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As 1984 opened, the media has fallen
all over themselves denying that Big
Brother has arrived. But Reagan’s State
of the Union speech was a perfect exam-
pleof doublespeak at its'crudest. Speak-
ingatabout the level of aSuperman com-
ic (universally labeled a ‘‘great speech’’
by the pundits), Reagan declared that
“‘we occupy no countries...'” and a
couple of minutes later paid homage to a
marine who took part.in the Grenada in-
vasion. He proposed a constitutional
amendment to balance the budget when
crisis and imminent war make that im-
possible and everybody knows it. He
spoke about the Scowcroft Commission
(“*which strengthened our ability to deter
war and protect peace'’) as if it were a
peace group, avoiding mention of the
commission’s successfully completed job
— pushing throughithe MX. Atthe center
of all this chauvinist gobbledegook was
Reagan’s declaration for a manned space
s!al:on the next step m the “‘next fron-
tier.’

The orbiting space station: idea was
bathed in rhetoric about its priceless
worth/to humanity: ‘‘opportunities and
jobs will multiply as we cross new
thresholds of knowledge' etc., etc.,
“‘quantum leaps in our research in’
science, communications, and in metals
and life-saving medicines...."" and so
on, The key word here is our research.
The imperialists don’t wani totake us out
to lunchonithis *‘humanitarian?’ business
— the whole point of this is to trumpet
and materially strengthen the U.S. boast
Continued on page 6
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Shelly (Chico) Shephard had seen the
glitter and glamour in his life. Born Black
and adwarfin the South, he came to New
York City after World War 2 and gained
a certain success performing skits: and
stage revues at the Apolle Theater and
other Harlem nightspots. Before long he
became a chauffeur and friend to world
champion' boxer Sugar Ray Robinson;
later, he numbered among his friends
Floyd Patterson and Muhammed Alj,
performer Nipsey Russell and dancers
Howard “‘Sandman’" Sims and Honey
Coles. One of his daughters said that, **It
sounds like a cliché, but theére’s not a per-
son in Harlem who doesn’t know him or
have something nice to say about him."

On January 3rd, Chico Shephard froze
to death. The building he lived in'on

Adam Clayton Powell Street had been
without heat for two weeks; New York
City Emergency Medical Services told the
press that Chice Shephard had died of
hypothermia — extreme loss of body heat
due to cold. Tenants had repeatedly com-
plained toithe landlord, but the lack of
response was _hardly surprising: the
building was owned by the largest
slumlord in New York, the city itself.
Running water had also been shut.off —
fenants had 1o fetch their water in cans
from'a firehydrant in thestreet, However
horrible his death, though, at least no one
cansay that Chico Shephard did not die a
free man — for he surely did: free to his
last breath, free to pay, pay, pay, until he
had no more — and then fre¢ to die a
death not fit for a dog. Worse, Chico

Shephard was but one of many. In New
York City alone there are thousands of
men and women whom all the Greal
Society programs and the welfare state
“nets’”’ and all those other splendid
American social benefits have still left in
unheated homes, or worse, as one of the
estimated 30,000-50,000 homeless in the
city with nothing between them and the
bitterness of winter but a cardboard box.
It is a figure which includes 20,000 people
between the ages of 16 and 21.

Nodoubt like many of the rest of these
people, Chico Shephard had early in his
life seen a bit of America's glitter — at
death’s doorsiep, he caught a glimpse of
itssoul. Ll
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DVERRULE THIS,

MOTHERFUCKER

by Bob Avakian

The Dave Patterson Show:

- A Glimpse of the Future

Dave Patterson: There’s a political movement in this country called the
Revolutionary Communist Party. As I understand it, the Revolutionary €om-
munist Pariy would like to overthrow the government, by force if necessary.
We have as our guest this morning Bob' Avakian, Chairman: of the Central
Committee of the Revolutionary Communist Party. Bob Avakian isa man who
came through the '60sand was involved in'some of the student activities of that
time which we are all familiar with. Then he sort of disappeared from our view
and now has re-emerged. Wewill ask him about this political movement and let
some of you in the audience ask him some questions, too.

Good morning and welcome to our program.

Bob Avakian: Thank vou, It's nice 1o be here,

Dave Patterson: I want to talk about the Revolutionary Communist Party
because what little bit I've been able to read about it leads me to believe that the
word communist is not even strong enough for you. You know, you're really
even more to theleft than the regular Communist Party in this country. Maybe
you should tell us a little bit about it. .

Bob Avakian: Well, the word communist is perfectly strong enough for us
because the word communist is the most thoroughly revolutionary thing that
thereisinthe world. It’s the most thoroughly emancipating thing thereis in the
world! It’s not even fair to say that we're much to the left of the Communist
Party because the Communist Party isnot to'the left atall, It’s just a pitiful lit-
tle group of reformists who only want'to see a few changes made to put them in
more positions of power, so they canget in.on the action of ripping off the peo-
ple here and around the world. They want to get some top trade union posi-
tions. They're envious of George Meany and they would like to see themselves
sitting in Congress. Gus Hall, no doubt, would very much like to see himself
sitting in the Presidency issuing the orders and sending people off to war in the
name of socialism.

Dave Parterson: Wouldn't you?

Bob Avakian: No, definitely not! What'we want to do is abolish the system
that requires people to'go'to war to protect the profits and the empires of peo-
ple that are robbing us and mangling the lives of people here'and around the
world every day. We're not interested in just making a few changes in facesand
keeping the same madness going.

Dave Patterson: Well, Bob, if we were to try to picture how it should be,
what country in this world is the most similar to the kind'of society that you
think would be the right kind for this country?

Bob Avakian: Well, 1 think the one that advanced the farthest, until things
were reversed there, was the society of China under the leadership of Mao
Tsetung where people had begun to eliminate a lot of the things that we con-
sider everydayproblemsand a part of theeveryday hell of just trying tolive and
to survive in thissociety — whether it's all this pornography you have to pass
on the way to get down to this station here, or the prostitution that teems all
over the city, or the alcoholism, or the drug addiction, you know, people hav-
ing to pop pills. Somebody told me thatin this latest movie with Burt Reynolds,
Starting Over, there’s this scene where he hasan anxiety attack and a doctor
comes running up and says, ** Does anybady here have a Valium?'* There’s fif-
1y people standing around and everybody reaches into their pocketsto get one.
This is mainly the- middle classes we’re talking about, but what kind of society
is it where millions of people have to take Valiums just to try and get through
the day? Eight million people, most of them women and most of them
housewives according to the numbers that they admit, eight million of them
suffer from depression. That's almost one out of twenty-five in this country.

Daye Patterson: | know that you've been through alot of talk showsand I
know you've been asked all these questions before, but let me ask . . .

Bob Avalian: Whatever you want to ask.

Dave Patterson: Letme try and getas serious as I can'about something. How
are people going to be less depressed living in some kind of faceless society
where everybody wears the same thing, does/the same thing and has absolutely
no reason to think that it would ever be any different?

Bobt Avakian: I don't know what you're talking about. Forexample, I havea
face, all these people out here have faces; [ don’t see any of them that are wear-
ing the same kind of clothes. That's not what we're striving for. We’re striving
to make people’s lives much better and richer and fuller. In fact, what people
could be contributing to society is now squeezd out of them. Talk about
faceless and nameless, that's what we are to the capitalists, faceless and
nameless. People they just useup and spit outin their factories and their wars,
whenever they need us until they don’t need us anymore. And we're talking
about getting rid of all that, letting people fully develop and make their con-
tribution to society really for the first time in history.

Dave Patterson: No one would argue with.you that the people whoareon the
bottom end of the ladder are really up against it. But there are a lot of people
who.are somewhere in the middle there, who are workingtheir way up or feel
that they are working their way up, who have some mativation out of life and
don’t want to change anything no matter what it’s like for them. They want to
continue to think that if they put in, they’re going to get out,

This article is the twelfth in a series of material compiled from a 1979 speak-
ing tour by Bob Avakian, Chairman of the Central Committee of the RCP,
USA. This was the last public speaking tour Bob Avakian has been able to
make due [o international political persecution, which continues to this day.
The above are edited excerpts from the Dave Patterson Show, which originates
out of Cleveland, Ohio. This is the first of two parts — ed.

Bob Avakian: Well see, that's the American Dream, but it’s exploding in the
face of more and more people because it's a lie. You know, it’s like goingtoa’ '
gambling house. You go to a gambling house in Atlantic City, Reno, or Las
Vegas, and they’ll tell you'if you just keep pumping your maoney one way. or
another, down the slot machine, at the blackjack table, or at the roulette wheel,
you’ll be the lucky one to make it. You can get ahead if you just keep throwing
your life:savings away while all your life is thrown down a slot-machine hole.
But of course they've got it set up to encourage that because when somebody
does hit the jackpot, the bell goes off, everything lights up, and they let
everybody there know that somebody won. “‘Just keep playing,'’ that’s what
they tell people out here, People’s lives are given to all this madness, their
families (fall apart, divorce is as common as marriage, and that’s all because
people are caught up in this dog-eat-dog treadmill where you’re chasing the
promises they make and the lies they tell. That's why more and more peopleare
rebelling against all this. And we’re not just talking about the millions of peo-
ple who have literally nothing, but even the people who slave their lives away —
and that’s what it is, working for these capitalists. . .

Dave Patterson: Yeah, but there’s nothing about anything that would
change. If you had your thing. .. =

Bob Avakian: Yes it is. _

Dave Patterson: You'd still work Monday to Friday.

Bob Avakian: It's not a question of working. You see, most people under-
stand that you have to work if there's going to be anything: these cameras, the

Continued on page 4
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Glimpse of the Future

Continued from page 3

clothes that people are wearing, the things they are sitting on were all produced
by labor. People understand that we have to work. In fact, if I could go out
here and really work, let’s say to rip down these slums:and put up some decent
housing and work with the people in the community, I'd gladly be willing to
work twelve or sixteen hours a day to rebuild things in this country to makeit
decent for the people. I'd gladly work to provide a real future for the kids, and
not themadness we have to go through every day: young kids walking down the
streets today and this military recruiter comes out and lies to them to getthem
in the Army, then prepares them togo off and be shot and kill to keep this same
thing going. So this is just a part of the whole deal that’s going on in this coun-
try. Right now they’re preparing people for World War 3.. .

Dave Patterson: Hold on for just a minute. - .

Bob Avakian: You know what that's going to mean? What about the people
who think they have their lives together? Thisis what one guy told me. He went
to this demonstration around Three Mile Island and met this other guy who
said, ‘‘Listen, I'm from the middle'clases, ['m doing pretty good. I've got my
life together, I'm out jogging every day, I thought I'd get myself physically fit
and last another forty years, Then booni! All of a sudden up comes this Har-
risburg thing and I realized that the people who run this country have got your
life in their hands.'’ It's true, they-are holding the fate of literally billions of
people in:the world in their hands and they’ll snuff it out when they get ready.
Even people like that have no future under this system.

Dave Patrerson: Okay, now as I'said, you haye all your answers pretty well
under control, These are the kinds of things you are used to telling people all
over the country when you get on talk shows and programs like this. But you
still haven’t addressed the point.

Bob Avakian: Well, what is the point?

Dave Patrerson: The point is it isn’t going to be any different.

Bob Avakian: Yes it is! ;

Dave Patterson: People are-still going to work five days a week. They’re
still. . . y

Bob Avakian: What's wrong with working?

Dave Patterson: They’re still going to divorce each other. They're still going
to have to worry about nuclear. . .

Bob Avakian: No, they’re not going to have to divorce each other. . .

Dave Patterson: Three Mile Island doesn’t have anything to:do with
capitalism. =

Bob Avakian: Yes it does. !

Dave Patterson: Three Mile Island has to'do with a guy who/made a mistake
when he designed a plant. And if he's a communist or a capitalist or anything
that he may be, he can be black, green, yellow, or blue, if he makes a mistake,
the thing is still going to screw up. Three Mile Island doesn’t have anything to
do with what party he belongs to.

Bob Avakian: No, it has to do with whatsystem you have because Three Mile
Island and the DC-10 accident, all these things came about because. . .

Dave Patterson: They came about because somebody made a mistake.

Bob Avakian: Wait a minute, wail a minute.

Dave Patterson: You're not going to be any smarter!

Bob Avakian: Why were they making those **mistakes,”” as:you call it?
Because the capitalist system puts the profits of a handful of people above
everything else. American Airlines told their maintenance mechanics, ‘‘Never
mind about some of those things, we have to beat out United Airlines and
TWA. Put the planes in the air. Never mind if they’re not safe.” The people
who designed. ..

Dave Patterson: That's just not true.

Bob Avakian: Yesit is true. We did some investigation among the mechanics
right there at ©’Hare airport. . .

Dave Patterson: It’s just not true,

Bob Avakian: In other words, you're saying those mechanics don’t know
what they’re talking about. You're saying the people who came forward to
testify don’t know what they’re talking about.

