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3 TO 10 FOR HAMMERING U.S. WAR PLANS

VINDICTIVE SENTENCE FOR
PLOWSHARES 8§

On September 9, 1980, the
Plowshares B entered a local GE
assembly plant in King of Prussia, Pen-
nsylvania, destroying two of the
government ‘s prized nosecones for their
Mark 12-A nuclear warheads and svm-
bolically pouring blood all over the
premises in a powerful exposure'of the
U.S. rulers’ intensifying preparations
for nuclear war. Last week after a
lengthy kangaroe trial that compound-
ed this exposure, the Plowshares 8 were
sentenced. The government exacted its
revenge. All received prison terms on
charges of burglary and 5-10 year pro-
bation terms (1o go into effect afrer the
senlences are served) for “‘criminal con-
spiracy.’” The sriffest sentences were
meted out to Philip and Daniel Ber-
rigan, Rey, Carl Kabalt and John
Schuchart, who were given prison terms
of 3-10 years. The other four—Molly
Rush, Sister Anne Montgomery, Elmer
Mass and Dean Hammer—were given
sentences ranging trom a minimum of |
1/2 years to 5 vears, and all were
ordered to pay the prosecution costs for
their convictions as well, Sentences for
convictions on additional charges of
criminal mischief were suspended—the
government having made ils point,

The harshness of the sentencing was a
shock (0 many around the country for
whom this trial has increasingly become
an eyeopener—including local
townspeople in Norristown, PA where
the trial was held, the lawyers, and legal
clerks. The gavernment’s early attempis
1o poriray the 8—well known for their

pacifist views—as terrorists had run dry
and fooled no one. As some 200 sup-
porters who waited oni the courthouse
steps. heard the ‘announcement of the
sentence, the reaction varied from open
weeping to furious outrage,

Wihile many bepan to pray and sing,
sparks of anger erupted from the
crowd. “‘Down with the judge!™
shouted one woman. “*Bring that judge
down here! No bombs, no war, open up
the prison door!™ As some attempied
10 quiet her, she résponded, *‘Unless
you get angry, you're always going to
gel trampled on in this country.™ Inside
the courtroom one supporter stood and
shouted, “*This sentence is outrageous
and I stand in opposition to it!”* For
once, the bailiffs did not pounce at the
first sign of another outburst. After all,
as far as the government was concern-
ed, the case was closed.

This case, however, is hardly
closed—most especially the case made
by the Plowshares 8 againsi the criminal
plans of the U.S. rulers to plunge
millions into the inferno of a third im-
perialist world war, something the 8
have struggled to bring out throughout

the trial despite the efforts of the state

to cover this all up with every means al
its disposal, short of outright binding
and gagging the defendants.
Significantly, after the government had
repeatedly refused to allow the defen-
dants 1o present expert
wilnesses—whaose (estimony on the ef-
fects of nuclear weapons, U.S. war
preparations, and other questions could

have proved'most embarrassing for the
U.S. rulers—they suddenly felt com-
pelled to afford two of Lhese witnesses
(Dr. Robert! Lifton, a Yale professor
and a specialist in the psychological
consequences of mass destruction; and
Dr. Richard Anderson Falk, a
Princeton professor and expent on in-
ternational law) the “‘right*’ to testify al
the sentencing in a feeble attempt to
paper over their heavy-handed conduct
of the (rial itself. The sentences,
however, had' already been prepared
well in advance during Judge Salus’
consultations with a number of his
“honorable’” colleagues.

During the sentencing procedure, the
judge mentioned his: extreme displea-
sure that Daniel Berrigan had travelled
1o Ireland to express solidarity with the
struggle: there and attempted 1o visil
Bobby Sands before his death, and that
Philip Berrigan'had been pholographed
by the newspapers al a demonsiration
in Washington. Not only were these ac-
tiops possible violation of bail terms,
Salus explained, but they **show intran-
sigence and a penchant for professional
protestations.” He went on 10 make
allegations that one of the Plowshares 8
supporiers had spat on a juror, thal the
Plowshares 8 were somehow responsi-

ble for the press “‘harassing'’ several

jurors and that one of the defendants
had personally called up and “*hassled™
one of the jurors as well. When several
of the 8'demanded that he corroborate
his charges, he sneered, ‘'l don't have
fo." : :

That the government has been par-
ticularly wounded and angered by this
whole affair was revealed in the
vengelul remarks of Judge Salus as he

‘outlined his own ‘“‘personal choices’’

for sentencing: “‘My: first choice would
be to send all 8 to a leper colony in
Puerlo Rico and have them minister to
the people there. The second choice is
to send them to Soviet Russia to make
them' commit a similar protest (o the
one Lhey committed here and' let them
appreciate the democratic System they
have. . .they would certainly end up in
Siberia.' The judge wenl on (o' man-
date the prison terms:as well as revok-
ing bail in a move that one of the
lawyers described as “‘highly unusual.”’

As il turns out, Siberia was un-
necessary (o make the 8 “*appreciate the
democratic system they have here."* In-
deed, this was an all-American
sentence, and proof that the U.S. rulers
wanted to see an example made of the
Plowshares 8. The 8 have declared from
the ‘outset that it is their accusors who
have been on trial. Judge Salus admil-
ted as much stating, *“The court is in a
no-win situation. The court, the system,
the aceepted policies, the majority are
all'on trial here."

*“Qur aim during the trial,’".said
Philip Berrigan, reflecting the defiant
stand of all' 8, “*was to tell the truth, not
to win'exoneration or acquittal. . .GE s
not only a corporale pirate, bul a cor-
porate war criminal as well."" [l
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the plane touched down, the
demonstrators wused their combined
weight to pull.doewn the fence.

Alarmed by the scene at the airport
and worried about what the days ahead
would hold, the New Zealand Herald
summed up the next morning that the
tour was entering ‘‘its second day with
28 people already arrested, a policeman
injured, a prediction of many more ar-
rests. . ."" On the following day, accor-
ding (o sparse accounts of the protest
against the tour in the L.S. press, there
was a large and militant demonstration
at the first match played at Gisborne on
July 22, and the match at Hamilton last
Sunday had to be cancelled after
demonstrators stormed the field.

The rulers of New Zealand have good
reason to sound the alarm, for a very
broad' movement has developed against
the tour of the Springboks rugby
team—Itargeting them as agents of the
bestial system of apartheid in South
Africa—and this movement is increas-
ingly stepping outside the bounds of
protest tolerated by the authorities. The
extent of popular opposition was
demonstrated earlier this year by the
marches-held throughout the country
on May Ist. HART estimated these
demonstrations to number 75,000 peo-

ple in 29 localities. In Auckland, the

march of 20,000, which al ‘one stage
blocked the entire length of Queen
Street, was the biggest demonstration
seen in New Zealand since the early
1970s.

In the weeks following these
demonstrations, the New Zealand gov-
ernment headed by Prime Minister
Muldoon made'it increasingly clear that
it was going to allow the tour to go
ahead, public opposition be damned.
But the government was already being
thrown onto the defensive politically.
Muldoon and Foreign Minister Talboys
were forced to yap about their *‘per-
sonal opposition’’ ta apartheid and the
tour, and pulled out the lame excuse for
allowing it (o proceed that New Zealand
has a long-standing *‘democratic tradi-
tion’” of not denying visas or passports
for political reasons. Slipping and

sliding, the government then passed the
hot potato to the New Zealand Rugby
Football Union, which the government
urged to keep the tour on. Muldoon’s
attempted fence-silling was not very
convincing and only angered many
more for his disgusting hypocrisy.

It was a foregone conclusion that the
Rugby Union would approve the tour,
and when it did on July 10, hundreds of
demonstrators assembled that same
night in front of the Air New Zealand
ticket offices in_downtown Auckland.
When they began to move oul onto
Queen Street chanting and blocking
traffic, scores of police, backed up with
three paddywagons, went after them.
‘‘Flying wedge squads’’ of police were
sent out (o snatch selected protesters.
Scuffles broke oul in many places, 12
were ‘arrested and charged with
‘‘breaches of the peace.”’

More peace-breaching took place the

next day as Prime Minister Muldoon

was on his way info a stadium in
Christchurch to see a tennis match.
There a Methodist minister dropped 30
silver coins at the Prime Minister’s feet,
as S0 people chanted ‘‘Judas.” The
minister was arrested, along with
another protestor who burst through
the police cordon to confront Muldoon,
and a third man who was accused of
trying to deflate the tires of a police car.
In still another action, a clothed dum-
my was thrown in the path of
Muldoon’s car, protesting a recent
statement of his thal government cars
might not stop for demonstrators.
These stepped-up protests against the
New Zealand authorities and the tour
led 1o a swifl escalation in the govern-
ment’s attacks against the movement in
the media. After the HART national
council urged their supporters 1o use all
means to/disrupt the tour, going “‘to the
edge of the law,™ they were accused by
Chief Superintendent Dayvies, the man
in charge of police protection for the
tour, of *‘setting the scene for a violent
confrontation.” The presently out-of-
power Labour Party then got into the
act. The shadow Minister of Police call-
ed the movement's activities a recipe for
“‘provocations, confrontation and
disaster.”” According to the Auckland
Star, this great friend of labor intoned
that *‘the rights and freedoms which a
democratic society granted and pro-

“tected had to be exercised peacefully

and within the law.'" In fact, the New
Zealand ruling class is
demonstraling repeatedly that they
make and enforce the laws of the land
to defend their interests and theirs
alone, and that their much ballyhooed
“democratic rights’" exist for the
masses of people only so long as they do
not mount a' serious challenge Lo the
rulers’ authority and their system. In
numerous statements and actions (aken
to date, the New Zealand bourgeoisie
has made it very clear that it is fully
prepared to meet this challenge with the
naked power of their state ap-
paratus—as many thousands more peo-
ple have learned recently in increasingly
tense and militant confrontations with
the helmeted protectors of law and
order.

