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THE MX MISSILE

DIAMETER ! 921K
LENGT H 571 =T

WEIGHT 122,000 LGS

The announcement last week of
the Reagan administration's plans

‘for deployment of the MX missile

and large-scale production cf the
8-1 bomber, ameng a number of
other measures gimed at strength-
ening the U.S. imperialists: so
called “strategic triad,” mark ama;
jor step in U.S. preparalions for-a
global imperialist war with the So-
viet Union—and a further clear indi-
cation that U.S. military strategy is
geared lo the assumption that the
war may break out within the nexl
sevaral years. :

The propoesals put forward by
President Reagan during .4 nation-
ally televised speech: on October
2nd represent a sharp departire
from previous policy. In announc-
ing the decision to deploy up to 100
M ¥ missiles in already constructed

Miputeman missile silos, Reagan

signalled the scrapping of plans
developed under the Carter admin:
istration—and vigorously defended

Continued on page 16

Dismissal Motion:
Bob Avakian
Targeted Again in
Prosecution
Move

B-IB SUPERSONIC BOMBER.

WING SPAN
WINGS FORWARD. 1367 FT.
WINGS SWEPT =732 FT,
LENGTH (43,3 FT.
HEIGHT : 33,6 FT _
GROSS WEIGHT: 477 060 L3S,

There have been important new de-
velopments in the railroad of Bob Ava-
kianiand the Mao Tsetung Defendants.
On FEriday, October 2, a status hearing
was held to set a timetable in the case,
November 16 was set for more lawyers®
arguments, and February 16 for argu-
ments on the pre-trial motions. April 19
is the day scheduled (o begin the trial
itself—with the Party Chairman and 10
other defendants facing multiple felony
charges stemming from a January 1979
police attack on a demonstration
against Deng Xiaoping's Washington,
D.C. visil.

Friday's hearing was: supposed (o
‘have been a routine scheduling proce-
dure before the judge. But onits eve the
prosecution announced it was filing a
motion Lo prevent a pre-trial hearingon

the motion to dismiss the charges. A bil
of the political content of the prosecu-
tion's: move is revealed ‘even in their
own arguments to prohibit the hearing:
A pre-trial hearing would delay the
trial unnecessarily®® and ‘‘A pre-trial
hearing would make it more difficult to
select an impartial jury because of the
extensive news media coverage which
this hearing would be given."" Truly the
arguments of a thief whoiwishes to pull,
off his crime quickly and under cover of
darkness. Prosecutor Mary Ellen
Abrecht also points out in true **first
the execution, then the trial’' style that
this hedaring is unnecessary as well
because the defendants have their “ap-
pellate rights** and, with deep concern,
adds that “in the event of an acquittal,

Continued on page 19
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Lane Kirkland—
Anatomy of an American Labor Leader

As most people know, the AFL-CIO
and others organized a demonsiralion
in Washington, D.C. on September 19
called Selidarity Dav. This affair,
which necessacily aimed a little friendly
fire at Ronald Reagan. rallied the most
immethate social base ol the AEL-CIO
heads, as well as some better off sec-
tions of the workers,

Last week, we analyzed this évenl
(“*Marching In the Mainstream™ —R
No. 123) and spoke 10 the sharply pro-
nounced trend in much of the U.S. lefi
brazenly tailing the AFL-CIO labor
leaders billing Solidarity Day as some-
thing akin 1o the Second Coming of
Christ. Typical was yhe *“‘independent
radical newsweekly'® Guardian which
before the demonstration hailed Lane
Kirkland for “gettinginto the fightback
spirit. ™ In the wake of Solidarity Day,
even more has been revealed about the
chauvinism and economism' ol various
forces—those who have saluted the
event as everything from a **historic
development” 1o a “‘move to the left
for labor.” Really, this line 15 50 bad
that some who maintain a slightly more
critical posture towards Kirkland and
company—>but whose views also reek
with economism and chauvinism (in
some’ cases more so)—come off smell-
ing 'better than they should. Witness,
for example, the Communist Workers

Party (CWP), whose newspaper que- -

ried “*Anti-Reagan and Pro-What?"
and [hen proceeded 1o essentially draw
the coneluasion that the task of leading
the pro-impenalist labor movement
should fall not 1o Lane Kirkland, but ta
the CWP (i.e., ‘‘independent working
class leadership for a real grass roots
alternative,™ ele,, ‘ele.).

The Guardian did manage 10 muster
a complaini regarding Solidarity Day.
In its September 30 editorial, we find
the flollowing priceless formulation:
“The AFL-CIO has a backward line on
militarism  and imperialism.'" Isn'l
his—to understate the matter—sort of
a funny way to put it? After all, is i
really so shocking that people who are
the political representatives of the U.S.
imperialist ruling class would be prone
o such “bhackwardness'? The view
here is thai the AFL-CIO lcaders are
simply the most conservalive in the
“house ol labor" —even the Guardian
grudeingly admits Lthat the AFL-CIO
“‘has alwavs supporied LS. imperial-
ism’s defense of itS empire. . .."" The

task, therefore, is 10 apply pressure
from *“*below" —a polilical program for
which one cannol resist suggesting the
slogaty **Move Imperialism To The
Lefi.”

The subject of Solidarity Day—the
reaction to it.and what it does indicate
tor revolurionary work—is far from ex-
hausted and will be dealt with in coming
issues. For now, however, since Lane
Kirkland in particular has been pro-
moted as a fellow with whom some
potential unity is possible (because, ac-
cording to the Guardian, Solidarity Day
“signalled a public breach between (op
labor leadership: and the Reagan ad-
ministration that is real' and growing’),
il is instructive o rake a closer look at
the background of this man who played
the key role in Solidarity Day, chose its
sponsors, appointed its advisory com-
miltee, pickedits speakers, and deliver-
ed its main address.

Like his colleagues, Kirkland epilo-
mizes that category described in the
New Progranime of the RCP in these
wards: **Also within the enemy camp
and part of the1argerof the proletarian
revalutioniand proletarian dictatorship
are the loyal political agents and en-
forcers of the bourgeoisie and its dicta-
torship: . . (including) the labor lieute-
nanis ol the capitalist ¢lass ai the heads
ol [he unions, whose positions and
generally high salaries—and nol insigni-
licant investment  oppeortunities—are
the direct product of the exploitation of
the mass otfiworkers i this country and
still more so the super exploitation and
plunder in other ‘countries, especially
the neo-colonialicountries and oppress-
ed nations. They play a special role
the botirgeoisie’s machinery of political
domination over the working class and
in spreading its chauvinist propaganda
and general ideological poison among
the ranks ol the workers. ™

LLane Kirkland, a good old'boy from
South Carolina who still refers 1o the
Civil War as *'the war of northern ag-
gression,”” graduated in 1942 from the
.S, Merchant Marine Academy. This
quasi-military academy Lrainy merchant
marine officers who are also
automalically given commissions as ol-
ficers in the U.S. Naval Reserve. Serv-
ing as a deck officer on transport ships
from. 1942 to 1946, Kirkland, under an
indusiry-wide agreement, became a
member of the International Organiza-
tion of Masters, Mates and Pilots (the

.

only union in the AFL composed exelti-
sively. of supervisary personnel).
Following the war, young Kirkland
went on to work for the U.S. Navy's
Hydrographic Office which prepares
charts for the Office of Naval Opera-
tions. While working at the Navy's
Suitland, MD., facility (the headquar-
ters ol Naval Intelligence), young Kirk-
land!was busy attending night school al
Georgetown University's: 'Schpol of
Foreign Service, a' notorious breeding
ground for agents of U.S. imperialism.,
In 1948, Kirkland received his B.S. in
Foreign Service, and! was prepared (o
1ake his place with his classmates as
junior officers in the State Department.

It was at this point that U.S. im-
perialism was massively expanding its
coverl action program under labor
cover, particularly in Europe. Funded
by the newly created CIA, the ‘“‘Free
Trade Union Committee’’ (later renam-
ed the Internationall Depariment) of the
AFL was fielding scares of agenits in
Western Europe to build *‘free,'” that is
pro-L.S., trade unions in conjunction
with the Marshall Plan’s economic pro-
gram 1o ‘‘stabilize’ Western Europe.
(See *'The Bloody Work of the AFL-
CIA," RW No. 62, July 4, 1980.)

According to Kirkland, in 1948,
William Green, then president of the
AFL, spoke to one of his classes at
Georgetown (very special people doin
fact regularly address the very special
classes at Geargetown), and after class
Green happened to offer a job 1o young
Lane who he had just seen for the first
time. The real story of how young
Kirkland happened to go to work for
the national headquarters of the AFL
rather than the Stale Depariment in
1948 is likely to remain shrouded in
mystery for some time. And frankly,
for present purposes, the distinction
isn't all that important.

No sooner had Kirkland' faken his
desk in the AEL research depariment,
than he was immediately “‘loaned 1o
the White House o prepare speeches
for President Truman’s running mate,
Alben Barkley. During the '50s,
Kirkland held several AEL-CIQ (ithe
egroups had merged in 1948) nominal
stalf positions all of'which smell amaz-
ingly like the “‘cover assignments’ used
by CIA agenis working in U.S. em-
bassies. He was “*Assistanl Director of
the Social Security Department,” for
example, but all’ the while: he was a

AIFLD,

regular delegate to numerous European
labor “conferences and worked as a
speechwriter for Adlai Stevenson who
ended his loyal career fronting for U.S.
imperialism| as'ambassador to the UN.

In 1960 Kirkland was appointed the
chief personal assistant 1o George
Meany and took up the day-to-day
liaison, with' the White House. It was

“during this period that the AFL-CIO

took up its most ambitious foreign pro-
grams such as the American Institute
for Free Labor Development (AIFLD).
This outfit was secretly funded by the
ClA until that was exposed, (hen it was
openly funded by the Agency for Inter-
national Development. The AIFLD
“trained"’ over 240,000 foreign workers
in' counter-revolutionary activity and
pro-imperialist \rade unionism-—con-

" centrating on the hot spots in Latin

America, such as Chile where AIFLD
graduales now make up the whole ex-
ecutive committee of the trade union
federation under the Pinochet dictator-
ship. Similarly, in' Africa, the AFL-
CIO  created the African-American
Labor Center and in Asia, the Asian-
American Free Labor Institute, which
organized and operated Soulh
Vietnam’s *‘free’” trade unions suppor-
ting the General Thieu regime,

Here it must be remembered that
George Meany was the president of the
and Lane Kirkland, as
Meany's executive assistant, carried out
the 'day-to-day practical work. Thus at
the end of 1979 when Kirkland succeed-
ed Meany, he could slyly remark 1o
reporters, 'l am not a stranger coming
into this house. Everything that we have
done and every program that we have
undertaken, | think, has mine among
the fingerprints on'il, ' Well put, Lane.

At the end of 1969, Kirkland was
elected secretary-treasurer of the AFL-
ClO. As heir-apparent Lo Meany, Kirk-
land was now quickly and quietly in-
ducted into every major institution of
the ruling class. Nixon appointed him
to a Blue Ribbon National Defense
Panel. Gerald Ford put Kirkland on the
Presidential Commissionion CIA Acli-
vity Within the United States (a mosl
fitting appointment!), the so-called
Rockefeller Commission which was (o
*clean up CIA abuses.” Al the same
time Kirkland was named o the boards
of the Rockefeller Foundation, the

Continued on page 6
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uarte’s Solution

(U.S.’ Maneuver)

Just when you might think that the
absolute limit in U.S. imperialist lies
about El Salvador has been reached,
they descend to new depths. José
Napoleén Duarte, Notre. Dame alum-
nus, human-rights champion and cur-
rent president of El Salvador’s fascist
junta has been on a whirlwind tour of
the U.S. of late, with stop-offs in
Washington, D.C., San Francisco and
New York, and media appearances at
each location topped off by an inter-
view on the Tom Snyder show on
September 29. This has (ruly been a

grolesque performance. Simply oozing

with “‘reasonableness,”” Duarte has
declared that he wants 1o “‘reach. the
American public with the1ruth about El
Salvador.” Apparently this means: rhai
piling total lies one on 1op of
another—and being consistent about
it—will overcome the known realities,
Perhaps Duarte’s “*sad-eyed’” stare into
the TV cameras will diverl attention
from the blood dripping from his jowls.
Duarte’s “‘truths’’ include the fantastic
pronouncement that he is “‘cracking
down'' on the military (who may have
commilied certain minor “‘abuses of
authority'), that he wants to ‘‘move
from a diclatorship, of 50 years o
democracy,’ with “*human rights'" lor
all but that El Salvader’s biggest: pro-
blem is. the *‘terrorist people” pro-
moting “‘what | call the culture of
violence."” This U.S.-backed" ghoul is
certainly - the foremest experi on such
“eulture’ in  El Salvador, having
presided over the wanton murder of
thousands of Salvadorans— 13,000 this
vear alone. It is hardly necessary lo
delineate the WU.S.-led search and
destroy missions, aerial bombardment
or hideous mutilations of anyone
suspecied of being opposed 1o the jun-
1a, since they have already been widely
exposed in the RW and elsewhere. In-
deed, il is a tacil admission of the ex-
posed position of the U.S. in El
Salvador and its underlying weakness,
that they have 1o drag this well-known
butcher oul before the TV cameras lo
try to generate support for their con-
tinued imperialist. domination. of El
Salvador.
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book a hotel room.”

‘( *
: A
~ Confrontation between demonstrators and police on th

San Francisco, Sept. 27th—between 6,000
and 7,000 people including a large number
of Salvadorans from San Francisco’s Mis-
sion District take part in a powerful
demonstration against José Napoleon
Duarte, ringing the entire block around the
hotel where he was speaking. Inside
Duarte put on yet another performance of
his travelling defender of human rights
act. The stand of the people filling the
streets was crystal clear, As one brother
sajd, *The way | see it, Duarte better make
his next trip to Panama to see if he can

Possibly the maost feeble aspect of
this campaign is the porirayal of Duarte
as having a “mandate” from the
Salvadoran people. On both the Tom
Snyder show and a paid political an-
nouncement on Spanish-fanguage TV,
Duarte hyped up the September 15 *In-
dependence Day' activities in El
Salyador, supposedly widely attended
by the masses who poured out their
overwhelming supporn for Duarte and
the junta. (This approachihas a parallel
it the ULS. coverage of his visit, where
**pro-Duarte’’ demonsirators—aciually
a handful of Moonies—were promoted
to show thar there really is backing for
this U.S. pupper within the U.S.). Un-
doubiedly, most of those who.did show
up far the *celebrations’ in El
Salvador(save the expecied government
officials and lackeys) were escoried al
gunpoint. Duarte neglected to mention
that, inat least one instanee, over 600
workers on Lheir way (0 oncof Lhese
events, were arrested and! “‘inter-
rogaled! by the junta’s Security forces.
Waliching the little Napoleon on ihe
Tom Snyder Show 1alk about all the
support he has from the Salvadoran
peaple, one couldn’i help feeling 1hat
his masters had booked him on the
wrong TV program; “‘That's Incredi-
ble’ would have been more ap-
propriaie.