Dave Patterson: 1'msaying that the whole thing has been pretty exhaustively
investigated, If you want to talk about the DC-10. . .

Bob Avakian: Yeah, by agencies whose people are appointed by theairlines.

Dave Patterson: They found out that the whole thing was that they had made
amistake when they set up the thing to start with. Then, when the controls were
passed down and the mechanics were told what to do, some did and some
didn’t,

Bob Avakian: In other words, you believe these fairy tales these federal'agen-
cies come up with, whose people are working hand in hand with the airline ex-
ecutivesin the first place. Look at Three Mile Island, everybody knows it was a
coverup. I'mean, a little bit of this came out in the movie, The China Syn-
.drome. ..

“Dave Patterson: Which was shot a long time before the thing happened.

Bob Avakian: Yeah, well that's the whole point, it’s not untypical at all, it’s
very typical — ‘‘Never mind if it's unsafely constructed because we have
millions and billions of dollars tied up in all this."> More than that, it is not
simply a question of putting profit above everything else, and that movie
brought out a little bit of it. For example, as that movie showed, they even
brought the S.W.A.T. squad in, shot down the engineer who was trying to tell
people the truth, and then called him a bumbling idiot.

- Dave Patterson: Right, and you think that would really happen?

Bob Avakian: Of course, it happens all the time! What did they do to Karen
Silkwood? They ran her off the road and killed her because she had. ..

Dave Patterson: They have never proved that.

Bob Avakian: (Chuckling) In other words, you just believe whatever the peo- .

ple that run this country tell you because they control all the evidence and the
courtrooms. I remember when they shot Fred Hampton in Chicago. 1t was a
coldblooded murder after an FBI agent had drugged him to make sure that he
was asleep: Then Hanrahan, the pig, yes, pig who ordered it, who ordered cold-
blooded murder in the name of thelaw (and that’s what they do out here every
d‘ay}. he got on television and said very sanctimoniously and piously, **This in-
cident just shows how vicious the Black Panther Party is."’ He praised those
murdering officers for their *‘restraint’’ and their *‘heroism’’ in pumping two
hundred machine-gun bullets into a sleeping body. But that’s not what he said
happened, oh no!

Dave Patterson: Well, you know, there isn’t any difference in him saying
that and you saying what you are saying. (4 pplatse)

Bob Avakian: There is a difference, you see. The difference is the truth.
That’s what the difference is. Even the media in Chicago, like the Tribune and
the Sun-Times, attempted to cover up the incident. They dutifully reported

everything, . .

Dave Patterson; Let me just-ask you this question. . .

Bob. Avakian: Wait a minute. Then what happened? All of a sudden the
Black Panther Party didia very intelligent thing. They opened the apartment up
to all the people in the community, to anybody who wanted to come and (hey
said, *‘Come look and see what happened here. The police and Hanrahan
claim all these shots were fired out, You come and see if there are any such
bullet holes or any bullets going out.” And nobody could find a singie one. The
one hole going out that Hanrahan claimed to have found was a nail hole while
there were hundreds of bullets that had been shot from the outside into the
apartment. The truth was exposed and the police and Hanrahan didn’t even
hardly try to coverit up. They just went and murdered him and then they got
people like you to say, *‘Well, how do you know that they really murdered
him?"*

-Dave Patterson: I'll tell you'something, the Fred Hampton thing, I think
they probably did murder him. . : -

Bob Avakian: But what does that say about this system?

Dave Patterson: The point of the matter is, if you really think that we're sit-
ting around with some kind of big massive brain trust in this country that
comes around everyweek or so and tells me what to believe, or what to say, or
what to ask you, that's’a bunch of garbage. By now 1'd think that 'you would
understand that youcan't just get on television and spout off and have people
believe it, because they know it's just not true.

Bob Avakian: Of course they tell you what to believe. You canread any kind
of a study, for example the book about Henry Luce and his whole empire. .-

Dave Patterson: I don’t want to. . .

Bob Avakian: Wait a minute, why don’t you?

Dave Patterson: It's self-serving, it's. ..

Bob Avakian: Why not? You're not interested in' finding out what’s really
going on even in the network you work for?

Dave Patterson: No, 1 mean the point is. . .

Bob Avakian: Oh, okay. Well, that's your problem, but many people are in-
terested.

Dave Patterson: That’s not what [ 'mean. The point is that if vou read
something like that, you don’t necessarily swallow it word for word.

Bob'Avakian: No, but you can'look at it critically which is what we de and
decide whether it does, in fact, correspond to what is actually going on. Ask
yourself what interests someone has in promoting this book. For example, this
book was written by David Halberstram, who is by no means a communist in
any sense of the word. He quoted Henry Luce, who owns a lot of this big
media, as saying sfraight out, *‘I don't pretend that this is an objective
magazine (Time magazine). It's an editorial magazine from the first pageto the
last and whatever comes out has to reflect my view and that's the way it is.”*
That's what he said straight-up in his book. And as Walter Cronkite now says,
“That’s the way it is.”" (Scattered laughter and applause)

Dave Patterson: We're going to be back in:a minute because'l think we've
got a pretty good idea of what the philosophy is and I'd like to talk a little bit
more about what you want to'do to make the philosophy work, okav? 1 think
this is the thing that people are really going to wig-out over, when they hear

‘what you want to do next. We'll do that in just a:minute.

Bob Avakian: 1 hope they do.
(Station Break)

Dave Patterson: In the early part of the program we mentioned the fact that,
really, the overthrow of the government is one of the main things that you see
hasto bedone. How is that going to happen, Bob? Are you going to go out and
shoot people?

Bob Avakian: Well, it is the first thing that hasto be done. But I want to say
one last thing very quickly before we get to that. The main thing is that the rul-
ing class is coldly calculating and preparing for World War 3 — carrying out
military exercises, whipping upa lot of propaganda, and openly writing studies
andsurveys which'they pass back and forth among themselves, debating about
whether twenty million, forty million, eighty million, ora hundred and twenty
million people’s lives can be snuffed out by these capitalists to see if they can
beat out their Russian counterparts.

Dave Patterson: How do you know that?

Bob Avakian: 1've read the studies. Anybody can read them if yvou go dig
them ouf. But most people don't have time. ..

Dave Patterson: Yeah, but you're talking about people who like to figure out
the different atomic confrontations. . .

Bob Avakian: Well, they're very openly talking about. . .

Dave Patterson: They're not using that to justify going to war. They're talk-
ing about what would happen if they did go to war, That'sa good reason not to

Continued from page 14
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“China has epened its door and will
never clase it again.”™ This could well
have come from 19th century Mandarins
in the court of the Qing Dynasty eager to
act as middlemen for the imperialist
bloodstucking of the Chinese people. Ac-
tually, it was utiered in Washington,
D.C. recently bv/ Premier Zhao Zivang, a
representative of the new mandarins now
ruling in Peking. According to the
Chinese revisionists, “open door policy™
refers to their policy of ‘‘vigorously pro-
moting economic relations and cultural
exchanges with foreign countries.”’ Tobe
sure, opening China up to imperialist
economic penetration. is comprehended
in this “‘opendoer policy.”" Bul'mere im-
portantly, the “‘apen door policy™ points
to China’s polirical capitulation to impe-
rialism ‘and, more specifically, strategic
enlistment in the U.S. war bloc against
the Soviets.

Who indeed could miss the message as
Zhao was wined and dined in colonial
Williamsburg, striding across the col-
onial red carpet set out for him as he was
greeted with sickeningsmiles by his impe-
rialist mentors? For the cameras, the
Williamsburg stage set was perfect:
welcome to an historical Disneyland
where the American colonies prospered
under the English! Forget the real history
that this prosperity was based — with
Virginia as the center — on human
slavery! And for heaven’s sake, save for
later the talksin private, the cold bargain-
ing and capitulation that was the real
reason for Zhao's trip.

The LS. attitude was definitely upbeat
on the visit; typical was the official who
said that the Zhao-Reagan visits
culmipate a period that has “‘restored
momentum and a positive tone in rela-
tions™" between the U.S. and China and
that “‘you-can sec the resuls in al-
mospherics and congcrete results.” [t has
beena period in which the U.S. has both

dangled enticements, as in stepped-up

economic and military relations, and'ap-
plied pressure as on the Taiwan issue.
However, despite all this and despite
Zhao’s servile assurances, the U.S. impe-
rialists are not about to just take the revi-
sionists” word that China's door to the

West “‘would never close again.” The

U.S. is quite aware that the Soviet impe-
rialists are trying to pry open their own
door to China, using their powerful lever
of a big military threat poised right on
China’s borders. Even as Zhao was
visiting the U.S., it was revealed that the
Soviets were adding to the arsenal of
S5-20/nuclear missiles in Asia. AndiPek-
ing, in an effort to deflect some of the
pressures bearing down on it and open up
some maneuvering room, has been sitting
down with the Soviets in' talks for
normalization of relations. For the U.S.,
Zhao's visit (and the upcoming Reagan
trip. to. China in April) are part of
stepped-up! efforts to pull China more
tightly under the wings of the U.S: bloc
— and in the course of this, to thwart at-
tempis by the Sovieis to foment cracks in
U.S.-China relations and drag Peking
towards their own bloc. The pace of
moves over China is indeed getting fast
and heavy as can be seen, for example, in
the packed agenda of major diplomatic
action. recently: in November, U.S.
Defense Secretary Weinberger went (o
China and revealed that U.S. arms sales
to Peking could begin soon; in October, a
round of Sino-Soviet negotiations was
held in Peking; in November, the. revi-
sionist party general secretary Hu
Yaobang went to Tokyo and endorsed
Japan's military buildup for *“‘self
defense’’; in January, Zhao comes to the
U.S.; in March, the next round of Sino-
Soviet talks are planned for Moscow; in
April, Reagan will fly to Peking.

In the “atmospherics’” accompanying
all this, a few sour notes have been sound-
ed. The Far Eastern Ecohiomic Review
several months'ago quoted a Reagan ad-
ministration! official complaining about
China “chewing at our heels aboutl
hegemonism and superpower rivalry'":
““We'd like them simply to say in public
what they tell us 'privately about the
nature of the Soviet threat.”” The U.S:
imperialists do have some understanding
of the necessity faced by the Chinese revi-
sionists to keep at least a facade of *‘in-
dependence” from the U.S. For one
thing, the revisionists want to avoid pro-
voking the Soyiels too blatantly and risk
costly retaliation. But there is a greater
necessity faced by the U.S. to accelerate
the forging of the anti-Soviet consensus
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throughout its bloc, and Peking has also
gotten the message to step more into line
and cut down on some of the “‘twosuper-
powers’’ rhetoric. At a pre-trip press con-
ference in Peking, Zhao repeated’ the
usual homily.about China'sopposition to
“‘any big power'’ pursuing *‘hegemony."™
But he let the cat out of the bag as he
referred to the huge Soviet military
buildup along China’s northern borders
and declared; *‘l believe that we know
better than the Americans where our
threat comes from. In this regard, we do
not equate the U.S. and Soviet Union
either,’" During one of his stopovers in
the 1U.S., Zhao was asked which *“‘super-
power"" would be the more likely to canse
war. ““I'm in the U.S., and thisis not.an
appropriate occasion o, single out the
other superpower forcondemnation,’” he
replied — thereby making clear which he
thinks should be condemned as the
source of war.

Taiwan

In seeming contrast to all this was
Zhao's continuing insistance that the
issue of Taiwan remains ‘‘the principal
obstacle to the'growth of Sina-U.S, rela-
tions.” The U.S.-China charade over
Taiwan by now has come to follow a
predictable scenario. Especially when
further development of U.S.-China rela-
tions ision the agenda, the Chinese revi-
sionists mount a chorus of histrionics
about U.S. “interference in internal af-
fairs’t and *“‘meddling'’ over Taiwan; the
U.S. ignores the outbursts or lets out a

few words of reassurance to the Peking
regime; China finally says, “‘O.K., but
next time.. . ’; meanwhile the U.S. con-
rinues to supply arms to Taiwan. Before
Zhao's trip, the revisionists raised a big
fuss about a recent Congressional resolu-
tion calling for a *“‘peaceful’’ solution to
the Taiwan question and Reagan’s use of
“Republic of China’" in' referring to
Taiwan. There were even some threals
that the Zhao-Reagan exchange would be
cancelled. But Zhao did come to the U.S.
and, as the Washington Post pointed out,
forall Zhao's grumblings about Taiwan,
his description of talks with Reagan as
*friendly and candid’ as well as in the
“spirit of growing accord”’ indicated that
Zhao ‘‘considers his journey a Success."'

