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The Armed Struggle In

The Horn of Africa

The following is the final part of a
series of articles analyzing U.S.-Soviet
contention in the Horn of Africa and the
anti-imperialist democratic movements
which have developed in that region. See
RWs No. 120 and No. 121 for Part.I and
iL

The contention between the U.S. and
Soviet blocs has arrayed both super-
powers against every revolutionary at-
tempt to destroy the framework of
feudalism and national oppression
which is the basis for imperialist
domination of Ethiopia, strategically
located on the approaches to the Suez
Canal and the Persian Gulf. The
1974-75 seizure of power by the Dergue,
a military junta backed first by the U.S.
and now by the Soviet Union, has only
served to intensify the oppression of the

Eritrean, Tigrean, Oromo and other na-
tionalities kept in subjugation by the
Ethiopian state, as well as the exploita-
tion of all its 27 million people, whose
per capita income is $100 a year and
whose average life span'is only 38 years.

This situation has called into ex-
istence powerful national’ democratic
maoyements, corresponding to: the ob-
jective necessity faced by the masses of
driving out
destroying feudal relations and ending
the forcible subjugation of nations. As
stich, these movements are today strik-
ing powerful blows against 'the
worldwide system of imperialism and
are strategic allies of the worldwide pro-
letariat.

Eritrea

The first of these powerful

movements broke out in Eritrea. A
country of 3.7 million people, Eritrea
lies along the Red Sea coast. It includes

foreign imperialism,

both the Christian, Tigrinya-speaking
peoples of the Western highlands ‘and
the Moslem Arabic-speaking peoples of
the coastal depression. Unlike Ethiopia,
which was deliberately retained under
the rule of a feudal lackey of im-
perialism, Eritrea was directly coloniz-
ed by (he Italians. The traditional com-
munal land tenure system called diesa
gave way to private property and the
differentiation of the peasantry by
wealth. Large commercial farms were
developed for Italian settlers like those

for British colonialists in Kenya and -

Zimbabwe, while the education of
Eritrean children beyond primitive
literacy was forbidden.

Italian capital investment also had
the effect of creating and concentrating
an Eritrean working class. An economic
infrastructure of railroads, and
highways was: built, and by 1940 20%
of Eritrea’s population was urban, Im-
perialist war also exposed Eritrea's peo-
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Cu.‘?ur;l program for TPLF fighters.

Organization for
children under 15 (Tigray).

We regret that photographs from
the struggle in Oromia were un-
available at the time of this print-
ing. We hope to provide photogra-
phic coverage in the future—RW.

ple to/the wider crimes of imperialism,
as 60,000 Eritreans were conscripted by
the Italians to serve as cannonfodder in
the conquest of Libya. Today, Eritrea
has one of the largest working classes,
both percentage wise and absolutely, in
Africa, although many Eritrean
workers have gone abroad to Saudi
Arabia and elsewhere in search of
work.

Armed struggle in Eritrea began on
Seplt. 1, 1961, when 14 men carrying 9
obsolete guns attacked a small Ethio-
pian. military post in the western
highlands, This ‘struggle quickly ex-
panded under the Ieadership and name
of the Eritrean Liberation Front (ELF)
which had been proclaimed by exiled
Eritreans living in Cairo. While the
ELF received substantial support from
several Arab nationalist regimes as well
as a groundswell of popular support, its
development was greatly restricted by
the feudal outlook of its leadership
which sought only the most narrow aim
of national independence from
Ethiopia and opposed every moye
toward the democratic reform of
Eritrean society. The inevilable result
was that the potential of the masses
could not be mobilized. Serious military
setbacks occurred in' 1967, resulting in
the first wave of Eritrean refugees into
Sudan.

Beginning in 1968 a series of splits oc-
curred within the ELF which eventually
resulted incadre breaking away to form
the Eritrean People’s Liberation Front
(EPLF) in April of 1970. The response
of the ELF was to declare war on the
EPLF. The Eritrean civil war which
lasted until 1974 ended in disaster for
the ELF, many of whose members
either refused to fight the EPLF or went
over .to it. But, pretending again and
again to make peace, the ELF has con-
tinued to exist as a force and has con-
tinued to receive large quantities of
foreign military assistance, mainly
through Syria. The ELF is reported to
have been engaging in compromise
talks with the USSR and the Dergue.

The end of the civil war provided the
first opportunity for the EPLF to im-
plement democratic measures on a
broad'scale. The results were immediate
and dramatic, with the forces of Haile
Selassie suffering a sharp defeat at the
hands of the EPLE in 1974. As re-
counted previously in this series, the
reactionary Dergue followed in the
footsteps of the emperor in attempting
to hold Eritrea captive. It launched a
series of attacks on Eritrea in early 1975
which likewise: met defeat. With the
liberation of Nacfa in September, 1976,
the EPLF went over from guerrilla and
mobile warfare to positional warfare,
and in July 1977 Keren, the second
largest city in Eritrea, was captured. By
the beginning of 1978 the capital of
Asmara was surrounded and fighting
was raging in the streets of the porl of
Massawa.

With the:massive Soviet and Cuban
backed attack of early 1978, the EPLF
leadership decided to make a strategic
withdrawal back toward its most secure
base area in the northern highlands
rather than trying to defend fixed posi-
tions around the towns. The position of
the EPLE was made even more difficult
by the utter rout by the Dergue of the
ELF from positions it held, forcing
even further tactical adjustments by the
EPLE.

Throughout 1978 and in 1979 the









Medflies and the Plight of U.S. Imperialism

PESTICIDE

During the past several weeks, the
State of California has really got down
on the job of aerial spraying the pesti-
cide malathion in the ‘“‘final solution™
to the war against the Medfly. After
fumbling through two years of other
eradication methods, the whole of U.S.
imperialism’s highly developed agricul-
tural technology has finally managed to

lurch into gear on the air attack for

which most high-priced *‘experts’ and
all agribusiness have been calling all
along. The results have not been pheno-
menal.

Right now, over 1200 miles of urban
area running from Oakland down past
San Jose, on one side of San Francisco
Bay, and halfway up to San Francisco
on the other, including the densely
populated Fruitvale section of Oak-
land, are being regularly sprayed by
both helicopters and fixed-wing aircraft
with the chemical, which is mixed with
a sticky-sweet substance to attract the
flies. 3300 square miles are under feder-
al quarantine—cars leaving the areas
are stopped in lines sometimes miles
long at “‘Checkpoint Charlies,”” and
each are subject to search by state
police. Recently the smiling ‘*Ag’’ in-

spectors have begun to be replaced by

branches of various state police agen-
cies with instructions to be *‘firmer and
* more stern’’—including with the right
to cite on the spot.

The helicopters continue to fly chief-
Iy at night, in formation, using a spray-
er, two guidance craft, searchlights,
and increasingly, as in Santa Cruz
County, tailed by Sheriffs’ helicopters
checking for snipers, all flying so.shud-
deringly close to rooftops that, as one
person put it, *‘The pilots could see you
flip them the bird.”” The campaign has
taken on the martial air of a two-point-
ed attack: one against the fly, and one
against the people on the ground who
hate being sprayed with chemical poi-
son. (Although the most open mass op-
position has temporarily abated.) On
one night alone, September 15; two
craft suffered damage, one hit by sniper
fire over Santa Cruz County, and one
destroyed on the ground by fire.

Major radio stations carry regular
announcements, assuring listeners that
the spray is perfectly safe—and then
warn that children and pets must be
kept indoors during the spraying, that
yards and schoolgrounds must be tho-
roughly washed the following morning
...people cannot be blamed for won-
dering about all these precautions over
something so “‘perfectly safe.”

