
ment newspaper Izvestia branded
the reports in the western press as
lies, and claimed: **The whole world
knows that the Soviet Union ...
strictly adheres to United Nations
decisions on economic sanctions
with regard to the racist regime."’
Confronted with the evidence;

. however, the Soviet authorities can

offer no explanation. This is how a
senior Soviet official, Vladimir,
Bykov, attempted to answer the
question by a BBC interviewer
(broadcast on 6 April) of what Wad-
dell had been doing in Moscow:

“You know and I know that in
South Africa there is a lot of
multi-national corporations and
companies and you call the
name of the, company Anglo-
American. It means that British
and American capital is involv-
ed and he represents in Moscow
British and Amerjcan capital.”

Nor could Bykov deny a recent
meeting at London's luxurlous Con-
naught Hotel between Harry Op-
penheimer himself and top officials
from the Soviet Ministry of Foreign
Trade. B :

“But,’”’ Bykoy claimed, *‘I

t I
.'
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ing burden that it has placed on
both the US and the Soviet
economies.

The ‘balance of terror' is main-
taincd by means of a spiralling
stockpile on each side of the scale.
Both the US and the Soviet Union
have the means to eliminate

humanity hundreds of times over. -

Yet the military strategists on each
side continue to search for a ‘first-
strike’ capacity capable of knocking
out their opponent’s arsenal, and
eliminating the power of retaliation.

There are those who argue that
this crazy arms race in itself in-
creases the likelihood of war and an-
nihilation. Even some ‘accident’,
they believe, could trigger off a full-
- scale nuclear war,

But,historically, wars have never.

broken out by accident. Where ‘ac-
cidents’ have set off wars (e.g. the

shooting of Archduke Ferdinand in
1914 which triggered World War 1),
it has been because the conditions
for war have already been prepared
by events. .

Safeguard

The existence pf nuclear weapons
does not alter this situation fun-
damentally. Despite the scares
created in the capitalist press on oc-

casion, the rulers of society take -

good care to safeguard against such
‘accidents’,

Thus, when Mitterand recently
was elected President of France, the
first act of the outgoing President
was 1o personally entrust him with
the codes to France's nuclear
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weapons.

There are good reasons why the
capitalist class avoids direct military
confrontation with the Soviet Union
at the present time. Any serious con-
frontation would threaten to
escalate into a full-scale nuclear
war—and hence to the destruction
of civilisation.

It would mean the annihilation of
the productive forces, and of the
working class, i.e. the destruction
of the basis of the wealth of the
capitalist class itself. This is equally
true for the capitalist class in SA
which cannot suppress the struggle
of the SA masses in this way,
because it would mean dropping
nuclear weapons on their own cities.

As more and more countries gain
nuclear weapons the danger in-
creases of their use in wars between
the smaller powers. Nor can it be en-

Moscow and Johannesburg

again assure you that our
representative, when he talked
to him (Oppenheimer), he talk-
ed to him as a businessman
perhaps from the United States
or from Great Britain. [ am sure
of that, not like to a South
African businessman. [ am sure
of that.”

Black workers employed by Mr
Oppenheimer’s Anglo-American
will know what to think of this
story! o

Can there be any justification for
Moscow’s secret links with the
South African ruling class?

All countries—including the
Soviet Union—have to buy and sell
on the world market. On the other
hand, it is in no way essential for the
Soviet Union's survival to col-
laborate with the South African rul-
ing class.

While the Soviet bureaucrats are
involved in secret deals with South
Africa’s mine owners, the workers
in these mines are fighting bloody
struggles for living wages and condi-
tions,

[n May, for example, 1600
workers at Buffelsfontein were
sacked after going on strike. How
mus} these and other workers view
the links between Moscow and
Anglo-American’s bosses except as
a shameful betrayal of their strug-

gle? And what would the Soviet

workers think if they were told the
truth?

A policy of co-operation with
South Africa’s murderous
capitalists cannot be combined with
support for the revolutionary move-
ment of the workers and the youth.
The Soviet Union cannot genuinely
support the liberation struggle
without breaking all links with
South Africa’s ruling class.