The U.S, imperialists realize ‘that
Taiwan'is a sensitive issue to the Chinese
revisionists. It involves the question of
national sovereignty, and therefore the
U.S. role in Taiwan is one of the attack-
ing points for forees in China opposed to
Deng .and his pro-West policies. The
Deng regime must raise shrill voices of
protest even as they concede at every
pointitothe LJ.S. Inacommentary for the
Asian. Wall Street Journal, Robert C.
Downen, Director for Pacific Basin
Studies at the Georgetown Center for
Strategic and International Studies, lays
out clearly why the U.S. insists on keep-
ing-ts hold on Taiwan, despite the risks
involved: *‘First, Taiwan occupies a not
insignificant geostrategic location among
the western Pacific nations, through
which Middle East oil shipments,

regional commerce and expanding Soviet
Pacific needs regularly pass. The con-
tinuously updated logistical support
capability of Taiwan’s sophisticated arms
arsenal, together with its extensive
modern airstrips and port facilities,
would be invaluable in some future
U.S.-Soviet confrontation in the'area.”

Taiwan is especially important, it
should be mentioned, in view of ques-
tions about China’s stability’ and con-
tinuity of ties to the .S, bloc. Downen
lists a second supporting argument for
the present course of Taiwan policy:
‘. ..the Taiwan connection has given
_Washinglon important political leverage
in its prior dealings with' Peking, not
unlike the tactical advantage Moscow
wields in talks with: Peking through its
border weapons and its support for Viet-
nam. Notwithstanding the rancor in-
volved, the Taiwan factor in the
U.S.-China relations will remain a
valuable ‘card’ in our deck.”” Although
Downen lists U.S. economic stakes in
Taiwan as another factor, this'isidecided-
ly_se_condary compared to his other
points.

China’'s “Independence’

Along with Taiwan, Zhao also made
claims about China’s “‘independent
foreign policy’” and said that “‘it is im-
possible to establish a comprehensive
strategic partnership”’ with the U.S.
because of *‘differences’” in some impor-
tant foreign policy areas. The Far Eastern
Economic Review had this to say about
such claims by the revisionists of “‘dif-

ferences’ with theU.S.; **. . .in practice,

there is less distance between Peking and
Washington than meets.the eye. U.S. of-
ficials argue that China’s continued
criticism of L.S. policy in the Middle
Easi, Central America, Southern Africa
and on North-South issues allows Peking
to’project a nonaligned image and retain
distance from the U.S. But they are quick
to point outthat China'scriticism of U.S.
policies is loudest when the issue involved
is'of little direct consequence to Peking.
Meanwhile, the U.S, and China continue
to have largely parallel views of the Soviel
Union, Afghanistan and Indochina.”
The Chinese revisionists, in other words,
can indulge in puffing themselves up as
spokesmen for the Third World and in
limited mouthing off about U.S. policies
in areas where they have little ‘or no in-
fluence anyway. Butit's a different story
altogether when it comes to areas like
Afghanistan and Indochina where
China, because of geographic proximity
and ties with anti-Soviet insurgencies,
plays a pivotal role. In such areas, China
not only has *‘parallel views'" but pursues
political and military action in coordina-
tion with U.S. imperialism (the starkest
example of this was China’s 1979 inva-
sion of Vietnam, which came only a little
over a week after Deng Xiaoping’s trip to
the U.S, where he no doubt received a
green light for'the attack).

In fact, the absence of a ‘‘comprehen-
sive strategic partnership,” i.e., a more
formal military setup (including large
scale infusions of military aid into China)
has more to do with the U.S. views of
China’sroleinthe blocthan with the revi-
sionists’ desire to maintain some outward
appearance of ‘‘independence.'" The
principal strategic importance of China
forthe U.S. bloc lies in the fact that, even
with China's inferior position vis-a-vis
the Soviets in military firepower and
technology, the Soviet Union is still
forced to commit a sizeable portion of its
armed forces and resources to the
Chinese border. China also inhibits Viet-
nam’s ability to act on behalf of the
Soviets in Southeast Asia. Conversely, if
the Soviets were able to wrench China
away from the West, they would then be
able to exert greater pressure in other
directions, especially towards Japan.

Thus, massive inputs of military aid in-
to/China are not in the picture, at least at
this time: In fact, a China with over-
developed military muscle might proveto
be less amenable to U,S. dictates and in-
fluence, thereby presenting more pro-
blems than advantages for the U.S, bloc.
At the same time, the U.S. does want to
enhance China’s military capability in
certain select areas, as well as improve
coordination with, and control over,
China in its overall military affairs. An-
titank and anti-aircraft weaponry and
communications equipment have been
mentioned as possible types of military

Continued on page 15
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that (as Reagan put it) “‘we are first, we
are the best.”" Actually, the station has
less to do withradvancing humanity than
with obliterating a large part of it. The
space station is the signboard on the
American dream of extending its twisted
and exploitative social relations, in-
cluding especially its wars, out into the
heavenis — contrary to all the assurances
of Robert Jastrow on ABC Nightline that
no, no, no, the space station has no
planned military application, an assess-
ment which hasas much todo with reality
(and pro-imperialist nonsense) as his
thesis that the Big Bang proves the ex-
istence of god.

The space station'is in more ways than
one the counterpart to Reagan’s Star
Wars goals proclaimed last March. Like
the Star Wars, the space station is meant
to be a “‘bold stroke,”” marshaling the
scientific community and beyond that
public opinion at large to the great cause
of America’s global “‘pre-eminence,’” its
power and its will to “*finish the job,'" as
Reagan said elsewhere in the speech. In
other words, it is meant to be a big deal,
more like the Apollo moon flights than
the shuttle program, which was seen as
“modest’” (although the station is very
much tied in with the shuttle program as
we'shall see). And the function ofthe sta-
tion is not so different or separate from
the Star Wars project, either.

Although at present there are no firm
designs for the station, it will certainly be
ambitious: and expensive. Earlier this
vear, NASA projected a station complex
constructed of various separate modules
and platforms, some manned, othersnot,
tied together like a string of tin cansinor-
bit. Another component of the station is
to be an unmanned platform plying a
near polar orbit over the North.and South
Poles ‘‘for earth-viewing.’! All this is
projected to cost about $1 billion a year,
although the pricetag is likely to at least
triple by the time the station is opera-
tional. At first, the station would house
four to six scientists, technicians, in *‘liv-
ing modules,’” with population later to be
expanded to asmany as eighteen. NASA
officials, like Reagan, speak grandly and
abstractly about the technicians’ work in
fields where the space environment of
zero-gravity can be exploited: such as
developing new materials, work with
plasma, and above all growthof the non-
homogeneous crystals used in semi-
conductors.

But, though the *‘bold stroke’" of the
space station project resembles in'some
ways the Apollo moon project (and in-
deed the Reagan speech contained more
than one Kennedy reference), this is not
the Kennedy era all over again. In pro-
posing thestation idealast July, Reagan’s
science advisor George Keyworth said, as
paraphrased by Aviation Week and Space
Technology, that the Apollo project
“‘came when the U.S. was economically
and militarily secure, and the only real
threat posed by the Soviet Sputnik was to
‘our national self-image and interna-
tional prestige.” Today we are challenged
by an’aggressive Soviet military buildup,
as well as by a revitalized Europe and
Japan on the economic front, he said.
Unlike the 1960s we now need to
strengthen our science and technology
base to meet these challenges.”' Thissame
theme was sounded by /NY Times science
writer John Noble Wilford'a couple of
months later when, in an article on the
proposed space station, he commented
that *‘NASA is under pressure to make
spaceflight a paying proposition in which
private enterprise plays a leading
role. . .and to work more closely with the
Defense Dept. even at the cost of. . .its
reputation for conducting an open pro-
gram for all the world to share."" The job

first undertaken by the space shuttle pro-
gram was to be shifted'into high'gear: the
formidable U.S. space science potential
was to be mobilized, not for any gran-
diose humanitarian vision, but for in-
dustrial application and most important,
for war. :
Today, Wilford says, there are “‘only
echoes of the period of testing and ex-
ploration’ in space. While of course,
U.S. space science has always developed
in/the imperialist framework, today the
push for military and — related to this —
industrial application is the name of the
game. In various timesin the past, for ex-
ample, NASA was headed up by two
university professors, a lawyer, ‘and a
physicist. Today, its chief is James Beggs,
past chairman of General Dynamics, a
major weapons contractor; second in
command is Hans Mark, a former
Secretary of the Air Force; overseeing the
shuttle flights for NASA has been
General James Abrahamson, who head-
ed up development of the F-16 fighter.
NASA's annual budget for interplanet-
ary research'is now $300 million of a total
$7 billion, a miniscule amount compared
to the past. (The Defense Dept. also has
its own $8 billion space budget.) This
means that the U.S. has tossed out as'so
much garbage the projected *‘tour of the
planets’” of this solarsystem, the orbiting
of the sun’s poles, and the planned
'85-'86 rendezvous with Halley's Comet.
A certain phase in this space war
mobilization was carried out by the space
shuttle which, according to one critic in
the administration, contained
“‘numerous Defense-oriented design
compromises.’* Prominent among these

“‘compromises’’ is that, according to .

Richard Aldridge, an anti-nuker who
once designed missiles for Lockheed, the
space shuttle in the '80s will orbit all U.S.
military ‘satellites. And right off, this
raises one direct military mission for the
space station since the station'is linked to
a majorexpansion of shuttle capabilities:
at present two launches of the shuttle per
year have been possible, whereas up to
eleven peryear would be possible with the
station as a ‘‘transportation hub.’* The

flight duration of the shuttle would also

be extended to aboul twenty days.

A second ominous aspect of the space
station is the unmanned polar-orbiting
platform. This component of the station
is described in reports on Reagan's speech
in neutral terms, as ‘‘earth-viewing."
Wilford, however, describes this compo-
nent as “‘earth-sensing formilitary recon-
naissance and command.’ What therela-
tionship” is between this specifically
military arm of the station:and its human
occupants has yet to be explained, but it
suggests more than concerns with life-
saving medicines for the technicians
aboard.

But probably the biggest military
payoff from the *‘next frontier’’ program
is.indirect. This is the fact that the very
same technology that is needed to
develop and operate the space station is
that which could be used militarily. Earth
and satellite sensors, maneuvering space-
craft in‘orbit, large-scaleion-board power
systems, such areasas ‘‘civil’' laser beam
development, even weather observation,
all have application to developing
military reconnaissance communica-
tions, satellite-killing, and space
weaponry. Not for nothing:is the Defense
Department training 27 spaceflight
engineers. Right now the military is sup-
porting the space station but allowing
NASA to carry the ball/(thus enhancing
the “‘civilian’ and “‘visionary'’ aims of
the project), But Wilford is no doubt cor-
rect when he states, *‘in time, Pentagon
backing may become vital. . .as il was in
winning support for the shuttle.”

As: for the imperialists’® dream of
“making Space a paying proposition,”

. probably in the broadest sense they are

serious about this. The notion of space
freighters plying some moon-mining
operation, profiteering and polluting and

laying waste to resources on-other planets
and in space itself, is certainly part of the
American vision, the imperialist peace
that could be had if only the nasty rival

'Soviet social-imperialists were out of the

way first; But at present, the commercial
space payloads are heavily subsidized by
the government, and profits are certainly

‘to take second place to the need of

strengthening the high-technology so
critical to LL.S. warmaking capacity. This
is best represented by the plannedcrystal-
growth laboratories of the space stations.

'On earth, growing crystals is expensive

and inefficient because of gravity, which
affects the combining of heavier and
lighter materials in the crystals. Judging
from experience of Soviet stations,
crystal growth will be a central function
of the space factories. Science Digestcites
one Soviel scientist, Vladimir Khryapov:
“First of all this will concern semi-
conductor materials which' do not have
enormous weight requirements, but
which are very expensive to produce on
earth. These may be for instance, the
crystals which are used in television
technology, high-speed computers,
medical equipment...and other
analogous devices.”" And Science Digest
comments: ‘‘Some unmentioned
analogous devices include missile
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guidance systems, and infrared tracking
devices such as those used by anti-aircraft
weapons.” In short, the space factories
will not be making Sony Walkmans or
improved Saran Wrap. They will be used;
as Keyworth says, to “‘bolster (the U.S.)
science and technology baseto meel these
challenges’* of the Soviets, stimulating
and shaping the direction of the'high-tech
industries on which the U.S. military, and
especially nuclear, capacity rests.

When you: get down to it, the “‘next
frontier’’ really is very much likethe “‘old
frontier’’ — the station has even been
compared te the transcontinental
railroad. Only at the time of the *“‘old
frontier’” the U.S. bourgeoisie was young
and just becoming fat on the blood of its
genocide, broken treaties, and oppres-
sion, Today theimperialists have grander
dreams of distant stars to which they can
bring their nightmare. [

Correction

Last week in the articte “'From The Mud
On The Serial Number. . ." on page 2, we
incorrectly identified Las Trojes as a
Nicaraguantown. Infact, it is a Honduran
town very close to the Nicaraguan border
which is being used as a contra staging
area.
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On December 29, the Supreme Court
of Michigan denied Darnell Summer’s
application to appeal on two key defense
motions that were previously denied by
lower court judges: one, moving to
dismiss the charges on the basis of lack of

speedy trial, and the other requiring the

prosecution to turn over the name of a
police informant who had testimony rele-
vant to Darnell's defense. This latest
high-court outrage brings to'a close the
months-long process of pretrial appeal in
this 14-vear-old rerun railroad of Darnell
Summers on (rummped-up charges of
murdering a Michigan State red squad
agent at the time of an intense struggle
against national oppression in 1968, and
relurns the case back to the Wayne Coun-
ty Circuit Court.