However, with all this, 'the little fly
has popped up almost everywhere the
authorities hoped it wouldn't—both
where they’ve sprayed and where they
haven’t. In the middle of July, the fly
made an appearance near Los Angeles,

an extremely sensitive point since L.A.
is the shipping point for California
fruit. The Medfly also spread to Flori-
da, and to the Central Valley in Califor-
nia, the heart of California’s $14 billion
agriculture industry, where, according
Lo some estimates, if entrenched the fly
could consume 10 to 20%: of the crop.

The battle against the Medfly has cer-
tainly come at a most inopportune time
for U.S. imperialism: A Medfly infesta-
tion would be a serious problem at any
time (including 'in a socialist country),

* but coming right now in the midst of

deepening crisis'and war preparations,
the fly infestation has had the effect of
shining a light on a number of imperial-
ist sore spots, and stretching things even
further. One such glaring contradiction
is ‘the wretched mess imperialism has
made by chemically poisoning the envi-
ronment and the masses of people, and
despite this (in fact, largely because of
it) their near-helpless floundering in the
face of something like the Medfly.
This was re-emphasized last week,
when the chieftains of the Medfly cam-
paign met in Los Gatos to figure out
what 'they had accomplished in the
Medfly war so far, and what todo over
the winter. And they had to announce
that they really didn’t have any idea

what in hell they had done or what Lo

do now. They are not sure how to phase
out areas from the spray campaign,
they are not sure how to tell if the fly
has been eliminated. They do not know
the length of the life cycle of the fly in
the winter in northern California and
they do not know whether to hope for a
cold winter or a warm winter. They do
not know whether it's necessary (o
spray each area 12 times or 6 with mala-
thion. State Medfly eradication director
Jerry Scribner said, *‘I think the techni-
cal committee is: on the horns of a di-
lemma right now...stopping Spraying
i§ like letting go of a cobra.”

There’s something more than a little
fishy here. Why is it easier to start
spraying 1200 sguare miles' of urban
area with pesticide than to stop? Why
have $150 million already been spent to
fight a fly whose life cycle isn't even
understood after 1-1/2 years of intense
effort? What makes this. even more
striking is that this is typical of the pre-
sent state of affairs in'the U.S. in rela-
tion to the problem of agricultural pests
as a whole. And' just why this is true,
and why *‘stopping spraying is like let-
ting go of a cobra,’’ reveals some of the
most fundamental features of U.S. im-
perialism—the incredible anarchy of
capitalist production, and the way im-
perialism chokes the development of
the productive forces and controls the
development of scientific knowledge,
including suppressing many important
developments.
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Multiplying Pests by Pesticide

One good example of the mess the
imperialists are in in this regard is the
Central Valley, the rich agricultural
land'that stretches down the middle of
California. This is one of the most
capital-intensive, and most profitable,
areasin all'of U.S. agriculture. It is also
the area most intensely sprayed with
pesticides in the world. In' the Central
Valley today, there are 25 agricultural
pests that cause over $1 million in crop
damages per year. 24 of these were not
major dangers to crops until pesticides
were widely®used—nearly every major
agricultural pest.in California today has
been turned into the crop destroyer that
it is by the use of pesticides! And this is
true not only in' California. In almost
every place in the world where regular,
systematic, periodic spraying of pesti-
cides has been done (and this is the me-
thod used in not only the Central
Valley, but in every major agricultural
area in'the U.S., and in many of the
U.S. neo-colonies), after a certain
number of years of spraying, the
damage done to crops by pests is worse
than before the spraying started. In the
U.S. as a whole, in the period since
WW 11, the use of pesticides has in-
creased 10 times, and the damage done
to crops by pests has doubled.

This happens because of some fairly
simple biological laws. Blanket spray-
ing of pesticides kills a whole broad
spectrum of species of insects, especial-
ly at the beginning of spraying of an
area. In fact, it kills almost all the in-
sects there. But in any field there are
many kinds of insects, most of which
don’t pose any danger to crops, either
because they don’t eat crops, or because

they are held in check by predatory in-

sects (or birds or animals) that eat the
crop-eating insects. So when a' field is
hit with pesticides, and most insects die,
a clear field is left for a small number of
potential pésts which are resistant to
the poison for one reason or another,
but whose predators have been killed
off by/the poison. These crop-eating in-
sects can eal and multiply without much
competition, and pass on their most
pesticide-resistant traits to their proge-
ny. As this: repeated through years,
whole new' varieties of insects that de-
stroy crops and get along fine with pes-
ticides are created by the kind of spray-
ing that American agribusiness enfor-
ces. In fact, history has shown that the
stronger the pesticide use, the more
quickly and more voraciously new pests
are brought forward.

This is basic'science. So why is Ame-
rican agriculture—supposedly so ad-
vanced and scientific—so hopelesslyad-
dieted to pesticides? It's an addiction
that has come straight from the cul-

throat, anarchic nature of capitalism,
and the viciously pragmatic nature of
imperialism, as finance capital moved
into agriculture in a big way, particular-
ly in the period since WW 11. When pes-
ticides were first introduced into the
fields in a massive way at that time,
bugs dropped off the plants like, well,
flies, when hit by such miracle chemi-
cals as DDT (now banned for usein the
U.S. because it started killing birds,
showing upin deep-ocean fish, in meat
like beef, and in fatty tissue in human
beings, and in higher concentrations in
the milk of nursing mothers than the
government allowed in cow’s milk sold
in stores. It is still sold all over the
world by U.S. chemical giants, how-
ever). Because they “‘worked” so well
at first, and because massive, highly
mechanized spraying of pesticides fit so
perfectly into the influx of big capital
into agriculture in the period after the
war, the wuse of pesticides quickly
became very widespread, and part of
the way in which imperialist domina-
tion of agriculture was secured. Very
little labor was required, it wasn't
necessary to do any scientific investiga-
tion of insects or other pests, and it
wasn't even necessary to conduct syste-
matic investigation to see what insects
were in the fields (in fact, this kind of
approach quickly became something
that had to be suppressed, as the real
long-term effects of these pesticides re-
vealed themselyes). Just nuke 'em, and
they’ll die.

Once this system got established, and
even as it began to get clear what the
real relationship was—just nuke ’em,
and they come back bigger and worse
than ever—it was very difficult for a
single farmer to pull out of the whole
pesticide syndrome. The basic anarchy
of production under imperialism meant
that each farmer had to'survive and
make a profit each year, or in many
cases the farm would come under the
control 'of a bank. Pulling out of the
whole pesticide system usually meant
taking some losses, often very big ones,
especially where pesticide use had been
heavy. The soil was leached with pesti-
cides, some crops couldn’t grow in it,
and the traditional crop was now vul-
nerable to both the pesticide-created
pests, and the old pests that had been
held in'check by the use of pesticides.
Piilling out of the system, to an indebt-
ed farmer, often means/going out of bu-
siness.

Further, the banks actually demand-
ed pesticide use. Pesticide companies
set up a system of agents who go to
farmers throughout the country, pro-
viding the only advice many farmers get
on how to deal with insects and other
pests. They, of course, recommend reg-

Conlinued on page 23
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In RW No. 91 (February 6, 1981) we
called on revolutionary-minded artisis
and others to debate within the pages of
the paper the rale of the playwright Ber-
tolt Brecht—to coniribute to an evalua-
tion of his works and theories. Brecht
wrole during the critical years sur-
rounding the last world war, associating
himself with communism and strug-
gling to apply Marxism to the creation
of revolutionary art. Today, as we ap-
proach' another such critical juncture,
his works are being widely performed
and his - methods and theories are being
hotly discussed. The questions invoived
are far from resolved, either broadly or
among communists and revolu-
tionaries. At the heart of the struggle
around Brecht iie overall questions of
revolution vs. revisionism, particularly
as applied in the sphere of art and
{iterature. Such an evaluation necessari-
{y confronts, for instance, the matfer of
the Popular Front pursued by the inter-
national communist movemen! during
the period he wrote, and the legacy of
that line today as it applies to the strug-
gle in the cultural arena.