' The authorities here were surprised
and extremely upset al the massive
groundswell of public opinion and ac-
tion against the Springboks tour. They
undoubtedly hoped that because the
vast majority of people in'New Zealand
are rugby fans,the prospect of hard-
fought games: between the nalional
team The All-Blacks (which refers to
the color of their uniforms not their na-
tionality) .and the South African Spr-
ingboks would neutralize much of the
opposition. But from the first protests
and -actions against this Springboks
tour, the movement has broadened out
to include large numbers of 'students
and teachers, churches, many sports
clubs, government workers, lawyers,
ele. To date several TV sportscasters
have refused (o cover the tour, and two
of the most outstanding members of the
All:Blacks, including the caplain, are
refusing to play. Three others were still
making up their minds before the first
malch. :

In the week preceding the Spring-
boks' arrival, hundreds of students at
several: Catholic schools held mass
meetings and voted overwhelmingly to
withdraw: their teams from the New
Zealand inter-secondary: school rugby
competition to/show their opposition to
apartheid and their government’s com-
plicity. Moves such as these, as well as
the active role being played by students
and youth in 'the demonstrations to
date, have provoked ‘a great deal of
handwringing from various quarters

now

about “‘the kind of example’’ the tour is
setting for ‘‘young people.”’ In fact,
thousands of youth are getting some
very valuable lessons in class struggle
today in New Zealand, something that
can’t be obtained in the classroom or on
the rugby field (at least, playing therel).

As for the New Zealand Federation
of Labour (FOL), it is living up to its
social-democratic reputation. by ex-
pressing verbal opposition to apartheid
and the tour while refusing to take any
practical steps to stop it, The FOL
leaders are leaving it to individual
unions to make their own decisions;
and most of the unions are leaving it (o
their members to make their own deci-
sions. Bul even this wishy-washy and
really: very reactionary stand taken by
these labor aristocrats is a product. of
the growing opposition to the tour
among workers and the masses more
broadly. In many places, such as.among
hotel workers who have been hotly
debating whether to serve the Spring-
boks or not, the management and union
hacks have agreed to allow staff
members opposed to the tour to take
off work without penalty in order (o try
to’ defuse potentially more powerful
disruptions.

The vast majority of the people who
are taking part in demonstrations and
other means of protest are doing so on
the basis of opposing the racist system
of apartheid in South Africa, and
among them there are those who see the
struggle in broader’ terms, striking a
blow against U.S.-led imperialism:and
its world-strangling empire. But there
are also voices appearing from sections
of the bourgeoisie in'opposition to the
tour—and for much different reasons.

As Lhe tour has gone ahead, a recent
editorial by one of New Zealand’s
leading dailies predicted that “‘the split
in the country.on the tour issue will cer-
tainly. be intensified....And il§ conse-
quences would be calamitous for this
little nation.'* Even some trusted ser-
vants of the bourgeoisie such as the
Maori head of the Race Relations
Council came outl against' the tour,
warning of its effects on *‘race rela-
tions’" in New Zealand. While New
Zealand’s nulers have good reason to be
deeply worried about the growing
popular struggle and exposure they are

Continued on page 16
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Below are some excerpts from a re-
cent interview given to' the Revolution-
ary Worker by a U.S. university student
who comes from a Palestinian family.
He just returned from a trip to Lebanon
and the West Bank, where he was tra-
veling for @ month. He was visiting Pa-
lestinian_refugee camps during the re-
cent bombings. The interview is edited
slightly.for clarity in print.

Question: What were some of the
results of the Israeli attacks in southern
Lebanon while you were there?

I stayed in the Rashidia Camp. It is
only 10 miles from the Israeli border in-
side Lebanon. Me and the group I was
touring with stayed in a secondary
school, It was shelled during the night.
We left that afternoon and we returned
and saw some of the damage. There
were Evropeans with us also, We were
all hit oy the fact that this was a purely
civilian target. This shelling took place
by the Phalangists and of course they
are completely backed by the Zionists.
Also that night there were sea opera-
tions where the Phalangists would come
right onto the beach and the Rashidia
Camp was located on the beach.

Before this we had also walked
around the camp and noticed the da-
mage that had been done by air strikes.
It was just devastating. There were so
many huts that had just been built out
of mud and bits of cement and it was
just totalled. Kitchens and everything.
All civilian areas, they were just totally
bombed. It’s obvious from what I saw,

-it’s just a genocidal policy. We met a lit-
tle two-year-old girl there and her fami-
ly and then we left. The massive strike
occurred on July 17th (shortly after we
left this camp). I honestly don’t know if
she'is still alive. ..

One of the most devastating things'is
that the Zionists blew up 8 bridges from
the south to the central region of Leba-
non. While they were conducting their
strikes even if the people had wanted to
leave it was impossible. So the people,

Mass Proletarian War Crimes
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in other words, were trapped. And like
I say again, it's just a genocidal policy.
Another thing they do in the air strikes
is drop these shiny objects and dolls.
After the air strikes on July 17th there
were big warnings on the radio for
parents to keep their children away
from these shiny objects, I saw also
some cannisters that fall from the sky
and they explode on contact. They're
dropped from parachutes from the sky.
This along with the thousands of
pounds of bombs that are dropped any-
way. So they drop all kinds of shiny
things that attract children and will
blow up. This was just outrageous to
me. I had heard about this kind of thing
before and now I was hearing about it
from the people themselves who had
their own personal experience with a
family member hit with one of these. It
was just devastating, . ..

I also have a piece of metal (12 inches
long, 2-1/2 inches wide, 1/2 to 3/4
inches thick, razor sharp—bombs pack-
ed full of these to hit as many people as
possible). 1 picked it up in Domur after

. the bombing of Demur which took

place on July 13th, There was about 2
or 3 hours worth of bombing from the
F-155. After that we went into the city
and talked with some of the people as
best as we could and of course as best as
they could. In fact, there was a factory
still burning as we entered the town. In

" a certain sense there wasn’t much to

say. While we were there the bomb
planes came back. . ..This was a conti-
nuing thing throughout the day. As we
were leaving I passed by an apartment
and there was a family there. The

" woman looked at me and saw the piece

of shrapnel in my hand and she said, ‘I
have another one just like that that I
found from my roof.” And she gave me
her piece. So all this is an example of
who is really suffering from this thing.
The damage that is done is done to civil-
ians. Even capitalist press like Time ma-
gazine said that of the 450 people that
died in this thing at least 90% were ci-
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_ Then I have to believe that it is a poli-
cy of the Zionists to rid themselves of a
certain kind of people. But the victims
will rise up agdin.

Question: Do you see-Israel acting in-

dependently from the United States?

No, clearly not. When you have all
the weapons that they’re using that are
American-made, there’s a lot of colla-
boration in all this' between the impe-
rialist U.S. and its instrument Israel,
The imperialists see the Palestinians as
a menace as they see any revolutionary
group that is interested in establishing
itself, particularly in that area that
economically is so important to the rest
of the world. They see them as a men-
ace and they want to get rid of them,
And Israel carries out that policy with
the weapons from the United States.

Question: Doesn’t all this get sharp-
ened up in the context of imperialist
moves toward war?

Yes it does. In fact I saw in some
news report about how the U.S. is simu-
lating military actions in the deserts of
the United States so as to prepare for a
desert war., And so they're clearly pre-
paring themselves for something like
this in the Middle East. And what
would happen to the Palestinians and in
fact the whole world is pretty devastat-
ing. Zionism has been made out to be a
religious thing. It isn’t, in my mind it is
completely fascist political ideology

_ that is really catering to the Jewish

bourgeoisie that ,came from Europe,
and it is subjecting the Sephardic Jews,
the Middle Eastern Jews, who make up
the majority of working-class and Arab
people, it’s subjecting them to a great
deal of oppression....And of course
the Jewish bourgeoisie have been able
to attract the Jewish working class and
unite them upon nationalistic appeal,
much the same as Hitler when he went
into some of the working-class neigh-
borhoods and he was able to unite the
people on nationalistic grounds.

Question: Gelting back to Lebanon
for a minute, what is the role of the
Syrian troops there?

The Syrian troops at this point are
just interested in stabilizing the region.
They’re far from reyolutionary in any
sense. And that has been the problem in
terms of any kind of relationship be-
tween the Palestinians and the Syrians.

.. But the Palestinians need to defend
themselves in some sort of manner, and
if. the Syrians are willing to support
them even to a small degree it would be
welcome because of the circumstances.

Question: Even given Syria’s acting
out of other interesits?