The following is the content of the
Supreme Court ruling on these motions:
““That. . .application for leave to appeal
is denied because the court is not persuad-
ed that the questions presented should
now be reviewed by this court." The
court received the transeriptsiupon which
their decision was supposed to be based
on December 14, and with a breathtaking
burst of energy handed down their deci-
sion December.29. This one-sentence re-
ply, along with their unusually quick
review of the ““facts,” was nol only a
green light to press on with the railroad,
but a slap in the face to the increasing
numbers of arganizations and supporters
that have stepped forward to demand
that these outrageous charges be dropped
right now,

Given the seriousness of the case, the
legal issues and precedents it encom-
passes, (o essentially reply “‘Motions
denied, No comment’” i an enlightening
admission itself. Really whal else could
the higher court say which would not
make matters worse from their point of
view — in other words, serve 1o expose
them further? Much of what has been
brought out and exposed during the
pretrial process rather sharply points this
up. What further justification could they
give for the fact that they haveno credible
witness, no evidence, and that key
evidence favorable to the defense has
been destroyed?

What is the state’s explanation for why
these same charges of murder against
Darnell Summers were dropped in 1969?
By their own admission, ‘*The caSe was
dismissed for lack of evidence and

-:". =

regpened when circumstances changed."
But what gets further revealed hereisithat
the changed circumstances are political
circumnstances and these renewed charges
are based on the same lying stories they
coerced out of their “!star witnesses’ in
the first place. Further, they cannot ex-
plain why they really moved to drap the
charges in 1969 without revealing their
maneuvering to manipulate witnesses
and use perjured testimony, thus further
exposing how much of arailroad the first
prosection of Darnell was;, and how they
hid all of their trumped-up charges and
maneuvering by dropping the charges
then to prevent acquittal, Today they
stand in the courtroom having renewed
these same charges. But what has been
dragged into the light of day through the
pretrial hearing is they have no credible
witnesses. Gail Simmons, only two days
after Darnell was extradited' back into
this country, once again publicly recanted
her testimony saying she was coerced:and
her testimony was scripted by police.
Milford Scott, now serving time on
unrelated charges in Michigan, has by his
own admission given perjured testimony
in this case and has been totally
discredited. They have no evidence, no
weapon was ever found and the car agent
Gonser was driving was destroyed by
police during the 14-year lapse in pro-
secution. Two key witnesses for/Darnell,
Carl James and Turhan Lewis, have
mysteriously died during the same
period, Given all this, how can the state
explain why their “‘investigation”’ was
suddenly started up again in 1980 and the
same charges renewed in 19827 It was
definitely no secret that Darnell Summers
had remained politically active
throughout this, period. He was well
known in West Germany asa Black Viel-
nam veteran and a revolutionary musi-
cian, a supporter of the revolutionary GI
newspaper FighTbAck, and for his other
revolutionary political ‘activity among
U.S. troops, immigrants and the youth
movement in Germany. In fact in 1980,
the same year the state renewed their in-
vestigation, Darnell spoke at a
demonstration held in front of U.S. Ar-
my headquarters in Heidelberg to protest
the attempted American ‘‘hostage
rescue’”’ invasionof Iran. Given theinten-
sification of the crisis and war prepara-
tions of the imperialists, itis quiteclear to
the growing number of Darnell's sup-
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porters. why the U.S. imperialists and
their West German allies rediscovered
this case and dragged Darnell Summers
3,000 miles to stand trial.

Darnell’s new trial date has been set for
May 6. It’s interesting that the prosecu-
tion seems to need additional time to try
and shore up the inherent and growing
flaws which have been exposed in their
case.

This next period will proye to be quitea
challenge. There are still some critical

pretrial hearings scheduled on February °

22. In thelegal arena, despite the fact that
both ‘appeals courts have refused to hear
Darnell’s appeal and the case is now be-
ing returned tothe Wayne County Circuit
Court, the prosecutor continues to be
plagued by what he once termed “‘a Pan-
dora’s box of legal problems.” In par-
ticular the defense is now fighting to have
Judge Sullivan enforce two orders which
he himself signed early last year requiring
the prosecution to turn over to the
defense certain discovery documents, as
well asalllocal red squad files concerning
Darnell and the political organizations
and activities of which he was a part. In
this prosecution the state is in danger of a
veritable dam of military intelligence
operations and reactionary intra-bloc in-
trigue bursting forth. Althoughithe pro-
secution, judge and appeals court have
worked together to withhold all federal
surveillance materials (argeting Darnell,
these discoveries and local surveillance
orders, which Judge Sullivan was forced
to concede last year in the midst of all his
denials, are a crack in this dam. With
many eyes focused on this highly political
prosecution, Darnell Summer’s lawyers
will seek to open up this and other cracks
in the prosecution’s “‘legal case."

Support Broadens

Some of the effects of the exposure of
the state’s (wisted machinations in this
case can be seen by the large number of
legal organizations that have filed to do
amicus briefs for Darnell. And in the past
few months the Darnell Summers Coali-
tion has generated further significant na-
tional support for Darnell's case.
Statements of support have been submit-
ted to the coalition'in the form of formal
resolutions from the Michigan branch of
the NAACP, signed unanimously by the
entire chapter, as well as the state board
of the anti-nuke Vandenberg Action

Coalition in California. In November
Darnell kicked off a tour that began in
Lansing, Michigan, where he was the
featured speaker at a symposium on
political repression in the '80s. Organized
by the Lansing chapter of the Darnell
Summers Coalition, this symposium was
endorsed by the Peace Education Center,
the Lansing Lawyers Guild, the
American Civil Liberties Union, Zolton
Ferency, and the Democratic Socialists of
America. The tour included several radio
programs: one an interview with Pablo
Guzman that wasaired on WLIB in New
York City, and a program aired by the
Cleveland State University radio station.
While in'New York Darnell did a cable
teleyision program on the'Walter Brooks
show and an interview with-Newsday, the
largest-evening newspaper in the country.
He also addressed a conference entitled
““A Call For Black Leadership,”" at
Medgar Evers College, where over 100
people attended, and ‘met with Black
studies and Black nationalist activists in
several east coast cities,

This latest ruling must be answered
with a heightened and powerful expres-
sion of the widespread opposition to this
railroad, and in the period ahead the
coalition is intensifying its efforts to raise
the political ante in this battle still higher
— by broadening support, continuing the
national'speaking tour, and printing the
statement of opposition which the coali-
tion has been circulating for signatures,
demanding that the charges be dropped.
The statement has already been signed by
a wide array of forces. The coalition is
working to raise the necessary money (o
place a Statement of Opposition (o the
Railroad of Darnell Summers as a major
ad in the Derroit Fress: Press just before
the opening of the pretrial hearings in late
February. Publication of this ad will be
quite important politically to create a dif-
ferent setting in the arena of public opi-
nion than the state is driving to achievein
this trial. Theirability toram this railroad
through without paying a high political
price will be severely diminished. Funds
are still urgently needed. To contact the
Darnell Summers Coalition, write: 2832
East Grand Blvd., Suite 324, Detroit, M1
48211, orcall (313)871-4616. Pick up the
gauntlet, free Darnell Summers! [
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This s the concluding segment in our
series “‘Fore Apache, The Mideast."" The

previous three parts appeared in RWs

No. 237, 238, and 239,

The last three articles in this séries have
documented the past and present of
Zionism and the state of Israel; but what
of the future? The Lebanon invasion
brought that question into sharp relief to
many left-wing Jews and supporters of
Israel. And while there has been bending
away from and struggle against the uglier
manifestations of Zionism, there hasalso
been tremendous resistance to fully rup-
turing with it. This article will try to ad-
dress a number of questions and
arguments that arise among these forces.

In his book about Lebanon, The
Longest War, Jacobo Timmerman (cor-
rectly) castigates Begin for trading on the
Holocaust. But in a pivotal moment in
the book that occurs during the fifth
week of the war, Timmerman stands
hiarally at a crossroads surrounded by
ancient ruins, a kibbutz, an IDF camp
and a museum devoted to the Holocaust.
Timmerman agonizes over what lIsrael
has become, standing for hours in this
spot, before entering the museum. There
he finds the name of an uncle murdered
by the Germans, and concludes: ““The
true question — the only valid one, the
only one worthy of a reply, was
answered. The life of survival here in
Israel is the true Jewish destiny.”’ In the
book, the murder of his uncle provides a
sort of moral reinforcement. Timmer-
man has received affirmation during a
pilgrimage of a secular religion whose
central defining event is the Holocaust.

For Timmerman and many others the
Holocaust presents a compelling mix of
moral right (arguing that the tremendous
suffering of the camps endowed the sur-
vivors, as well as other Jews, with the
right to claim Palestine as an exclusive
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Jewish refuge) and political realism
(drawingas the chief political lesson from
the Holocaust the necessity for an in-
dependent and well-armed Jewish state to
provide protection against what has pro-
ven to be a hostile world). These are the
central arguments on the left in support
of Israel’s right to exist.

Strange Reasoning

Curious: indeed is the idea that
Palestine was owed the Jews as moral
retribution for the crimes of World War
2. It was Germany which carried out the
bestial murder of the Jews (and the Gyp-
sies, and of millions of Russians besides).
It was the U.S. and Britain which main-
tained their highly restrictive immigra-
tion quotas against Jewish entry
throughout the period 1933-1945, and
which later, during the war, cynically
refused to bomb either the concentration
camps themselves or the tracks leading up
to them (“‘can’t spare the bombs,"* the . r-
chitects of Dresden are supposed to have
said). But no, *‘justice’” is allegedly serv-
ed by forcibly extirpating a people entire-
Iy unrelated to the historical outrage from
their homeland, and then hounding and
persecuting  them in their exile. All
reparations to the Jews, all the sanc-
timonious ““making up for the past sins
‘of anti-Semitism’* by the West, was car-
ried out.on the hides of the Arab masses,
especially the Palestinians, and in the ser-
vice of the same sort of imperialist in-
terests that had led to the hideous vic-
timization of the Jews by Hitler in the
first place, The U.S., we note, never of-
fered the Jews a homeland in, say
Delaware; more to the point, they
discouraged the survivors of the furnaces
from settlingin the U.S., maintaining str-
ingent immigration quotas ‘and penting
the refugees up in camps (while providing
safe passage for the Klaus Barbies of the

On the West Bank.

world). Though no scientific sampling
was ever taken of the camps, a number of

" observers with first-hand eéxperience held

that the majority of the Jews in them
preferred emigration to the U.S. over
Palestine (as do most Soviet Jewish
refugees today, who are nevertheless
pressured to go to Israel).

This line of reply invariably draws
forth angry demands to stop being flip-
pant about a serious subject — which in
itself'is revealing. It’s lunacy, you see, to
even sugegest reparations atthe expense of
the great powers responsible for the car-
nage, but it’s perfectly sober to demand
that the Palestinians be forced to clear
out (through dispossession and
massacre), and that the Arab masses
generally open wide for the creation of a
neo-Oltoman state acling as gendarme
for the imperialist powers! After all, the
line goes, it’s only a ‘fsmall part’iof the

Arab world anyway (as is Delaware, or

New York City, of the U.S.; we mngm
add).

What's “Good!for Zionism"', . .
Some who concede certain‘unjust con-

sequences of the founding of Israel'argue
that the overriding consideration from

the Holocaust centers on the sheer need
forsurvival, and that what Jewish history,
and'the Holocaust teach most of all is the
need for a powerful Jewish state with a
well-oiled military machine, Or as it was
recently argued to the author: “'if there
had been a Jewish state in 1938, the
Holocaust would never have happcned 2

While the last argument in particular is
transparently metaphysica! to many, this
sort of thinking carriesweight and there's
something to be gained by addressing it
(and then moving to take on its more
polished form).

For one thing, as long as we're writing

up historical wish lists, it's equally

justified to point out that if one of the
seyeral attempts at socialist revolution in
Germany that transpired after World
War [ had succeeded, not only would
there have been no Holocaust but the
very physiognomy of history would have
been radically changed — ito put it
mildly! And the chances for that even-
tuality were at:least as realistic as for a
Jewish state in the post World War 1
world. The reason to' invoke that is
because an argument‘is being made here
about how to deal with anti-Semitism.
No less an imperialist than Winston
Churchill remarked in the early 1920s
(when Trotsky was still associated with

the leadership of the Bolshevik Revolu-

tion) that the struggle for the Jewish soul
would be one béetween Chaim Weizmann
and Trotsky. The Jews of Eastern and |
Central Europe made up an important
component of the revolutionary forces of
that period and generally took up the
orientation of fighting for social change
(including; but hardly limited to, the
eradication of anti-Semitism) within the
countries in  which they'happened to be
located.