Bul there was more (o Duarfe’s U.S.
visil than an attempt to get large quan-
tities of horse manure consumed by
whoever would swallow it. While large-
ly unreported in the U.S. English
language press, Duarie Spent 4 major
part of his time in the U.S. talking
aboul a possible **political solution™ 10
the Salvadoran crisis. Meetings with
Reagan, Bush, the Organization ol
American States (OAS), ete., have been
followed up by quoles apparently
designed for such Spanish-language
newspapers as the LoseAngeles based
La Opinion and the Mexico City daily
Excelsior, both of which are widely
read by Salvadorans and other Latin
Americans, including immigrants in the
U.S. Here, in an apparent cffort to pul
SOME MOre pressure on: ceridin class

Continued on page 17

Salvadoran air force cadets unload one of four U.S.-built Huey
helicopters from transport plane.
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More than a year and a half has pass-
ed since the Soviet invasion of Afghan-
istan, and the USSR is still stuck in a
political and military quagmire that has
exposed its actual imperialist nature
and aims to millions of people world-
wide. Instead of **a limited contingent
of troops sent to assist the legitimate
governmenti of Afghanistan™—as the
Soviet and worldwide tevisionist press
have claimed—the 85,0000 Soviet sol-
diers in Afghanistan are widely recog-
nized as an occupying army that is en-
gaging in savage counler-insurgency
operations against the Afghan masses—
military actions identical 1o those that
the UL.S. is so well known'and hated for.
Without massive doses of economicand
military aid from the USSR, their pup-
pet Pepple's Democratic Party govern-
ment headed by Babrak Karmal would
fall in short order. And at the same time
as the Soviets and their Afghan front-
men are being pummeled by guerrilla

forces from one end of the country to

another, Afghanistan has also become
the object of extremely sharp inter-
imperialist contention that is being
played out far high stakes by the U.S.
and the Soviet Unien.

Current information from inside Af-
ghanistan is difficult to obtain and
often filtered by the imperialists® news
agencies, but a rough picture of the re-
cent events can be discerned. Even after
having poured' 85,000 troops into Af-
ghanistan since their initial airborne
landings in December 1979, the Soviets
are bottled up inside the large cities:and

provincial centers, which theyare only

able to keep supplied through heavily
armed convoys that must travel by day,
The regime's popular base in the vast
countryside is'almost non-existent, and
the resisiance by the masses of people is
growing. In order to altack a guerrilla
stronghold, the Russians typically as-
semble a force of Afghan draftees as
foot seldiers while they fly the helicop-

ter gunships and man the tanks and ar- .

mored personnel carriers in' order to
avoid sending a politically unacceptable
number of body bags back to the USSR
—an Afghan version of the U.S’'s
“Vietnamization'’ strategy in the early
1970s.

The counter-insurgency tactics used
by the Soviets have steadily become
more calculated and brutal. It is now
standard practice for Soviel roops 1o
totally destroy any villages that have
sheliered guerrillas by air and artillery
bombardment. A report smuggled out
of Afghanistan by revolutionaries that
describes one large Russian counter-
insurgency operation through a number
of villages in the Punjshir Valley (an
important resistance stronghold along
the main north-south highway running
from Kabul to the Soviet border) gives
some idea of the tactics being employed
by the Soviets:

“The Russian aggressors searched
and inspected the houses in the villages,
plundering the valuable properties,
after which! they burnt the houses and
put the season's harvest to the torch.
They killed any living human or animal
that was seen in the villages or on the
land. ... They used their spoils to fur-
nish iniguitous nights of revelry; after
which they destroyed all the remaining
food materials. The fetid smell of the
burning houses and the stench of the
human and animal carcasses gave d
doleful atmosphere 1o the war-torn
darea,™

The Soviets have also resorfed to
spraying of chemical defoliants on
crops in districts where they have nol
been able 1o penetrate. All this has in-
flicted very high casualties on the civil-
ian population and has created near fa-
mine conditions in many areas, sending
new floods of refugees across the
harder to Pakistan, where more than 2
million people—out of Afghanistan’s
total population of 17 million—are liv-
ing in refugee camps. On top of all this,
the men, women and children who are
flecing this self-styled “‘progressive"
regime have to pick their way through
hundreds of thousands of tiny anti-per-
sonnel mines, each of which can blow

Afghanistan:
‘Soviet
‘Internationalism’

n
Practice

off a leg, that Soviet aircraft have scat-
tered in the border passes.

Besides depopulating large areas ofl
the countryside, the main result of these
Soviet-led counterinsurgency sweeps
has been to swell the ranks of the resis-
tance groups, whose total is now esti-
mated to be around 80,000. In recent
months, the war has been taken to the
Soviets' most secure lairs: a rockel at-
tack damaged the Russian embassy in
Kabul, while the main Soviet airbase at
Baghram on the outskirts of the capital
was rocked by explosions set of | by mu-
jajedin (Afghan guerrilla) sappers. Last
month, there was rioting and heavy
fighting in both Kabul and' the second
largest city, Kandahar, after the regime
issued'a decree on September 7 ordering
all soldiers under 35 'who had been
discharged from the army before Oc-
tober 1978 to re-enlist. During the in-
tense fighting that went on for two
weeks inside Kandahar, the Soviels had
locall in tanks and air strikes in order
1o regain control of the ¢ity, destroying
300 houses and 200 shops.

This call-up of army velerans was on-
ly the latest in a series of desperation
moves by the regime toslow down the
disintegration of the Afghan army.
From nearly 100,000 troops several
years ago, Lhis puppel army i5 now
down to'20,000; as fast as draflees enter
the army they desert, often joining the
resistance arid bringing their weapons
with them. Because of this, the Soviels
have actually stopped supplying their
Afghan units with heavy weapons! The
following story about the drafting and
subsequent escape of a 17-year-old
youth named Joraqul is a typical one:

**Joraqul, who comes from the An-
dara district of Maimana, said he was
rounded up by armed Party officials
wearing civilian clothes near the cinema
in. Maimana (ogether with 125 young
men. They were flown by helicopter to
the garrison at Mazar-e-Sharif (near the
Soviet border in/ northern Afghanistan
—RW)....The young soldier’s train-
ing was very brief, and it was dominal-
ed by indoctrination classes in which
horror stories of mujahedin atrocities
against defectors predominated. The
young men were (old by their instruc-
tors that if they escaped 1o Pakistan
they would be killed outright. During
training Joraqul fired his automatic ri-
fle only once—using up a single clip of
ammunition ... .After a brief period he
and the other young men were flownito
Kandahar, There they found 10 Afghan
soldiers who told the conscripts that the
rest of the Afghan soldiers at the air-
port had already defected. Joraqul
spent some 100 days at the airport,
guarding 42 helicopters and fixed wing
aircraft. The airport perimeter of barb-
ed wire with machine gun posls every
100 meters was guarded entirely by Rus-
sian troops, with only a symbolic Af-
ghan Army presence at lhe entrance. .,
Joraqul escaped from the army when he
was sent into Kandahar (o buy provi-
sions for the soldiers. Oni the first occa-
sion he approached a shopkeeper and
indicated his desire to.join the mujahe-
din. The shopkeeper told him (o come

back with his.weapon and ammunition-

....Bythetime he defected 10 the resis-
tance, the original group of 135—in-
cluding the 10 soldiers stationed at the
airport on his arrival—had fallen 1040
through defections and desertions.”’

In the face of mass defections such as
these, the Karmal regime has started ex-
tending the tours of duty of soldiers
already in the army. Kabul Radio
broadcasts nightly reports of “‘large ga-
therings'’ of troops in'various garrisons
adopting resolutions ‘‘asking the gov-
ernment to let them' stay in'the Army
until the final annihilation of the coun-
ter-revolutionary bandits.'’ The regime
has also started pressganging boys as
young as 12 into the army wherever
they are found—in cily streets, in
villages, in the fields. Bul as seen in the
story above, this has produced more de-
fectors than soldiers, and there have
even been revelations about People’s
Democratic Party officials *‘selling™
recruits back to their parents for cash.

The Soviets have also had difficulties
with their own troops. They have been
rotated frequently, and the original di-
visions from the Soviet Central Asian
military districts—many of whom were
drawn from the Tajiks, Uzbeks and
other nationalities who also live in
Afghanistan, and were deyeloping sym-
pathies for the “‘enemy’'—have been
replaced: by largely Russian units.

Other attempts to broaden the Kar-
mal regime’s base ol popular supporl
have failed miserably. The most highly
publicizeéd move taken by the govern-
ment this year was Lhe convening of a
“National Fatherland Front."" This was
envisioned as a conclave of representa-
tives.of all elements of the population in
the tradition of Afghanistan's Loya Jir-
gds (assemblies ol tribal chiels) tha
would endorse the Karmal regime. Bul
right from the beginning, efforts to or-
ganize such an assembly of lackeys ran
into problems; the lack of enough non-
party participants forced il to be post-
poned three times. When it was linally
held in June, most of those altending
were still PDP and government lune-
tionaries. Those who collaborated with
the pro-Soviel regime are now regrel-
ting it, as several NFF representatives
have already been publicly assassinaled.

After one of his customary consulia-
tions in Moscow, Karmal recently re-
versed the regime’s original land reform
proclamations, in a transparent attempl
odredge up support in the countryside.
Instead of dividing up the holdings of
the (ribal ¢hiefs and ald feudal land-
lords, this so=called *‘progressive’” land
relorm program meant nothing more
than forcing the peasants 10 work on
farms run by government burcaucrals,
and had searcely begun' o be imple-
mented. Now, in an atlempl (o curry
{ayor with tribal leaders, especially in
the ‘most heavily contested areas, the
Karmal regime has announced that reli-
gious leaders will again be allowed 10
own more than the 15 acres previously
permitied under the ‘“‘land reform,"
and tribal chiels who render service (o
the government can keep their (radi-
tional lands.

While it is most centainly the case thal
the Soviets are bogged down in a mo-
rass of guerrilla' warfare, it is also true
that (he resistance groups inside the
country are led by many different class
forces—ranging from revolutionaries
and progressive nationalist forces (o
pro-Western tribal chiefs and landlords
—and the strength of the latter has
significantly weakened the blows that
could be deall to'the Soviet imperialists.
The U.S, imperialists have been work-
ing overtime to arm and promole reac-
tionary forces in the resistance, such as
the six reactionary Islamic groups based
in Peshawar, Pakistan who deliver non-
stop interviews to Western journalists
about their “*glorious fight against com-
munism.’’ These elforts by the Western
imperialists, together with the strength
of feudal and religious (traditions
among sections of the masses, have
given reactionaries the upper hand in
the anti-Soviet resistance in some areas.
According Lo the report mentioned ear-
lier that described the Soviet attack on
the Punjshir Valley last summer, the
reactionary leaders of the “Islamic So-
ciety,' who had the strongest military
force in the valley, made no attempt Lo
arm or mobilize the peasants; and
themselves fled to the mountains when
the Russians attacked, leaving (he
masses largely undefended. On the
other hand, there are many areas where
progressive and revolutionary forces
are playing the predominant role in the
fighting, especially in the areas inhabit-
ed by oppressed nationalities such as
the Hazzara in the central and western
part ol the country, and the Tajiks and
Uzbeks in the north and east.

While Afghanistan does have natural -
gas lields and some other resources that
interest the Saviets, ils main importance
to them does not lie in'short-range eco-
nomics, but rather in how it relates 1o
their strategic war plans Lo achieve a
whole new redivision of the world in
their favor. As Brezhnev and other top
Soviel chieftains see'it, Afghanistan not
anly borders: directly on their own terri-
tory—which is reason enough for them
to wanl it securely under their thumb—
bul control over Alghanisian would
allow the Soviel imperialists 1o project
their power towards both the oil-rich
Persian Gull and papulous south Asia,
where the USSR has already developed
significant inlluence in India. And just
as has been the case l'or the U.S. in In-
dochina and Central America, the
“domino theory' also comes into play
in a majorway, lor a serious defear in
Afghanistan:for the Soviets could very
well destabilize other parts of their em-
pire. Thus, the Soviet invasion of Al-
ghanistan is not, as some have claimed,
a “‘chauvinist error’ on the part of an
otherwise progressive socialist couniry
that aids national liberation struggles
around the world, bul rather a con-
scious action ol one ol the two super-
powers: readying to challenge its U.S.
bloe adyersaries.

With the stakes here as high for (he
Soviets as theyare, it is no surprise that
the Western imperialists, with the U.S.
playing (he rol¢ ol pointman, have
moved ‘aggressively 1o take advantage
of their rivals® predicament in Alghan-
istan and o sharpenithe contradictions
they are facing (here. This isnot all that
different from what the Soviets are ry-
ing (o doin El'Salvador, in the U.S.'s
own “‘backyard," tor example. On the
military {ront, the U.S. has been or-
chestrating a $100 million semi-seeret
arms:supply operition (o the reaction-
ary Alghan resistance groups based in
Pakistan. [t is only recently that this
aperation: has been publicly acknow-
ledged (by Anwar Sadat ol Egypt), bui
it is widely known that, under oyerall
CIA direcrion, U.S. and Saudi Aribian
maoney is used 160 buy Sophisticated
arms; the  Chinese revisionisis have
supplied somearms, and rogether with
Pakistan have provided passage lfor
shipments: and Egypt has plaved a key
role in supplying traiing for guerrillas
and  Soviet-made  weapons abtained
from the USSR i the early 19705 as

Continued on page o
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Tony Benn’s Radical .
Plot o Save the British Empire

On September 27, in the small Eng-
lish Channel resont town of Brighton,
Britain’s out-of-power Labour Party
was thrashing about at its annual con-
vention. It was a convention wrappedin
an aura of confrontation, as so-called
“radical’” Tony Benn, representing the
“left wing’® of the Labour Party,
squared off against “‘moderate’ Denis
Healev. The more immediaie guestion
on the floor was which one of these
contenders would hold the position as
Deputy Leader of the party at the con-
vention's end. The seal had been held
by Healey, with Benn in fierce conten-
tion. The stage had been sel some five
months earlier when Benn, perfecting
his image as party maverick, broke with
the Executive Committee’s acknow-
ledged consensus that there would'bene
in-fighting regarding the Deputy Leader
slot-and threw down his gauntlet. It was
clear well before the opening of the
Brighton convention that Benn and
those that were flocking behind his
challenge were on the rise, and whai-
ever the actual outcome regarding the
position of Deputy Leader, whal was
oceurring here was a developing trend
in the Labour Party that was destined
to be a major part of the British politi-
cal scene in the period'ahead. Indeed, it
is a (rend that will certainly play a
significant role in bourgeois politics in
Britain—a supposedly *‘radical” chal-
lenge to the tired old Labour Party
gstablishment, coming “‘fram the grass-
roots’* and eveniusing the word **social-
ism’"in public a liitle more often.

When the final tally of the September
27 vote was taken, Healey had succeed-
ed in'retaining his seat, but by the slim-

mest of margins—eighi-tenths of [%..