Yes, obviously those Syrian missiles
in Lebanon are to protect Syria from
the Israeli reconnaissance that spies on
Syria and is able to gather military in-
formation which can lead to the de-
struction of Syria if the Zionists contin-
ue to push past the Golan Heights. Da-
mascus is very close to the GolanHeights.
The Syrians see that as a very strong
threat. So they're mainly interested in
the security of their own country. The
Palestinians see the Syrians as the only
Arab regime which has taken any kind
of stand against Israel. Jordan hasn’t,
Egypt hasn’t....Also I should point
out as a matter of understanding, Syria
when it originally entered Lebanon at-
tacked the Palestinians particularly in
the refugee camp of Tel al Zataar. This
was five years ago. They were involved
in that atrocity, which was carried out
by the Phalangists. The Palestinians
don’t trust the Syrians but at the mo-
ment the Syrians are fighting the Pha-
langists and the Phalangists are certain-
ly against the Palestinians. So there is
sort of this de facto understanding be-

tween the Palestinigns and the Syrians.

Question: What happened at Tel al
Zataar back then?

_ 1 had a rather devastating conversa-
tion with one of the military leaders in
Domur who told us what had happened
in Tel al Zataar, which was so outra-
geous. There were 10,000 people in Tel
al Zataar, 6000 survived and came to
Domur, 4000 were massacred. There
are also people in Domur who have sur-
vived other air strikes.. . .

There was just incredible atrocities in
Tel al Zataar. It was mainly. carried out
by the Phalangists with a little help
from the Syrians and of course the Pha-
langists were totally supplied by the Is-
raelis. There again a very specific parti-
cular genocidal policy in terms of kill-
ing people between the ages of 15 and
45, the reproductive age, many instan-
ces of pregnant women being stabbed in
the stomach, and the fetus falling out,
all kinds of atrocities like that, young
men were tied to two cars which then
proceeded to go in the opposite direc-
tions, all kinds of things like that. Peo-
ple were trapped inside houses that were
then bombarded by artillery. The camp
of Tel al Zataar was totally surrounded
by the right-wing Phalangists. This oc-
curred for two years. The particular in-
tensity occurring the last 55 days where
people could not see outside the village,
the camp was always covered by smoke.
One continuous bombardment of hea-
vy artillery from the Phalangists as well
as the Syrians and there were many si-
tuations that this fellow from Domur
was telling us: about where particularly
women would try to escape to get some
supplies, water or food or something, in
a nearby city or something like that and
they were taken capture and tortured,
50 it'was just a desperate situation, they
couldn’t even pget supplies because
everything was destroyed. And it’s just
miraculous to me how 6,000 survived
this whole thing. They did have bomb
shelters, maybe that helped to a certain
degree. But from my understanding
when those are hit directly by planes,
they won’t stand up either. But 6,000
did survive and increased their popula-
tion to 7,000. So.Domur is a stronghold
of the-resistance and in this recent attack
they were severely hit.

Question: What is the significance
behind the recent attacks on Domur?

Like I say, there’s the eastern half of
Lebanon, there’s a mountain range, be-
tween the eastern half of Beirut and the
eastern half of Lebanon. Tel al Zataar
was right in the middle of that so the
right-wing forces, the Phalangists,
sought to unite their forces in east
Beirut and the mountain ridge of east
Lebanon and they did that by getting
rid of Tel al Zataar. Now you have the
Palestinians and the leftist Lebanese
concentrated in the western half of Leb-
anon, and Domur being one of those
major cities in the western half of Leb-
anon that has a strong population of
Palestinians and revolutionary Leban-
ese people.. ., What has occurred is sort

‘of isolation of the revolutionary forces

of Lebanon, and you have the fascists
in the south who are encroaching.. .
And right now what the fascists are try-
ing to do is unite the eastern strip with
the southern strip and that would more
completely isolate: the revolutionary
forces in the western half of Lebanon.
So thereis a whole military strategy that
is developing,

Question: Could you describe the
unity between the Palestinian and Le-
banese leftist forces?

It’s very good, = The capitalist press
makes the war in Lebanon out to be a
religious war between Christians and
Moslems. The Phalangists are largely
Christian but the entire struggle is a
social revolution really. The Lebanese
leftists are a mixture of Christians and
Moslems. The president of the Leban-
ese nationalist movement happens to be
a Christian so that is not really any kind
of factor in this war. The Lebanese
lower and middle classes rising up
against some of the big landowners and
company people and wanting to liberate
themselves. The Palestinians have allied
themselves with this force because they
are revolutionary. There is just a
natural affinity between the Palestinian
movement-and the Lebanese liberation
movement because of the socialist ele-
ments in both, because of the liberating
elements in both. So there is mutual
support and there will continue to be. (1






For many people the much heralded
Ouawa Summit of the *'Big Seven’" im-
perialisi powers of the U.S.-led bloc,
which ended on July 22, has already
faded 1nto obscurity. And this is cer-
tainly not surprising because very little
of substance really came out of the
meeting besides the affirmation of the

failure on this front as reflected in the
following quote taken from an article in

the New York Times on the 1979
meeting in Tokyo:
“Rambouillet, France, 1975—The

conferees rejected a return to fixed ex-
change rates while agreeing on the need
for monetary stability and for interna-
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Sharpening Contradictions Underlie
Cordial Toasts at Ottawa Summit

tional economic cooperation. But cur-
rency upheavals and international
economic sparring matches ensued.
Dorado Beach, Puerto Rico,
1976—The nations agreed that the
greatest danger was inflationary, overly
rapid growth. However, unemploy-
ment, ignored at 'the summit, soared (o

|5 million people in the industrialized
countries in the following 12-month
period as world' economic growth
‘paused,’” London, [977—The in-
dustrialized nations committed
themselves to a 5% growth rate for the
year, but West Germany and Japan

Continued on page 17

fact that these imperialists all recognize
the need to unite more firmly as allies
against their common enemy, the
Soviets and their bloc, as well as the
tacit agreement to continue (0
**disagree'’” on a number of important
questions, particularly in the economic
sphere. But notwithstanding the fact _ 6.0
that many have justifiably forgotien
about the summit already, it is a fact
that the heads of state did gather for
two days of talks in the resort town of
Montebello, Canada, some 40 miles
outside of Ottawa. Present were: 5.0
Ronald Reagan (U.S.), Helmut
Schmidt (West Germany), Margaret
Thatcher (Britain), Francois Mitterand
(France), Zenko Suzuki (Japan), Elliot
Trudeau (Canada), Giovanni Spadolini
(Italy), and Gaston Thorn, Presidentof
the European Common Market.

An important focus of the summit
was the growing economic crisis facing
these imperialists and the economic
contradictions between them that are
having and will continue to! have very 3.0 =
real political consequences: within the
U.S.-bloc. Behind all the formal cor-
diality and the desives for unity express-
ed in the final communique, these con-
tradi¢tions were very much in evidence
and the subject of a number of caustic 2.0 I T T i T T T T T I T i T T T
e ’éi f;g f;’f‘gif %ﬁ’fl’;{“:ﬁrl:;}’[’ _ r;m 1964 1966 1958 1970 1972 1974 1976 1978 1980
the fact that no proposals/(even farciful
ones) were agreed upon forany steps Lo
remedy these worsening economic pro-
blems is simply.an admission thal there
is not a helluva lot they can do aboul
them. While past summits have at least
drafted some plan or other (none of
which were ever met), this Charade was
not even played! this time around. The
past history of these summits, which
began in 1975, and were necessitated by
the need to pullithe U.S. bloc tighter
together, forms a record of dismal

THE U.S. BLOC: AN ECONOMIC PROFILE

Bloc-Wide Unemployment Rate

55—

4.5—

4.0

Percent

35—

25—

Source: Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development

Irpﬂation Rates in the 1960s and 1970s

18—
D 1960-73 16.8

16— 16.0

. 1973-80

s
oo
|

<
|

10.9
These charts show some significant 10— 9.6
signs of the real crisis In which the U.S.
‘and its bloc are caught up in.
tinemployment has risen stesply In the
19708 snd did not come down
significantly even when the U.S. and its
bloc had “recovered” from the 1874-75
downturn (and . all this by official
figures, which understate unemploy-
ment by quite a bit); in 1980-81, as these
countries slide Into another racesslon,
unemployment rises even more. At the
same time, the rate of inflation has also
shot up within the bloc, as shown in the
second chart, despite the good
bourgeois theory that inflation is sup-
posed to bring down unemployment
and tht recession is supposedito bring
down inflation. The third shows the real
GNP growth rate in the 1970s (in other
words, GNP growth adjusted for infla-
tion), which plunges sharply in 1874-75,
racovers In 1976—but only to slip
downward to the present.

These are all signs of the fact that im- 6
perialism worldwide Is enmeshed in a
crisis of capital accumulation, one from
which they cannot escape no matter
what economic policies they pursue.
Although the crisis is not a straight line
down, but has its twists and turns, and
the imperialists may make some shori-
term gains, they are unable to resolve
their crisis within the present im-
perialist political-economic framework,
but are driven to try to redivide the
world and restructure things through
world war.

The Organization for Economic Cooperatlon and
pavalopment, the source for soma of the data in
the graphs, is one of the main organizations for
aconomic research and coordination of the US,
bloc Imperialists. Its members are Australls,
Austrla, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland,
France, West Germany, Greace, Iceland, Ireland,
ltaly, Jmpan. Luxambourg, Netherlands, New
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Soviet Union as a model of social-
ism—adapted of course to *‘French
democratic traditions.™

In the late *30s, with the approach of
Waorld War II, they were loudly calling
for unity with French imperialism while
aiming all the hatred for a war caused
equally by both imperialist blocs
towards Germany with calls of *“voila
I'ennemi.” From then on, including
throughout the war (and despite the
temporary twist brought about by the
USSR-Germany non-aggression pact)
they never deviated from the position of
being the staunch defenders of the
French nation. Therefore it should have
surprised no one when as the war ended
they greatly aided DeGaulle's efforts to

" restabilize the French bourgeois dic-

tatorship and further the interests of
French imperialism by joining in his
government and issuing the slogan
**One state, one police force, one
army.'" They then called for “‘patriotic
production committees’ to ‘“‘rebuild
the greatness of France, (0 secure in
more than words the maiterial condi-
tions of French: independence."’