Y P
L oy
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Workers at a South African gold mine.

The leaders of the ANC and the
SACP should do their utmost to ex- |
pose these secret dealings to the
workers in South Africa, in the |
Soviet Union and internationally,
They should demand that the Soviet
government end its links with apar- |
theid and, instead, give all-out sup-
port to the struggle for the over-
throw of capitalism in South Africa
and the establishment of workers’
rule.
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Test launch of a US “Minuteman |

I nuclear missile.

Despite repeated '‘arms limita-
tion"" conferences between the
powers, more and more horrific
weapons of destruction continue to
be developed.

International ‘‘agreements’’ have
never been enough to halt the arms
race. In 1898, for instance, 23
powers fincluding the USA and

Russia) agreed unanimously to ban ||
the dropping of explosive projectiles

Jrom hot air balloons!

Today the same powers possess
rockets and explosives capable of
destroying the world hundreds of
times over. .

tirely ruled out that the SA regime
will use nuclear weapons against
other countries. But this would not
of itself lead to a war between the
super-powers.

For a Third World War to come
about would first require a fun-
damental change in the relationship
of class forces within the major im-

on the state. Maniacal generals
would have the nuclear button at
their command.

Already, even in the early stages
of the crisis, US generals have been
toying with the possibilities of a
‘pre-emptive’ nuclear first strike
against the Soviet Union. Counter-
revolution in the advanced capitalist

Treaties are no more than the words of
those who sign them. When conditions
change, those words will be repudiated.

perialist countries. Why is this so?

The present-day states in these
countries have been perfected over
many decades as instruments of
capitalist rule. A long period of
bourgeois democracy, in the USA
and elsewhere, has enabled the
bourgeoisie—both through parlia-
ment and, behind the scenes, out-
side it—t0 select and refine its con-
trol over the key officials of the ex-
ecutive, military, etc.

Thus the bourgeois ruling class
(which has everything to lose from a
nuclear holocaust) can in its own in-
terests stay the hands that might
provoke and trigger a Third World
War,

Paradoxically, this balance is
maintained in the last analysis by
the strength of the working class
and its organisations in the advang-
ed capitalist countries, which firmly
defend the democratic rights gained
for the masses through struggle.
Eager as the bourgeoisie now is to

" curtail democracy in order the more

freely to attack the workers’ living
standards and raise prof its, every
move in this direction’is and will be
fiercely resisted by the labour move-
ment.

But the present balance cannot
last indefinitely. Staggering into its

. death-agony, world capitalism is

rotten-ripe for socialism. If in the
coming period the working class
fails to take power and so resolve
the contradictions, the capitalist
class will launch waves of counter-
revolutionary action in an effort to_
restore a profitable and stable basls
for capitalism.

This c¢ould only be ach:cved
through the coming to power of
military dictators, who would need”
to crush the workers’ movement and

to eliminate all democratic restraints

countries would remove the ‘respon-
sible’ bourgeois politicians from the
scene and bring their watchdogs un-
muzzled t0 power. Sooner or later,
under such circumstances, a nuclear
war would be inevitable. .

This is the terrifying danger which
will arise in the next ten to twenty
years—unless the working class of
the US, Europe and Japan take
power and establish socialism.

Against these dangers, there is no
solution through the call for a
rcsumption of the ‘detente’ ncgotia-
tions of the 1970’s.

‘Peace’ has depended on the
balance of power between the USA
and the Soviet Union, and on the
balance between the classes in the
past period. ‘Detente’ reflected the
desires of the US capitalist class and
the Soviet bureaucracy to limit arms
spending because of its burden on
the economy, and to defuse tension
because of a mutual interest in ex-
panding trade.

Temporary agreements

14

Through such negotiations, it has
been possible to establish temporary
agreements—though cach one is
displaced or torn up and no agree-
ment has halted the spiralling of the

" arms race.

Treaties are no more than the
words of those who sign them.
When conditions change, those
words will be repudiated.