The press in the U.S. and more conserva-
tive sections of the media in Britain, had
spent the previous few weeks freaking
oul over the prospects of Benn gaining
the Deputy Leadership spot, lamenting
how frightful it would be if **Bennisimn ™
triumphed, how he had 1o be stopped,
elc.. elc.. ele. The British magazine The
Economist couldn’t wait for the actual
outcome before editorializing in its Sep-
tember 26 edition thatall anti-Benn for-
ces should throw over allegiance (o the

Labour Party and join up with the .

fresh, new, ‘‘more moderate and cen-
trist’® Social Bemocratic Party (formed
by recent Labour Party leavers and now
allied with the Liberal Party). Clearly,
there are sections of the bourgeoisie, in
the 1U.S. and in Britain, who have very
definite ideas as to which particular
politician or other would best serve
their interests. And no doubt, as the
apinions in the press reflect, there are
those who breathed a sigh of reliel at
the outcome of the Labour Party con-
vention vote. But there are those who
did not, and this recent spate ol press
coverage hardly did damage 10 Benn—
in tact all the to-do coming from these
blatant *‘establishment’* sources actual-
Iy serves 1o pad Benn’s “‘radical™ cre-
dentials and help his firebrand image.
It should come as no surprise that
there is nothing radical whatseever
about Tony Benn and his cronies, He I8
an imperialist politician, with long
years hoping his skills in manipulation,
subrerfuge, behind-the-scenes wheeling
and dealing, etc. And he is quite open
about where his allegiances lie. When
ihe Labour Party was in power from
1964 10 1970, Benn was Prime Minisier
Harald Wilson's Minister of Technolo-
ey and part ol his Cabinei. kn 1966,
when Wilson and the Labour Party
ppenly backed UIS. imperialism’s war
crimes in Vietnam. (he new upstar
Renniutiered not & peep o protest. He
has fong heerr associated with the
narty s Glefpwing, " but it is only in the
pastyear thay he has bt the decks run-

ning as a leader of this section of the
Labour Party. Within Benn's entourage
are a wide assortment of (rade-union
leaders, Labour politicians, and other
forces who have come to prefer {indeed,
require) a bil more *‘socialist’’ flavor-
ing (o their reform and privileges-for-
the-English stew. This has given rise Lo
a resurgence of a disgusting and par-
ticularly British form of social-
democracy. Significantly, in the wake
of this *‘leftist” trend within the La-
bour Party, opportunisis of all stripes
have raced under Benn's banner, from
the revisionist 'Communist. Party of
Great Britain to a myriad of Trotskyite
Eroupings.

What has caused all this scum to float
to the surface of late is precisely the
rapidly developing world situation, the
deep crisis of the imperialist system, the
accelerating steps lowards war and the
accompanying contradictions these
have given rise 1o within the ranks of
the British ruling class iiself. The
British bourgeoisie is genuinely'in trou-
ble. Hardly anyone even bothers 1o
deny the decomposition ol their
economic system. And this past sum-
mer was a nightmare for the British rul-
ing class. It was marked by some of the
fiercest urban. rebellions in Britain’s
history, as thousands, spearheaded by
the oppressed nationalities from the
outreaches of the former empire and
joined by hundreds of white youth,
struck back at the imperialists in their
own heartland. Those who these op-
pressors had subjecied to their bloody
conquests,  had 'brought the chickens
home to roost. With such iears and rips
in. the social fabric—politicall and
economic—the strtggle and maneuver-
ing among the bourgeoisie itself is also
heightening.

This has necessitated a number of re-

cent alignments and re-alignments all -

across the political speetrum in Britain.
This has been particularly sharp inside
the Labour Party itself, which is pro-

bably at its lowest point ever. While'the
Labour Party in Britain, bears some
similarity to the Democratic Party' in
the U.S., one of the main distinguishing
features is the Labour Party's more
direct organizational ties to the trade
unions. In addition, the Labour Party,
a descendant of Karl Kauisky's in-
famous Second International, has
historically fostered a more *‘socialist™’
facade embellished with some *‘work-
ing class’ rhetoric. Within Britain, the
Labour Party and the Tory (Conser-
vative) Party, like the Democrals and
Republicans, have long operated by vir-
tually trading positions at the head of
the government like clockwork. This
routine has most certainly been
disrupted. In the past years Labour
Party membership rolls have decreased
dramatically. As a result of stands like
supporting the U.S. in Vietnam and a
growing failure 1o deliver the goods to
their social base in the face of growing
imperialist crisis, the ranks have
evaporated from 800,000 in 1966 1o
aboul 280,000 today. Furthermore, this
past March, a new party, the Social
Democratic Party was formed by split-
ters from the Labour ranks, At the
same time, the Liberal Party, which
hasn't held Parliament without the aid
of numerous coalition governments
since 1915, is angling to coalesce with
the Social Democratic Party. With the
credibility of the established political
parties damaged—at least seriously tar-
nished—the ruling class has a powerful
necessity to try to deal with:it.

Enter Tony Benn and the “lefi-
wingers’’ with a brand new agenda (o
‘*save Brilain.'" The basic programme
being ‘advanced by the Labour Party
““left’* amounts to this: taking Britain
out of the Common Market (a resolu-
tion alifirming this as one of the pariy’s
planks for the 1984 national elections
was passed al the convention on Oc-
tober 2); abolishing the House of
Lords; nationalizing all important in-
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dustries; a redistribution of the nation’s
wealth; and the unilateral scrapping of
all nuclear weapons in Brilain and the
barring of all'LU.S. nukes, like the cruise
missiles.

This bill of goods termed by Benn
and Co. as a major step toward achiev-
ing “*socialism in our lifetime’"is more
accurately one more shabby attempt -at
preserving the lifetime of British' im-
perialism. It represents yel one more at-
templ to rally people in Britain around
the sickbed of the decomposing and
stench ridden body of an imperialist
giant in its death throes—a shadow of
its former self but still sharpening its
claws and baring its fangs for a blood
feast. Tony Benn:and the varous “ites”
around him propose the radical step of
nationalizing more of British industry.
This is nothing more than a continua-
tion of the ‘‘socialist policies’’ applied
by the British bourgeoisie for gquite
some time in their desperate attemplts (o
prop up failing industries and enter-
prises through government subsidization
and control. Industries such as steel,
coal mining, and railroads have already
been nationalized out of economic
necessity and have done little to arrest
their deepening economic crisis, we
might add. These nationalizations
represent as much of ‘a step toward
socialism as the Amtrack system or the
government propping up, of Chrysler
represent socialist new things for the
U.S, It might also be added that Her
Majesty Queen Elizabeth 11 did not ex-
actly prepare to flee the castle upon
learning of these socialist measures in
England. The facl is that more na-
tionalization of British ‘industry will
quite likely be necessary in the near
future regardless of who is at the helm
of HMS Britainnia.

The proposal to withdraw from the
Common Market is motivated by the
same economic necessities behind the
call for nationalizing more industries

Continued on page 13
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A photo of the earth, as seen from the moon.

Since our call for correspondence and debate around Carl Sagan's Cosmos series and the scien-
tific and philosophical questions it has raised, we have received and printed a number of letters on a
variety of questions. Many readers are excited about the contributions that have been made so far and
are hungry for more. Clearly there is vast unexplored territory to venture into on a number of fronts, and
the correspondence and debate must continue and must be broadened and deepened as well. With:the
Cosmos series now being rerun on TV, we would especially like to encourage readers broadly to write
in, focusing more directly on guestions raised by the series itself. Particularly, we would like o en-
courage those who have not been actively involved in wrangling with guestions on the natural scientific
front to make contributions:to this debate. While we don't want to limit the scope of the debate in any
way and welcome letters on a broad range of questions, it will be especia_l!y valuable lo_focus_on
Cosmos itself, allowing a broader range of readers to participate actively in debate on these vital ques-

tians of science and philosophy.

Kirkland

Continued from page 2

Brookings [Institute, the Carnegic En-
dowment, the Urban League, and of
course the Trilateral Commission and
the Council on Foreign Relations.
Kirkland was a “super hawk'" on the
Vietnam war. He quarterbacked every
AFL:CIO resolution supporting the
war and fully backed Meany's 1972
refusal 1o endorse the Democratic can-
didate McGovern because of his sup-
posed *‘doveish’” stand on the war. In
1976 Kirkland was a founder and
became & co-chairman aof the Commil-
tee on the Present Danger, a group sel
up lo-agitate for an all-out armaments
production. drive in preparation for
warld war with the Soviet Union:
{Kirkland even has on his desk a range-
finder from a Russian tank capiured by
the Israelis in 1973 warn with Egypt.)
An early and vocal opponent off the

SALT treaty (which itself has been a
particular forum of contention between
U.S. and Soviel imperialism), Kirkland
then formulated a *‘new’ policy ap-
proved by the AFL-CIO Executive
Council in August, 1979 conditionally
approving the treaty. This led 1o a rash
of publicity hailing Kirkland as
“maderating’ his hawkish policy, Buj
Kirkland's proviso was that approval of
SALT 11 would have (o be linked to the
development of the MX missile—which
was precisely the administration’s
policy and amounted (o nothing bul us-
ing “disarmament’ as a cover for in-
tensified war preparations.

Upon Meany's death, Kirkland also
succeeded him, as. president. of the
AIFLD. In the Iran hostage crisis and
the Russian invasion of Afghanistan, il
was Kirkland' who speanheaded the
dockworkers' boycorts al Iranian and
Soviet eargos, Kirkland also initated a
petition with the unions reading in part,
Swe must doeverything we can (o o
vinee (he recrorists i Tran and the res

of the world that American workers ful-
ly suppori their government in this
enisis.'" And even while the hogpla over

Salidarity Day was going on, Kirkland

was busily preoccupied with promoting
U.S. influence within the Polish
workers' movement, aiming at pulling
them into the U.S. orbit and snuffing
out any sparks of revalution. Kirkland
even braggedin a Washington Post col-
umn! that the AFL-C1O had' already
sentarguarter of a million dollars worth
ol aid 1o the Palish Solidarity organiza-
tion, ineluding (can you believe this?!)
“copies of collective bargaining
agreements, shop steward manuals and
other techpical information Solidarity
asked for.” Blocked by the Polish
government  from. speaking  to the
Salidarily, congress, he had a Catholic
priest smuggle in awvideo tape of his ad-
dress.

Quite an illustrious career, 15 it not?
Economism wanis not Lo target, butito
@il people whose  whole  Jives are
drenched in rivers of bloo.

Afghanistan

Continued from page 4

well as replicas of current Soviet models
that are still turned out in Egyptian fac-
tories. This has been the primary source
of the RPG anti-tank rockets, heavy
mortars and'even SAM-7 ground (0'air
missiles. that have shown up in the
hands of the reactionary Pakistan-
based resistance groups.

A lead editorial in the British maga-
zine The Economist last summer advo-
cated just such an arms supply opera-
tion in order to ‘‘raise the cost to the
Russians of pursuing (heir Afghan ad-
venture."" Bui it also warned that in-
creasing arms shipments *‘much beyond
the present, admirable, bounds of dis-

"cretion could turn Afghanistan into
what has already, inaccurately, been
described-as a proxy war between the
superpowers, and thus diminish sup-
port for an anti-Soviet stand among
non-aligned and Moslem countries.”
Whal these statements point Lo is the
Western imperialists’ extreme concern
with maximizing the political value, in
the battlefield of world public opinion,
of the Soviel occupation of Afghanis-
tan in *‘exposing’ them as hell-bent on
world domination.- At the same time,
they are sensitive (o Lthe need to/disguise
their ambitions to regain the dominani
position' they once had in Afghanistan
and to avoid giving the Soviets any new
pretexts (o escalate their militdary opera-
tions there. The present situation where
the Soviets find themselves bogged
down is also considered to be militarily
advantageous by the U.S. bloc.

Thus, the Western imperialists are
not so much concerned with gaining
control over Afghanistan at this point
as with denying it to their social-
imperialist rivals, and keeping them
tied down there, politically as well
as militarily, A further part of this
Western strategy are the “‘peace plans”
that have been announced with great
fanfare. The most recent of these is the
“‘two-stage’’ plan taken by British fo-
reign minister Lord Carrington to Mos-
cow in July. It calls for first holding a
conference of all ““interested countries”’
(excluding the Karmal government and
the resistance groups) to discuss both a
Soviel military withdrawal and the end-
ing of Western support for the insur-
gents, and then in the second stage, in-
volving Afghan forces to establish a
“neutral’ Afghanistan under a newly

- constituted government.

As expected, the Soviets have coun-
tered that before there can be any talks
with the Wesl, they musl first recognize
the puppet regime in Kabul and there
must be an end Lo all “‘external interfe-
rence’’!!! The Soviets have basically
struck with their long-marooned
*‘peace proposals’ of May 1980, in
which the Karmal regime offered to
hold bilateral talks with Pakistan and
Iran. Though neither country has been
willing to do'so, Pakistan has kept open
its channels 1o the Soviets partly be-
cause of the greal strain of the more
than 2 million' Afghan refugees, bul
mainly in order to drive a harder bar-
gain with the U.S. in |he current nego-
tiations of a new mulii-billion-dollar
arms:and aid pact and for assurances of
continued U.S. support for General
Zia's military dictatorship.

There will certainly be many more
such imperialist maneuvers and *‘peace
plans’ for Afghanistan emanating
from both the U.S. and Soviel camps in
the future. There will also be plenty of
mutual finger-pointing, with the pol
calling the kettle black, as the global
rivalry between these two blocs of impe-
rialist marauders heats up. In the course
ofl this, ver another gaping hole has

_beenitorn in the Soviel Unions *‘inferna-
tionalism?’, exposing its actual imperial-
ist features and aims more clearly than
ever. Do what they may, there iS no
“light at the end of the tunnel'' for the
social-imperialists in Afghanistan. The
situation that the Soviets face in
Afghanistan is yet another example of

[ 1he real weakness of both superpowers,
who [ind themselves increasingly
stretched 1o the limi in a world situa-

tion spinning more and more out of
theircontrol. [
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Behind the Blueprint Revelation

I the terms of the thing were not cri-
minal, il would be enough to make you
laugh out loud. After 15 years of re-
peated redesign, reconsiruction, and
reassuring lies, after waves of demon-
strations numbering in the tens of thou-
sands including the latest blockade ai
which 2000 were arrested, Pacific Gas &
Electric this week suddenly announced
a “*first-rate screw up'® in the construc-
tion of the Diabloe nuclear power plant.
The low-level testing, target of the re-
cenl actions, would be “suspended in-
definitely™; the whole future of the
plant, say the papers, is/in doubt.

As the days ticked by, the news got
continually heavier. On Tuesday, Sept.
29, California newspapers broke the

original stery: PG&E had discovered”

that their engineers had used the wrong
blueprint for the earthquake safety-
supports in the pipes of the cooling sys-
tem in the Unit One reactor. Some of

the supports were built exactly opposite
their proper location; but even worse, it
wasn'l clear where else mistakes had
been made in the incredible maze of
piping in the cooling system! The next
day, Wednesday, it ¢came oul that ac-
tually both reactors were involved'in the
foul-up, and by Thursday, the New
York Times revealed that federal inves-
Ligators were checking on five different
systems for possible serious safety ha-
zards, Allinall, it 'was the kind of thing
that the‘imperialists always try to chau-
vinistically pin on *‘underdeveloped
counlries—it would be very amusing

-might now to read a newspaper from one

of these countries aboul *‘typical Ame-
rican incompetence with high technolo-
gy, and so on.