We urge those of you who are involy-
ed in doing Brecht or grappling with
guestions of revolutionary art and
politics o assist in this evaluation. For
earlier contributions, please see RWs
No. 99, 101, 104 and 116. Following is
the most recent contribution to this
debate.
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Central to judging any work of art is
the objective effect that it has. And the
effect is conditioned by the times we
live in, the questions of the day and
what is actually challenging the old
order, T think this is the way we have to
try and evaluate things, including the
role of Brecht, and not look around for
ready-made formulas for revolutionary
plays.

Both (of the longer) letters on the
Brecht debate (RW No. 104 and 116)
fall short in doing this. The first letier
sums up that Brecht was a revolution-
ary whose work should be upheld
(true), but it glosses over his shortcom-
ings, and basically excuses them by say-
ing that it wasn’t Brecht’s fault that he
was writing before the Cultural Revolu-
tion and in a period where revisionism
ran amuck (also true). But don’t the
theoretical developments since Brecht
demand that we sum up the role of his
plays in light of this? The letter does not
begin to address the guestion of whe-
ther Brecht needs ‘“‘major surgery,”’
and if so, what it should consist of.

The second letter is almost unbeliev-
able in its attempts to use the advances
of the Cultural Revolution as some kind
of *‘revolutionary’ yardstick to con-
clude that Brecht doesn’t fill any of the
““griteria’” of the model works. In fact
he was a revisionist, Useless. Throw
him out.

I write this letter as an attempt to
speak both to Brecht’s contributions
and his shortcomings and what was the
basis for both; and why we should not
only popularize the best of Brecht's
works today, but also be bold in criti-
cizing and remolding them. :

It is interesting that the first letter
(RW No. 104, May 8th), in upholding
Brecht’s: contributions, spends a great
deal of time explaining the development
of Epic Theater. It concentrates

Brecht’s goals and the reasons he
developed this new form of theater very
well, but it also tails them. It sums up:
‘“All of these changes revolutionized
20th Century Theater. They also earned

him the accusation of being a formalist

from many of the communist critics of
the day. Almost anyone who tried any-
thing new and adventuresome in the
*30s and *40s was accused of formalism.
The correct model was supposed to be

isocialist realism.™*

Yes, Epic Theater did revolutionize
20th Century Theater. It is hard to find
a modern play which has not been in-
fluenced (not necessarily consciously)
by Brecht's revelution in form. But
many of these plays using “‘Brechtian™
forms are still shit in terms of content.

Brecht did tend to fall into formal-
ism. And therein lies some of his weak-
nesses, for there is no form that is in-
herently revolutionary. I don’t think
Brecht (or the person who wrote the let-
ter) grasped the essence of socialist real-
ism, and tended to view it in terms of
form rather than world outlook and

class content. In Brecht’s lecture, ‘On

Experimental Theater’® (reprinted. in
Brecht on Theater—a collection of
essays, interviews and lectures by
Brecht), he notes the bourgeoisie’s aes-
thetic definition of theater as being “‘a
place of entertainment and: instruc-
tion." He then traces the history of ex-
perimental theater in post-war Europe,
saying of expressionism that ‘‘the thea-
ter’s educative value collapsed." There
was, he says, ‘‘a crisis of half a
century’s experiments’’ and that ‘‘the
development tended toward a fusion of
the two functions, instruction and en-
tertainment.”’ It was in the course of
grappling with this problem (as Brecht
saw it) and taking part in the experi-
mentation that he developed a new ap-
proach, the Epic style, of which he says
in conclusion: “The solution here aim-
ed at is -only ONE of the conceivable
solutions to the problem, which can be
expressed so: How can theater be both
instructive and entertaining? How can
it be divorced from spiritual dope traf-
fic and turned from a home of illusions
into 'a home of experiences? How can
the unfree and ignorant man of our cen-
tury, with his thirst for freedom and his
hunger for knowledge; how can the tor-
tured and heroie, abused and ingenuous,
changeable and world-changing man of
this great and ghastly century obtain his
own theater which will help him master
the world and himself?"’

But is the “‘problem’’ as Brecht raises |
it here in fact the central one for the

working class in its struggle to develop
revolutionary culture? In Yenan Talks
(1942) Mao poses things very different-
ly. He says, ‘‘The first problem is:
Literature and art for whom?** I doubt
Brecht had the opportunity to read
Mao, but from the second half of the
above quote it’s clear that the question
of “for whom?’’ was.on Brecht’s mind.
And I think his greatest contributions
to theater flowed from his attempts to
consciously try and serve the working
class with his art, His deep-rooted
hatred for capitalism and a burning
desire to change the world led to plays
that are rebellious, challenging; that
dare to question and dare to.expose;
and it is these ideas (and not the Epic
form) that make them so popular
among progressive and revolutionary-

minded people today.

However, Brecht’s lack of clarity on
the relationship:between form and con-
tent led to serious weaknesses in some
of his plays. For example some of his
more didactic work confuses the role of
art with agitation, and in so doing dulls
the artistic power of theater. And the
failure to firmly grasp the central prob-
lem led'to Brecht devoting a: great deal
of time and energy in attacking the
symptoms of bourgeois theater: that it
numbs people out and pacifies: us with
fantasies, etc. But what is essentially

wrong with bourgeois theater/bour-

‘geois realism is not this, not its: “‘real-
ism,”* but its outlook. In fact what is
*‘real’” is doomed to be extremely limit-
ed because all the bourgeoisie can do'is
concentrate its own view of reality,
which is supetficial and static. The most
they can do'is give us a glimpse ‘‘at a
world of self-seeking individuals, which
is by no'means the greater part, or cer-
tainly the essence of reality.”’ (Bob
Avakian)

In particular, the question of empa-
thy was a big thing with Brecht. He saw
as one of the worst things about bour-
geois theater its method of mindlessly
““sucking people in’’ to identify with the
characters and'situation. But is it empa-
thyitself which is the problem, or which
class is'using it? What about the revolu-
tionary ballet from China, The White
Haired Girl? We weep with her when
her father is killed; when she rebels
against the landlord we rebel too; when
she escapes we are nervous and excited;
and when the Red Army liberates the
village and the people rejoice, we re-
joice too. What's wrong with that?
Isn’t this part of what art is all about?
For just as the essence of bourgeois
realism is its outlook and not its *‘realis-
tic’’ form, so is the heart of socialist
realism its outlook.