To further “‘rebuild the greatness of
France,” they aided” directly or in-
directly France's colonial campaigns,
including the invasion ‘and plunder of
Vietnam, to which cause they even pro-
vided a member of their party as the
minister of defense for four months in
1947, and its attempted suppression ol
the Algerian revolutionary movement
as well as other North African strug-
gles. The head' of the PCF in those
days, Maurice Thorez, even said: ““The
interests of the peoples of North Africa
lay in union with the people of
France’’—which, it should be clear,
meant under French guns!

The PCF was able to emerge from
World War II with a fairly sizeable
mass base, which it established both
before but especially during the war
through' reformist organizing and by
being dedicated fighters for the French
nation. They were then able 1o maintain
much of their size and influence prin-
cipally because of the relatively weaken-
ed position of post-war France. The
French bourgeoisie didn’t have the
resources required to carry oul the ex-
tensive bribery, combined with selected
repression, which would have been
necessary (o win large numbers of
masses away from the PCF (this was,
by the way, the successful strategy ap-
plied by the bourgeoisie in the U.S.). In
addition, the French bourgeoisie didn’t
feel the PCF was enough of a threat at
the time to warranl the all-out measures
that would ' have been required (o'com-
pletely erush them. For the time, they
settled’ for squeezing them out of the
government in 1947,

Since then, and through many twists
and turns, the PCF has remained a
substantial bourgeois force to reckon
with. They have been able to/maintain a
relatively stable mass base of support,
including in addition o many skilled
workers, trade union hacks, and PCF
political flunkeys, large numbers of fac-
tory workers. (overwhelmingly French
as opposed to immigrani) who while
not necessarily highly paid are used to
steady employment, and good [ringe
benefits. The outlook of large sections
of these workers can be accurately
characterized as stability oriented,
aspiring to upward mobility, philistine,
and proudly French.

The PCF itself has worked its way in-
o controlling positions in some
capitalist enterprises including some
joint enterprises with Soviet interna-
iional financial institutions. But, its
main strength (other than its backing
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Above: Last Christmas the French CP &layor of Vitry, a working-class suburb of Paris, personally drove a

- -

bulldozer through the doors of a renovated building housing 300 immigrant workers from the former French
West African colony of Mali. This little “communist” wrecking crew gutted the hallways, cutting off gas and
water supplies, and ripping electrical and phone lines out of the wall. . .part of the PCF campaign to “fight im-
migrant concentrations in our communities"”. . .
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from the Soviet Union) at this'time lies
in its. extensive bourgeois political
machine, which includes its trade union
operation, the CGT which is the domi-
nant trade union organization in
France, its control of quite a number of
municipalities, and the party itself.

The PCF Machine

The CGT, in a way quite similar to
the machinations of the AFL-CIO in
this' country, plays the role of a reac-
tionary  political apparatus. It is the
principal weapon of leverage the PCF
has within France on the bourgeoisie.
To maintain itself it extorts money
from the bourgeoisie in return for keep-

“ing its workers in line and acts as.a con-

duit for spreading around some of the
spoils of French imperialism. The CGT
works tirelessly to keep'its base prin-
cipally concerned with: their own wel-
fare and the welfare of *‘La France,’ lo
which they are trained to feel indebted
for the “‘fringes" they receive. Of
course, they are also constantly remind-
ed that they would have nothing with-
out the €GT and the real sugardaddy
behind it, the PCF.

In the past the CGT and the PCF
have also had a ready made answer and
solution to propose wheneconomic dif
ficulties decreased the scraps available
for bribery within the working class.
They could just blame it on the
capitalist government while fueling
their arguments for the PCE's strategy
for change, and could if necessary even
organize some militanl protests. How-
ever now, just when the economy is suf-
fering: increasing inflation and unem-
ployment, the PCF has joined the gov-
ernment and promised cooperation and
labor peace. It will be interesting (o
watch how this contradiction develops.

The other main way the PCF “‘deli-
vers the goods” to the masses and
maintains its base is through the PCF-
controlled municipalities, where PCF
members and supporters generally hold
all the key positions from mayor (0
chief of police, not to mention filling
the ranks of the flics (cops) themselves.
For a number of years these municipali-
ties have had a reputation for being
““pro-worker" because they have more
welfare-type services and subsidized
housing than other districts, and some-
times they even have nicer playgrounds
or summer camps for the kids, These

sity forum: ‘organized

Below, the Maﬁans_ work to repair the damage the next day.

municipalities have provided a deep re-
servoir of support for the' PCE, inareas
where they are tightly concentrated like
in the Paris suburbs which have cometo
be known as the ‘‘Red Belt.”’

But lately, times have been getting
rough, and these municipalities have
been less and less able to maintain the
accustomed 'services and hayve found
themselves scrambling just to keep their

heads above water. This sets up a-

dangerous situation for the PCF as they
can't even ‘‘deliver the goods'" in their
own districts yet must play a direct role
in maintaining (bourgeois) order. Many
French bourgeois elements have been
only too happy to add to the PCF’s
problems, while trying to unload some
of their own, by attempting to overload
the systems in the ‘‘Red Belt.”’

One concrete form this has taken has
been for the government Lo arrange
things so'that many of the incoming im-

" migrants to France have found them-

selves funnelled or assigned into the
PCF districts where they were already
having a‘tendency to gravitate. Besides
straining the '‘Red Belt’"'services o the
breaking point, the influx of im-

_migrants cuts directly against the PCF’s

French strategy—‘‘La France' was,
after all, meant for the French not for a
bunch of immigrants. All this has
driven the PCF into a chauyvinist' frenzy
which hasincluded desperate attacks.on
Blacks and North Africans in an at-
templ to terrorize them out of the
“*Red’’ 'municipalities (or
yet—out of France). In one infamous
recent example a PCF mayor led a

bulldozer charge to wipe out a boarding

house for African workers.

This PCEF tactic, however, has had a
twossided effect: because while on the
one hand it does help to solidify the
French ‘“‘red neck™ elements of their
base who' see it as necessary Lo profect
their petty. interests, il also angered
many of the more progressive andiinter-
mediate elements of the “‘left’*—nol 1o
mention the immigrants themselves.
This second aspect was dramatically
highlighted recently when a PCE
member, who was attempting to read-a
message of “‘solidarity’’ with the peo-
ple’s struggle in El Salvador al.a univer-
around’ that
theme, was drowned out by hundreds
of students chanting**Vitry! Vitey!™, in
reference to the now infamous site of

better

the PCF’s most outrageous bulldozer
attack against immigrants, and
“PCF—raciste!™’

The View From Inside the Mitterand
Nutcracker -

We have already discussed how the
PCF couldn’t very well refuse the gov-
ernment’s offer without losing a
tremendous amount of support and
credibility. After all, Mitterand’s Parti
Socialiste (PS) does seem to be ad-
vocating much of the PCF pro-
gram—nationalizations, reduction of
working hours at the same pay, better
benefits, etc., and they are a govern-
ment.of the “‘left.”” Besides, we can see
now how the PCF would want every
position in the government it could get
to keep the crumbs flowing in the right
directions (to them and their social
base). No, the PCF better have a pretty
damn good reason not/toiplay ball with
this government, and its lack of support
for the Soviet Union is. not good
enough—oriis it? This is the crux of the
debate that is most likely being fiercely
waged on the lop levels of the PCF
itself. In fact, this question has been
posing itself with ever-increasing sharp-
ness over the past-several years as world
tensions' have mounted. So much so,
‘that in 1977, just before the last na-
tional assembly elections, and at a time
'when the PCF could more afford a
stance independent from the PS, which
was not as large or as powerful'as it is
loday (and nol backed by the
bourgeoisie as much), the PCF split the
“union of the left'" because the PS was
lakingia firm position in support of the
Atlantic alliance and in opposition to
the Soviet Union. (The PCF cited inter-
nal economic reasons:on a par with the
foreign policy issues, but this was pro-
bably more for public'consumption and
was unlikely: to reflect the key dif-
ferences.)

When the current election campaign
started, the PCF again found itself in
quite a quandry, because the Soviets
made it clear from the very beginning
that they preferred incumbent President
Giscard whom they saw as less openly
anti-Sovict, and further they reasoned,
his: continued presidency would' have
avoided some of the now intensifying
pressures on the PCF. But what kind of
a *‘leftist*! political party campaigns for

Continued on page 14






Book Review:

"In the Belly
of the
Beast
Letters from
Prison”

In the Belly of the Beast, Letters from
Prison, by Jack Henry Abbott,
Random House, 1981, Available at
Revolution Books.

Within the short space of.one week,
author and ex-convict Jack Henry Ab-
bott made headlines twice in the New
York Times. The New York Times
Book Review, page 3 of the Sunday, Ju-
ly 19 issue hailed Abbott’s new book, In
the Belly of the Beast (review on this
page), as *“...the most intense, I might
even say the most fiercely visionary
book of its kind in the American reper-
toire of prison literature. ,.awesome,
brilliant....”” The next Sunday, July
26, the New York Times made front-
page news out of a murder incident in
which Abbott, the prime (and only) sus-
pect, is wanted for “‘questioning.”