Coming as il did precisely at the end
ol the Diablo blockade (the last major
action was on Maonday, the blockade
camp offijcially closed on Thursday),

the 'blueprint scandal had many among
the masses shaking their heads, Were
the imperialists backing off in the face
of pressure? Surely, the government
had known for a long time that Djablo
and all of their nukes are grossly un-
sale, so why reveal this so openly just
now?

Investigation can provide us with
some clues as to why the bourgeoisie
has for the moment changed its image
on the Diablo Canyon nuke from swag-
gering tough guy to embarrassed fool.
But the fundamental reason underlying
the latest “‘revelations™ must be keptin
mind: the imperialists are in plenty of
hot' water. They have found (once
again) thal il is easier to call out 10,000
National Guard and various assorted
gestapo against a demonstration, than
il is to-actually cope with the contradic-
tions, both political and material,
which are wracking their system and

forcing them to some drastic remedies
indeed.

One important. piece of the puzzle
can be found in a major L.A. Times
editorial of Wednesday, Sept. 23. Enti-
tled' “Dispel The Doubts,”” the Times
piece was nothing less than a signal
from the bourgeoisie that the enormous
publicity given the Diablo blockade had
outlived its usefulness and was becom-
ing in fact something of a liability. It
opened by ordering the blockade off the
front pages: ‘‘The protest at Diablo
Canyon has focused public attention
more on plastic handcuffs and paisley
bandanas and solar cooking than on
some of the basic nuclear power issues.
That should change now....Whether
the protest grows or fizzles, the focus

~will now return to the scientific and

technical, rather than theological, ques-

tions about whether the plant should be

licensed for full power.” 2 g
Continued on page 19

Red, White and Blue Goes Down at Diablo

The smoke was siill elearing this week
in the wake of the Diablo Canyon
blockade. The last major action at the
Diablo plant went down on Monday,
Sept. 28, and ithe blockaders’ staging
camp was efficially closed Thursday,
Oct. 1. In rhe last few days there have
heen sure signs that when a revolution-
ary line is grasped by the masses, it can
become a malerial force.

The «character of Monday's action
was quite a bu differént from those
previously, In defiance of the Abalone
Alliance's “arrangement”™ with the pigs
(which, as we reporied last week, has
been constantly vielated by the police,
who have demonsirated with increased
viciousness that rhey are noi' there to
assist in carrving out pacifist activity,
but 1o enforce the imperialist way of
life), 200 people blocked the street in
front of the plani. National Guard
troops wasted no time, wading into the
peaple, sirens blaring. At the same
time, in an independent action; a'group
of 50 feminists occupied the PG&E of-
fice in San luis Obispo, symbolically
attempting lo put PG&E officials
“under cilizens! arrest” for “‘assaull’*
(with the reactor) and other “*people’s
charges.”

In 1he jails, where hundreds of block-
aders remained, the baitle also began 1o
heat up. Inithe women's holding area,
one woman lagged as a troublemaker
by the authorities was picked’ off and
isolated in a jail cell. Three hundred
women began a hunger strike and later
all refused to appear at their court ar-
raignment. The woman was refurned (o
the group. This hunger strike also even-
fually spread to the men’s jail area.

These outbreaks of increasingly mili-
tant tactics on the pari of the demon-
strators were symptoms of more funda-
mental changes in the pelitical climale
around the blockade. Even more telling
of this was a small but powerful inci-
dent which occurred ar the plant gare:
One lone blockader showed up with an
American flag, which has marked the
blockade with i1s ugly presénce: But this
1ime; the lone flag waver was confront-
ed by outraged blockaders; Sharp words
were exchianged and 'he pul the last flag
away. What was behind this inciden! we
shall briefly go into.

Readers will remember that, at lasi
report, the imperialist rag was flying
upside down on September 22. The flag
had become (he focus of a sharp and
wide-ranging political struggle between
the line of capitulation to imperialism
on.one hand and revolutionary interna-
tionglism on the other. From the begin-
ning, individuals had challenged it, One
Iranian student told the £ W thar he had

i
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A National Guard truck leading buses filled with pl.

Diablo Canyon power plant. ..

gone into the camp specifically to strug-
gle against the flag and what it stood
for. A Native American woman had
spoken oul at a mass meeting, saying,
My |2-year-old son asked me whal
that horrible flag was doing al our
camp. I couldn’t answer him.'" Others
have fought in various ways (o take the
bloody thing down, and there has been
hot debate over the red flag. of revolu-
tion and proletarian inlernationalism.
As reported previously, the line and
role of the RCP has continued to be a
storm center on this and many other
questions in this proiest,

Over the last weekend of the block-
ade, all this came to a head. An orga-
nized full-fledged mass meeting was fi-
nally called on the flag issue, and this
time the anger and disgust which had
been building up, as people grasped
what it meant to the peaple of the
world, spilled out. **This is the flag
which has been carried around the
world 1o rip off people and plunder
them...'" said one furious blockader.
And while this was going on, someone
went around the camp and ripped down
all the American llags—(hey never went
back up.

The more the blockaders beganito go
straight up against the sysiem, and es-
pecially the mare “‘dangerous ideas™
were taken up, the sharper became the

atiacks on the Party. At the Monday
action, for example, two supporlers
were literally kidnapped by pigs, driven
(o a deserted beach and dropped off.
However, they immedialely hitched a
ride back to the action with-a politically
sympathetic driver. But despite atracks
from various quarters, the atltempl! lo
ban revolutionary politics utterly fajled.
This was pointed up during one efforl
by some “‘monitors’’ 1o have the Parly
thrown oul for what must have beenithe
ISthitime. As this: was happening, one
person from Greenpeace (the non-vio-
len1 action group) put an arm around
one “‘monitor,’’ saving, ‘I you (ry (o
do this, you'll' have an angry mob on
your hands—ithere might be some vio-
lence.""

Sharp struggle within the ranks con-
tinues, needless to say, *‘Look, I hate
the American flag, but why do we need
any Nlag,”" was one indicalive comment.
Said another blockader: ‘“*Everything |
see, everything 1 feel rells me it's com-
ing 10 a violem revolution, bui I'm
holding on 1o hope that there's another
way."' Nevertheless, even the kind ol
disagreements which were voiced
toward the end ol the blockade show
that the excellent political turmoil had
deeply influenced people. One college
cditor—no revolutionary, (o he sure—
wrofe in his paper of @ struggle which

ant employees .approaches protesters blocking the way to

had'broken out in his clusier (a form of
organization in the anti-nuke move-
ment) when one cluster member whip-
ped out a red flag and began (o agitale
for others 1o take up a revelutionary
stance against imperialism. Ultimalely,
this person, the editor wrole, was ejecl-
ed'from the cluster; but when the editor
spotted him in the jail area after both
had been busted, the editor sought him
out, eager for his views.

In the last days of the blockade, nu-
merous meetings and ‘discussions were
being held in the town, on the college
campus and in the camp itsell, around
various questions, centered on the Par-
ty's line and analysis. And il is quite
¢lear that the political struggle waged in
the vourse of this protest will continue.
For example, at a demonistration of sev-
eral thousand people against Duarte,
several people who had been at the Dia-
blo blockade approached the Party lor
bundles of RMW s to distribute.

This is certainly not the last word on
the events al Diablo and (heir impaci
throughout society, but it can be said
that in this/battle, which the bourgeoisic
swaggered into with such confidence,
what has emerged is only further proof
that the situation in the world 1oday 15
full ol potential forrevolution. i
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The Kidnapping of the Aleut People

in World War 2

Following is a report from a cor-
respondent  for the Revolutionary
Worker in the Northwesr who recently
went (o talk with the people in Alaska
and the Aleutian Islands.

“You'll be leaving in two hours.
Take one suitcase of clothes. That's
all,** barked 'the armed soldier. One-
third of an entire people was
systematically being rounded up, village
by village, 1o be placed in concentration
camps 1600 miles from their home.
Theéy were forced to leave behind all
means of livelihood, their tools, guns,
all their possessions.

Shed given birth alone. She was still
alone when soldiers burst inta the
room, informing her she must leave im-
medriately with the rest. She wrapped up
her baby, less than two hours old, and
held it close to her as she made her way
to join the rest. The baby died within
days as the ship made its way down the
Bering Sea.

To another young native, five years
old, everything was happening (oo fasi
to comprehend, As they ran from the
village, she searched for her father, but
he was not among them. She would
never see him again. Within a day, she
would wirness her mother and newborn
sister being dragged past her in *‘a
plastic kind of a thing” and (hrown
over the side of the ship.

Over 700 Aleut people were herded
like' caitle onto the USS Deleraf, built
for a crew of 170. Diesel oil leaked near
the hold of the ship. Seasickness every-
where, The dottor on board refused to
enter the hold of the ship, *‘On this
ship, I'm not responsible,"" he grumbl-
ed. A baby died. A woman lost her
mind. No one, not even the caplain,
knew their firfal destination. “*Does thal
sound like saemething from the past,
{slave ships) from Africa?"’ an Aleul
woman defiamly demanded of the
Federal Commission on Wartime
Relocation and [nternment of Civilians.

The date: June, 1942, All Aleuts on
the Pribilof Islands and the Aleutian
chain west of Unimak were evacuated
and thrown into prison-like abandoned
summer work camps for the duration of
the war. Within three years, one oul .of
every ten Aleuts interned were dead. Tt
is & story hidden in the logs of the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, buried in the
federal archives, confiscated and cen-
sored on the highest levels of the
government.

Why does the bourgeoisie dare o
unveil even a minute parl of the
atrocities commilled by their hands, at
their command? The hearings on the in-
ternment of the Aleuts and the
Japanese-Americans are parl and parcel
ofi their preparations to wage and win
World War 3. As we have pointed out
(see RW No. 118), the hearings
themselves have been a necessary gam-
ble, 1o make amends with the Japancse
imperialists who are part ol the
U.S.-led war bloc, as well as (o try to
quell some very bitter feelings among
Japanese-Americans and, in the case of
the Aleuts, to gain a stronger footing in
Alaska. Thus testimony on the Aleul
people” was given in Sealtle on
September 11 and hearings were held in
the Aleutian Islands on September 15,
17 and 19. The imperialists are keenly
aware of the strategic importance of the
Aleutian Islands in the upcoming global
conflagration, perhaps even more
strategic than in World War 2, when
they were a major base for dir strikes
ag;{ins[ Japan and for securing their
hold on the Far East colonial empire
which had belonged 1o Britain; for the
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Aleurian Islands in the Bering Sea are
an‘important base for U.S. imperialism
lying close to the northeastern coast of
the Soviet Union.

And barely beneath the surface ol the
pious concern of the commissioners is
the ever-present threal, a point (hey
themselves siated outright; we've dane
it before, we'll do it again. Iv is Lhe
nature of the system. Pennsylvania's
Judge Maurutani, the token Japanese-
American. internee on the panel,
lamented; *““They had the Billl of
Rights, They had the 3rd Amendment.
They had it all. And still they evacuated
us. There is no law that can be writien
to prevent this from happening again."’

The **Liberators’ Arrive

On June 3, 1942, Japan launched
simultaneous allacks on Dutch Harbor
in the Aleutian Islands and at Midway
in the Pacific. The U.S. had already
broken the Japanese code and knew
thar Midway was where the Japanese
were throwing their weight, that the
bombing of Dutch Harbor was a diver-

sionary ploy. In fact, they'd been ex-

pecling a minor atlack in the Aleutians.
There was already a reign of terror
against ‘the Aleut people in Unalaska
and on other islands. Buarbed-wire
fences were erected. Curlews were in el-
fect, Women were raped while MP's
roamed, The bombing of Dutch Harbor
was a convenient cover for the im-
mediate evacuation ol the Aleuts.

“11 was for their own protection,**
the bourgeoisie, quipped. “*We can'l
leave them in a war zone.'' This was 4
patent lie. If it had been the case, the
non-Aleut residents, few as they were,
would have been the first (o beshipped
out, Instead they remained i (heir
homes the entire time. And as the

lawyers for the Aleutian Pribilol Island
Association pointed out, even il it had
been for their own protection, all possi-
ble dangers had passed by August 1943,
when (he Japanese were routed from
the western-most islands of Artu and
KisRa, which they had occupied in mid-
June, 1942, Instead, the Pribilovans
were nol repatriated until May, 1944,
and the Aleuts from the Aleutian chain,
not until May 1945.

No, the Aleuts were removed for one
simple, imperialist reason: they were'in
the way. Their land was needed lor
military purposes, for air and naval
bases. Their homes:were used (o quarier
troops. All their possessions were used
andfor destroyed. Ewven at that time,
with their eyes glued on winning World
War 2, the imperialists were planning
past thal viciory. The Aleutian chain
would not become less important then,
The Aleut people could not be allowed
1o mainlain the ‘‘illusion’ *that these
islands,
thousands ol years, were “‘their”’
islands and the U.S. saw to it that the
Aleul people would be utterly «depen-
dent on U.S. imperialism when they
would finally be returned. All means (o
subsistence living were destroyed. The
signs of the decimation that was 10
come were none (oo subtle, When'the
Aleuts from Nikolski were being kid-
napped, their small fishing boals were
all tied up to the ship they were on, like
along 1ail. As the ship left the dock, the
sailors, armed with machine guns,
apentd fire on the dories sinking every
one.

One of the firstislands to be ocedpied
was Atka. The people were told 1o pack
up all their belongings bul were later
told 1o leave everything behind and
hurry 1o their summer fishing camp,
severalmilesamgye Iravasntinntilaglow
lit up the entire sky thal the ]wn]‘llc
realized that their village was: being

where they had lived for

ALASKA

Anchorage

burned (o the ground by the sailors of
the USS Gillis. Meanwhile, on the
Pribilof Islands, about 200 miles nor-
thwest ol Unalaska, the Aleuts ol the
village of Si. George stared in disbelief
as their livestack was shot and their
homes were wired to be blown up. So
began the U.S. “mission ol merey’ 1o
*liberate!” the Aleut people from the
‘‘war zone." .

While en route 1o who knows where,
the captain of the USS Deleraf was
radioed a message: Destination, Funier
Bay, Admiralty Island, some 1600 miles
from the Pribilofs. When they finally
arrived, the Aleut people found
themselves in a climate they'd never ex-
perienced before. The air was heavy
and damp. There werc irces
everywhere. Most ol them had-never
seen (rees before and, compared (o the
wide open space of their-homeland, this
place felt closed in and oppressive,. The
older people had trouble breathing: The
Aleuts from other paris tared no'beuer
in Lheir camps, !