But from Herzl on down, the theoreti-
cians of Zionism had held that assimila-
tion into European society was impossi-
ble, due to the allegedly special character
of the Jew, and'that the orientation of
those wanting to stand and fight was a
wrong-headed one, a diversion. Chaim
Weizmann, for instance, at the Versailles
Conference in 1919, addressing the
pogroms then being carried out by White
(anti-Bolshevik) troops in Russia, opted
against any attempt to marshal action
against them. He wrote in his diary that:
“Jewry and Judaism were in a frightfully
weakened condition, presenting, to -
themselves and to the nations, a problem
very difficult of solution. There was, I
said, no hope atiall of suchia solution —
sinece the Jewish problem revolved fun-
damentally around the wholelessness of
the Jewish people — withott the creation
of a national home”(Weizmann, Trial

- and Error, page 243). (We note in passing

Weizmann's coricession’ to the .anti-
Semites. in labeling the-Jews — rather
than the Jew-killers — the problem.)
While there was no Jewish state at the
time, there wasa Jewish settlementand a
worldwide Zionist movement aiming at

- such a state, and it's worthwhile to ex-
~amine just what r#ey did in the face of the

persecution of the Jews throughout the
'30s, and later the Holocaust itself. This
has recently been extensively documented
and analyzed in Lenni Brenner’s impor-
tant book, Zionism in the Age of the Die-
tators. The Zionists, it can and must be
said, were guided almost entirely by a
consideration of what was *‘good for
Zionism'' in the narrowest possible sense;
Ben-Gurion himself spelled out his rather
brutal calculus in:late 1938:

“If I knew that it would be possible to save
all the children in Germany by bringing




Right: Palestinian refugee camp in Syria.

them over to England, and only half of
them! by transporting them to Eretz Yis-
rael, then I would opt for the second alter-
native. For we must weigh not only the life
of these children, but also the history of
the People of Israel’* (Brenner, Zionisntin
the Age of the Dictators, p. 149).

Specifically, this orientation showed

itselfin things like the Havara Agreement *

struck with'the Nazi regime. The termsof
this agreement allowed certain Jews to
emigrate from Germany to Palestine if
they would first cash all their wealth into
German merchandise, which would then
be shipped ahead to Palestine; this:in ef-
fect was a trade deal between Germany
and the Yishuv in Palestine. The Ger-
mans were hardly’ motivated by the
wealth to be gleaned from this; as they
themselyes noted, the principal benefit.of
this deal for them was political, in that it
cut against efforts (o isolate the Nazi

regime and strike at it for its anti-Semitic -

measures. At a time when many Jews
were demanding a boycott of Nazi goods,
the Havara had a thoroughly demoraliz-
ing and disorienting effect.

Hitler actually favored the Zionists, in
comparison to other Jewish groups,
allowing them to publish their
newspaper, hold meetings and even fly
their flag upiuntil 1938, long after every
other Jewish group had been suppressed
(Brenner, pp. 84, 86). Why was this?
While partially due to the Havara and
partially perhaps to some weird recogni-
tion by Hitler of an undzrlying unity of
the *‘blood and soil’ approach o
history, most likely the main factor in-
volved was the political advantage of
confining the political options for Jews to

Above: Ben-Gurion on a kibbutz in the 1950s.

anessentially quietist one with'an orienta-
tion a whole continent away. (Hitler also
allowed emigration to Palestine up until
1938 in an attempt to exacerbate British
problems with the Arabs in the area,
though after this point he switched to
courting the Arab rulers himself and =—
for more overriding reasons too complex
togointo here — definitively cast the die
towards the extermination, rather than
emigration, of the Jews,)*

At any rate, what's more relevant in
this ugly welter is the Zionist trade-off of
the interests of the masses of Jews to
build up their own state — hardly a com-
pelling brief for what an Israel might have
done for the Jews had it existed at that
point.

The American Zionist establishment
had their own version of the trade-off, by
the way. At no time:did the established
leaders go public with a demand to lift, or
even slightly loosen, the emigration
quotas; such a public demand was feared
and opposed by Rabbi Stephen Wise, an
advisor to Roosevelt and the leading
spokesman of the Jewish establishment
at the time. Changes in immigration

Continued on page 9

* The reasons for the final solution had much
todowith the numbers, the classmakeup, and
the political bent of the Jews of Eastern
Europe, especially the three to fourmillion liv-
ing in Poland who made up 10% of the coun-
try’s population. Why Hitler opted for final
solution — a.crime which has never been given
a really materialist explanation' — is beyond
the scope of this article but will be treated in
depth in a forthcoming issue of Revolution,
the propaganda organ of the RCP.
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regulations were cautiously suggested by
certain elements in U.S, ruling circles,
though no changes were ever made law
and the reasoning behind the proposals is
unclear. In response to this, Wise wrote:

““I'have every reason to believe, unfor-
tunately, that any effort that is made at
this time to waive the immigration laws,
however humanitarian the purpose, will
result in serious accentuation of what we
know to be a rising wave of anti-Semitic
feelings in the country.... It may in-
terest you to know that some weeks ago
the representatives of all the leading
Jewish organizations met in conference
to discuss. the President’s proposal and
other proposals which have been made to
waive the immigration barrier. It wasthe
consensus of -opinion that such bills at
this moment in the light of present
unemployment in this country and in the
light of the inspired propaganda directed
against the Jewish people, and circulated
throughout the country, would be in-
jurious to the purposes which all of us
would like to serve. For that reason it was
decided that no Jewish organization
would at this time, sponsor a bill which
would in any way alter the present im-
migration laws'" (Brenner, pp. 146-47).

It's hard to know what to say about
such self-serving cowardice, but Wise did
even worse when he got the news of the
Final Solution. He witheld publicationin
favor of the putative interests of the
Allied war efforts, which he held would
do more to save Jews. “‘Allied war ef-
forts’” by that point were more aimed at
figuring out how to let the Soviets do the
brunt of the fighting without giving up
too much in territory to the Red Army
and were never intended to save Jews (or
anyone clse), most of whom were long
since slaughtered by the time Eisenhower
toured Belsen. From both ends of the
stick — the Zionists in Palestine and the
Jewish leadership in the U.S. — the
masses of European Jews got nothing but
the shaft, sacrificed to the narrow self-
interests of both forces,

The myth of a ‘‘rescueoperation” car-
ried out by the Zionists is just that: a
myth. The Zionists saw an opportunity to
build their state and subordinated
emigration to that goal and that goal

alone. First priority was given to those
Jews who were able to leave Germany

with $3,000 or more (20" of the

emigrants fell into this group — highly
disproportionate 1o their'numbers in the
Jewish' community of Germany). Next
came members of Zionist youth groups,

and finally those people with special'skills

useful to state building (including
military skills). Communists were uncon-
ditionally barred.

The point in all thisis not to accept the
narrowing of the debate about Israel to
an argument over how best to save the
Jews, then or now — Israel is unjust, a
bulwark of imperialism, and cannet be
supported in any event. But the facts
show how an orientation in which, the
bottom line is *!is it good for the Jews?"’
can only lead into a progressively nar-
rOWer view, a concentric circle in which
the vision of “me and mijne’ rules
everything and becomes ever smaller,
ever more constricted and of necessity
ever uglier,

Most importantly, this kind of think-

ing inevitably lands the outlook and ac-

tions of Jewish critics of Israel ‘into
apologetics (and support) for Zionism
and for the global strategy of U.S. im-
perialism itself. After all, if your one ab-
solute in politics is the survival and
flourishing of Israel, then by extension
you must support the fundamental condi-
tion of its existence, i.e., the U.S. and'its
global empire and Israel’s special role
within that. (The option offered by the
likes of the CPUSA — an Israel which
develops ties to the Soviet Union as well
— is a distinction without a difference.)

The most salient feature of current
political life is the increasing preparation
of both imperialist blocs for a war of
redivision —a world war, thatis, and one
likely involving nuclear weapons from
the very start. Israel as we have shown
can only exist as a memberin good stand-
ingwithan imperialist bloc, a junior part-
ner; if and when as part of its duties in
that empire or if you like, in its struggle
for existence, Israel drops nuclear bombs
on Damascus or Cairo — as it threatened
during the first days of the 1973 war —
will Israel then still be justified by the
Holocaust? (And will Elie' Weisel still tell
us how worried he is by ‘‘madmen like
Khomeini dropping the bomb,’" and still
say, as he did in 1982, that he will never

-]
M |dea st criticize Israel from outside its borders?)

Other Arguments

“But the Israelis, like. it or not, are
already there; you can’t move them, so
isn’t it better to. compromise?””

Thisargument, also very.common, was
never applied, it must be said, to the
Palestinians themselves; they have always
been eminently moveable, and are talked
about as if it's a matter of little or nomo-
ment — asif it’s justa “‘grievance’ — to
uproot and dispossess an entire people,
drive them from their land'and put them
in.camps for over three decades.

Even granting that, are we not just pro-
posing to do unto the Israelis'what they
have done these many years to the
Palestinians? Here two points must be
made: first, whenever a fight is waged
against a settler state, the tendency within
the mother country (and America is cer-
tainly the mother country of Israel)is to
always focus on the settlers, shedding
tears about the sacrifices of the pioneers,
etc. The French:saw this as the big crisis
of conscience during the Algerian War —
in which French troops and settlers killed
300,000 Algerians while the agonizing
wenton. The oppressors are glorified; the
oppressed are slaughtered.

Second, and realistically speaking,
what has tended to happen in such
revolutions is that once independence is
gained by the indigenous people — be it
in Portuguese Africa, Algeria, Zim-
babwe, etc. — the bulk of the colonists
who cannot get used to giving up their
privileged position above the oppressed
indigenous peoples usually leave, return-
ing to'the mother country or resettling in
another settler state, Face it, until im-
perialism is wiped off the planet Earth,
these people will always have some place
to runto. Looking for a minute at South
Africa, one could reasonably predict
both that on liberation most Afrikaners
are unlikely to embrace or even perhaps
choose to live under the new society and
that a minority will in fact work to build
up the new society (even as some whites
have already made certain sacrifices, in-
cluding their lives, in the struggle against
the apartheid regime). For Israelis, the
choice is and' will be similar; some will
choose to stick it out to the bitter end and
give everything, including their lives; in
an effort to retain theirdominant and op-
pressive position; some will rebel against
the oppression of the Arabs and seek to
build'and support a revolutionary move-
ment for the Israeli state’s overthrow asit

develops (as some are doing today); some
will one way or another come to terms
with a new secular state; and some will
leave, The demagogical canard that it's
either a Jewish state or a one-way ticket
back to the death camps is just that:
demagogy, which/obscures who is really
threatened with genocide (and who is
really actively preparing to carry it out).

“But why can't the Palestinians settle
for a mini-state?"’

While there is of course some senti-
ment for such a'deal'among certain'sec-

‘tions:of the PLO, it would innowaysolve

the question. Why? For starters the mini-
state does not speak to the overall role
played by the state of Israel in the region
and in the Third World as a whole. Fur-

. ther, it's unrealistic to assume that Israel

would'allow such things as water rights,
military parity, etc. Given that, the mini-
state smacks of a bantustanarrangement,

Moreover, it's necessary lto concretely
analyze the role played by the
“minisstate’” solution, especially in the
thinking of those who still support Israel.
Israel at this time hasnointention of gran-
ting a mini-state; instead, the mini-state
has been utilized as a carrot to go along
with the big Israeli stick, a crumb dangled
Jjust out of reach if only the Palestinians
will cease struggling and channel their ef-
forts entirely into the diplomatic arena.
And all the while that this chimera has
been promoted the Israeli juggernaut has
plowed ontoits goal of a full deracination
of Palestine.

Those supporters of Zionism who pro-
pound a mini-state often do so only
within certain limits, and end up betray-
ing their better selves. One group, forin-
stance, which has done Some valuable
work exposing Israeli repression in the
West Bank and which opposed the inva-
sion of Lebanon, nevertheless in'a recent
publication defended the idea of a mini-
state against mainstream Zionist objec-
tions by arguing that such a state would
be economically and militarily quite
weak, and therefore no threat to Israel! A
strong revolutionary socialist Palestine,
struggling to break the bonds of imperial-
ism, would presumably be unacceptable.
Despite the professions of this group and
others concerning the right of self-
determination for the Palestinians, it
would seem that as yet they can’t break
with a bottom line of Israel’s continued
dominance. At the same time they have
inadvertently expressed some truth which
those who genuinely support (or want to

Continued'on page 11

Palestinian youth.
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Continued from page 10

support) Palestinian national hoeration

should note; the mini-state can only
necessarily be a:minor adjustment in the
status ‘quo, and would only be accepted
on those terms. :

Finally, of course, there are the
religious arguments,® or the ones about
preserving Jewish tradition. Whatever it
isabout Jewish tradition that those on the
left who advance these concerns wish to
preserve — and one would suspect it is
that part associated with the role played
by some Jews as a social base for dissent,
critivism and rebellion in the Western
societies of the 19th and first part of the

* Israel Shaahak, human rights activist in
. israel and author of Israel’s Global Role, has

quipped that ‘many Jews may not be sure
whether God exists, but they know hie promis-
&t them the land of Israel, P

~ JUST WHATBLOOMED

IN THE DESERT?