Eagerly taking up the call to “keep
these animals in their cages,”’ Time and
Newsweek each open articles about Ab-
bott and the July 18 murder of a young
restaurant waiter with quotes from a
* passage in Abbott’s book describing
what it’s like to murder someone (Ab-
bott had once been convicted for knif-
ing another prison inmate). They pro-
ceed from there to picture him as an
emotionally unbalanced, violence-
prone ex-con, thrown'into a whirlwind
of publicity and celebrity status imme-
diately upon his release from jail, who
obviously could not “‘cope with free-
dom” and belongs behind bars. They
generously use quotes from Abbott’s
own writings about his hatred and
anger at his treatment in prison to con-

vict him for a murder on the streets of

New York City. (Events surrounding
this recent murder are highly question-
able, to say the least.) The bourgeois
media (including, now, the national TV
networks) have found themselves an
opportunity to trash Jack Henry Ab-
bott and his book, an angry denuncia-
tion of America and its system of injus-
tice.

The fact that this book not only made
it into print but was getting top-notch
promotion is somewhat remarkable. It
is probably due in large part to the in-
fluence of author Norman Mailer, who
got behind both Abbott as a tremen-

dous writer and his book, which carries.

a forceful exposure of current prison

conditions. Factors operating in the.

minds of the execs at Random House
no doubt included the money that could
be made from an exceptionally. good
book on a topic of great interest. And
the indisputable “*high literary quality”’
of the book had to be recognized by the
reviewers (although People magazine
nevér did like it much—their article,
which came out before the recent inci-
dent, ‘‘revealed’” that Abbott had been
“‘one of the country’s most incorrigible
inmates’’).

Now they gleefully use the very anger

and rebelliousness that make Abbott’s

writing so powerful to convict him and
to not too subtly scream that others like
this "c;iminal-minded convict’’ deserve
everything they get and should never be
turned loose on the streets. It is his
anger and rebelliousness—and his revo-
lutionary sentiments—which they so
vehemently hate. And it is exactly these
qualities which bring his book to our at-
tention as very much worth reading, -
W 5 & # *

“I cannot adjust to daily life in
prison. For almost twenty years this has
been true. I have never gone a month in
prison: without incurring disciplinary
action for violating ‘rules.” Not in all
these years...I have never accepted
that T did this to myself. I-have never
been successfully indoctrinated with
that belief. . ..Every minute for years
you are forced to believe that your suf-
fering is a result of your ‘ill behavior,’
that it is self-inflicted. . . . But if a guard
knocks me to the floor, only by indoc-
trination can [ be brought to believe I
did it to myself. If I am thrown in the
prison hole for having violated a prison
rule—for having, for example, shown
insolance to a pig—I can only believe I
brought this upon myself through in-
doclrination. .. .Responsibility? I am
not responsible for what the govern-
ment—its system of justice, its prisons
—has done to me...I do not share in
the sins of this guilty country; we are
not ‘all in this together’!”’

¢ .. .The every whim of a backward
pig is law for a prisoner today. A pri-
soner can be murdered, framed for
crimes he never committed, tortured
within an inch of his life—and all that is

‘required’ in explanation is a single, un-

questioned statement of ‘a pig that there
was no foul play on his part, Nothing

more."’
L] * ® * &

Jack Abbott calls himself *“‘state-
raised.”” Since the age of twelve, he had
been free a sum total of nine and a half
months, At age 37, that added up to 25
years in prison. By his own estimate,
fourteen or fifteen years of that were
spent in solitary confinement due to his
repeated tendency to rebel against the
shit dished out daily by the guards and
the routine workings of the entire pri-
son system. He says, ‘‘There is.a way a
convict can walk ... (or) a way of look-
ing at them that they interpret as de-
fiance.” And defiant he most certainly
is—which not only earned him no end
of trouble in one prison after another,
but enabled him to write a powerful ex-
posé of “‘life” in-America’s penitentia-
ries, as well as a searing indictment of
the whole American system.

Abbott’s book consists of a collec-
tion of excerpts from letters he wrote to
Norman Mailer over a period of ‘three
years—letters through which he at-

tempted to give Mailer some insight in-
to the conditions existing in prisons to-
day and also into the effects of such
conditions on the inmates subjected to
them. He describes the many and varied
forms of physical and psychological
torture used by the authorities to try
crushing their captives into submission.
And laced throughout his stories are his
philosophical and political comments
on the guards, other inmates, racism,
human nature, the American system
and world revolution. You see, in all
those years in prison, Abbott—like so
many others who' are locked behind
bars—hungrily read everything he
could get his hands on (*‘I pursued phi-
losophy not as a disinterested science,
not as a student or scholar, but because
my life depended upon it’’) and eagerly
took up and studied Marxist revolution-
ary theory. -

We have heard many times before
from eloquent and revolutionary-mind-
ed prisoners: speaking .out against the
conditions that repeatedly bring things
to the boiling point of prisoner strikes,
hostage seizures and Pontiac’ Rebel-
lions. But it’s not very often that such
statements make it into print as a book,
published and promoted by a major
publisher, And Abbott has all the ne-
cessary rage and writing skill to portray
vividly through the eyes of one man, the
outrageous conditions upheld so recent-
ly by the highest court in the land (see
RW No. 113, ““Prisons are Supposed to
be Hell"").

By far the most compelling part of
his book, greatly strengthened by the
rebellious political outlook he brings to
it all, is his graphic description of pri-

son life. Opening briefly with the story

of his boyhood spent in'penal institu-
tions (*‘for the ‘crime’ of ‘failure to ad-
just to foster homes’’’), Abbott then
draws on his own extensive experience
to detail the various forms of punish-
ment prisoners are subjected to in the
desperate attempt of the authorities and
their guards to intimidate and master.
“_..A great number of practices in
prisons these last fifteen to twenty years
have been legally abolished as cruel and
unbécoming to these ‘civilised times’ it
is alleged that we live in. . .I have gain-
ed a reputation among prison authori-
ties that extends from the time those'il-
legal conditions existed, that stretches
to this very day unbroken. I simply re-
sisted those conditions that today are
‘officially’ abolished—but at the time,

the law was not on my side. Any more

than it is today.”

There were the Blackout cells, with
nothing but a sleeping mat and a sink-
toilet. “Not a crack of light entered that
cell, anywhere—and 1 searched, in the
days that followed, for such a crack
along every inch of the door and the
walls. ...l counted 23 days by the
meals. . .a bowl of broth and a hard

biscuit once a day...."”

The Starvation diet was handed out
as punishment in:increments of 29 days
at a time, You were thrown into the
hole and given just enough food and
water to exist. As Abbott describes it,
once your stomach shrinks down, the
pain extends to the rest of your body as
your muscle tissues begin to dissolve,
He himself did a stretch of 70 consecu-
tive days of this torture because he con-
tinued to give them hell even as he grew
incredibly weakened from starvation.
By his account, it was only when other
prisoners tried totake a hostage to de-
mand his release, that he was finally
taken to the prison infirmary.

The tranquilizers. **, . .Prolixin is the
worst I’ve ever experienced, One injec-
tion lasts for two weeks....These
drugs, in this family, do not calm or
sedate the nerves. They attack. They at-
tack from so deep inside you, you can-
not locate the source of the pain. The
drugs furn your nerves in upon
yourself. The drugs are designed to
render you so totally involved with
yourself physically that all you can do is
concentrate your entire being on
holding yourself together...."”

The Gas tank, where you were tear-
gassed with no ventilation. The strip-
cells, the psychological observation
cells, and solitary confinement: the
hole. *“They finally put a name on what
I have suffered in solitary: sensory de-
privation. The first few times I served a
couple of years like that, I saw only
three or four drab colors. I felt only
concrete and steel. When I was let out, T
could not orient myself. . ..The move-
ments of things, the many prisoners
walking about, and their multitude of
voices—all going in different direc-
tions—bewildered me. I was slow and
slack-jawed and confused—but beneath
the surface I raged."”

All of this, of course, is above and
beyond the daily and routine harass-
ment and brutality of the small army of
gun-toting pigs which enforce law and
order within'the prison walls, Abbott is
at his most contemptuous in his stories
of their manners and mentality. ““The
guards do not have anything but ‘cold’
characters. When they step out of being
‘cold characters,” they inevitably
become obscenities. ...Extremely de-
void of any trace of spirituality. Their
dullness approaches the mentally defec-
tive. It is fascist. The very symbol of in-
justice. The state. . .gives them arbitra-
ry power over prisoners. They embrace
it as @ way of life."”

And it is under the sinister guidance
of these very guards that one of the
most sophisticated methods of control
is employed—by a prison system which
has been forced to back off of some of
the more blatant forms of torture due
to the bright spotlight focused on them

Cuntinued on page 14
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Rugby

Continued from page 4

suffering, the more essential question
for them is spoken to in a number of re-
cent editorials: “‘preserving New
Zealand’s international reputation.” A
number of articles in major newspapers
have hypocritically pointed out how
New Zealand cannot continue (o claim
to uphold ““human rights* if it allows
sporting contests such as these with
South Africa to continue, and that the
tour has already isolated New Zealand
internationally. They are pointing to
the fact that when the tour got the green
light, the meeting of the Common-
wealth Foreign Ministers scheduled to
be held in Auckland this Sepiember was
immediately vanked under pressure
from African and Caribbean countries
and reset for the Bahamas. In addition,
there are already moves underway inter-
nationally 1o boycott the Common-
wealth Games in Brisbane, Australia in
1982 (because of the Australian govern-
ment’s genocidal policies and continued
appression of the aberiginal peoples
there), and the boycott movement will
now very likely broaden to include New

Zealand’s continuing links with South

Africa.