The Aleul women described phe situa-
tion well in a petilion ‘against -(heir
outrageous conditions: S

‘W the people of ithis‘place wanis a
better place than this tohive. This place
is no place Tor a living jereamre: , We
drink impure water and alien- gel sick
{and) the children’s get Skin discases
even the grown-upsare sick-krom colds,

““We ale lrom the messhouscandiit is
near the toilel only a few yards away.
We eal the filth-thay is [lying around.

*“We gol no place to take a bath and
no place (o wash our clothes or dry
them ‘when it rains, We women are
always lugging waier up stairs and ake
turns warming it up and the stove is
small.

*We live inya room withyour children
just enough o turn aroundiin: wetsed
blankets Tor walls just 1o live in
privale. . .

W oall have rights 1o speak. lor
ourselves. ™ (romthe Federal Archives)

Continued on page9
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Los Al‘lg e'es

On September 24, the Los Angeles
Police Department (LAPD) and some
of the ¢ity’s major media gathered out-
side the Apolle Theatre in Los Angeles
in anticipation of a punk rock concert
seheduled for that evening. But it ap-
pears that the show: they were an-
tcipating was not only the ene inside
the theater (which was stopped by the
palice seon afler it staried) but one on
the outside as well. One importan|
aspect of the authorities” atlack on
punk rock has been to/try o paint il as a
fascisy, racist movement—its general
character isiquite the opposite ofl this,
though such elements exist—and then,
o use that as pant of a jusiification to
launch vicious attacks on ‘the fans,
clubs and bands. It seems (hal the
authorities thought that on September
24, they Rad a perfect opportunity (o
“prove”’ their point. Instead, the whole
thing ‘quite literally ‘blew up in their
faces, resulting in a nighi-long balle
between police and punks.

A dispute arose between a Black
youth theaier group and the Apollo
management when the Apollo suddenly
canceled their scheduled performance
of a play and, in its place. booked the
punk show an' the 24ih. The theater
group organized a picket line outside
the Apollo, stressing (o the RW (hat
their beef was with the Apolla, nor
punk (the theater group also picketed
on the 23rd, when there was no con-
cert). Still, at least two high-ranking
LAPD officers were fully aware of the
plan for picketing, and made their own
plans, which included readying a not
squad of dozens of cops. The police and
the media that arrived canly in (he even-
ing were undoubtedly expeeting a clash
between the punks and the Black youth,
a clash which on the “*mightly news™
could he used 1o bolsier their lies about
the music. No such-clash developed,
and the news media wenl home—but
the police did not; their work had only
just begun.

The cancent started and the picket
line dispersed. Whai happened nexi has
become a very familiar scene for
punkers in L.A. One punk rocker
described it this way 1o.the R W *| was
standing up by the stage looking batk

Aleuts

Cantinued from page 8

Aleuts wha were taken [irst 1o
‘N-yngel were subjected 1o mass
«ls, mass tonsillectomies, mass
sing.”* A particularly stark example
o1 the “quality’” of medical care which
was not spoken to in the hearings, was
told o us by a number of people.
S XX died there (Funter Bay), He had
a siroke because he couldn't take the
climate. He was getting preity old 100,
He had a siroke and he wenl un-
conscious for ane week. ..l heard a
doctor pui him-away.”
Murder outright and through “be-
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and saw people falling, some 10 the lelt,
some (o the right. Then this line of
white helmets came down through (he
middle of all'ihese people.” 1t was the
police in full riot gear, beating and mac-
ing, people as they went. Without any
prior warning, they just busted through
the front door and started throwing
people out.

* Botles, tables, chairs rained down on
the line of cops as people scaliered.
From the balcony, huge coffee shop-
style booths were'heaved down at them.
Forced outside, the 300 1o 400 fans
found the entire block barricaded by
police, two helicopters averhead, and
continued beatings and macings. Win-
dows were broken up and down the
street as people ran from the cops. Al
least one person was pushed inte a win-
dow by the cops—breaking it—and
another was surrotnded by some jerks
in: the neighborhood, picked up, and
thrown: through a plate-glass window.
The bautle raged for about an hotir. At

one poinl aboul 50 punks were being

chased down the street by cops. As Lhey
ran, Lthe punks showered the police with

=] '\

nign'" neglect. While the Aleul people
had suffered a history of @ppression al
the hands of one imperialist or another
for hundreds of years, this was especial-
ly ‘concentrated in those two Lo three
years during World War 2. To those
who dared resist was the heayy threat ol
never being returned to their native
villages, to be forever separaled from
their families and their people. Yel
resist they did. Men ar Funter Bay,
determined 1o escape, (ook great risks,
leaving the camp in small boats. They
went to the mainland, mainly Juneau,
10 fry (o get work (o provide something
for iheir families.

The Aleuts who were interned at
Ward Lake were nearest (o a town of

rocks and bortles. Ar least one copiwas
sent 1o the hospital.

The police assaull was well organiz-
ed, with at least the sheriffs, highway

patrol and LAPD involved. Later,
many ol the punks gathered ai a take-
oul place in Hollywood' called Qakie
Dogs, where the police launched still
anolher assault. A lot of punks went in-
Lo the hills and brush of the nearby Er-
rol Elynn Estate, where vet another bai-
tle raged, with a helicopter overhead.
The cops, unfamiliar with the rerrain,
were crawling up the hills, stumbling
around in the pitch dark, and falling
back down the hills. After a while, the
punks were cleared out, and many once
again congregaied back at Oakic Dops.
Anuother baitle ensued, afier which the
punks, feeling they'd given the cops
enough for one night, went home. The
number ol arrests thatnight isn't entire-
ly. clear, but the punk rockers repori
seeing dozens of youths thrown into
sauad cars and driven ol

One ol the'bands scheduled 1o play
on the 24ih, Wasted Youth, has had
Tour perlarmances stopped by police in
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any of the camps. Bul as soon as an
Aleut dared show his face in Ketchikan,
he'd be thrown in jail, simply l'or being
Aleul, Thererwas an older while man, a
retired fisherman, whom a number of
Aleuts spoke about in fheir testimony.
He used (o ¢come bail them our of jail,
pay. (heir fines, find them jobs and drive
them from Ward Lake to Ketchikan and
back. He dared 1o break the im:
perialists™ rules and the Aleut peaple
who had not seen him since, did not
fourgel. .

Summer, 1943. The able-bodied
Aleut men at FEunler Bay and a number
ol other Aleuts I'rom other camps were
rounded up by the government and
returned to the supposed “*war zone' al

the lase few months. A handbill an-
nouncing the band's new album savs,
“They hate us/They hate our music.
And that harred has led the authorities
lo attack wvirtually every club that has
hooked punk in L.A. over the last cou-
ple of wears. Each one has been ¢losed
or forced o stop booking punk. Yel
with every cloSing, new clubs or halls
have been found.

I an article announcing (he perma-
nent closing of the Apollo by the city,
the LA Times once apain dredged up
is  threadbare lie hat some
“neighbors™ complained abour how
punk rock was  causing  1he
neighborhood to deteriorate, painting a
picture ol the area as residential. Ac-
Lually, it's a business district, and rather
run down al that. The liguor store
across drom the theater s a center of
open: drug dealing, ete. Bur sihis_is
Ivpical ol how the Times has ried 1o
conyinee people ol the horrors of punk
rock. 1 now appears (hat “the Apollo
liits bir the dust as a punk rock venue,
but’ the same cannol be said ol the
musie selt. ’

the Pribilof Islands. Why? To harves
the seals for U.S, imperialism. This
harvest, the largest since the 1860s, rak-
ed in profits for the federal govern-
ment, equal o the amount of money
the U.S. imperialists originally spent to
purchase the Alska renfitony I:'tjm
Czarist Russia in 1867. Al one poinl
that scaling season, with all'the men
press-ganged into the harvest, (wo or
three women al Funter Bay were the on-
ly healthy people (rying their best (o

care for all the others who were ill.
Every decision about the enslavement
and imprisonment of 1he Aleut ncpplc
was made by or with (he approval of the
highest authority, the federal govern-
Continued on page 18
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On the weekend of October 9th a
“*Conference in Solidarity with the
Liberation Struggles of the Peaples of
Southern Africa’ will be convened in
New York City. Initiated by the Inter-
national Committee Against Apartheid,
Racism and Colonialism in Southern
Africa, an arm of the Soviet sponsored
Afro-Asian People's Solidarity
Organization, this conference is the
first of a worldwide series aimed at
rallying joint support for the African
National Congress of South Africa
(ANC) and the Southwest African Peo-
ple's Organization (SWAPQO). loining a
host of Communist Party, USA
(CPUSA) revisionist types in co-
sponsoring the event are a large number
of other organizations and individuals.
Plaving on people’s just hatred for
apartheid and imperialism, the con-
ference will probably attract a number
of people who genuinely want to sup-
port the struggle for the liberation of
southern Africa. Unfortunately, this
conference is not designed 1o do
anything of the sart.

Ta begin with, the entire question of
the liberation of southern Africa as it's
dealt with in the call for the conference
reduces the struggle 10 one of ending
“*apartheid, colonialism and racism."'
Nowhere is imperialism mentioned; in-
stead we are painted a picture of the
siruggle for democracy and majorily
rule. While these may be aspects af the
strugele for national liberation, particu-
larly in' southern Alrica, by no means
c¢an the struggle itself be reduced 1o
simply these terms. To do 50 only serves
1o blunt the revolutionary: essence of
any national liberation struggle—the
battle against imperialism—and paini
the democratic content of this baitle as
if it were one of voting and reform: In

addition, the conference issues a call for

support for “‘the official liberation pro-
gram™” of the ANC, for “increasing
poelitical support and material
assistance' o the ANC and declares

that the ANC is “*leading the fight to rid

their country of racial oppression and
injustice, for freedom and in-
dependence..."" The fact thar the
ANC, particularly as it has been
brovght under CP domination, has
wsually stood nakedly opposed 1o any
genuinely revolutionary developments
in Azania (including even. ils bizarre
relusal 1o use the name Azania, prefer-
ing the imperialist name of “‘South

Africa™) and the facy that raising the

ANC, the Soviel-sponsored *‘libera-
tion’’ group, as whe group “‘deserving

strong support! ina counlry Wwhere a

number of well-known revolutionary

nationalist lorces are actively engaged

in the struggle provides a powerful hini
as 1o what the real intentions ol this
conference dre. Often the revisionists
appeal (o pragmatism Lo win blank-
check endorsements internationally
(**Who else is fighting the regime with a
chance of winning?""), but inithe case ol
the ANC/SACP (South Alrican Com-
munist Party) eventhis pragmatic-angu-
ment funs into’ hot water. While the
conference organizers intentionally
avoided any mention of the interna-
tional situation in relation to the libera-
tion of southern Africa, in fact, the
conference itself 15 intimately bound up
with the world situation today, par-
ticularly the iniensifying contention
between the U.S. and Soviel im-
perialisis and their bloes a5 they prepare
for world war. And in addition 1o the
questions il raises concerning the libera-
tion of southern Africa, particularly
Azania, it also serves 1o highlight the
very imporiant” questions concerning
the strategy of the Saviet social-
imperialists today, and how the conten-
tion between the U.S. and Soviet im-
perialists is a crucial question inter-
twined with revolutionary develop-
ments and facing all revolutionary
forees.

The situation in southern Africa to-
day is highly complex and contradic-
tory. For years the people of southern
Africa have waged, and continue 1o
wage, sharp siruggles against U.S. im-
perialism and' the white Settler regimes
propped up by Western, especially
U.S., imperialism. Ar the same time
and in tact overall mainly influencing

the wourse of events in rthe area, in-

cluding the passible avenues for revolu-

- lionary breakthroughs, is the seething

contention berween the LS. and Sovicl
imperialists, and their respective blocs,
as they twist and jockey lor position in
preparation for the outhreak of world
war (o redivide the world in lavor of the
victor. It's a situation where both im-
perialist superpowers musl arempt 1o
squash, blunt and distort the develop-
ment of genuine revolutionary
movemenis among the masses al people
and simultaneously are driven (o nol
only deny any “‘opportunities”” to (heir
imperialist rivals, but must also atempl
to hold'on to and expand 1heir **spheres
of influence'’ at the expense of tlieir
rival. This is equally true for both (he
LS. and Soviel imperialist bloes.
Although the U.S, imperialists re-
main the dominant imperialist power in
southern Alrica, the Saviel imperialists
have by no means been sitring by idly
waiting lor the chips to: fall therr way.
While the LS. has Scored some points
with the capitalation ol Robent Mugabe
in Zimbabwe, (he Soviets have not at all
given bp hope of increasing their rolein
Zimbabwe eithier through their main
representative in the country, Joshua
Nkomo. and the Zimbabwe African
Peoples Unjon (ZAPU) or by taking ad-
vantage ol the disillusionment and

anger growing among (he Zimbabwean
peaple as Mugabe ties Zimbabwe closer
and closer 1o Western' imperialism. Al
(he same time, the ULS. imperialists
must pay elose atlention 1o being able
10 Stomp outany genuine struggle thal
erupts among the Zimbabwean people
ds a result of continuing imperidalist op-
pression.

In Namibia the U.S, is desperately ai-
tempting (o work oul an agreement in
their favar while the Soviels are count-
ing on being able to/foree them into a
compromise that would ai least give
SWAPQ a share ol running ithe coun-
iry, after whichithe Sovietsiare banking
on being able ta call in the markers on
(he “aid"" they have given (o SWAPO

over the years and thereby increase their

influence. And, while Angola has lined
up in the Soviet camp, the U.S. camp,
the U.S. is energetically atlempting 10
lure it away, both by promis-
ing a beiter deal and by using South
Alrican military mighy as a clubiio beal
them into submission. But, in Southern
Africa, for both imperialist powers,
Acania is the crowning jewel being con-
tesied. And while the U.S. is.driven to
more openly embrace (he hajed apar-
theid  regime,  new.  upsurges  erupl
among the masses o Azanian people.
I this situation the Soaviels are en-
thusiastically attempting to lish in U5,
imperialism's (roubled waters.