Does this view of socialist realism
mean that in terms of theater every play
should have a red flag on stage? Do the
masses always have to be shown rising
up, guns in hand? Is a play without a
central proletarian hero just lagging
behind what’s needed? This brings me
back to the second letter (on the Good
Woman of Szechwan) which' would
have answered “‘Yes; yes, yes’* to all the
above questions. It uses the lessons of
the Cultural Revolution in an extremely
dogmatic manner which beats down
Brecht and will get us nowhere in
developing revolutionary culture, View-
ing things this way the letter concludes:
“The ‘good woman’ is a dimwit who
gets herself (and others) intoitrouble by
giving away what she doesn’t have and
whol allaws herself to be fucked over,
literally and figuratively, by the mass-
es....!”" For starters, only a dimwit
could miss the fact that this play is a
parable and take Brecht's device of the
Gods, and the questions of good vs. evil
so literally, I began this letter by saying
that objective effect is central to judg-
ing any work of art, Contrast the let-
ter’s view of Good Woman of Szech-
wan with a local production I saw re-
cently. Produced by a city college
drama department and with a youthful,
vigorous, multi-national cast, this pro-
duction chose to highlight the woman
question and how our dog-eat-dog so-
ciety forces women into a certain posi-
tion; that despite Shen-te's goodness
(and there really are people who are

goodhearted and give a shit about
others. . . millions of them) she is forced
by the society she lives in to'*‘play the
game’’ of trying to make it in‘a man’s
(capitalist's) world. She fails. This pro-
duction took (and understood) the
essence of the play and sharpened it. . .
choosing to draw out certain themes
more sharply. They were not slayish to
Brecht’s script, and in fact the director
wrote his own finale, which strengthen-
ed their production. Its effect was over-
whelmingly positive,

What is so wrong withithe letter (R W/
No. 116) is not'just that someone miss-
ed the point, but that the approach
taken leads to a failure'to unite with, or
even recognize, what is actually out
there and playing a progressive or revo-
lutionary role in the cultural arena. We
have to apply Marxism in a /iving way
to this' question of Brecht. His plays
can't be taken wholesale; neither.can we
throw them out. Brecht addresses many
key guestions of the day in his works,
but they vary a lot in how clearly and
sharply they do this. We have to ana-
lyze them play by play and ask: What is
this play about? What role can it objec-
tively play in the class struggle today?
Does it correspond with what’s needed?
Does it in the main serve the interests of
the working class or the capitalists? We
have toiact in the spirit of Brecht him-
self and take what is good and use it
and popularize it. (Most of Brecht’s
plays are based on stories that he adapt-
ed, borrowed from or set in a different
gra, etc.).

I'want to end by using one of Brecht’s
best known and most popular plays as
anexample: Mother Courage. This play
would most certainly be dumped by
whoever wrote the second letter, for
Mother Courage is far from a proleta-
rian hero. In fact Brecht wrote her as a
negative model. But this is also a play
about war—a huge war—in which the
people are shown to have no interest in
fighting for either side. Indeed, both
sides are shown to have the 'same inte-
rests; that ‘‘war is a continuation of
business by other means’' (Brecht's
words taken from his notes on the
play); a play that exposes the futility of
the petty-bourgeois outlook of clinging
to and trying topreserve its.meager and
pathetic position, and “‘profit’’ by war.
(This is concentrated in the central cha-
racter of Mother Courage); but along-
side this we have her daughter, Kattrin,
symbolically portrayed as mute to rep-
resent the extreme repression of the
masses, who rises above all the muck
and the mire and gives her life to warna
whole city. of people that they are about
to be attacked.

Doesn’t this speak to many of the key
questions facing us today? [ think so.
Such works should not only be upheld
in word. . .they: should be perform-
ed, . . broadly. And we must take ad-
vantage of elementslike Kattrin, who I
think is a proletarian hero even if not
the main character. And we can and
should be bold in making changes and
adaptations wherever this will make the
line of the play sharper, the lessons
clearer and therefore its effect more
devastating,

A member of the
Red Flag Theater ensemble
San Francisco
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Continued from page 13

atoms, a starting point of development
for physics and chemistry.

But the indijvisibility of aloms can
also only be relative, not absolute. If
one makes this indivisibility absolute,
regards matter as absolutely discrete
and denies the continuity of matter,
then one will go into'metaphysics and
idealism. Newton was like this. He
thought that the smaller matter
becomes as 1t is divided, the firmer it
gets. When its size is reduced to a cer-
tain micro-state, then it becomes so
solidly firm that no force other than
god’s can divide it, This/is the logic of
objective idealism. Subjective idealism
distorts indivisibility from another
aspect. Berkeley and Hume both
thought that since matter is no more
than complexes of sensation, therefore,
whartever is the smallest point that man
¢an see, is indivisible. **A thing cannot
exist apart from the mind that perceives
it."" (New Essav On Vision, Berkeley).
Mach simply denied the existence of
atoms. The reason being that he
couldn't perceive atoms. These
philosophers” outlook is: They can’t see
how matter is further divided, therefore
matter is indivisible.

On the basis of the theory of atoms,
Newton painted a ‘“‘picture of the
atomic world™": All celestial bodies are
constituted of discrete atoms, spotiedly
filling in the vacuum of the universe,
moving incessantly ip absolute space ac-
cording to the laws of mechanical mo-
tion. All change and development of
things in the world is no more than ag-
gregation and dissociation: of atoms.
No matter how much things change, the
origin'of their change remains the same.
Atoms themselves never change since
they are created by god. Therefore, as
long as man understands the motion of
atoms, he can ‘‘knmow the past and
future'’, know everything. In this way,
Newtonian mechanics had become
*“final truth’”.

It thus seemed that absolute continui-
ty is untenable, and absolute
discreteness Is also'untenable. This is a
contradiciion. Kant perceived this
coniradiction in'a deep way, and pro-
posed an “‘antinomy'’; 11 is correcl (o
say that everything in the world is'com-
posed of indivisible, absolutely simple
things; because only an absolutely sim-
ple thing can be an elementary thing.
Otherwise there could be no complex
things composed of such elementary
things, and there could be nothing in
the world. By the same token, il is also
correct to say that there exist no ab-
solutely. simple things; everything is
some infinitely divisible complex thing,
because no matier how simple a thing
is, it musl oceupy some volume in space
and thus can be continuously divided.
Kant's “antinomy"’ exposed the con-
tradiction and formulated this gques-
tion. This was a necessary condition (o
advance to dialectics and ‘push man’s
understanding forward. Bul Kant
didn’t solve the contradiction. Whether
objective things are divisible or indivisi-
ble, continuous or discrete? His answer
was: One doesn’t know. He thought
that objeciive things were unknowable
anyway. If you insist on knowing, then
the contradiction is produced.
Therefore, this contradiction only
comes from the ‘“‘a priori illusion'" of
man’s subjective cognitive ability. Thus
Kant began by exposing the contradic-
tion, but ended in covering up and
reconciling the contradiction and fell
into idealist apriorism.

On this question, still it was Hegel
who said it right: Discontinuity and
continuity “‘by thémselves don't con-
tain truth, only in their unity is there
truth®, Engels affirmed this viewpoint
by saying that ‘““matler is both divisible
and continuous, and at the same lime
neither of the two, which is no answer,
but is now almost proved''. (Dialectics
of Nature, p. 245). Subsequently, every
step of development of natural science
has continuously proven this scientific
assertion of Engels’, and has con-
tinuously revealed the rich content of
various forms of matter as being both
continuous and diserele.

Object and Field

To understand the structure of mat-
ter, man initially classified matter into
Lwo opposing concrete forms.

In'the beginning, man abstracted the
concept of ‘‘object' [real thing] out of

all the various forms of matter. The

characteristic of objects is being
*“*solid". Newton put forward that all

objects are built up from atoms, the

smallest object-particles. An atom is an
absolutely discrete material point parti-
cle. Itis “*solid, block, hard, impenetra-
ble'. This is to say that the atom is an
idealized solid thing, it is a highly con-
centrated object. Its fundamental
characteristic is indivisibility; there is
no “‘open space’ inside. “‘Water can’t
be poured in, nor can a needle be in-
serted into’" its inside. However, there
can be no “‘solidness™ without *‘void?,
no *“‘what is" without “‘what is not™,
Objeets are not hollow; all the emp-
tiness has been pushed outside them, In
ordinary. life we see one thing after
another, stars, mountains, houses,
sand. . ., all these are objects. But they
can'( fill up all space. What fills in be-
tween sparsely scattered stars is
vacuum, between bushes there'is vacant
ground; evenwithin:a pile of sand there
exist openings. If there are objects,
there must also be the void. Therefore,
in proposing the theory of atoms, De-
mocritus said that in the world “‘only
atoms and the void are real'’. The void
is' a necessary supplement to objects.
This illustrates that the material world
is always the unity of the discrete and
the continuous. If matter is viewed as
absolutely discrele objects, then it is
necessary 'to realize the continuity of
maller through the void in an upside-
down way. The opposition’ of solidness
and void is the opposition: of the real
and the empty, *“‘whatis!" and “what is
not”’. It is the initial “‘one divides into
two' in the process of man’s recogniz-
ing the material world.