It is apparent that there are powerful
arguments being made within the New
Zealand ruling class for going ahead
with the tour, even with all the risks and
dangers that it is presenting: both at
home and overseas. This in fact has
everything to do with the New Zealand
bourgeeisie’s ‘‘international reputa-
tion*"—that is, its actual position in the
bloc of capitalist and imperialist coun-

tries led by the U.S. They know very
well that in the global conflict looming
directly ahead, their fortunes, their
share in a new imperialist redivision of
the world, depend directly on the .S,
imperialists and their other powerful
imperialist allies. This was repeatedly
demonstrated during Secretary of State
Haig’s recent visit to New Zealand for
the annual meeting of the ANZUS
Council (a 30-year-old military alliance
of the U.S., New Zealand and
Australia), which produced agreement
on all major strategic questions.

Acecording to a report in the New
Zeualand Herald, in response to criticism
of the government’s extensive coopera-
tion with the U.S. and slavish attitudes
towards 'it, which includes welcoming
port calls by U.S. nuclear-powered and
armed warships, and continuing to main-
tain forces in Singapore and Malaysia,
Foreign Minister Talboys replied that
“‘a small country like New Zealand
could realistically achieve security only
when it had powerful allies.”” At a din-
ner reception for Haig on June 22,
Talboys stated further: ‘““We have
welcomed this reassertion' of American
leadership in:the councils of the world,
We have welcomed the strengthening of
the United States’ resolye and capacity
once again 1o play a positive global
role.”’ A

Could it be that in Haig’s:two days of
talks with: Talboys 'and Australian
Foreign Minister Street that they talked
not only about the U.S.’ plans for the
Pacific, but also the strategic and
military importance of South Africa to
the bloc? The U.S: imperialists have
made no bones about this recently, lay-
ing this as the cornerstone of their war
preparations and bloc -tightening in
Southern Africa (See R W No. 106, for

more on this). They are even dusting off

old plans for forming a new military

alliance, SATO (South Atlantic Treaty
Organization) to link South Africa with
other U.S. dominated countries such as

‘Argentina and Brazil, Clearly New

Zealand and Australia figure jn heavily
in the war scenarios being plotted out
by the Pentagon for the Pacific theatre
and for the southern hemisphere as a
whole,

While New Zealand's ties withi the
fascist South! African regime in Sports
and many other fields have been long-
standing, the basic reasons for the New
Zealand’s government’s refusal (o
cancel the tour are bound up exactly
with these political and strategic mat-
ters. After all, South Africa is on the
U.S. list of ‘*authoritarian’’ regimes,
not ‘‘totalitarian’ ones. Let's not let
politics intenfere with: sports,so scrum
down in a bit of friendly rugby. ..and
prepare for World War 3.

In a'recent national radio and TV ap-
pearance (o defend this stand, Muldoon
made a very appropriate and revealing
remark. After making the required
noises about apartheid, the Prime
Minister noted that New Zealand and
South Africa had fought together
against a ‘““‘monstrous tyranny'' in the
last war. Apparently South Africa Lo-
day is not a monstrous tyranny—a
white settler dictatorship in which 15%
of the people live parasitically off the
super-exploitation and the fascist terror
practiced against the Azanian masses.
Apparently neither is the next inter-
imperialist war of unprecedented mass
carnage in which Muldoon and his class
are enlisting New Zealand as a naval
base and a source of cannonfodder for
the U.S. bloc.

As for Muldoon’s protests aboul

New Zealand's tradition of not refusing
visas for political reasons, soon after
the' Springboks had received theirs from
the Minister. of Immigration, the goy-
ernment refused visas to a party of revi-
sionists from the Soviet Union who
were applying to attend the celebration
of the 14th anniversary of the New
Zealand-USSR Society.

From all this a picture emerges of
why it has become so important for the
New Zealand government to stand firm
on the Springboks tour. An added
reason'is that the neéxt stop on this racist
tour is, guess where...the good old
U.S. of A. If the New Zealand tour
were to.be cancelled now, it would cer-
tainly ‘undercut the ‘intentions of the
U.S. government and leading officials
of the American Rugby Football Union
to themselves bring the Springboks to
the U.S., as part of their current offen-
sive to apply a veneer of respectability
to. the murderous regime in South
Africa.

The Springboks’ three-game tour of
the U.S. is supposed to take it to
Chicago (September 19), Albany, New
York (September 22) and New York Ci-
1y (September 26). There are already
plans afoot here in the U.S. to stop the
tour, and if the hot reception it has just-
ly received so far in New Zealand is any
indication, the Springboks and their
reactionary high-placed promoters in-
ternationally are in for a rough time
wherever they go/to kick their political
football. cl

Skybridge
Express

Conlinued from page §
Hyatt construction are not -all
known—and' right now the architects
are refusing o comment—the stagger-
ing losses being sustained by the project
begin to paint the picture of what was
hHappening. While Hallmark, Inc. net-
ted profitof $80 million last year its subsi-
diary, Crown Center Redevelopment
Corporation, has lost $68 million already
onthis project. Thecost of developing the
center's offices, shops and apartments
quadrupled during the life of the pro-
ject to $500 million. As of last year
when the Hyatt was being completed,
the tax heoliday Hallmark received (o
build Crown Center under Missouri’s
urban redevelapment siatute was com-
ing to an end. The Hall family, who
own about 75% of the company's
stock, clearly had a lot at stake. Even
the Eldridge Construction Co. which
put up the buildings was in deep finan-
cial trouble and striving to complete the
project as cheaply and as fast as possi-
ble. Now the company is bankrupt.
The coverup has moved into high
gear, Of the half-dozen or so investiga-
tions into the disaster, most are being
conducted by firms connected 1o some
aspect of the construction of the hotel
who are not exactly disinterested parties
as to the outcome. Even 5o, the few in-
dependent investigators who' have view-
ed the damage proved to be 100 expos-
ing for the Crown Center Redevelop-
ment Corp. which barred any inves-
tigators except those it hired from view-
ing the debris after several days. To
thoroughly cover ils tracks, on July 23
the Crown Corp. completed the dis-
mantling of one of the most telling
pieces of evidence—the third *‘sky
bridge"* which had remained suspended
from the ceiling while the other two tol-
lapsed. An altorney representing the
victims of the disaster found evidence
of stress in the beam supports of the

skywalk similar to that found in the two.

collapsed walkways. All of this was
trucked to the Crown warehouse in the
dead of night. As even the mayor was
forced to warn, this action “‘would not
build public confidence’ of the investi-
gation. An understatement (o say the

least. ]

Wedding

Continued from page 5

to see gold and scarlet and purple again.
And to hear the silver trumpets.”” A
bourgeois trade union official smugly
tells the New York Times, “‘I'd expect
that even in the riot areas you'd find
everybody walching the wedding on
television tomorrow. Remember, we in
Britain don't have an anti-Royalist or
Republican tradition.’ y

The bourgeois revolution, of course,
is long dead—the House of Windsor
itself exists as a political symbol of the
imperialist bourgeoisie. The rebellious
proletariat of all nationalities in Britain
and Ireland knows this, and detests the
monarchy not asa separale institution,
but as a symbol of the empire.

The element of fear, then, drove Bri-
tain even more deliberately to make of
the royal wedding an ostentatious and
barbaric display of medieval pomp.
Under no circumstances could the royal
family flinch in'the face of the crisis,
nor the state betray the least sign of
weakness. The security precautions, in
their scope and detail, probably have
few precedents, and testified to the
enormous political stakes involved. On
the wedding day, the weapons of: tradi-
tion: of centuries of authority, of the
divine right of kings, Lhe right to rule
sanctified by the law of God, of the glit-
tering prideof the nobility demanding,
and receiving, the homage of loyal sub-
jects—all ‘of this would roll like a
display of heavy artillery from Buck-
ingham. Palace to St. Paul’s Cathedral.

In the sense of conjuring to life the
twisted and garrish dreams of some
senile ariStocral’ gone quite 'mad, the
ceremonies were an unqualified success.
Every relic of the reactionary past, the
power to shore up'the sagging regime of
the present was deployed for maximum
effect. Rather than in any way opting
for restraint, such preposterous and
bizarre fantasies as Lady Diana’s wed-
ding dress, withits 25-foot train attend-
ed by 2 garlanded toddlers clothed in
white samite, were the rule. Within St.
Paul’s three choirs accompanied by
trumpets and organs wove a medieval
atmosphere with such absurd intricacies
thal one expected a vision of the Holy
Grail to appear over the altar at any
moment.