For the U.S. imperialists and their
war bloc South Alrica 15 ol eritical
strategic importance, Inadditionto'the
vast superprofits thar the U.S., Britain
and other Western imperialisty squecze
(rom the masses ol Azanian people,
South Alricais also the souree of many
ol the sprategic minerals necessary lor

Soweto Uprising, 1976.

the functioning o the ULS. war bloc.
While the U.S. relies heavily on South
African supplies for many ol the
minerals «crucial 10 the production of
steel, this is .even more irue lor (he
U.S.'s NATO allies. Inaddition, South -
Africa’s military communicdtions and
tracking -system and their modern
military. port facilities (which were ex-
pensively modernized and olfered by
the South African government for use
by NATO in 1975) as well as ils
geographic location. an ihe Cape off
Good Hope make it indiveansahle 1o
LS. war plans. The Cap:  aule sca
lanes are used by 2300 Ships @ month
delivering §7% ol Wesiern Europe’s
imported oil, 20% of the WSS im-
ported ol and 70% of the'Strajegic raw
materials used by NATO members. As
Air Vice-Marshall Stewart Menual of
Brilain stated, “*Southern Alnica isihe
key taithe seeurity ol NATO' s lines ol
communications. . .and South Africa in
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particular has the facilines. ..lo pro-
vide the surveillance necessary for the
seeurity of European interests.™

All of this, plus South Africa’s highly
developed economy and consequent
econamic clout i the rest of the region
makes it a valuable potential prize for
the Soviets as well . But inrimes like to-
day, a period of iniense preparation for
world war, 11's the strategic importance
of South Africa that looms largest in
Sovier plans, as with the U.S, However,
having summed up thal the U.S. would
“go fothe mat™ over South Africa, (he
Soviels are for pushing for an im-
mediate seizure of power. The Sovicl
srateey in South Africa today is aimed
41 developing a situation in which al
mosk the Soviers will be able 1o devise
some sorl ol power sharing scheme or
at least. and more likely. beipg able 1o
be in a position (o cause as much dif-
fieulty as possible for the U.S. im-
perialists now and, in the event ol an

outbreak of war, being in'a position to
disrupt and wreak as much havoc as

possible behind ahe lines ol a
strategically imporiant  U.S. outpost
and if possible complerely seize il

Lenin' points oul it Jorperialisnr thay it

is not only important for an imperialist
power 1o control, but also (o deny his
rival control over strategic markels,
sources ol raw maierials, eie. In im-
plementing their versionof this strategy
and crucial to disguising their moves as
Sjustly aiding the fighy against im-
perialism, colonialism and racism®™ the
Soviel social-imperialists: have relied
heavily on their main mouthpieces in
southern Africa, the South African
Communist  Parly (SACP) and the
Alrican National Congress (which
lollows the political leadership: ol the
SACP).
ANC's and SACP's Origins

Over (he-last 200 years or so (he

-

Soviets have expended a grear deal of
elfort 1o keep the ANC afloat and have
waged a massive’ international public
relations campaign designed ta cast the
ANC and the SACP in an air ol
leginimacy. In fact, over the last 20
years the ANC iself has expended
much more energy ininternational'con-
ferences and speaking lours or-
chestrated by the Sovier Union andaim-
ed at declaring the ANC *the sole
authentic representative ol the South
Alrica people,' than they have inside
Azanid. DPespile the Soviet efforts,
liowever, a look ar the history and (he
current policies ol the ANC and (he
SACP shiows beyond a shadow of a
doubt (hat lar from organizing the
masses ol Azanian people for a‘revolu-
tionary onslaught’ against imperialism
and i1 apartheid regime, both the ANC
and 1he SACP have consciously held
back the development ol @ genuine
revolulionary movement i Azania.
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From ils founding in 1912, while
some democratic and progressive indi-
viduals have been part of it, the ANC
has been an organization dedicated (o
compromise and capitulation. Extreme-
ly similar 1o the NAACP in the U.S.,
the ANC sought only to better the
condilions of black Azanians wilhin the
structure of the existing sociely.
Essentially reformist and.never really a
mass ‘organization, the ANC over its
first 35 years of history stood on the
edge of organizational death ‘with its
high points being participation in: the
sham Natives Representatives Council
(NRC),-an advisory body established by
the South African regime 10 undercul
the struggle of the masses of Azanian
people (interestingly enough the ANC
was the only black group'that stayed in
the NRC until the bitterend, upholding
it even alter the South African regime
had discarded it as a usecless schemc)
and sending periodic delegations o
plead with the British imperialists (o
intervene an behall ol the Azaniamw peo-
ple.

In 1949 (he ANC, influenced by a
growing militancy ameng 1the Azanian
peaple and among the members of their
own youth'league, adopied a “*program
ol action™ aimed av turning the ANC
into a mass organization and non-
violently persuading the South African
ruling class o mend its ways and
establish a “‘truly demogeratic society.”
The high point ol (his campaign was the
ANC-launched defiance campaign ol
1952 in which thousands ol ANC
volunteersidelied the apantheid regime's
laws and were sentto jail. At that poini
the ANC membership soared 1o almost
100,000 and the South: Alrican ruling
class viciously stepped upits repression.
In response the ANC called' off i1s de-
fiance campaign after 6 months and ac-
rively' sought ‘other ways to influence
the government.

For its part, the SACP has an even
“orander’’ history; in lact the best that
can be said ol them 'is that they have
always been consistent in their capitu-
lation and' opportunism, Founded in
1921 and mainly based among the white
workers of South Alrica, one ol the
first acts of ithe SACP (then known as
the CPSA) was ity invelvement in a
strike ol white miners against the ad-
mittance ol “unqualified,”™ that is
bluck, miners into: semi-skilled jobs.
Simming up that the strike was essen-
rially:a battle against the capitalist mine
owners, the CPSA announced 118 sup-
port ‘of the strike with *‘reservations
aboul some ol the demands of the
workers."" Actively siriving (o assame
leadership ol the strike the South
Aflrican CP actually sank 1o the point

Continued on page 12
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of arganizing a demonstration'in which
the white ‘miners marched through the
streets. behind  banners thal read
“Workers of the World Unite to Keep
South. Africa White.” Fallowing the
government’s crushing of the sirike the
SACP buried itself in  thoroughly
economist  (rade-unionist. work for
Vears,

In 1928 the Communis! International
drew up a declaration concerning South
Africa in which iy declared that one of
the demands of the working class was
for the establishment of *‘an indepen-
dent native South African republic.”
Fearing that this would wreck their
chances of working out a compromise
with the South African ruling ¢lass and
would alienate the white workers, the
SACP actively opposed the adoption of
this demand. Rather than being an un-
fortunale mistake, this position flowed
from, and is a clear example of, the
SACP’s line that in South Africa—one
of the most vicious examples of im-
perialism’s domination of an oppressed
people—the issue is nol imperialist rule
and oppression which' must be over-
thrown, but the lack of bourgeois
democracy and majority rule.

A delegation from the South African
CP was guickly dispatched 10 Moscow
1o present their case against the resolu-
tion. S.P. Bunting, a leading member
of' the SACP, argued (hat the resolution
was wrong since injessence there is no
real mational question in South Alrica,
Bunting alseg offered in opposition (o
the resolution rhe fact that il would
**_..in practice arouse white workers'
opposition  as  being unfair 10 the
minoriy. .. and that this demand
would harm the revolutionary move-
ment since stalements aboul relurning
South Africa, the couniry and the land
1o the native population seemed 1o **in-
dicate a black race dictatorship.™ In
conclusion Bunting argued that **South
Alrica is, owing to ity chmate, what is
called a white man's country, where
whites can and do live nol merely as
planiers and officials bul as a whole na-
tion Of all classes, established there for
3 centuries, of Putch and Englishi com-
position.™”

Bunting’s brilliant argumen| was on-
Iy 1opped by that ol his wife, also a
leading member of the SACP, who
argued that the Tand of South Africa
had never really belonged to the blacks
in the first place, since according 1o her
understanding of history both the Boers
and the blacks arrived inhe area at'the
same time and were both equally
responsible for driving the original in-
habitanis out of the area. In a later
areument Mrs. Bunting revealed -her
real concern abaul the slogan and de-
mand For a black republic. “"Who: will
guaraniee equality for the whites in an
independent  native republic?  Their
slogan, as you know, is ‘drive the
whifes into the sea.’ ™" In response the
Comintern  stated; U What is 1o
become of the whites?. , Il the white
party members do nol raise and energe-
teally fight for an independent native
republic, then, who knows? They may
very well be driversinto the seal™

Following the enforced adaption of
this Comintern resolution’ (he SACP
returned ta South Alrica and hallhean-
edly did some work around it fairly
relormist work which brought them in-
1o contact with the ANC, During Warld
War 2 the CPSA once again pul on @
dazzling display ol its penchant for
capitulation. Following the German ai-
tack on the Soviet Union, the CPSA,
wholeheartedly embracing the errars of
the international communist. move-
ment, declared that (he war had been
rranstarmed into a *tpeople’s war' and
rotally abandoned the struggle in South
Africa and urged people (o fall in line

pehind the South African roling class’

wha  was  (hen  promising  massive
relorms for blacks if they supported 1he
war elfori.

But the most impressive display of
their capacity for capitulation was yel
to come. In 1950, two years afier the
Afrikkaner government was elected and
had unleashed! massive repression in-
cluding instituting apartheid laws aimed
at quelling the rumblings of the struggle
among the Azanian people the CPSA
reached its fow point. Included among
these laws was the *“‘Suppression of
Communism Act’ designed 1o smash
any resistance 1o the regime by labelling
il communist and taking appropriate
securily measures. Three months before
the Act even took effect, the leadership
of the CPSA decided. to disband the
party since ‘‘its members were un-
prepared for the harsh conditions’’
necessitated by the new law. It was only
3 years later, in 1953, that the party
leaders who had organized themselves
into a motley group called the “Con-
gress of Democrats,’’ decided 1o reform
the party, changing its name from the
CP of South Africa to the South
African CP. (While capitulation and
opportunism have been a particular
hallmark in the history ‘of the SACP, il
was also undoubiedly influenced and
reinforced by the revisionism in the in-
ternational communist movement at the
time, For an analysis of the lines and
policies of the international communist
mavemenl during this period refer to
the article **For Decades 1o Come, On a
World Scale™ in Revoltirion magazine,
June; 1981.)

The (Derail) Freedom Charter

By 1955 the SACP, working through
the Congress of Democrats, had
established a tight working relationship
with the ANC. In 1955 the ANC and
the SACP, joined by other reformisl
forces, drew up whal they have touted
widely and loudly ever since as the
document representing the ‘*‘true in-
ierests  of the people of South
Alfrica—the Freedom Charter. This is
the *‘official liberation program’' the
call to' the New York Conference en-
dorses. This jewel of a document
resembles something out of the wildest
dreams of Thomas Jefferson and was
immediately declared to. be the pro-
gramme of the revolulion by both the
SACP and the ANC. The fact that both
groups adopted the Freedom Charter as
their common programme lor
Iiberating Azania is yéu another exam-
ple of the fact that, dccording totheir
putlook, the struggle is not against im-
perialism but lor democratic: reform
and the willingness, in facl eagerness,
ol botly groups not to defeat imperialist
rule but merely to share power with it.
There is alsothe closely related Fact thal
nowhere i (he Freedom Charter i
there any mention ol armed struggle,
which is a sure sign ol the penchant for
compromise and the “*peaceful road 1o
socialism’ (@ road littered witly the
bodies ol the oppressed) thai guided
both its formulation and implementa-
tion then and today.

in @ highly appropriaie imitation of
the Preamble of phe bourgeois ULS.
Constitution, the Freedom  Charter
begins fWe lhe people of South Atrica,
declare for all our country and the
world/ io know, . " As it continues the
appropriateness of its imitation of the
.S, baurgeoisie’s Constitution
becomes very apparent. It declares thai
“South Alrica belongs to all who livein
il, hlack and white,, .. ""—tine words
again obscuring (hat the essence ol the
sirugele is national liberation againsi
imperialism and its Settler regime.

The document goes on to deseribe the
ANCISACP wvision ol a future South
Alrica, a bourgeois democracy with key
sectors of (he economy. nationalized
and placed in he hands of l"lhc
people,’” thal is, the *‘representatives’
of the people's. interests, the
ANCISACP. As 10 whether these
“representatives’ intend (o oppose im-
periafism, we will let them speak for
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themselves. Oliver Tambo, the presi-
dent of the ANC, said in aninterview in
the September/October 1981 issue of
Africa Reporls magazine: ‘“The broad
basic positions of the ANC concerning
the South African economy in all ils
major parts after liberation are contain-
ed in the Freedom Charter, What we
say to foreign investors today is thal
they must pull out of South Africa
because their inyestments inevitably
helpitostrengthen the apariheid regime.
We would therefore expect that if U.S.
corporations have any regard for our
voice, there will be no U.S. investments
in South’ Africa on the day of libera-
tion, IT there are, that will mean that
such linvestors will have elected Lo side
with'the minority racist regime againsi
the 'democratic majority...Conse-
quently, when their friend goes, as he
surely will, sa will they be obliged to go.
As for other investors who would want
to panticipate in the reconstruction of
South Africa, they would of course be
welcome 1o join us as equal partners in
arrangements  that are mutually
beneficial to both themselves and to
us.'" Onee again, apartheid is opposed
but imperialism, which is the force

behind it'and all modern forms of na-

tional oppression, is ignored—even
welcomed. Interestingly, the ‘‘Freedom
Charler'" has never even come close to
being upheld by any other group (hai
has ever professed itself determined 1o
liberate Azania.

Period of Soviet Collusion

In 1956, following the overthrow of
souialism in the Soviet Union and (he
beginning of the process of restoring
capitalism, a new element was added:to
the scene in Azania. Quickly aligning
themselves with the new: capitalist rul-
ing class in the Soviet Union, the SACP
and the ANC harbored visions of their
new allies giving them the strength to
seize power in ‘Azania. And with their
bourgeois aspirations tied so closely 1o
the Soviel imperialisi designs in South
Alrica they immediately became he
leading spokesmen for and implemen-
tors of Soviet policy in the region. Al
that point the Soviel rtuolers were
primarily concerned with consolidating
the restoration of capitalism in the
Soviet Union and preparing mainly in
this way for later imperialist adven-
tures; so while they did not sever their
international links with various forces
in liberation struggles, they did pro-
mote and implement a policy which
served [heir interests al the lime—a
policy ol condemning wars of national
liberation as dangerous tointernational
stability and for their own reasons, ¢ol-
ludimg with U.S. imperialism 1o stifle
liberation siruggles. A disgusting exam-
ple of this is; the Fact that in 1960 [he
Soviets joined with the ULS. in a UN
vole whichiresulted in UN troops being
sentinto the Cango 1o crush the strug-
gle there, The Soviets even wenl so lar
as 1 provide means of transportation
for the UN troops going 1o the Congo.
Khirushehey himsell sent'a telegram to
Parrice Lumumba, a leader of the Con-
golese people’s struggle, calling the UN
vote “a useful 1hing.”" A ‘short time
later Lumumba was captured and
murdered and the struggle ol the Con-
golese people was crushed,

Condemning Violent Uprisings

Enthusiastically taking up the Soviel
line, the SACP and the ANC
energetically avoided and backhandedly
attacked all the upsurges among (he
Azanian peaple between 1956 and 1961.
Instead of waging people's war, the
SACP and ANC actively promoled
reliance on the United Nations for the
solution 10 imperialist oppression: in
Azania, When vielent upsurges did oc-
cur among the ‘Azanian peaple,. the
SACP condemned them as spontancous
and deelared that “riots and pogroms
can only. lead 10 massive state retalia-
tion, @ serious political Setback Toriour
cause and iy prestige ar home and
abroad and a crushing defeat ol the
people.* ‘

Staling that, *“‘even though the condi-
tions are desperate, responsible leaders

cannot merely follow the policies of
desperate and impatient men who grow
reckless and clamor for any sort of ac-
tion regardless of the consequences,"’
the Central Committee of the SACP
declared in a statement in 1963 (hat
reviewed the previous period-of {ime
that violent attacks on the state were
not to be upheld, but instead the *‘real
revolutionaries'’ should bury
themselves in fighting for the everyday
demands of the people for a berter life
which would' supposedly serve (o teach
the Azanian people that “‘every attempt
to redress or rectify a lgcal or pantial
grievance is necessarily connected with,
and can only be won by, the defeat of
the Nationalist government itself and
the ending of white minority rule,
Where every protest and demand is met
merely by bloody suppression by the
state, it becomes clear to one section of
the people after another that the state
itself is an obslacle to any sort of ad-
vance, and that no sort of happy or
tolerable future is possible without the
removal of this tyrannical state and its
replacement by one which embodies the
will of the majority of people.’" Once
again with words like ““removal” and
“‘replacement’’ of the apartheid regime
their reformist strategy stands out clear-
ly. The word *“‘overthrow,’’ let alone a
people’s war to do it, was avoided'like
the plague. In 1958 ‘wheir peasants
revolted in many rural areas of Azania
and even wen! so far in one area as (o
sel up people's courts and try, conviel
and execule local officials and traitors,
the SACP, in reporting on the events in
the African Comnunist, the organ of
the SACP, saw fit only to emphasize
the massive state retaliation thar had
come down from the ruling class.
Needless to mention, the peasants had
revolted without, and in fact in spite of,
the ANC and SACP.