But how do the solidness and the
void, or *“‘what is"* and ‘‘whal is not’’
unite together? Which one is funda-
mental? Lao Dan answered that
‘*everything in the world' is derived
from ‘whar is,’ and ‘what is' is derived
from ‘what is not” . (Laozi, Chapter
40). That is, the void is fundamental,
the object is derivative, This is idealist
monism: Fei Wei of the Jin Dynasty
[AD 265-420] wrote “‘On Promoting
‘What [s! " to oppose him, saying thal
everything in the world must be derived
from *‘what is"*, and cannol be derived
from “‘what is.not*'. This'is materialist
monism.

Al bottom, Newton was a pro-'‘whal
is'". He regarded the atom as the overall
representative of objects and used it to
paint an overall picture of nature,
whereby matter is purely discrete and
continuily is given over completely to
the absolute void. The unity of discrete-
ness and continuity in the intérnal struc-
ture of matter is described by him as the
opposition of matter and nothingness,
On the.one hand, thereis the:absolutely
dense ‘object; on the other hand, the
void of absoluie nothing. The world is
partitionied into two mutually exclusive
unrelated halves. Newton couldn’(
unite these contradictory aspects. Final-
Iy he had to treat the void as higher than
matter, and he slid from “‘advocaling
what is*” down to “worshipping what is
not*.

Actually, how canNewton's:absolute
space be *‘absolute”? First of all, there
is the mutual gravitational attraction
among celestial bodies. Secondly, celes-
tial bodies radiate light into the vast
vacuum. These two phenomena musi
also manifest certain types of continuity
of ‘matter. Faced wilh: this fact, New-
ton, in order to safeguard his absolute
space, could only very artificially ex-
plain as follows: Theattraction between
celestial bodies'is a kind of **action at a
distance’” exerting its force over space
which is still emply; the ray of lightis a
kind of particle current ejected from
celestial bodies and thrown into un-
bounded empliness, ‘The success of
Newtonian mechanics in explaining
mechanical motion did temporarily
cover up the inconsistencies of his angu-
ment on Lhese two questions.

7. (Translator’s nole)—This means
“pair of opposiles'" but also con-
noles fension, opposition be-
tween them.

But where is this so-called absolute
emptiness in the world? Doesn’t air fill
up all space near earth? Man therefore
further imagined that in the vast space
of the universe there probably existed
some kind of continuous matter every-
where—ether or air.

The universe was said to be a contin-
uous ocean of ether, a *‘Nature consti-
tuted by air’. As Zhang Zai said: ““The
Empty Universe cannot be without
air’'. Later Descartes of France and
Huygens of the Netherlands proposed
thatall'the space of the universe is filled
with ether particles which join with
each, other and form a continuous
medium; the particles squeeze one
another, forming vortices. And these
vortices sweep ithe moon to circle the
earth and sweep the earth to circle the
sun. As for light, it is waves of ether
caused by the vibration of objects, just
like a breeze of wind *‘blows waves in'a
pond of water*’. Up until'the 19th cen-
tury, more and more experimental facts
demonstrated the wave-motion
character of light; that light is just'like a

‘water wave and can ‘go around

obstacles, The theory of the wave mo-
tion of light achieved a decisive victory.
The void was replaced by ether. The op-
position between object and void gave
way to the opposition: between object
and ether. Thus, the material world is
divided, yet uninterrupied .links are
always ‘there. The contradiction be-
tween discreteness and continuity.in the
structure of 'matter expressed itself. as
the opposition of two different kinds of
material forms, and this, compared to
the mysterious absolute emptiness, was
of course a big advance.

In the 19th century, the research done
on electromagnetic phenomena further
advanced man's understanding of the
continuous forms of matter. For exam-
ple;, when electrical currenl goes
through a wire that surrounds a:magne-
tic needle, the needle turns toward the
direction perpendicular to the plane of
the wire. What is this force that deflects
the magnetic needle? Newtonian forces
can only act along the direction of the
straight line that connects the two ob-
jects. Obviously, this is another kind of
‘‘force’ with completely different
characleristics, i.e., the electromagnetic
force which is completely- different
from the mechanical force. This is ac-
tive in the vicinity of magnelic poles
and electric charge. In order to describe
the effect of the electromagnetic force,
Faraday introduced many ‘‘magnetic
lines of force’” and “‘electric lines of
force™, imitating the method in fluid
mechanics of using “‘stream lines' lo
describe fluid motion. Magnetic needles
or electric'charges are acted upon by a
force along the direction of the
magnetic lines of force and electric lines
of force. The denser the “‘lines'’, the
stronger the ““force’’. Therefore, based
on the configuration of magnetic and
electric lines of force, the elec-
tromagnetic motion: of objects can' be
graphically depicted. In this way, dac-
cumulating lines into planes and ac-
cumulating planes into ‘volume, a
““field’ is constructed. Electric fields
and magnetic fields mutually transform
into one another, hence an elec-
tromagnetic field is formed. [t was very
artificial to use the vibration of ether to
explain the motion of light waves in the
past. Now it was much more straight-
forward to treat electromagnetic fields
as a kind' of medium thal fills space in
such a way as to transmit the electro-
magnetic effect. Thus, the field ‘was
developed from ether and replaced
ether to become the overall representa-
tive of the continuous form of matter.

The discovery of the field as a form
of malter was a very greal achievement
in science. It rejects mysterious emp-
tiness, mysterious action al a distance,
myslerious ether, and finds a practical,
reasonable link 'between dis¢rete ob-

jects, giving the continuity of material

structure a malerial basis. One material
world divides into two. I is no longer
the opposition in appearance between
maltler and the void outside matter, but
rather the opposition between (wo dif-
ferent kinds of material forms: in the
material world. It is the opposition be-
tween the discrete form and the con-
tinuous ferm of matier.

But then, that same old question
comes back again: How do these (wo
kinds of material forms unite? Some
people imagined that object-particles

are like bricks and stones, and fields are
like cement, and the universe has been
built up by the gluing together of the
two. In this way, discreteness is realized
in.objects, and continuity is realized in
fields, but the two remain essentially
absolutely separated and disjointed.
The unity between discreteness and con-
tinuity of ‘material structure remains as
an external link of two completely dif-
ferent material forms. This is still a
dualism on| the question of material
structure. Einstein felt unsatisfied with
this. He tried to use the field, this kind
of material form, to unify the world.
He built up a “unifigd field’’ that em-
bodies everything and paintsa “‘world-
picture of the field"”. Compared (o
Newton’s world-picture of atoms, ‘it
reflects the continuity aspect of matter,
But, the field cannot exhaust human
understanding about material structure
either. Einstein’s “unified field” not
only crudely wants to dissolve objects
into the field, reduce object-parficles to
‘‘condensations, of field’’, but also
crudely wants to “‘unify’’ everything. In
this way, the field becomes like the an-
cient man’s fire, water or air. It has
again become the absolutely indivisible
origin of everything. Once you
recognize this unified . field, then you
can know everything from the universe
down to particles, and exhaust final
truth. As such, Einstein walked into a
blind alley just like Newton did with his
theory of the atom.