The sermon of the Most Reverend
Robert Runcie, Archbishop of Canter-
bury, could not help but give away the
terms of the political struggle for sur-

vival being waged by the bourgeoisie
and its borrowed costumes. The Ar-
chbishop’s trite 'moral text concerned
the **Christian view’" that every couple,
on their wedding day, ‘‘are kings and
queens of love.'" (At this point, Prince
Charles” bowed head shot straight up
with a look of surprise on his face,
which seemed to say, ‘King of love, my
ass, | had something far more substan-
tial in mind, if you please.”’) °

*“A marriage which really works,"
suggested the Archbishop, *‘is one
which works lor others. Marriage has
both a private face and a public impor-
tance. If we solved all our economic

problems and failed to build leving

families, it would  profit us nothing,
because the family is the place where
the future is created, good and full of
love—or deformed.™

Since Britain ‘has neither the ability
nor the expectation of ‘‘solving its
economic problems,” it's just as well
that this' isn’t really. the important
thing—what really counts is “*building
loving families.”” The decline of the
family is.a hot issue in Britain these
days; the lack of parental authority and
the breakup of the home are being
widely blamed by the government and
the press for the recent riots. In this
¢limate, Prince Charles’ and Lady
Diana’s wedding was touted as the
perfect marriage.

And'indeed it was. It is difficult to
imagine an uglier illustration of the
deformed essence of this institution,
stripped of its “‘modern’" make-up than
the royal wedding. It gave a clear pic-
ture:of the real social origins and class
function of marriage; securing a male
heir; passing down the property and the
power; building alliances between pro-
pertied families. This royal marriage
had the genuine virtue of providing a
reminder that marriage, loo, is not
something ‘‘above class, above mortali-
ty,"" but an institution that arose with
class sociely, has had a history: and will
have an end in the future in a deeper
stage of humanity’s progress, as the
roots of the oppression of women are
really dug at and as class society itself
recedes irito the past.

Despite the hilarious attempts (o por-
tray the union as a ‘‘love match,'" it'is
well known that the potential bride was
inspected like a specimen of livestock to
ascertain her wvirginity, and that
“discreet inquiries’” were made into her
“bloodline’’ 1o determine if she would
be likely to serve her purpose: to pro-
duce a healthy heir to the throne. The

new Princess of Wales, we know, is
herself thoroughly trained in the reac-
tionary traditions of the aristocracy,
but of course she was reared deliberate-
ly' in ignorance (the T7imes remarks
gently that she “‘lacks a broad intellec-
tual’ background'). ‘*From her mar-
riage today onward,’’ the Times serene-
iy reports, ‘‘Diana. ..will permarnently
occupy a lower step, walking respectful-
ly one pace behind her husband, future
King of England. In public, she will ad-
dress him not as Charles but as ‘sir’.

““At the age of 20 she has renounced
forever spontaneity and privacy,
freedom and independence...past
friendships and future intimacies other
than those deemed appropriate for
royal confidences. .. "

This, then, is the Archbishop’s “‘mar-
riage that really works,”” held up as a
model to society and intended as:a con-
centrated illustration of what makes a
society “really work,”" the unquestion-
ed and/eternal dominance of master
over slave. Here, in the *‘fairytale wed-
ding’" we find the true import of all the
““delightful”” pageantry and ceremony.
It was hardly surprising that the Arch-
bishop's didactic concluded with a call
for support for the throne and the
structure of oppression it represents:

““This is our prayer for Charles and
Diana. May the burdens we lay on them
be matched by the love with which we
support them' in (he years to come.
However long they live may they always
know that when ithey /pledged
themselves to each other before the
altar of God they were surrounded and
supported not/ by mere spectators, bhut
by the sincere affection and active
prayer. of millions of friends.”

U.S. Reaction

In ‘the second row, seated behind
Lady Diana’s former finishing school
roommales and next to the bride’s step-
mother, Nancy Reagan stifled the urge
to leap to her feet and shout ‘‘Halle-
Jujah!" and it's a good thing—Nancy
had already committed several
disgraceful violations of protocol dur-
ing her extended yisit.

Tom Brokaw of NBC's Today Show,
visibly awed, said at the conclusion of
the service that he just couldn’t under-
stand how the British could’ pull off a
show. like this and not still rule the
waves.

Clive James, the Australian hack
journalist and ‘‘royalty watcher,'" con-
tinued the rounds of the U.S. networks.

Continued on page 17
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“Sooner
or Later”

Continped from page 12

) Some steps have already been taken
in this direction. The normalization of
relations between the United States and
China, with China playing the leading
rol¢, IS a positive step, as are aid
packages to Nicaragua, the U.S. yote'in
the U.N. on Israeli Wesi Bank settle-
ments, abandonment of the use of
gconomic sanctions against Iran, and
the boycott of the summer Olympics.
However, there are still many road-
blocks.

The pervasive appeasement trend
which has developed in one sector of
the United States ruling class stands as
an obstacle to a positive U.S. role in
world affairs, Asthe 1980 elections un-
fold, elemenis of this trend are becom-
ing ‘more visible. Though appeasement
has fed and grown strong on the peace
sentiments of the American people and
though it often associates itsell with
progressive and anti-imperialist ideas,
there is nothing peaceful, progressive or
anti-imperialist in appeasement. One of
the most important tasks for American
communists within the united front is to:
oppose this trend.

Al the same time, go-it-alone forces
can also be destructive to the united
front efforts. The U.S. cannol turn its
back on the recognitien of past failures
of American foreign policy. Unilateral
LS. actions such as opposition to a
Palestinian state only serve to weaken
the Third World and thus to:weaken the
united front.

The questions of appeasement, the
nature of America’s role in the united
front and the effect of international af-
fairs on internal American politics all
bring to the forefront the necessity of
developing a new perspective in the
U.S. It is imperative thal' progressive
thought reverse itself ‘on questions like
the ““progressive’’ nature of the Soviet
Union in the world 1oday; that serious
reconsideration be'given to the defense
budget, NATO, draft registration, civil
defense and other issues; that the New
International Economic Order be pro-
moted. A new progressive platform in-
cluding a truly democratic foreign
policy must be developed if we are to ef-
fectively combal the threat to world
peace which now confronts us.

E2 2313

SECTION A

2. Let me be clear about what you're
saying. Are you suggesting that we
should give up the opporlunity pos-
ed by inter-imperialist rivalry and
possible war (o struggle for the
defeal of U.S. imperialism and in-
stead should join up with U.S, impe-
rialism against the Soviel Union?

Revolutionary defeatism, turning im-
perialist war intocivil war, was correct-
Iy adopted during World War |. Those
in the Second International who called
for ‘‘defense of the Fatherland’ were
denounced as opportunists and social
chauvinists, and their pelicy was
discredited within the communist move-
ment. Workers in all imperialist coun-
tries were urged to turn their guns on
their “‘own'’ bourgeoisie, because they
had no interest in furthering the im-
perialist interests of their countries. The
correct application of this tactic led,
among other things, to the success of
the Russian Revolution and provided
the ' communist movement  with in-
valuable lessons,

But mechanically applying tactics of
a previous situation toithe oneat hand
is dogmatism and has nothing in com-
mon with Leninism or with Lenin’s ac-
tual approach to the development of
even this particular tactic. The correct
tactics of a previous period become in-
correct tactics when applied o condi-
tions different from those to which they
correspond. Lenin himself had to argue
against the German social chauvinists
that Russia was no longer the principal
enemy of the European reyolutionary
movement, as it had been for Marx and
Engels. because of the 1905 revolution
and the rise of imperialism. “‘To iden-
1ify, even to compare the international
situations of 1891 (when Engels called
for German defense of the fatherland

against Tsarist Russia) and 1914 is the
height of unhistoricalness.” (Letter to
Inessa Armand, Jan. 19, 1917, Lenin’s
Collecred Works [hereafter LCW], XX-
XV, 274))

3. Bul in the era of imperialism the
correct Leninist factic is one of
revolulionary defeatism. Why do
vou deny this?

There is no_such thing as a **Leninist
tactic,” only a Leninist tactical flexibili-
ty, based on a concrete analysis of con-
crete conditions and the tactical prin-
ciples of MarxiSm-Leninism. The com-
munist movement has confronted two
world wars'and developed two entirely
different tactics—each one correspond-
INg to its concrete situation.

The Cominterniin the 1930s respond-
ed to the ‘‘accusation’ that it was
“*changing its lactics” as follows:

“What astonishing news! The tactics
of a political’ party are not the spec-
tacles of a musty keeper of archives
who'never takes them off, even when he
goes to bed. Tactics, which are the sum
total of the methods and means of
struggle of a political party, are precise-
ly intended to be changed if the changed
circumsiances require it.'' (B.Z.
Manuilsky, ‘The Work of the 7th Con-
gress," Serve the People Press reprint,
To the accusation that “*Leninism’” was
being betrayed, they pointed out that it
was precisely: Lenin who “‘persistently
warned us against ‘stereotyped methods
and mechanical leveling, against
rendering tactical rules, rules of strug-
gle, identical® "' And they went on (o
warn ‘against the “‘mental laziness'’ of
refusing “'to approach the phenomena
of real life concretely’” and substituting
“‘general, noncommittal formulas for a
careful and concreteistudy.'™*

As for. *“‘efforts to find Hhistorical
analogies and parallels with: the past,”
they pointed out that though these *‘are
very valuable,'" they will be “of little
use if we fail (o grasp the vital thing in
the specific features of the: present
world situation....No matter how
zealously we search the pages of text-
books on history, we shall not find in
them a situation analogous to. the pre-
sent, in which revolution, war and
fascism have become so interwoven in
the development of mankind. Conse-
quently, we must not base our tactics on
analogies, but on a concrete analysis of
the relation of class forces at the given
moment.'""

The analogy with 1914-18 ignored the
very ‘‘specific features” of the current
situation which made it unique:

¢ . .the world at that time was divid-
ed into two military imperialist coali-
tions which were equally striving to
establish their world hegemony, and
which had equally prepared and pro-
voked the imperialist war. At that time
there were neither countries where the
proletariat had conquered nor countries
with a fascist dictatorship.