20th centuries — Israel foday preserves
nothing but a most atavistic chauyinism.
This is the Judaism of Old Testament
patriarchalism made incarnate — a
theological politics, be it noted, that has
shown a peculiar resonance among the

‘Protestants of Belfast, the Afrikaners

and the erstwhile Puritans of New
England — and the guidance it seems to
draw from that book is found in passages
like the following from Deuteronomy:

“When the Lord your God brings you in-
to the land which you are entering to oc-
cupy and drives oul many natives before
you — Hittites, Girgashites, Amorites,

Canaanites, Perizzites, Hivvites, and

Jebusites, seven nations more numerous

and powerful than you — when the Lord

our God delivers them into your power
and you defeat them, you must put them
to death., You must not make a treaty

with them or spare them. You must not
intermarry with them, neither giving your
daughters to their sons, nor taking their
daughters for your sons; if you do, they
will draw your sons away from the Lord
+and make them worship other gods. . ..
But thisiswhatyou mustdoto them: pull
‘down their altars, break their sacred
pillars, hack down their sacred poles and
destroy their idols of fire, for you are a
people holy to the Lord your God; the
Lord your God chose you out of all na-
tions on earth to be his special
possession!” (Deut, 7:1-6). _
Toget to the nub of thingsit's time for
people who insist, despite everything, in
supporting the state of Israel to ask
themselves what it is they're clinging to,
what they're defending — and where it’s
all dragging them. Why keep tryigg (o
separale ‘‘what is good about Is¥el’”
from.. .lsrael?! There isno ‘‘progressive

Jewish nationalism,” .nor can therg be.
The banner of Jewish nationalism rightly
belongs in the hands of the Begins and
Sharons, and the. Ben-Gurions and
Dayans. Let them have it. One cannot
combine Zionism, no.matter how refined
or anguished, with internationalism —
and without internationalism it will be
difficult indeed toresist the horrors ofithe
holocaust now being prepared, and im-
possible to stop it.

Lebanon; in so many dimensions,
presented a forte for the future but the
horror, the challenges and yes, the oppor-
tunities, that stood in bold relief on the
streets of Beirut will' multiply exponen-
tially in days to come, on a global scale.
Towrench a future out of thatdemands a
break from the dead hand of the past
and, as a crucial part of that, a rupture
with all forms of imperialist chauvinism
— including Zionism. ]
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The Problematic
Prosecution of Pig Alvarez

Following another week postpone- |

ment, jury selection in the manslaughter
trial of Miami cop Luis Alvarez is finally
underway. Alvarez is charged with slay-
ing Nevell Johnson in a video arcade in
Owvertown one year ago. So far even the
process ef jury selection has been
characterized! by sharp contradictions,
reflecting the high level of tension in

Miami in the face of this trial, and deep

disagreements in certain circles over how
to proceed. At least part of what has been
called “*passions so high'" in the court-
room'and among prospective jurors s be-
ing quite consciously fomented by some

of the forcesin this city who want the trial:

moved out of town. Other passions are
the real feelings of hatred of national op-
pression and the police among the Black
masses.

On the second day of jury selection, the
entire 8-story Dade County Courthouse
was evacuated. A bomb threat had been
called in, as prosecutor Abe Laesser an-
nouncedin the Alvarezcourtroom, *‘bya
Latin male voice,”” raising the specter of
the city's not so distant past. According
to courthouse security guards, this was
the first time in seven years thatthe court-
house had been evacuated. Back then a
bomb actually exploded in the Dade
County Courthouse; that year Miami
bombings averaged two a day as several
different reactionary, Cuban paramilitary
groups battled it out with each other.
Bomb threats have impact in Miami since
there has been such a high rate of follow
through from those reactionary quarters.

Last week while K-9squads roamed the
hallways, and several thousand people
milled around the parking lot‘across the
street, the 44-person jury pool for the
Alvarez trial was carefully ushered intoa
smaller parking lot away from the
crowds. Judge David Gersten and a bevy

of bailiffs accompanied the jurors, butl

within minutes chants rang out. AS
Alvarez’s defense attorney railed at the
judge on the record in court afterwards,
“the inmates of the jail all began chanting
out the windows ‘kill Alvarez, kill

Alvarez!” " The predominantly Black
prisoners in the jail had evidently
recognized the judge and seized the op-
portunity to let their feelings be known.
The jury pool was hurriedly moved
again, untilit could be escorted back into
a private courtroom where it is being held
under lock and key, Of course, Alvarez's
altorney immediately used this to make
his third separate motion to move the trial
to another city, raising another specter —
of riots — and alleged threats to his client
from “‘Black extremists.”” At this early
stage of things in this trial, all manner of

‘“‘uncontrollable violence’ was being

bantered about in the courtroom with
enough basis in the real contradictions in
Miami to have a ring of truth to it. Both
the prosecution and the 'defense have
been continually asking such questions
as, ‘Do you think that your verdict might
be influenced by the possibility ‘of a
riot?"' and ““Do you think that you would
be able to render a fair and impartial ver-
dict if you thought your wife's' life was
being threatened while you were se-
questered?’" (After several days of that
and more, a bailiff was called to the stand
to reveal that one juror had said he'd
risk contempt charges betore he'd serve
on the jury and others were afraid of hay-
ing their names made public?)

The fourth floor of the Dade County
Courthouse has been transformed as
well, with the beginning of jury selection.
A blockade of tables, an airport-style
metal detector and a number of three-
piece suited police and security guards
make an imposing barrier in front of the
Alvarez courtroom. But even with all the
heavy police presence, there is an obvious
public policy of low-key, friendly rela-
tions with all of the mostly elderly Black
people who have been mobilized through
church organizations Lo monitor the jury
selection. About a dozen or more people
sit in each day, their stated purpose being
“‘tohave Black people represented on the
jury at this sensitive trial.”’

" The small groups of more unruly Black
youth, who pop inand out f the tediously

SCIENCE OF
+ REVOLUTION

an infroduction

by lenny wolff

boring courtroom scene are another story
altogether. One young man, who had the
audacity to hum a tune to himself after he
passed through the metal detectors, was
literally surrounded by six guards and
forced to show 1.D. before he was
“asked” to leave. He was never allowed
to step a fool in the courtroom.

The other regular court spectators are
off-duty Cuban and white cops. Dozens
of them checkin and out each day, slapp-
ing Alvarez's shoulder as they go by. For
several days many of these cops came in
uniform, which was somewhat out of
synch with the rest of the public relations
foray outside. An'Internal Affairs major
was overheard telling several of these uni-
formed: boys that they must have missed
a roll-call memo in' the Miami police
department, forbidding them to wear
their uniforms at this trial. So now, the
cops just flash their badges to the guards
at the metal detector when the buzzer
screams at the concealed guns. Some of
them simply hook the brass pig badgeson
their Jordache bells. A swaggering
group, a perfect match to the arrogant,
unrepentant demeanor of murderer
Alvarez,

Ah, but. . .Alvarez is “‘innocent until
proven guilty,”! the judge insists on
reminding the TV camera periodically.
One of many such flowery pitches came
down on day one of the jury selection —
just minutesafter the same judge had rul-
ed that the Alvarez defense team couldin-
deed put their *‘critical witness™* on the
stand to ‘‘prove’ that Nevell Johnson
had robbed a woman two months before
he'd been shot. Nevell Johnson was never
a suspect in that case until after he’d been
murdered and his picture was in the
newspapers and the TV. The Alvarez
defense attorney argued in court, “*We
are entitled to know what Mevell
JTohnson’s motive was, why in the face of
two police officers did he go for his gun.
He was worried about at least one rob-
bery that we can prove.”” The judge
agreed (casually letting his “‘innocent-
until-proven-guilty** principles take a
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walk.) Nevell Johnson is to be assumed
guilty for a crime he was never even
charged with in order for the cop who
murdered himto be foundinnocent. Now
that's a real lesson in American justice..

In fact, day one of jury selection was
quite a day for officer Alvarez. Another
of the last pre-trial motion hearings was
held that day and afterwards neither the
prosecution, -defense, or judge could
remember who even contested for it,
there was so much agreement on both
sides. It was a hearing that focused on the
two guns (one of which:exists thanks to
the common throw-down practice 'of
police) — the ‘“‘gun’' concealed under
Nevell Johnson's shirt, and the service
revolver of officer Alyarez that ‘*fired
accidentally: while being pointed at the
ceiling.’’ Apparently Nevell Johnson's
head got in the way. That is a scenario
that both sides in this trial have basic
agreement on, sinceit is the'conclusion of
the police investigation last April. -

At this last pre-trial’ hearing on the
““two guns,” two Miami police depart-
ment detectives, both prosecution
witnesses, were asked to stand up and
show how Luis Alvarez moved in
response to Nevell Johnson's so-called
“sudden move."”” The cameras were
treated to a play and replay of the police
version of that few: seconds occurrence
which was: entirely based on what the
murdering pig Alyarez told them! But
what was even more significant than
these “‘life and death reflexes’’ of officer
Alvarez, so carefully portrayed by the
detectives, were the comments of one of
these two detectives on what the detective
first noticed when'he walked in the video
arcade less than ten minutes after Nevell
JTohnson was murdered. ‘'l observed of-
ficer Alvarez with a small black revolver
tucked in his gunbelt. I approached of-
ficer Alvarez and asked him if he was in-
volved. He said he had just taken this
gun, he pointed at his gunbelt, off the vic-
tim. i had noidea what had occurred, the
officer advised me he had been pushed.”
Remember, that this is a prosecution
witness answering direct questioning
from the prosecutor.

This detective’s testimony about the
“small black revolyer’ isclearly intended
to deal with a particularly thorny pro-
blem in this case. The problem is: that
Nevell Johnson did not have a gun and
that no one that night in the arcade saw

_either Alvarez or his partner Louis Cruz

take any gun out from under Nevell
Johnson’s shirt, Therefore no one will
testify to such a thing at the trial. There-
fore an expert prosecution witness:has al-
ready stated inareport last fall'that Alva-
rez “‘left the gameroom without taking
Johnson’s handgun, a stolen .22 Satur-
day night special.”® Evidently, what
everyone did see that night is both Alva-
rez and Cruz running out to their police
cruiser immediately after the shooting to
“radio for help.”” It was only afrer these
two cops had been out to their car that
Alvarez was seen with a:small gun *‘tuck-
ed in his belt.!" This is indeed a problem.

One of the key remaining disagree-
ments between the prosecution and
defense centers on whether or mnot
Alvarez’s revolver was cocked. If what
got revealed at this hearing is the bottom
line of the prosecution’s ‘‘evidence”
against Alvarez, then the answer to that
question, according to the police sum-
mary report written on January 5, 1982,
and according to sworn depositions made
of the detectives who conducted the
irivestigation, Alvarez’s gun was not
cocked. It.comes as na surprisethat these
are the terms of disagreement in this trial.
Either way it goes on these terms, it’s.a

_question of ‘“‘accident.”” Maybe a few

degrees here and there, but still *‘acci-
dent.” What gall these pigs have. Did
Alvarez cock his gun?!? Not only did he
cack it, he put it right to Nevell Johnson's
head and pulled the trigger. There is
another problem with the police story on
these terms: at least one cop had trouble
on the witness stand remembering the
story line. The detective contradicted his
earlier written statements by claiming thal
Alvarez really told himhe *‘did not recall”
if the gun was cocked. It will be interesting
to see if this detective gets charged with
perjury like at least two Overtown youth
have been, who said they saw the gun
planted on Nevell Johnson by the polic%



P Greetings Comrades,

The following account was sent by a
| reader in Allentown, Pennswvama

| am writing this to mform you of N

some happenings inAllentown, Pa. | SN s
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pomical acﬂvity around the RW and lhe
“Call to Debate the Nature of the Soviet
Union™ leaflets, the camp remained a &

¢

i camps in Fountain Park. This park lies

started this before | saw the RW article T
on the "“accidental nuclear attack war- g
| ning in Allentown. (See AW No. 238,
“Three Minutes in Allentown.") A
Last spring, a few homeless pro- o
letarian youth' and others began getting
organized around establishing mobile 7%

i
=

about a mile from downtown Allentown
and was a frequent sleeping place for
the homeless. The idea of security in
numbers was accentuated by the rapes
and robberies of others trying to get a %
night's sleep as well as some personal
I' experience of our own: This park seem-
ed ideal because of its long winding
nature .and heavy tree cover. It seems to 29
have fit in well with plans during WW2
to hide factories and mills from air raids
| as it borders a Mack Truck plant and a
metal fabricatar. The heavy concentra- B
tion of willow trees earned it the name
of *Vietnam' during the '60s. This park

g 5

™ also leads into the most popular youth §

hangout, Lehigh Parkway, and was seen =2
as an escape route out of downtown o *
fast and unseen.
These camps'were cons!ructed out of "
trashpickings of carpet and sofas, etc.,
as well as donations, including tools
| and a tent. The need to be mabile was
8 hammered home by harassment from
assholes and police. One campsite was
sprayed down with:water hoses frorn
above to "put out the fire."
As our numbers grew so did a Sup
. port network among the downtown
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= youth. Many will face the housing crisis s

sooner or later and supported the idea
of safe communal emergency housing
being established. These camps also
provided a safe haven from the =&
Hamilton Mall Shopping:Center clamp-¥
down on youth. We based ourselyes on | &
the understanding that we would only
be allowed to continue until school |
began and the Mall had been ¢ 3‘
“pacified.” ———mlTY

in mid-July we moved into a previous-

'\..