In the last several years of.the 19th
century, the gate of the atom was open-
ed, man probed deeply into the secret of
the atom. It turned out that the atomiis
not some absolute object; inside: there
are also particles and fields, another
whole world. Electrons were the first:to
be found by man. This was the first
resident of the atomic world which men
recognized. Later it was discovered that
in the center of the atom there is a hard
core which contains over 99.95% of the
mass of the atom, but occupies only
several quadrillionths® of the atomic
volume. This is:the atomic nucleus. The
atomic nucleus carries positive charge
and the electron carries negative charge;
an electric field exists between them
which links them together. From this,
people proposed a planetary sysiem
model of the atom. The atomic nucleus
is like the sun, and the electrons are like
planets which circle the atomic nucleus
along certain orbits through the action
of the electromagnetic field, just like
planets circle the sun through the action
of the gravitational field. *“*A dust, a
world”, a tiny little atom is a small
solar system! Later it was also dis-
covered thal the atomic nucleus is not
something ‘absolutely discrete and in-
divisible either. Within it there are
neutrons. and protons firmly bound
together by the strong force—the
mutual action of the meson field.

How can there be absolute [absolute-
ly solid] objects? Within “‘solid”® ob-
jects there are still more: objects and
fields. Within the material structure,
these two are interconnected, inlerpene-
trating, interpermeating, and’ interde-
pendent. Take the hydrogen atom'as an
example. Its diameter is about 107" cm,
bu113its nuclear diameter is only
10""“em, i./e., 100,000 times smaller.
That is to say, adding the objects (the
atomic nucleus and electron) of an
alom together, they amount to‘only one
thousand trillionth of the total volume.
The rest of that vast volume is all elec-
tromagnetic field and gravitational
field. By analogy, if we magnify a
hydrogen atom to the size of ‘a big
theatre, the atomic nucleus' would be
like a sesame seed in the middle of the
theatre, and the electron would be like a
piece of dust flying along the wall. How
could such an atom be ‘‘solid’’? The
proton and neutron inside the nucleus
also amount o only several tenths of
the total nuclear volume, the rest being
filled up by electromagnetic field, gravi-
tational field and meson field. How can
it be counted as a [solid] object? And
these many wavicles inside the atom
also themselves .divide into iwo

Continued on page 22

8. (Translator's note)—A quad-
rillion is a thousand' (rillion or a
million billion, i.e., 1,000,000,
000,000,000, Text says ‘‘several
triflionths . This Is a lypographi-
calerror. A “‘quadrillionth” is.one ;
out of a guadrillion.
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that arrests would be scaled down due
to the fact that it cuts down the police
manpower on' the barricades—instead
‘only chubbings substituted.

Bul on both weekends, over 10,000
people amassed each time to place Eden
Park under siege. On September 5, the
Qcmonstrators failed to breach police
lines as the cops stacked themselves
5-deep in an effort to keep from being
pushed back. One man did make it on
the field, disguised as a rugby referee.
Just before game time he grabbed the
ball and kicked it towards the official
viewing box. While it fell/just short of
target, the Chairman of the Auckland
Rugby Union, Ron Don, clearly got the
message. On September 12, spirils were
high. Demonstrators had come
prepared, both politically and tactical-
ly. Carried in the crowd was a coffin
and a number of wreaths in memorium
of Steve Biko, a leader of the Black
Consciousness. Movement, who. was
murdered by South African jailers on
September 12, 1977, and who has
become a symbol both of resistance and
of what the apartheid regime’s rule is
built on—and exactly what the Spring-
boks represent and promote. Many pro-
testors alsoicarried wooden shields, and
many others wore inflated vests, breast
and groin pads, helmets, and plastic
face masks (similar 1o the ones worn by
the goalies in hockey). Theiraim for the
final ‘match—halt the playing of the
game completely,

As protestors marched towards the
Eden Park, a light plane swooped low
over the field, dropping leaflets expos-
ing the true purpose of the Springboks
tour. They also dropped sacks of flour,
with one decking a New Zealand player.
Quiside; the demonstrators clashed
with police and rugby spectators as they
pressed towards the entrances. Al
various times, some anti-apartheid
demonstrators succeeded in getting on-
to the field causing delays in the match.
And, while the game was played (o ils
conclusion, outside in the streets of
Auckland, the battle raged as rocks,
bottles, flares and fireworks pelied the
pigs. And once again, the TV station
was seized and the rugby maich
prevented from being broadcast, - By
day’s end, nearly 150 people had been
arrested and about 45 people taken to
local hospitals. Police casualty reports
listed that a number of cops suffered
broken bones, with one having to be
airlifted from the stadium with an eye
injury. The Springboks hastily retreated
back to facilities provided by the Rugby
Union, for it seems that for these last
few games the Springboks could no
longer stay in the customary fancy
hotels but were forced to hole up on the
stadium grounds on makeshift beds:and
cols. So thoroughly exposed were the
Springboks that the first thing they did
upon reaching their stopover in Hawaii
was (o ditch their Air New Zealand
plane and grab another for their trip to
the U.S. Thanks (o the people of New
Zealand, it's been a fine 8 weeks for in-
ternationalism.

On the same day that Eden Park was
being stormed, Saturday, September
12, some 300 people demonstrated in
downtown Chicago, led by the SART
Coalition (Stop the Apartheid Rugby
Tour), marching (o the South African
Consul as both a prelude to the Spring-
boks tour and also in commemoration
of Steve Biko. Chicago is the Spring-
boks’ first stop for a maich against the
Chicage Lions of the Midwest Rugby
Union, scheduled for September 19.
Fearing that significant protests will
greet the Springboks in the U.S., a
number of desperate precautions are
being taken. Some weeks before their
arrival New York Mayor Koch backed
out of allowing the use of city facilities
there, citing potential security pro-
blems. The game sel for Rochester,
N.Y. was cancelled, too, being replaced
by a game in an ‘‘unannounced North-
eastern city."" The same pattern con-
tinued with their arrival in Chicago.
The Springboks anno nced that their
flight would be in at a certain time, bul
they ended up sneaking into O'Hare
Airport on a flight hours earlier than

As Springbok members stand in
the background, one of the
demonstrators, a priest disguised
as a rugby referee, kicks the ball
into the grandstands, aim-

ing for the official viewing box.

their originally scheduled one. Of
course, this led a number of media
hacks to feign surprise that no one was
at the airport protesting the Spring-
boks’ arrival. Indeed, since the Spring-
boks first touched down in the U.S. the
rulers and their assorted media mouth-
pieces have taken to flaunting instances
of the rugby team avoiding demonstra-
tions, When the Springboks had a stop-
over in' Los Angeles from Hawaii, and
bypassed demonstrators waiting at the
Air New Zealand gate, they were lauded
in headlines as having ‘‘outwitted'” the
protestors. And since their arrival in
Chicago, after scurrying into town
before sunrise, a couple of attempts
have been made to rub the Springboks
visit iinto the faces of people who are
outraged that they are here. They made
a series of surprise and then publicized
appearances on their second day in
town, news commentators.openly brag-
ged aboul how the Springboks had been
able to practice in a public park. Televi-
sion cameras even followed~them: to
Wrigley Field, where they filmed them
eating hot dogs and watching the Cubs
play baseball. But while the media tries
hard to create an image of the Spring-
boks:actually being welcome (or at least
tolerated) in Chicago, as of this writing
no one is breathing a word about the ac-
tual location of the match between
them and the Chicago Lions. In fact,
when word leaked out that the game
might very well be played in Lake
Geneva (a resort area in Fonlana,
Wisconsin, some 90 miles outside of
Chicago), the owner of the Abbey
Hotel there immediately cancelled the
Springboks’ reservations. Once again
the Springboks match is thrown up into
the air as to exactly where it’s going Lo
be held, as the scramble continues (o
find a safe hideout for their first game
by.Saturday, September 19.