*““But now the situation is different.
Now: we have: (1) a proletarian state
which is the greatest bulwark of peace;
(2), definite Fascist aggressors; (3) a
number of countries which are in direct
danger of attack by fascist aggressors
and in danger of losing their state and
national independence; (4) other
capitalist govérnments which are in-
terested al the present time in the
maintenance of peace...."”"

The 1935 Seventh Comintern Con-
gress also took account of the balance
of class forces at the/time and conclud-
ed that given the strength of Social
Democracy and the reformist trade
unions, the relative weakness of the
communists and the disunity of the
working class in general, conditions had
not yet matured “for the establishment
of the proletarian dictatorship in
modern capitalist countries.”'s Pro-
letarian revolution could be achieved
(in general) by way of ‘“‘united front
governments’’ formed in the struggle
against fascism. But the immediate
question was not proletarian revolution
but what Communists would do “‘to-
day, with'the present relation of force,
in order 1o withstand the onslaught of
capital, to'save [the working class] and
its people from fascism...and the
whole of mankind from war?''"

The Seventh Congress answered the
question by singling oul fascism as the
“‘principal enemy,’" pointing out that
‘‘one of the fundamental qualities of

Bolsehvism, one of the fundamental
features of our revolutionary strategy,
is the ability to determine at each given
moment who is the-principal enemy and
to be able to concentrate all our forces
for a struggle against that enemy.'’ (Er-
coli—Togliatti—**On' the Danger of
Imperialist War and the Tasks of Com-
n;t;nisl.s." Serve the People Reprints:
|

Against the main enemy ‘all second-
ary enemies were to be enlisted, not on-
ly the petty bourgeoisie but the national
bourgeoisie and even rival comprador
bourgeoisies, not just oppressed nations
but eyen imperialist ‘countries. A front
of democratic countries: was called
for—and a world-wide united front
against fascism.

Much can be learned from a study of
the pre-World War II period, not least
of which is this break with the stereo-
typed application of the *‘Leninist tac-
tic'* of revolutionary defeatism.
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SECTION D

“1. But isn’t the chief responsibility of

American communists to combal
American imperialism?

Was it the chief responsibility of
American communists to combat the
imperialism of their own bourgeoisie
when the opening up of new fronts-in
Europe and Asia by U.S. imperialism
provided relief to the U.S.S.R. and
made possible the defeat of fascism?
Would this slogan have been correct in
1938-40 when Nazii Germany was
swallowing up Eastern Europe, when
Japan was dismembering China? Is it
now correct when the Soviet Union: is
invading, colonizing and even exter-
minating small countries in Asia and
Africa, when'it menaces the national in-
dependence of Western Europe and
China and the whole world with a world
war? In this situation should American
communists devote their chief efforts to
denouncing U.S. imperialism' in
Southeast Asia and South America?
This is. what the Guardian and
P.W.0.C. do, and of course the “*com-
munist’® apologists of Vietnam and
Cuba on the left. But is that our chief
lask?

There 'is a “left’” version: of this
whichsays that ‘“the chicf responsibility
of American. revolutionaries in the
struggle against the two superpowers is
to.make revolution in the U.S.”" This
sounds properly anti-*‘class collabora-
tionist’' and very revolutionary, but
what does it -mean politically? It means
that ithe clearest exposers of appease-
ment, the most consistent opponents of
Soviel social imperialism, should bend
their main efforts to *‘making revolu-
tioniin the U.S.”” Such lines are a great

- boon to social imperialism which is why

it has proved so willing to support ultra-
left-groupsiof various stripes, including
those who denounce the *‘two super-
powers’'.

The subjective conditions in' this
country are very far from revolutionary
or pre-revolutionary. But one thing is
certain: the struggle for socialism in the
U.S. must go via the route of the anii-
hegemonist (anti-Soviet—R W) united
front. This is not only because the pro-
spects for the revolutionary movement
in the U.S. would'be better after a war
if the Soviet Union loses, better under a
democratic than a social fascist regime.
It is:also because the struggle to unmask
Soviet social imperialism is indispen-
sable for forming a socialist con-
sciousness among the broad masses of
Americans. If broad sections. of the
American people continue to believe
that a regime which brutally denies the
rights of its own people and callously
enslaves. others is socialist and not
Ysocial'*~fascist, anti-hegemonism and
anti-communism will be more securely
intertwined in their minds: And if these
Americans are forced to go to war
before the Soviet Union has been expos-
ed, and if they fight that war conyinced
that (heir vicious fascist enemy is
socialist, anti-hegemonism and anti-

communism will become many more:

times difficult to sever and defeat.
American communists do have a
great responsibility to struggle against
American. imperialism—it is always
their special responsibility:even when it
is not their ¢hief one. Under the con-
crete conditions of the united front
against hegemonism, this means strug-

gling against American'chauvinism and
imperialism within the united front; it
means being particularly alert (o the
problems of Browderism, taking the
lead in summing-up that phenomenon.
But it does not mean boycotting the
united front under the cover of “‘lefi!
and r-r-r-evolutionary slogans, abstract
formulae and empty “‘maximum”
political programs.

2. How can a united front with their
own bourgeoisie be reconciled with
the interesis of the siruggles of the
American proletariai?

This question: must always be ap-
proached' from the standpoint of pro-
letarian internationalism. We should
remember what Lenin said; “‘Pro-
letarian internationalism demands,
first, that the interests of the pro-
letarian struggle in any one country
should be subordinated to the interests
of that struggle on a world-wide
scale.”” To. forget this, to counterpose
the interests of the: American struggle
against those of the international pro-
letariat, or to give primacy to the
former (in the name of “‘the internal
contradictions”’, the “‘concrete’ etc.) is
to slide into a position of conscious or
unconscious national chauvinism. The
U.S. proletariat is a contingent of the
world proletariat. Its interests are iden-
tical (in the long run) and subordinate
(in the short run) to those of the inter-
national proletariat. As communists we
must keep this in mind always:

“The Communists-are distinguished
from the other working class parties by
this only: 1. In the national struggles of
the proletarians of the different coun-
tries, they point out and bring to the
front the common interests of the entire
proletariat, independently of all na-
tionality. 2. In the various stages of
development...they always and
everywhere represent the interests of the
movement as a whole.” (Communist
Manifesto, Part 11.)

But while communists represent the
future of the movement, they also
struggle for the immediate interests of
the working class. In the United States,
as in'the rest of the world, the most vital
interest of the massés is to avoid, or to
postpone, the horror of a new world
war. Inthe United States, the maijn seat
of the *‘nuclear reply'’ to the U.S!S.R.,
the elementary, vital interest of the
American masses is defense against at-
tack. Without life there'can be no strug-
gle at all against oppression. :

The Soviet Union has a mammoth
and costly civil defense program consis-
tent with their strategic doctrines envi-
sioning the possibility of: fighting and

- winning a nuclear war. The U.S., on the

other hand, now has virtually no civil
defense against nuclear attack. Civil
defense spending and training has been
reduced drastically since the early 1960s
even as the Soviets have vastly expand-
ed their offensive strike capability and
the: world has become demonstrably

more dangerous. The prevailing
“strategies’ of *Mutually Assured -
Destruction’® and of ‘appeasement

amount to a betrayal of the vital in-
terests of the American masses. A basic
plank ‘of the platform of the united
front against hegemonism in this coun-
try. must' be the demand' for adequate
civil defense. This /s an elementary,
vital interest of the American people.
As the clearest and' most consistent
supporters of thg.active defense of their
own people, communists must then'link
the question of defense with the
demands of the people for democratic
rights -and against the continuous
deterioration: of their standard of liv-

ing.
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PLEASE POST

This is a call to all co-conspirators to raise thousands of
dollars toward our main weapon against imperialism, the
Revolutionary Worker, through a special 1-month fund drive.
Many thousands of dollars from RW sales and regular contribu-
tions are spent each week to produce the RW and this will con-
tinue to expand and increase. In addition, funds are needed now
beyond the regular sales of the paper, building off the tremen-
dous advances in its distribution over the past two years, to
finance operating expenses and further expand and strengthen
the influence of the RW.

This includes:

—developing RW distribution in new areas of the country

—initiating new foreign language editions

—dissemination of the RW and revolutionary literature to

prisoners

—increasing the RW's ability to cover major outbreaks

—international mailings of the RW

Co-conspirators will come up with many creative ways and
various fundraising projects. These projects in the main will not
only raise money but will demonstrate the tremendous class-
conscious enthusiasm for revolution and through this the in-
fluence of the RW will expand to include even broader numbers
of revolutionary fighters. It would be very significant and deepen
proletarian internationalism if: Black residents of a housing pro-
ject would take on the task of raising funds toward a foreign
language edition of the RW. . .groups of autoworkers would
contribute to the Prisoners' Revolutionary Literature
Fund. . .farmworkers would see to it that the RW is able to
reach people's hands where it has not been distributed before.
There are countless possibilities and we urge all co-
conspirators to get together to discuss their plans to carry out
this special drive. It's in your hands. Contact your local
distributors and correspond to the RW.

CREATE PUBLIC OPINION. . . SEIZE POWER

Money raised through special projects and donations can be
turned into the RW in your area (see addresses below) or sent to
the national address: RCP Publications, P.O. Box 3486, Chicago,
IL 60654. Please specify that it is for the fund drive.
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