1 Iy built “fort'" that had since becomea" o e
&Y sieeping place after theoriginal =

builders were cleared out by the pohce '
This 15'%25' wooden shack was soon
, transformed into'a full home unit with
kitchen, bathing and swimming = .
facilities; and declared a équatters w2 "‘
| camp. Bk
We continued to build'and decorate } ,' -
over the next month and a half as well g
as feed and house over 50 people at
various times. This included “out of ~ e
towners" passing thru, which seerned to !\...
rouse the interest of the police as .
N undercover cops asked us and others
. about the camp's connection to some { =
vague ‘'cross country tour.” This was §
right before the Peace Walk from New §
York City to Washington, D.C. was
siated to complete on August 27th. Up
until the end of August, police had <&
maintained sporadic surveillance and §
periodic checks for fires (illegal except ¥ =
for fishermen and “official picnics!), but \ag
! had not asked tor L.D. or searched - ;
anyone. Although some of the squatters§
and supporters were involved with
= — .
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means of survival rather than'a con- %

scious tool to reach people politically.
{ This was transformed by the ! ‘clamp-
L down'"on youth at the mall, as uanous
B B\ means of protest were debated. The ¢ '
I more advanced youth saw the need to ﬂ “'

, putout a leaflet exposing the connec: [

; tion of local police actions against W™

il “undesirables” and the overall context “"‘?\
of war preparations for World War 3.
This leaflet was released the first day of 2% %
the Allentown Fair (the big deal around S%=5
here). Unlike the usual hassles for sell-
ing the AW or leafletting the
Fairgrounds (also the scene of most of
A-town's rock concerts) we were left
alone for the four-day event. This includ-
-ed holding a'large banner less than 50
ft. from the security guards! office.on
Labor Day which read: I don't believe
i there are any Russians and there ain't
noyanks. . .there's only corporate g3
criminals playing with tanks!" and
“Patriotism Is poison; Workers have no
country, We are internationalists!"

This lack of police response was
1 noticed two days later when police raid-

{ ed ourcamp the first day of school,
Sept. 7th. We had an AW "‘conspiracy’!

4 poster as well as our leaflets and poster
for a.demo around the U.S.S.A. (sic) role
in Nicaragua laying about and'taped to
the walls, Brawings of burning U.S.§
flags didn't.even bring out the usual
anticommunist remarks; instead these
professionals netted a runaway and a @8
delinquent fine payer after checking
everyone's |.D. During this raid the
police were forced to admit that they
had no reports against us by some
steelworkers who came away from their
jobs to find out why police were after us
— “‘who'had been there all summer 4
& Without any problems." These workers;

| as well as the water workers, had
helped us by sneaking us into the*
plants far showers and fresh water, and
refusmg to tear down our camp when

" told'to by their foremen. ;

1 OnFriday, Sept. 9th, we had'a party
i thatlasted until 2:00 am. There were on-
| ly four people in camp sleeping when
two individuals entered about 3:00,
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claiming to be after someone not |
associated with us'who had ripped ¢
them off. After being told he wasn't |
there;by those who woke up, they began
! using our tools to. smashithings and
beat'the others. They repeatedly said,
» "“Who the hell do you people think you
| are? We're goingito burn this place
down!" R - oA
| After they left the place hurnlng and
some of us hurt, the police and fire
‘- departments showed up right away but
left the camp burned to the ground. The
police took a full report as well as tak-
B | ing one of us to the hospital for a head
injury, but wouldn't let us.go thru the
mug shots to try and Identify our at-
tackers.
The two people who remained in the D
il area were awakened to a massive |
military-style search operation, sup-
posedly for an escaped convict named
i Grello. Unlike the newspaper articles
S told it, the police pointed shotguns at §i
= these youth (who looked nothing like
Grello) as they were searched down to
¥ the telephone numbers in their wallets.
. B These youth had just talked to police
{ hours before; and given the planning of
4 this operation which was recounted in

e
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'nespaper articles, it is unlikely the at-

tack onus and the fire wasn't mentlon
edat the 5:30'am police briefing. The =
front page Sunday paper claimed that
we were “found” when the police knew
that we were there all summer. The arti- |3’
cle said nothing about the attack on us,
but made a point of mentioning that one
youth was a diabetic and had syringes ¥
on him, which seemed to be aimed at
creating unfavorable opinion against us
since we had told the reporter every-
thing. And this is hardly “reporting the s
news.” . il
The same article also noted that the
chief of operations had *'advised them }
to.check around the remains of the
shack for anything that could be salvag- |
ed and then located elsewhere.” In a %
follow-up article in the local section the®
reporter notes “together, state police, 4
FBI and Allentown police could come &

8 up with only two youths sleeping under
#l clothes on the property of a metal

-

fabricator, no trace of Grello; or
evidence that he had/been there." (Nole
all raids, including his further capture,
were carried out by local police only —
no state pigs or FBI, including when %
they knew where he was in Bethlehem:. )
The picture on the front page showed
police at the waterworks, dlractly =0
across from our former camp.
While moving supplies to a new
campsite (one built for:an emergency) ¥
on Wednesday, Sept. 14th, we were told [
by a steelworker that'two uniformed
police and four plainclothes detectives
or FBl agents had been poking around *
the remains of our former.camp the day
before and had told the workers we had
an internal fight and burnedthe place
ourselves, Later an older water worker
that had heard things about the fire told
us he was better off keeping his mouth ¢
shut about ' what he had heard. ~EIk
On Sept. 15th, hours after camp - :
members and supporters marched ina _} }
Nicaragua demo with red flags and a j "
banner calling for victory to world <%
revolution, two undercover cops came
into our camp and got the drop on us
with'a .45 pistol. They said, "0O.K,, &
everybody freeze, Where's Grello?"" They |
kept the drop on us'without yet identify-
ing themselves as police and question- ¢
ed us about how many lived there, how
long; and asked if we had any weapons.
As they were leaving they ran into peo-
ple bringing in supplies and called two /
squad cars which arrived immediately
to harass and question us. 7
Over the next two months, we were
forced'to move twice and experienced
about eight more raids, which included
remarks from police about the fire and
danger of living in the woods. . . .
Towards the end of '83 the police
began accusing us of being a guerrilla "
training camp based on our defensive
measures which included an 8-foot-high !
barrier of dead trees and brush surroun- ¢
ding our camp and punji stakes and trip- %8
wires inside the compound. We assume
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Glimpse of the Future

Continued from page 4
g0 [0'war.

Bob Avakian: You're the type of person who, when they fire the first missile,
is going to besaying, *‘How do | know that?"* See, we shouldn't’be so blind and
pragmatic. You should look at what they are actually preparing and how they
are preparing public opinion. Why have they got people standing in long gas-
lines? It’s not just to extort higher gas prices. It's to get people used to what
went on in World War 2, rationing and everything else.

Dave Parierson: Raticnalizing is a pretty good word for what you're doing.
You're taking all these things that are/happening and using them as:some sort
of a scheme to getus set up forsomething. (A pplause)

Bob Avakian: What happened in Angola? What is happening in Ethiopia?
The Russian and the American imperialists — both' of them — are presently
fighting. . .

Dave Patterson: They're playing games with each other. :

Bob Avakian: That's not a game when people are getting killed. They are
fighting through proxy troops right now. In fact, they even switched partners.

Dave Patierson: Wait, that doesn’t have anything to do with us.

Bob Avakian: 1t doesn’t? Well, it has to do with people all over this country
and all over this world.

Dave Parrerson: Not in this studio,

Bob Avakian: Maybe you're so narrow-minded as to think that. Maybe your
world isn’t any broader than this studio, but most people have to be concerned
about the whole world. That's what we're concerned about, because we want
Lo make revolution and get rid of the system thatcauses thismisery and oppres-
sion throughout the whole world. That’s why the first step is to rise up and
overthrow the capitalist system and defeat their armed forces.

Dave Patterson: How are you going to do that? Are you going to shoot me?
Is that the thing to do?

Bob Avakian: | don't think the question is you. You seem to be too much
hung-up on yourself, (Scattered applause and jeering) We're talking about the
conditions of the masses of people out here. We're talking about changing a
system that is going to force hundreds.of millions of people to face nuclear war
— if we don’t abolish the system first, We're talking about millions and tens of
millions, of people being organized by our Party, being politically educated,
and fighting consciously to rise up and make revolution with guns in hand.
Now that's a question of fighting and dying for our own interests.

Dave Patterson: What's the difference between you and somebody like the

Symbionese Liberation Army?

Bob Avakian: The difference is that they didn’t believe thai masses of people
— in particular the working class, who are the backbone of this society but are
enslaved under capitalism — they didn’t believe the masses could recognize
their own revolutionary interests. Theydidn't believe people could be educated
to rise aboye all these petty divisions — such as Black and white, men and
women — which the capitalists sow in our ranks. They didn’t believe people
could become conscious of the need, and therefore become willing and deter-
mined, to rise up and put everything on the line to.make revolution. That is
what we believe. Revolution is a question of the masses of people rising up, not
a question of a few heroes.

Dayve Patrerson: When do you decide that it's time to go? When do you
decide that it’s time to get the guns and go out?

Bob Avakian: You'see, we're oul here every day. in these factories:and these
housing projects. . .

Da:e Patterson: Okay, I understand that but I'said how do you decide when
to go?

Bob Avakian: 'm explaining that to you. We're out every day/in the streets
with the people when they hit the streets to fight back against this system,
whether it's in‘the factory, the neighborhood, or wherever it might be. We are
out there when they take to the streets against these nuclear outrages (whether
you recognize them or not, two hundred thousand or more have already
recognized them and decided that they hadto do something about them). And
many more millions of people will come into motion as they see world war
looming and much more clearly on the horizon. We're going to be in the:'midst
of all that and we’ll be talking to people as we are every day. We know when
they agree with us; we know to whal degree they agree with us; we know to
what degree they disagree with us because we are not afraid to go out and
criticizeand struggle and argue with them. We talk and argue with them openly -
about what has to be done and listen to what they have tosay, and we try to
show them that the only way forward is revolution. Right now we influence
tens of thousands of people. When we're able to influence hundreds of
thousands and millions and tens of millions of people — as things sharpen up
and people see more clearly the bankruptcy of this system, as they see more
clearly that the only answer the system has to this economic crisis (which
nobody can deny) is to go to war, when they say, ‘‘I’ve had enough, mavbeit’s
true what you say and maybe it’s about time we did something aboul it in a
thoroughgoing way'" — rhen, we will be there with the military plans and lead
them in armed reyolution.

“(Continued next week)

The First Significant Deepening of Lenin’s

*“This is a provocative reinterpretation of
‘Marx and Lenin from a viewpoinl opposed
to capifalism and imperialism and also
opposed to what it calls the ‘social:
imperialism’ of the Soviet Union. It is
therefore worth reading as an unusual point

of view, rigorously presenfed."”
—Howard Zinn
Professor of Political Science, Boston University
author of A Peaple’s History of the United States

““From a theoretical perspective, the chief
significance of this book is the way it
develops Marxist political economy in the
light of Lenin's analysis of imperialism. It
argues that the laws of capitalisi
accumulation now operate al the level of the
world as a whale, including hoth East and
West. The problems of individual countries
must {herefore be seen in the context of (he
world system. This is an important argument
and it is developed here not only with
scholarly care but also with an eye (o the

gaidance it provides for political action,"'
—Edward Nell
Professor of Economies,
Gradubte Facily at the New School for Social Research
author of Growth: Profits und Property

Americd in Decline is 3 multivolume study
of the origins and implications of the
contemporary erisis of world capitalism.

Thiswark breaks new ground and offers fresh
insights inito the nature and history. of
monopoly capitalism. Iis theoretical point of
departure is the integrating and' determining
role of the world imperialist economy. The
strugtures and trends of particular national
economies can only be understood in:light of
a world dynamic, Indeed, the contradictions,
tensions, and conflicts {o which imperialism
gives rise must ultimately — and can only
under this system — be resolved through' the
forcible recasting of international relations,
that is, through world war, Al the same time,
revolutionary. upheavals are inextricably
bound up with and profoundly influence this
world dynamic. Anterica in Decline
represents 4 remarkable defense and the first
significant deepening of Lenin's theory of
imperialism.