Particularly at the present mo-
ment, with Reagan in office in the
US reflecting the interests of the
military-industrial complex, even
temporary agreements are unlikely,

Nor are the *‘best possible oppor-



tunities’’ for the struggles in the col-
onial world dependent on a return
to detente. The defeats suffered by
imperialism in those areas have been
the result of mass struggle—both in
the Third World and in the im-
perialist heartland itself.

Not negotiations between the rul-
ing cliques of the super-powers but
social upheaval in the USA and Por-
tugal helped to create the conditions
in which the working people of Viet-
nam, Mozambique and Angola
could defeat capitalism and landlor-
dism. ' "

It will’ be the rise of the class
struggle internationally that will
tend to prevent the use of nuclear
weapons against the colonial
peoples and also frustrate im-
perialist intervention by conven-
tional military forces. Even the first
moves towards US military in-
tervention in El Salvador have
already provoked greater immediate
resistance in the West than the deci-
sion in 1965 to deploy US troops in
Vietnam. "

Neither arms alone, nor negotia-
tions with the capitalist powers, can
guarantee the security of the

workers of the Soviet Union or the

workers and peasants of any of the
countries with a planned economy.

The reliance on these means alone is
a reflection of the fundamental
break made since the 1920°s by the
Soviet bureaucracy from the inter-
nationalism of the Bolsheviks.

In 1918-21 Russia was in ruins.

Imperialist intervention was com- -

batted not only through the military
organisation of the Red Army, itself
built on revolutionary self-sacrifice,
but through international political
propaganda and campaigns. A class
appeal to the workers in uniform in
the imperialist armies and to the
workers in the imperialist countries
was able to undermine those armies

- and their channels of supply.

Common interests

P

The workers of each country have
common interests with the workers
of each other country to overthrow

- both the capitalist bosses and the

Stalinist bureaucracies in order to
achieve workers’ democracy and
socialism. This is the key to a suc-
cessful struggle for securing lasting
peace. .
Socialism is the only means by
which the ultimate threat of nuclear
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annihilation can be averted. The in-
evitability of nuclear war if the
workers fail to take power is the
fundamental reason for the urgent
necessity of transforming society on
socialist lines.

The strength of the workers’
movement internationally, which
makes it at present impossible for
the imperialists to launch a world
war, also gives the working class an
overwhelming superiority of social
power in the battle to decide the
future of society. Putting ‘peace’
before socialism, and the slogan of
‘detente’ in place of the struggle for
socialism, can only delay the
development of conscious mass sup-
port for soclalist aims.

The aim must be the socialist
transformation of Western Europe,
Japan and the United States, as well
as the overthrow of the
bureaucracies of the Stalinist states,
leading eventually to a world
Socialist Federation. The potential
for this has never been greater.

On this basis not only can hunger
and poverty be totally abolished.
Arms will be beaten into
ploughshares, and the horrendous
weapons df the present time will live
on only in museums as relics of an
age that is gone for ever,
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INQABA YA BASEBENZI (“Workers® Fortress”) is being published because of the need
for a conscious socialist voice in the movement of the workers and youth. Immense tasks
face us, both in the trade unions and in the ANC.
" Today It is vital to link together those in the movement who, on the basis of experience
and events, can explain to their fellow-strugglers the need for socialist policies. INQABA
will help to assemble the facts and present the arguments in support of this task.

The bosses control the press, the radio and the television. Daily they use it to defend

their class interests against the masses, making propaganda and suppressing the truth.

Our class needs its own papers in which all the problems of our life are honestly
discussei—industrial disputes, migrant labour and the pass laws, unemployment,
education, housing and transport, police terrorism, the manoeuvres of the regime. We
need our own publications where we can argue for the programme, strategy and tactics
needed to overthrow the enemy. | , H

Make INQABA your own journal. Discuss it with your comrades. Use it to express your
own experiences, agreements and disagreements. Use it to expose the things the bosses

and the regime keep quiet about.
Write about the daily struggles of life in the townships and workplaces. Write about

national and international issues. Send articles, letters, photographs, cartoons,
reviews—whatever you want to bring to the attention of your comrades in the struggle all
over the country.

Those who have no safer way of contacting INQABA or of passing material on to us, can
use the following postal address: BM Box 1719, London WCIN IXX,
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