As of this writing, the Springboks
had been reduced to an “‘underground™
U.S. tour when New York Governor
Carey cancelled a game set for a
municipal stadium in Albany, again
citing ‘‘security problems.”” However,
demonstrators who had' planned to
mass there were remaining on their toes
and the SART coalition was calling for
an: Albany demonsiration, in any case.

In the face of mounting outrage and
opposition to the Springboks tour, the
U.S. imperialists, obviously believers in
the maxim that.a good defense requires
a good offensive broadcast, dished up
their Monday evening Nighiline news
show on the eve of the Springboks” ar-
rival. After trotting out the thoroughly
discredited and exposed line about
“sports and politics shouldn’t mix,""
the main thrust of the show became
patently obvious. In addition to
pretending thal no one has.a memory
(the LS. Olympic boycoit of 1980 was
nol advertised as a quibble between
“sportsmen’’ but as clearly political),
the U.S. rulers were using this see-
through argument fo say straight-up:

“*We're going ahead with this tour. We
don't have to justify anything, so, do
whal you can about it.”

That the hypoeritical rantings about
the “‘purity’" of sports and the un-
political nature of the Springboks tour
is just so much rotten tripe, was vividly
demonstrated by the surfacing of infor-
mation regarding the U.S.-South Africa
rugby connection. As il turns out, last
December, Louis Luyt, a South African
millionaire (who has corporate interests
in New York City), donated $25,000 to
the Eastern Rugby Union (ERU).
Within a matter of days the ERU of-
fered to'sponsor a' Springboks/tour of
the U.S. Of course, the money was all
in the interest of promoting rugby and
was not a reason for the Springboks
tour. Right, Luyt has a long history of
being a financial conduit and sponsor
for- things that the South African
government doesn’tl want its blood-
stained hands directly connected with.

Luyt has also been identified as ‘one
of the backers of the “‘Club of Ten,'” a
project sponsored by the South African
government’s Information Depart-
ment. The project was designed Lo
create favorable public opinion about
the South African regime’s progress in
the area of “human rights’’ and attract
investment via the publication of pro-
government ads in newspapers
throughout Europe and the U.S. And
sports exchanges have been a key part
of cosmetizing the ravaged face of
South Africa, with the offering of huge
purses to boxers, golfers, rugby teams,
ete., if they come and play. Luyt openly
states that he has spent over $2 million
just in the past two years for such sports
exchanges. While Luyt was caught upin
a government scandal in the late '70s
for using unauthorized secret funds
from the Information Department in
order to' bribe more support for the
regime, his role as public relations man
has never ceased. In fact, if anything, it
has even been stepped up.

Even as the Eastern Rugby Union ac-
cepts its dirty. money, inside the rugby
teams themselves a group has sprung up
called Against South Africa Playing
(ASAP), rugby players who are oppos-
ed to both/how the ERU decision was
made and 1o the tour itself.

Since the beginning of the year, af
Jeasr 5 other teams from South: Africa
(less prestigious than the Springboks)
have already toured the U.S. rugby cir-
cuit! And one of them, the Olde Edwar-
dians, an all-white team, has:beenin the
U.S. since September 2, when it played
in the Schlitz Rugby Festival in Milwau-
kee., They just finished playing, the
Chicago Lions this past September 8,
and were scheduled' (at least before the
announced cancellation) to be the “‘cur-
tain raiser’* when the Springboks play
the ERU in Albany, N.Y., on
September 22.

Of course, the Chicago Lions, et. al,
have an already worked-out rationale
for:sponsoring rugby teams from South

Africa. As one of their public relations
raps goes: ‘““We ‘hope that visits of
South African rugby teams: to Chicago
will show our visitors how harmonious-
ly different races can live together in
large metropolitan 'areas.”” And, lin
order to depict graphically the Lions’
idea of *“‘racial harmony,” the Olde Ed-

wardians were issued a map on their re-

cent visit here by their sponsors. Under
the map's legend, listed as point
Number 8, was the all-Black Cabrini-
Green housing projects. And, in paren-
theses, the words ‘‘Humans Not
Welcome.'" Besides taking a page from
Mayor Byrne's recent attack on
Cabrini-Green, it should come as little
surprise that this racist garbage should
permeate the'Chicago Lions rugby club.
After all, their team leader, Gert
Grobler, is' none other than South
Africa’s Consul-General, manning their
consulate on' Chicago’s Michigan
Avenue!

The cancellations of Springboks
public appearances by state and’ local
officials raises the important question
why—a question whose true answer has
been covered up by forces such as the
revisionist ‘‘Communist’® Party, USA
with stories about “‘progressive’” forces
in the government. It is quite obvious
that the main reason for these cancella-
tions has been a strong desire to avoid

_the political consequences of mass ac-

tion against these games, So instead the
Springboks are encouraged to play hide
and seek. But beyond this, it is not a
question of some significant section of
the U.S. imperialists being ‘‘against
supporting apartheid’” and others ‘“‘for
it.”’ The fact is that a// these forces are
for the interests of U.S. imperialism in
southern Africa, with among them
some slightly different ways of pursuing
them.

Apartheid is not something
“foreign’’ to U.S. imperialism which it
chooses to support or not, The South
African regime is a major oulpost of
Western (especially U.S.) imperialism
in southern Africa, imposing im-
perialist rule, oppression and aggres-
sion on the people of Azania and the
whole area. Not only was this regime a
creation of imperialism, but it would
not stand for long at all without arms
(often funneled through Israel),
political support (in various overl and
cover( forms) and the massive economic
investments of Western capital. In no
way have forces such as Carey, Koch,
the entire local government of Chicago,
etc., come out against these imperialis|
relations. The only way these will be
changed is by revolutionary struggle in-
ternationally—in Africa and here—in
which' all these forces are and will be
confronted as enemies.

As the Springboks try to get a‘breath
to lick their wounds from the: last 8
weeks, forces are coalescing and active-
ly seeking Lo expose this vile imperialist
game of hideand seek, [









On September i, the Peoples’ Run

for Leonard Peltier, stepped off from
Buffalo, N.Y. Nearly 70 people ran the

full 710 miles from the starting point to
the UN building in New York City, with
dozens of others joining in along the
route for shorter distances. The focus
of the run was to bring to light the con-
tinuing imprisonment of American In-
dian Movement (AIM) activist,
Leonard Peltier, who is being held in
the infamous Control Unit at the
federal prison at Marion, Illionis, He
has been serving two life sentences for
the alleged murder of two FBI agents
during an  attack by authorities on the
Pine Ridge Reservation in South
Dakota, on July 26, 1975. Peltier, as
RW readers well know, has been the
target of numerous assassination af-
tempts by the U.S. rulers. In fact, if it
wasn't for another Indian, Standing
Deer, who told Peltier that the govern-
ment had approached him to commit
the murder, Peltier would be dead
already. (Standing Deer was later shot
in the back by police instead of being
captured, for his actions.)

It was the unyielding spirit of resis-
tance that characterized the rally that
was held just before the run. And while
Leonard Peltier was clearly the focus,
the organizers of the event explained
that runners were extending their
solidarity to 'the murdered children in
Atlanta and their families, and to the
people of El Salvador. A brother from
the Republic of New Afrika, explained
how both Native people and Black peo-
ple are ““ai war with this system, and
always have been.”’

About 35 people began the run from
Buffalo (80% of the runners were
Native people). Before the run was
completed, some 27 Indian tribes par-
ticipated. And, support was gathered
from across the country and from
around the world. Twenty-five Native
runners came from an Indian school in
Dayis, California. They joined the run
in Canandaigua, N.Y. A woman sent
from the Peltier Support Committee in
Sweden also ran. And a family from
France joined the runners at
Akwasasne. Akwasasne was the site of

an intense face-off between New York
State troopers and the Mohawk people.
It was also at Akwasasne that 7 more
runners from the tribe joined the
Peoples' Run.