America in

An Analysis D 1 @
of the Developnients e C Llne
Toward War and Revolufion, s
mithe LS and Worldwide, in the 19805,

Raymond Lotta with Frank Shantion VOl ' l

Volume 1 contains three introductory studies.
The first chapler lays the theoretical
foundation for the work asa whole and sets
forth its principal theses. The second chapter
surveys the rise and ascendance of LLS.
imperialism, emphasizing these factors which
would play a crucial part in the bolstering
and unraveling of its international position in
the years dfter 1945, The third chapter
subjeets the received tradition of Comintern
erisis theory. to blistering criticism:

America in Decline is an immensely
important and timely work. Three/decades of
the greatest growth in'the history of
capitalism Have now led to/a crisis of massive
proportions and brought the world to the
precipice of the most destructive war in

human history. America in Décline. combines
a mastery of material with a sense of
urgency. Marxism here is presented and

- applied with rigor and with vision.-No one

wishing to understand the causes and
dimensions of the world crisis of the 1980s
and the potential that it holds for
revolutionary transformation can afford to
overlook this work.

278.pp.
$21.95 Cloth

Include $1.00"postage

Order [rom Banner Press
P.0. Box 6469
Chicago, Illinois 60680
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that these accusations resulted ina
threat to firebomb the camp for this
reason by one of the guys involved in
the first attack and fire.

The police then carried out thé first
overt political act by tearing down our
red flag flying over the compound after
a4:00 am raid and search before
Christmas. '

On January 2nd, '84, we were raided
again by six cops looking for a
“*Harvey." Of course, not finding him,
they continued with the normal search
and I.D. check. This time they tore up
our tripwires and kicked down the punji
stakes and informed us not to replace
them as someone might get hurt. About
two hours later a fire inspector showed
up and said that the camp will have to
be torn down as an unfit living structure
and a fire hazard. We were told we had a
few days to get out. On January 4th,
about 9:30'am, we were awakened to
threats to kick the door in. We were told
by the police that we had 30 minutes to
get our stuff together and split. Im-
mediately they started tearing the place
apart, with us still in'it. One of the cops
sald in front of us two or three times
that: “The only way to get these people
out is to burn them out."" As these pigs
took delight in tearing down the camp,
we collected what we could and we
took it outside the compound. We tried
totalk to the city workers as they arriv-
ed but were ordered to leave under
threat of arrest for "'defiant
trespassing." We hid what we could ina
pre-arranged hiding place and made our
way to downtown. We heard the nuclear
alert sirens but paid no attention. We
didn't know we could have been atomic
fallout until the next day's paper inform-
ed us that of all the 44 counties alerted,
only Lehigh County had been ready for
war! We wondered if that included civil
war, but.on second thought we didn't
doubt it for a minute. We had come to
the same conclusion as the AW article
that the likelihood of the “accidental"
alarm being some kind of test was very
real, and we found itiironic that we may.
have unknowingly provided the state a
little opportunity to:prepare their forces
for the war at home. It reminded me of a
story from one af the East.Germman
peace activists/l read in the RW where
he described being/trained'in the East
German army.during some student
unrest;‘how to mop up in thestreets,
how to herd people together with the
use of water cannon, and even sup:
posedly how to hunt ‘troublemakers’in
the hills around. the town. ..."

In struggle,
In Allentown



The
Neo-colonial
Red Carpet
Treatment

Continued from page 5

hardware that could be sold to China.
Such military influence would make
China a tougher nut to crack for the
Soviets, while notsignificantly improving
China's capability to strike outward. An
agreement to start an exchange of
military officials between the U.S. and
China was reviewed during Weinberger’s
trip to Peking last year. Presumably, such
exchanges will help the U.S. establish
more direct contacts with figures in the
Chinese military. The U.S. is also step-
ping up coordination with China in the
intelligence field. Recently, Chinese
foreign minister Wu Xuegian held a
secret meeting with CIA director William
Casey in Washington. Although the sub-
ject of the talks was not revealed, thereis
some-speculationthat it dealt with covert
action in Afghanistan and Indochina. In
October, the director of the U.S. Defense
Intelligence Agency made an unpubli-
cized stopover in Peking, a stop which
possibly included coordination of U.S.
intelligence on the Soviet Union.

The China Market

Although the political and strategic
aspects of Zhao’s trip — and indeed of
the U.S.-Chinarelationsasawhole—are
principal, the economic aspect certainly is
still of significance. For some in the U:S.
the phrase “‘open door,”’ it seems, still
manages (o conjure up visions of a huge
market for imperialist feasting. In the late
1800s, the U.S., then a rapidly rising
power in the worldwide imperialist
scramble for colonies and spheres of in-
fluence, pushed its own interests in the

carving up of China under the -name of

the “‘Open Door Policy.'" The Christian
Science Monitor remarked that, **Today,
as more thana century ago, the dream of
furnishing 'oil for the lamps of China
beguiles the American businessman.’’ In
an editorial titled **China’s Open Door to
Nuclear Trade,”’ the New York Times
pointed out that the mere consummation
by China of an agreement to buy reac-
tor hardware from France *“‘has incited
American nuclear vendors, desperate for
foreign 'sales now that domestic orders
have ceased, to fight the French for the
lucrative Chinese market they envisage."’

Indeed, several agreements that were

signed or discussed during the trip are in-
tended to smooth the way for the penetra-
tion of U.S. capital into China. Under
one agreement, according to the New
York Times, *‘China would provide in-
formation on majorindustrial projectsin
which it wants American participation,
and' the U.S. would agree to: facilitate
consultations, financing and bidding by
American companies.” Under discussion
is a treaty that would more precisely
define the legal ins and outs of U.S. in-
vestments in China, China was the first,
“communist’™ country to sign such a
treaty. The list of countries who've signed
similar agreements with the U.S. in the
past few years — Egypt, Haiti, Panama
and Senegal — gives an idea of the kind
of:dependent relations that such treaties
are intended to reinforce. According to
one Reagan administration official, ‘‘At
the top of the present agenda'’. of
negotiations taken up during the Zhao
trip was a proposed agreement permitting
China access to American nuclear reac-
tors and other “‘peaceful’’ nuclear
technology. The official predicted that
the nuclear pact would probably be sign-
ed during Reagan's visit to China in
April.

Within China, the revisionist regime
has been taking steps to insure greater in-
flux. of foreign capital. One of the
measures is the law on joint ventures
adopted last year. The new rules, explain-
ed Beijing Review, ‘‘show China’s deter-
mination to adheretoa policy of opening
1o the outside world. By giving favorable
treatment to Chinese-foreign joint ven-
tures; the new regulations will insure pro-
fits. for the industrialists.”” The
‘‘favorable treatment’ includes lenient

tax and custom policies, more “‘soft
management'’ as compared to regular
enterprises, and permilling a greater por-
tion of the products to be marketed in
China rather than abroad.

Of course, the revisionists.explain that
all this's indication of greater *‘economic
cooperation'" between China and the ad-
vanced capitalist countries, Bul the revi-
sionists themselves shamelessly adventise
just what such *‘cooperation’” entails.
Zhao, for instance, told reporters that,
““The U.S. is the biggest developed coun-
try in the world. It has capital and
technology. China is the biggest develop-
ing country in the world. It has untapped
resources and materials. Sothere is much
that our two sides can do'in developing
economic.cooperation and trade between
our two countries.”’ A similar theme was
sounded last November during the trip by
Hu Yaobang, the secretary general of the
revisionist party, to the Deng regime’s
otherimperialist main state, Japan. Beij-
ing Review declared that “China
abounds in natural resources while Japan
has advanced science and technology.
There are many ways in which the twona-
tions can complement each other.’ Im-
perialism and revisionist China certainly
“‘complement each other' —in theman-
ner of & servant ‘‘complementing!” his
master.

Dealing for
“The Long-Term"

However, while the flow of Western
capital into China is real'and on the rise,
this is taking place in the context of a
sharp and fundamental crisis of the entire
imperialist system. The newly published
America In Decline points out: **. . .even
the opening of a vast new market in the
colonies:may not, at.a given point in a
spiral, substantially push forward ac-
cumnulation. That China, for instance,
has thrown itself open to Western capital
— its capitulation at least now taking the
form of moving into the orbit of the
Western bloc — has hadino significant
leavening effect on crisis, nor has it ob-
viated the need for total redivision, vi-
sions of a one-billion person consumer
market notwithstanding. The depth of
the world ‘economic crisis, from which
China is now hardly immune, sets limits
to the tapping of these possibilities and
the intensity of interimperialist rivalry
imposes additional® constraints on the
viability of piecemeal restructuring’’
(Raymond Lotta with Frank Shannon
[Chicago: Banner Press, 1984], 175n, p.
154). In'short, the only way for the U.S.
and other imperialist powers of its blocito
forge a basis for a revitalized spiral of ac-
cumulation and pursue a more thorough
penetration: of areas like China is to
defeat the rival imperialist bloc headed by
the Soviet Union in an all-out war for
redivision of the world.

While the *‘opening’’ of China indeed
has not had any “*significant leavening ef-

fect on crisis,'" the question of which im- |

perialist blec China is attached to is of
paramount strategic-military significance
in the preparations for and waging of the
world war. Thus, even the ‘‘economic’’
questions discussed during Zhao’s (rip
must be looked at in this light.
Facilitating a somewhat greater flow of
capital and technology to China, for ex-
ample, is intended in part to give Deng
some ammunition against forces within
China who argue that capitulation to'the
West/(asopposed to'the Soviets) iscosting
too. much in terms of pressure from the
Soviets, while China is getting too little in
ereturn. As for the proposed accord of

~ transfer of ‘‘peaceful’ nuclear

technology to China, it is of course no
secret that nuclear power technology is
very much linked with nuclear weapons
development and the operation of
*‘peaceful nuclear reactors with produc-
tion of materials for nuclear weapons.
China already possesses nuclear weapons
and some long-range delivery systems
capable of reaching fairly deeply into
Soviet: territory. (although these are, of
course, nothing like the nukes deployed
by either the Soviets or the U.S.). Again,
the US. is not aiming to pump up China
too'muchbeyond present levels. Through
the agreement on nuclear technology, the
U.S. hopes to exercise more control over
China’s nuclear development. The
preconditions set forth by the U.S. for the
signing of the accord have been that
China agree to ‘‘safeguards’’ such as
U.S8. veto over the transfer of
U.S.-supplied nuclear fuel and
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Edited with an introduction by Raymond Lotta
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agrees with Lotta's thesis.,’

nderstanding the developments of 1973-76, whether or not one
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“The ‘gang of four,' according to Lotta, was actually.a ‘gang of %
five! including and led by Mao himself, because these revolu- /
tionaries were Mao's close allies and ardent supperiers. In'a %
lengthy introduction (pp. 1-50), Lotta traces the fierce struggle as /
it evolved in the years during 1973-76 between the Left led by %
Mao who strived to reaffirm and extend the innovations of the /
Cultural Revolution and the anti-Mao forces grouped around %
Zhou Enlai and Deng Xiaoping who sought to reverse the ‘correct %
verdicts’ on the Cultural Revolution. Lotta asserts that Mao's //;
‘last great battle’ was ended in a right-wing coup barely one %
month after Mao's death resulting in the ouster of the four most /
prominent followers of Mao, and that the post-Mao leaders have %
repudiated Mao's revolutionary lineand instituted a revisionist é
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Also included in the volume are more than 50 documents and
articles mostly published in Red Flag, Study and Criticism, and
People’s Daily. These are highly useful reference materials for

technology to third party countries and
over reprocessing of nuclear waste to
make weapons grade material. Last year,
China joined the International Atomic
Energy Agency. And during his U.S. visit
Zhao publicly declared that China would
agree to the preconditions set by the U.S,,
thus clearing the way for the signing of
the-agreement.

However, the aforementioned New
York Times editorial, **China's Open
Door to Nuclear Trade,” still expressed
concern about the nuclear pact. The
editorial talked of the “uncertain’ future
of “*China’s policy after the departure of
the B0-year-old Deng Xiaoping.” “Any
deal,”’ cautioned the Times, “‘needs to be
fashioned for the long-term, not

522 pp. $5.95 (paper)
$15.00 (cloth)
Include 75¢ postage

Available from Banner Press

P.O. Box 6469

Chicago, lllinois 60680

Also available at Revolution BooKs stores and outlets,

see addresses on page 4. 3

November elections.” Could dramatic
changes in China in the not-too-distant
future (note the reference to *‘the depar-
ture of the 80-year-old Deng") put sen-
sitive: nuclear: technology in the wrong

' hands, wonders the Times. What is strik-

ing here is that despite the revisionists’
willing assent to agree to the various
preconditions in order to.get a little hand-
out from their masters, despite the steps
inintegrating China further into the bloc,
and despite Zhao's pledge that China's
open door 'will never close again, the im-
perialists are still very much worried that
such a crucial and strategic area for them
might get very shaky very quickiy. This is
a sharp reflection of the intensity and
volatility of the world situation today. [
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