On March 21, 1960 the Pan African-
ist Congress (the PAC was formed
from a split in'the ANC by a group of
revolutionary nationalists opposed 1o
the reformist thrust of the Freedom
Charter, the ANC and the SACP)
organized'anti-pass law demonstrations
throughout  Azania. In  Sharpeville
thousands of wunarmed Azanians
demonstrated in front of a police sta-
lion. In'what has become known as the
Sharpeville Massacre 69 Azanians were
killed and 180 wounded when the South
African police fired on this demonsira-
tion. The ANC's immediale response
was (o'denounce the precipitate action
of the PAC as the cause of the
massacre. Inrerestingly enough,
although the ANC considered the
PAC’s demonstration on March 21 to
be precipilate aclion, they apparently
felt that the same type of action ten
days later—ithe scheduled date of an
ANC-sponsored demonsiration—
wotld not have been.

Following the ‘Sharpeville Massacre
the South African ruling class inten-
sified their repression  throughout
Azania, including banning both the
ANC and1he PAC. Yereven alterall of
this, the only response of the ANC was
o eall For a national convention ol all
South: Africans (o creaie a demoeralic
republic. [t was only in June of 1961,
alter it had become obvious thal the
masses of Azanian people ‘were nol
responding to the ANC'S convention
call or their strike aimed at pressuring
the government (o comply: with the
demands of (he convention, that the
ANC announced thal the South African
government, by thein continuing repres-
sion and unresponsiveness, had forced
them to tdke up the armed struggle, In
June ol 1961 the ANC's armed wing,
Umkhonto we Sizwe, was formed.

Phony “*Armed Struggle!

Despite the bravado surrounding the
announcement that the ANC and
SACP had taken up the armed struggle,
nothing ‘much happened ourside of a
few acts of sabotage principally
directed al electric pylons out in. the
countryside. Bul this was no aceident
nor the resull of massive slale repres-

Continued on page 14
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and represents Lhe Feeling of some sec-
tions of the British bourgeoisie that it
would be beiter for British industry in
its competition with other European
imperialists to not be in the Common
Market. Because of England's grim
economic situation (the worst in the
EEC next to Ireland) it finds itself in-
creasingly being undercut by the com-
petition. An important part of the EEC
agreements is the lowering of tariff
restrictions and relatively free access of
the signatory countries to each other’s
markets. Clearly there is growing
pressure within the British ruling class
toward changing this situation, adopting
protectionisl measures in the hopes of
securing a better market picture for its
goods. There are of course a number of
delicate economic, political, and even
military considerations invelved in ac-
tually deciding to cut loose from the
Common Market which must be weigh-
ed very carefully, But in any case the
«calls to withdraw from it by Benn and
others not only represent the leanings of
sections of the British bourgeaisie but
dlso perform a valuable service to the
entire lot of them by raising the “‘buy
British™ banner for the masses of peo-
ple in England to rally around (they
hope). After all, it is relatively easyito
replace this banner whether tinted pink
or not with the banner of defending the
British. Empire, And it s an important
way of promoting British chauvinism
and the “‘interests of the English
workers'" generally; in an attempl to
enlist them in reactionary pursuits of all
sorts including joining in and suppor-
ting the oppression and suppression of
blacks (West [TIndians, Asians and
Africans) and Irish in/England and the
British domination of Ireland and other
remnants of its decaying empire. The
Labour Party (including its “left
wing'') has taken up this ““Buy British**
crusade wholeheartedly with onead in a
recent publication exhorting the English
waorkers to “*Buy British Birds™" in acall
to come to the aid of the failing British
poultry industry by turning one's palate
away from imported chickens!

And oh yes, before going on, what
about the demand f[or abolishing the
House of Lords—indeed a mosi radical
step. Whether or not (his.would actual-
ly come about should Benn become
Prime Minister, this demand gives one
cause for a:good laugh. Supposing that
this drastic action were actually taken,
what would its political effects actually
be? Certainly some of the:Lords of the
House would be sent scrambling f(or
their heart-lung machines along with
others of the more aristocratic sections
of the ruling class but all would make
do. Afterall, such superficial organiza-
tional changes would have zero effecl
on the ability of the British bourgeoisie
to rule and would probably streamline
it. Most definitely even the disgruntled
would come to their senses upon the
realization that this move would be one
of immense practicality and in line with
timming down the cost of governing.
Think of the money that could be saved
on bribes alone:

But the part of Benn's program that
has received the greatest amount of al-
tention during his go-round with
Healey is the call for unilateral nuclear
disarmament. Here we find a call for
Britain (o unilaterally withdraw all
British and U.S. nukes Irom iis soil asa
gesture of its ‘‘goad faith®' in calling
for worldwide nuclear disarmament.
This is an interesting twist in the calls
from a number of European countries
for nuclear disarmament or at least the
removal of U.S. nukes ram their coun-
tries in the hopes of making them less of
a targel for the Soviel nukes. The bot-
tam hine of all these demogogic appeals
is “we don't want to behit™ and they
are anempring to hide their imperialisi
nature and the pature of the showdown
pp ahead while actively calling on the
masses ol people Lo rally around their
“own’ " imperialist national flags. Inithe
final analysis, all these calls and pro-
posals amount to slick ways of (urning
the growing anti-war sentiments among
the masses ol people in Europe down

the road of support for the war effort
“through the back door™. The fact is
that the only way any imperialist coun-
try is going to be *“'saved" in the war
that looms ahead is'on the basis of ac-
tually coming out on the winning side
through a conflagration on a world
scale of unparalleled proportions, and
of course preventing revolution in their
own country. Need we add, revolution
in any imperialist' country cannot be
made under the banner of its own blood
drenched flag.

But Benn and Co.'s proposal on the
surface seems a bit more radical than
that of a section of the West German
ruling class, for example, which simply
calls for the removal of all foreign
nukes from' their turf, Here is an offer
to unilaterally remove all nukes from
Britain including Britain's own—a step
toward getting the ball rolling for the
rest of the world. How's that for prac-
ticing what you preach. I1 seems quite
reasonable really, and most
magnanimous. But hold on a minute.
Just what does this offer really amount
to? Frankly, even on the surface, there
are a lot of obvious loopholes riddling
this **earthshaking programme.®’ Bu,
even more importantly, the essence of
this proposal is that it’s not intended to
be implemented! There is:not supposed
to be nor will there be a nuclear disarm-
ed Britain. What it i though, is
demogogy aimed at disarming the
masses of people to sucker them in 10
something that ‘even if formally
adopted, would simply represent a
diplomatic card in the maneuvering of
the British ruling class vis-g-vis the two
superpowers al best, not to mention a
direct ‘maneuver on' behalf of the

_Western bloc agdinst the Soviets.

First—the loopholes. Notice that the
plan only refers (o nukes on British
turl. Indeed, the Labour Party “‘left’" is
quite adamant about keeping and
strengthening  Britain's conventional
armed forces. Furthermore, under the
programme Britain still remains in
NATO (including an integral part of its
command structure), an organization
that deals with lots and lois of nukes.
Involvement ol British troops in NATO
is line, as witnessed by Britain’s Army
of the Rhine, armed to the teeth 1o do
whatever's required in Europe. And
deployment of British troops on a mass
scale, anywhere in the world (such as
they are now in: Northern Ireland) is
also fine and would be easily validated
under the stamp of “defense.!” And
certainly there’ll be no quibbling over a
few Trident submarines (the heart of
LS. nuclear plans for Britain) off! the
coasl of Britain, Aflter all, they’re nol
on Britishisedi. Of course, if push came
to shove, whatever the U.S, might
“secretly’ choose 1o doon the many
U.S. bases that dot the British land-
seape could easily be explained away

{(a {a the Japanese denial of U.S. nukes ¢

on its saif). ‘And British missiles could
also be secretly: deployed **without ithe
knowledge of the Prime Minister’' or
alternately shoved over 1o Ireland. Such
possibilities ‘are endless and are being
loaked into for Sure.

Bul, as noted before, and much more
importani o digging down and expos-
ing the essence ol this **disarmament”’
proposal is that it's not ar all intended
for actual implementation, 11 is at ance
an attempt by sections of the Brilish
ruling class 1o grab the 1ail ol growing
anti-war sentiments among the masses
in Britain and enlist them as a pressure
Lroup in the pre-wap mancuverings
amidst the Wesiern bloe and also parl
of laying the basis for justifying the ac-
tual use of nukes and everything clse,
should the Soviets “violate the spirit of
disarmament willy  aggressive  acls
roward peacelul little England and the
rest of the free world.” Cerrainly the
British bourgeoisie, is .nor happy with
playing second or third fiddle o the
LS. and liKe the rest ol'the Edropean
imperialisis is striving as much as possi-
ble o counter the ULS. plans for coun-
fries in BEurope (o bear as much ol the
fighting and devastation as possible
when the shit hits the fan. They: figure
that nuss suppori For (he demand lor
unilareral disarmament, cspecially calls
o ger rid ol ULS. nukes, will helpapply
pressure anthe LLS. to make same con:
cessions inois miligary policy toward
Britain,
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The British imperialists are an in-
tegral part of the Western war bloc and
definitely under the U.S. nuclear um-
brella. While they are in no position to
buck the U.S. in any fundamental way
going into a war, any leverage they can
possibly gel is most welcome. And the
U.S. is-currently quite concerned about
“‘neutralist and pacifist" tendencies in
Europe. And as far as the Soviets go,
the ‘unilateral disarmamen! charade is,
in effect, an attempi (o put them
somewhat on: the political defensive
around heir war preparations par-
ticularly in their plans o hit Britain.

So much for Tony Benn's radical
**peace initiatives'" and so much! for his
cheap attempls to portray Britain as a
country only interested in defending it-

e el Y

Mao Tsetu}lg !é!_king_to you

Revolutionary Legacy «

ng soldiers of the 8th Route Army.

Mao Tsetung

sell” from foreign invasion by the super-
powers. In a recent BBC TV program,
he even tried (o portray Britain as some
sort. of an oppressed country only
interested in neutrality, declaring that
Britain would have to learn how to *‘de-
fend itself** without nukes and learn
from the people of Vietnam and Af-
ghanistan. He also added Poland. Three
guesses who'that'was aimed at. Bul what
emerges from all the proposals of (he
“left wing" of the Labour Party is a
single central theme—rally ‘round the
Union Jack all ye English men of labour,
buy British, eat British, drink British,
think British and above all, fight and die
for the British Empire or rather
peaceful “*socialist’” Britain. B

The Loss in China and the

Text of the speech given by Bob Avakian at the historic Mao Tsetung Memorial
Meetings which were held in New York City and the San Francisco Bay Area in
September 1978. These programs were held on the second anniversary of the
death of Mao Tsetung, at which time the RCP made public its analysis of the
reactionary October 1976 coup in China. The Loss in China and the
Rewvolutionary Legacy of Mao Tsetung gives a blow-by-blow account of the class
struggle in China leading up to the coup and analyzes why the reactionarics
were able to gain the upper hand after Mao's death. Also goes into the effects
of the coup on the international situation.

1978. 151p. $2.00 plus 50¢ postage.

Available from RCP Publications, P.O. Box 3486, Merchandise Mart, Chicago,

IL 60654.
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Southern Africa

Continued from page 12

sion; mstead it was the inevitable out-
come of the Fact that neither the ANC
nor the SACP ever had any intention of
launching an'armed sirugele against im-
perialism. In taking up “‘armed strug-
gle™ the  ANC and the SACP adopted
the popular revisionisy *‘foco theory’
ol handfuls engaging in “spectacular'’
acts as opposed to waging protracted
people’s war based on mobilizing and
arming the masses of Azanian people.
This was advantageous for the revi-
sionists on a number of counts. Not.on-
Iy did it allow them to cover up their
treachery before the masses who were
increasingly coming to understand the
need for and call for armed struggle; it
alse insured that things would not get
out of hand, thereby jeopardizing their
chances of reaching some sort of com-
promise that would put them in some
position of power. To the ANC and to
the SACP the “‘armed struggle' allow-
ed them to both appear o be serious
about the liberation of Azania without
really doing anything and 1o do jusi
enough 1o put some minimal pressure,
particularly in the international arena,
on the South African ruling class. The
ANC’s and SACP’s version of “*armed
siruggle’ dovetailed perfectly with the
Sovier imperialisis’ interests and world
strategy al rthe time.

Even in carrying out their limited
campaign of ‘“‘armed struggle’™ the
ANC and SACP had been extremely
hallhearied. Needless to say this hall-
hearledness raised some questions
among the Azanian people. In order (0
cover (hemselves the ANC and SACP
declared that the sabotage campaign
wasn'l really the beginning of the arm-
ed siruggle afier all bur merely
“‘preparation for people’s war.” Al
other 1imes they declared that there
really couldn’t be any efforts at seizing
power by-armed force or attacks on the
South African army and policeor assas-
sinations of Europeans since that would
only provoke a bloadbath. Occasional-
ly they were even more frank, par-
ticularly when speaking 1o the South
African ruling class as evidenced by
Abram Fisher’s (a leading member of
the SACP) statement in the South
Adfrican Supreme Court on March 28,
1966 that “*Civil war is no solution at
all?

Following a few acts of sabotage, in
1963 the Southl African government
pulled a raid and succeeded in totally
smashing the ANC and SACP insid€
Azania. Most of the leadership of the
groups ended up in jail or in exile and
were 1o be joined in both situations by
large numbers of their rank and file
membership, By 1965 both the ANC
and the SACP had effectively ceased 10
function inside Azania. For the nexi 10
years major portions of the ANC's and
SACP’s activities was confined to the
international arena. Immediately upon
establishing an external mission in exile,
the' ANC and SACP turned 10 the
Soviel imperialists for help. In fact it
was only through the influx of millions
of Soviet dollars that the ANC was even

able 10 remain intact for the next 10

years. In addition to providing the
funding for the ANC external mission,
the Soviets:also provided military train-
ing and arms for ANC cadre and
scholar: 4ins for those who wished 1o
continy> their education—providing
they w re ANC cadre. (For the Soviets
such* airing perfectly serves their plans
fo- _ite ‘power-sharing’’ schemes.)