When the run reached Attica State
Prison, the site of the 1971 rebellion,
the atmosphere was tense, Prison au-
thorities had put the clamp on any sort
of solidarity being shown by the in-
mates, particularly the idea of a behind-
the-walls-run that was being organized
in support of Peltier. Although the
jailers would not allow any sort of rally
¢ither inside or.outside, the runners did
hold a 15-minute commemoration in
solidarity with the 1971 uprising. (A
support run was also denied prisoners
at Leavenworth Prison, but was held in
Oxford Federal Prison in Wistonsin
and Lompoc in California,)

Throughout the areas that the
Peoples’ Run went, the support from
the broad masses was marked. In
Saratoga Springs, N.Y., upon only a
few hours Totice, one person had
organized the setting up of tents:and the
rounding up of-food for the runners. At
another point along the way when the
runners (along with the support car
caravan) were down to their last $3, a
preacher came up with the money to

maintain the run. When the run finally

reached New York City, its route ook
it through Harlem. Enthusiastic sup-
paorters had lined portions of the route
chanting, ‘“‘Free Leonard Peltier.”
Hundreds of clenched fists were raised
in‘salute. At the rally at the U.N., many
hundreds of leaflets about the Peltier
case were distributed, and the demand
was raised that his case be brought
before the people of the world via the
U.N.’s Human Rights Commission.
As one of the Peoples' Run
organizers summed it up afterwards:
“We got the message out to thousands
of people in a forceful way. We were
able to actually’ accomplish the run
itself through some very heavy odds.
Politically, we took the defense of
Leonard Peltier and the struggle of
Native American people to the people,
and got tremendous support which we
need to build'on.’’ 1
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Peoples’ Run
for Leonard Peltier

Murder

Continued from page 3

blocked by a dozen automobiles. The
drivers and passengers were Wilson and
about 30 brawny goons. They were
pulled from their cars, beaten and
threatened with death if they ever
returned to the reservation. This same
procedure, of course, was applied (o
many Indians.

Many activists looked to as leading
figures in the occupation of Wounded
Knee were murdered. Pedro Bissonette,
who played a leading role in founding
the Oglala Sioux Civil Rights Organiza-
tion and worked closely with AIM, was
shot to death by BIA Police at a road-
block on October 17, 1973, The murder
of Anna Mae Aquash, an AIM activist,
might have remained an unsolved
mystery if her body, buried in a ditch,
had not been accidentally discovered by
a rancher inspecting his fences.

Anna Mae was first arrested in the
full-scale military invasion of the reser-
vation after two FBI agenis were killed
January 26, 1975, The day after, 170
FBI agents armed with M-16s, dogs and
armored personnel carriers swept over
Pinc Ridge seeking suspects, including
Leonard Peltier. Anna Mae was charg-
ed with possession: of a gun with an
obliterated serial number and inter-
rogated heavily, FBI agent Price told
her she would be *‘dead within a year™
if she did not talk. According to an FBI
document made public at a subsequeni
trial she replied, **You can either shoot
me or put me in jail. That’s what you're
going to do anyway."’

Later she left the state but was extra-
dited back to South Dakota over pro-
tests that she would be killed if ‘forced
to return. Again she was threatened
heavily and pressured to “‘talk.' 1In
February, 1976 she was found dead.
Dr. Brown, the BIA pathologist who

performed the autopsy/on the then-un-
identified’ woman, declared her death
due to natural causes—exposure to the
South Dakota sun. After the body was
buried, the FBI announced that they
had severed the woman's hands in order
to'do fingerprints in their Washington,
D.C. crime lab; and'the woman was in-
deed Anna Mae Aquash. At her
family’s insistence the body was exhum-
ed and another autopsy performed. A
bullet was found at the base of her skull
that somehow the BIA doctor had
*overlooked.””

The events at Pine Ridge did not hap-
pen in isolation but were repeated
throughout the country. In 1975 several
traditional elders opposed to uranium
and coal lease on their land were
murdered in what was labelled *‘a
bizarre cult killing."' Richard Oakes, a
leader of the takeover of Alcatraz in
1968, and Larry Casuse, a leader of the
Navajo struggle, were killed. And in
whal can only be described as an act of
savagery, cold-blooded reprisals were
taken against AIM leader John Trudell.
On February 12, 1979, Trudell carried
an American flag in'a Leonard Peltier
support demonstration in Washington,
D.C. When the demonstration reached
the FBI building the flag was torched in
a righteous act of defiance and opposi-
tion to the government’s attacks on
Peltier and Native people. Just /2 fiours
later, Trudell's mother, wife and his
children were murdered when their
house was set on fire by government

" agents or others in the rulers’ pay.

Shortly before her death: Anna Mae,
who had earned the name *‘The Brave-
hearted Woman,'' had written a letier
ta her sisters saying: “‘My efforts to
raise the consciousness of the whiltes
who are so against Indians here in the
States was bound (o be stopped by the
FBI sooner or later. But, no sweat. 1'm
Indian all the way and always will be.
I'm not going to stop fighting until |
die, and hope I am a good example of a
human being and my tribe.'" =

Haig
Continued from page 5

we, especially when defeating the
Soviets is the only way to maintain our
imperialist domination. As for the
‘‘fine line between liberty and license,’
this is mainly a reference to the oul-
breaks of the masses, and the point here
is that the allies had better crack down
on this, and not'give in an inch to any
broader sentiments that these actions
both reflect and further give rise Lo.
Haig bemoans the fact that the pro-
tests currently taking place in Western
Europe against U.S. armaments there
and LJ.S. aggression in El Salvador, for
example, are not being matched by
demonstrations against Soviel aggres-
sion/in Afghanistan and Kampuchea or
Soviet. nuclear arms in Europe. He
cries, ‘“Where are the demonstrations
against these outrages?” Of course, one
might point to the “‘demonstrations,"’
in the form of armed struggle, thal are
taking place in both Afghanistan and
Kampuchea against Soviel imperialism

The next hearings of the Mass Proletarian War

and its lackeys, but isn’t it just too bad
that in'Western Europe, the U.S. is pay-
ing a certain price for being the head of
its imperialist bloc. At any rate, cries of
“‘double standard’’ by such a master of
duplicity are indeed laughable, especial-
ly when immediately followed by
Haig's chemical warfare ‘‘exposé’ (the
evidence of which evidently rests on lit-
tle more than a leafl, incidentally). By
this point, the U.S. bourgeoisie must be
wishing it could resurrect Knute Rockne
from: the dead.

Haig's speech is apparently only the
first of many. As the New York Times
reported, he wanted to *‘use the speech
to launch a more vigorous campaign in
coming weeks to inspire confidence by
the alliance in itself and to point oul
weaknesses in the Communist world
more actively.'" Undoubtedly we will be
treated. 1o, much more emphasis on

“Western values™ and much more ol

the ideals that are “worth fighting
for."' But really, it's not fair to judge
the coach's pep-talk too harshly. After
all, there just isn't much to work with
when' you're responsible: for inspiring
confidence in imperialism. [

Crimes Tribunal of U.S. Imperialism will be held in:

Atlanta, October 2nd at 7 p.m.
October 3rd at 12:00 noon
October 4th at 4 p.m.
Dean Sage Hall, Atlanta University

and New York City, October 23, 24 and 25

To participate in the tribunal or for more informa-
tion contact the National Office of the Tribunal at:

War Crimes Tribunal
249 W. 18th St.

New York City, NY 10011 Telephone: 212-228-5231
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