I ternational Advertising

Al the ame time the Soviets launch-
ed numerous worldwide conferences
aimed ar icing all other Azanian opposi-
tion groupings and establishing the
ANC as *“the sole authentic represen-
jative of the South African peﬁple“_ as
was first formulaied at a Soviel-
organized conference in Khartoum in
1967. In addition to all this the Soviets,
in conjunction with British liberals and

revisionists, helped launch what they
called an “anti-apartheid movement”'
worldwide thal would play off people’s
righteous hatred for.apartheid and rally
support for the ANC,

Of course, in order 10 surround the
ANC and SACP' with some semblance
of being ‘‘genuine liberation’’ groups
Lthe Soviets also found' il necessary 1o
link them up with Soviet-backed groups
that actually were fighting against U.S.
imperialism (such as in the case with the
ANC's SWAPO links today). Probably
the most spectacular instance of this
was the ludicrous ANC-ZAPU military
alliance in 1967. ZAPU was the Soviel-
backed guerrilla. outfit in Zimbabwe
headed by Joshua Nkomo and which
spent most of the Zimbabwean war sii-
ting in camps in Zambia receiving
Saviet arms while the
African National Union (ZANU) did
most of the fighting. In 1967 Oliver
Tambo announced that ANC cadre
would' be joining with; ZAPU cadre in
the Zimbabwean war in order to cul a
pathiinto South Africa and begin the in-
filtration of ANC guerrillas into South
Africa. While Tambo announced that
“laoday the fighting is in Zimbabwe buil
tomorrow itwill be in'South Africa," in
actuality the entire affair was a colossal
disasier. Given only heavy weapons and
trained in bourgeois methods of work
there the ANC cadre were quickly
smashed on their first encounter with
the roops of Rhoedesian ruler lan
Smith. '

While this stuntl was obviously or-
¢hestrated 1o give credence 1o the
ANC’s ‘“desire 1o liberate Soulh
Africa,”" thereis considerable evidence
that it was also designed to quash any
sentiments for armed siruggle among
the ANC cadre in their military camps
and to reinforce the sentiment that:the
siare is 1oo strong among the Azanian
people in general. According 10 well-
publicized reports al the time, the ANC
guerrillas were guided into Zimbabwe
by ZAPU guerrillas, carefully avoiding
all contact with the Zimbabwean peo-
ple, and then ditched by the ZAPU
lorces just before lan Smith's soldiers
arrived. In fact, when some of the sur-
viving ANC seldiers managed 1o escape
across lhe border into Botswana they
were arrested and four of the chicf
wilnesses againsl them at their (rial
were ZAPU members who had accom-
panied them into Zimbabwe.

The massive Soviet aid poured into
the ANC 1o keep il alive was by no
means a sign ol their good intentions:
In fact if anything il was ullimately in
the Soviet imperialists’ own interests
since il held back the development of
the revolutionary movement in Azania
and promoied the Soviet image of being
“a patural ally' of liberation move-
ments in preparation for their eventual
shift from: mainly colluding with U.S.
imperialism (o principally contending
with them. -

By 1969 the SACP had mapaged 1o
gain control of a large number of the
leading positions'in the ANC including
having one of their leading members,
Joe Slovo, placed in charge of military
operations. And as the SACP made
clearin‘a 1979 Central Commiltiee state-
ment cynically entitled “*Long Live Pro-
letarian Internationalism,’ the “‘aid”
exiended by the Soviet imperialists 1o
the ANC and SACP was mosi definiiely
a Iwo-way sireei, a maiter ofl you
seratch my back, Il seraich yours. As
opposed to genuine proletarian interna-
tionalism these pro-Soviel revisionists
advanced the proposition that “We
who are part of the liberation move-
ment of South Africa must never fail to
appreciate and insist that solidarity is @
[wo-way process, that the aid and sup-
port. which the socialist countries give
so generously, and at the expense ol
their own material gains, 1o freedom
fighters everywliere, can nnl,\: A be
reciprocated by unsweryving identifica-

Zimbabwe.

e e e

tion with the soeialist community in the
common struggle againsl capitalism
and ‘imperialism:™ (U.S. imperialism
that is.) Stripped ol its rhetonic—this is
a business, deal. While the Soviets
demanded ‘“‘reciprocation’’ for (heir
“aid and support’’ the ANC and SACP
were more than willing to comply: in
fact the ANC and SACP had developed
into among the most ideologically com-
mitted of the various Soviet stooges
around the world. In their numerous in-
ternational affairs the ANC and SACP
were constantly praising the aid of the
Soviets, helping 1o'build upitheir **anti-
imperialist image.'" In a struggle be-
tween the Chinese” revalutionaries and
the Soviel revisionists in the early '60s
the ANC and SACP faithfully sided
with the Soviels. From that point they
wenl on tocontinually attack China in
various:international forums foradvan-
cing *‘rather purile ideological proposi-
nons™ and for “the sidetracking and
disrupting. of wvarious international
solidarity. organizations by Chinese
delegations who persist in dragging into
gatherings of non-communists their
alleged ideological campaign againsl
the CPSU and the world communist
movement.'' (Although  the Chinese,
even during the ecarly '70s before (he
revisionists seized power in China,
made a number of errors in relation 1o
nalional liberation struggles, particular-
ly in Africa, based. on idenlifying Lhe
Savielsas the main danger in the warld,
especially in this period of the 1960s
they ‘were: fiercely defending and
upholding national liberation
movemenisagainst imperialism and the
Saviel revisionists' attacks on them.)

Stepped Up Contention

As slated previously, in Lhe period
between 1965 and 1975 the ANC and
SACP were effectively non-existent in-
side Azania and exisied internationally
as straight-up mouthpieces for Sovicl

Simperialism. Bul in 1976 the situation

began {0 c¢hange. The shilt in Soviel
straiegy from' principally collusion 1o
principally contention with, U.S. im-
perialism  was sharply reflected in
soulherniAfrica when the Soviels won a
contest: with the U.S. in grabbing at
Angola. With this event [(he Soviel
stralegy. for South Africa also shified.
Suddenly the ANC and SACP began 1o
issue more Irequent and louder calls For
the ‘*armed liberation ol South
Africa.’’ Citing the ‘‘changed
geopolitical situation in SouthiAfrica’
they resumed their infrequent sabotage
campaign and their calls 1o the: Azanian
people o rally around them. Soviet-or-
chestrated “‘emergency conferences
againsl apartheid”” and ‘‘solidarity con=
ferences’ were convened warldwide (o
reemphasize the legitimacy of the ANC
and the SACP., Speaking at an Afro-
Asian Peoples Solidarity Conference in
late 1976 ANC President Oliver Tambo
issued a call for *“tintensification for
mass action:”” And in a completely
disgusting move to shore up their inler-
national reputation the ANC and
SACP claimed that il was their work
thal led to the heroic Soweto uprisings.
According 10 the Afro-Asian: Peoples
Solidarity Organization Conference in
Ociober ol 1976: **The uprising itself is
a resulr of decades of political organiz-
ing among workers, peasants, women,
youth, students and prolessionals by
the ANC and its allies, making il possi-
ble for the people 1o become a con-
ceried, organized force able to with-
stand the ruthless ‘machinery ol the
South ‘African police state.” In at-
tempting to get over with this claim the
ANC and the SACP were reduced 10
covering their conspicuous non-
involvement in Soweto by 1alking about
how their underground cells must have
been involved bul obviously given the
current situation they couldn’t reveal

“any of the speeific details, By 1977

Sechaba, the organ of the ANC, was
reporting thay the ANC national ex-
ccutive committee had summed up hal
she revolutionary, situation: inour
country has matured,™ and that “the
revolutionany couneil has adyanced il\
plans and subordinated every bitol its

activities to'the urgent question of laun-
ching an armed struggle in our
country.” Calls were issued for
“'strengthening and' tightening  our
organization’'; a purge had been con-
ducted in 1976.

Internationally’ the Soviets stepped
up their PR campaign around the ANC
and called for “‘intensifying the anti-
apartheid work.” A tampaign was
launched to have the Organization of
African Unity (OAU) add its voice to
the chorus singing the praises ol (he
ANC as *‘the sole representative of 1he
people of South Africa.’! For some
time, the OAU has recognized both the
ANC and the PAC, Al the same time,
and npo doubt in (he interests of
“reciprocation,” the: ANC and SACP
stepped up their campaign of praise for
Soviet “aid."" In early 1976 the African
Conununist was stating that **It has
been the reality of Soviei power which
had made it possible for one African
country after another 1o break (he
shackles of imperialism and obtain in-
dependence.'” By the énd of 1976 they
were stating that the lessons of Angola
were that “‘the power of the communist
world was placed at the disposal of op-
pressed: people fighting for liberation
and independence.' By the end of 1977
Sechaba was emphasizing “‘the armed
struggle for the seizure of power' and
Oliven Tambo delivered a speech .in
Angola in which he stated that a vic-
torious revolution in Africa could only
be defended with arms fram “‘our mosl
true and tested allies, the Soviet Union
and Cuba,"

Of course this peribd hasn'l been all
roses for the ANC and the SACP. Their
long years ol inactivity and their ob-
vious subscrvience 1o Soviet im-
perialism was beginning (o cause them
some trouble. In response 1o criticism
of their ties to the Soviets the ANC and
SACP launched a *‘no room for anti-
Sovietism incSeuth Alrica' campaign
and declared that the Soviels were only
helping because ol their good. revolu-
tionary—and heaven forbid competing
imperialist—intentions, In the A/frican
Conmpunist they made  the  almost
ludicraus statement, “*An cven. more
striking example of Soviet disinterested-
ness  (than the ease i South
Alrica—R W) has been Cuba, 1oday
very lafgely dependent militarily and
cconomically on Soviet aid, but vel
complerely independent in the develop-
men( of its own policies. . . Who would
dare asseri that Fidel Castro, the libe-
rator, is a Soviel stpoge? Who would
claim (hat Cuba 1is. not building
socialism according 10 is  own
designs?"" d

And in response (o criticisms ol their
perennial calls for armed Struggle bul
never productng any real moves in thal
direction, Oliver Tambo stated in
Sechaba al the end of 1977, “‘Over the
last 10 years the ANC has publicly
advocaled non-violence because of
repression.  Either we restrained our
people or there would have been blood-
shed and we would not have been
prepared for il. We can say that at that
stage we did more than most organiza-
tions in resisting the things that drove
us 1o violence.”” Keeping in mind that
these words were spoken more than one
year after Sowelo, one.can only say thai
no better example of the slime thai
passes for “the vanguard of the libera-
tion struggle™ in the view ol the Sovic
imperialists could be found.

The sudden shift and posturing by
the ANC and the SACP over the last six
years had absolutely nothing to do with
a turnaround on their part coneerning
the question of revolution. In fact it
had everything 1o do with throwing
maore obsiacles in theway ol revolution
and helping (o advance the Sovicl
strategy for South Africa. Although the
ANC attempted o claim the Sowelo
wprising as @ product of their work, il
was only 1o eul oul dany ol the real
significance ol i e was also around
this time that the ANC publicly began
pocantack the name **Azania" in q big
way, which was growing in popularity
wmone revolulionary musses. Accord-

Continued on page 15
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Trial Set for Yellow

Ribbon Burners

Octaber 6 is the date set for the open-
ing of the trial of two members of the
Revolutionary Communist Youth Bri-
gade (RCYB), Nancy Whitley and John
Kaiser, in Eugene, Oregon. They have
been slapped with a bogus charge of
“lirst-degree arson'" and Lhey lace
maximum sentences of $2500 fines and
20 years in jail apicce.

Last February, in the midst of all the
hostage hoopla, ex-hostage spy Victor
Tomseth came to' the University of Ore-
eon in Eugene. Tomseth was there 1o
run out the typical imperialist line and,
as an alumnus, was seen by those who
run the city as a perfect conduit 1o sway
the heads of the large middie-class intel-
fecinal and student population of the
area with 1ales ol the hostagey’
“ordeal™ at the hands of the **barba-
rans.'” But as Tomseth stepped 1o the
podium 1o talk, the two RCYB'ers
rushed forward and lit a yellow ribbon
on fire, shouting: “*We stand with the
Irantan peaple!'® They were grabbed by
the ¢ops, but not before arousing greal
confroversy  and exposing  Tomseth
(who tred o resume amidst shouts ol
“CIA, CTAIT).

{1 is the district attorney's contention

that this act, burning an 18-inch yellow
ribban; “‘recklessly placed' 1,000 people
in physical danger.” The flimsiness of
this line ol prosecution js most starkly
illustrated by the fact that the DA is try-
ing very hard to keep the city fire mar-
shall from restifving. Instead, his plan
has been 1o agree ahead of time that
there was indeed no structural damage
done (o the building by the burning rib-
bon, bul to use the absence of 1echnical
testimony from the fire marshall to run
his hysterical “recklessly endangering”
riff.

Another maneuver by the DA has
been 1o'try Lo block all requests by the
defense attorney for a joining ol the
Iwo'cases into one case—and for very
good reasons. It just so happens that
the undercover pig that arrested Nancy
Whitley included' in his writlen report
ol the incident the admission that there
was ho lire danger (o the occupants of
the auditorium, The DA's planis (o iry
1o nail John Kaiser first, before going
alter Nancey.

I general, the DA has naturally been
aided by trial judge Woodrich, The
judge had initially agreed 1o hedar a mo-
non dbout throwing the case oul altoge-

ther on the grounds of prosecutorial
vindictiveness. When this was recently
raised; he flatly denied ever agreeing (o
such a hearing. The defense lawyer pro-
tested, and even got the DA 1o remind,
the'judge that he had agreed to hear the
motion. The judge claimed that they
were borh mistaken. The defense lawyer
protested again, and the judge spal:
“Look, we don’t fiave to allow it!"" The
motion? Never existed.

Meanwhile, outside the courtroom,
the authorities have stepped up the level
ol intimidation on the lawyer andithe
defendants. Men in plainclothes have
taken (o sitting-in front of the lawyer's
house in non-deseript Chevys., A num-
ber of his [riends and co-workers in the
legal lield have been questioned and ha-
rassed. And, in an effort to let him
know that they areindeed waitching hisy
every mave, a couple of obvious police
agents havetaken to attending his every
courl case.

Even before the trial has started, the
actions ol thestate have made clear that
the real offense ol the two RCYRB'ers
was the powerful illumination ol the
erimes of the ULS. imperialists<in Iran.

Southern Africa

Continued from page 14

mg (o fhe ANC “Azania’’ was an
historically  inacctrate: pame for the
area comprising South! Afnea and was
i Fact a legacy of slavery. Instead, the
ANC insisted that South Alrica was the
unly correcr name lor the area. Onee
agatwhar this revealed was the ANC's
fundamental opposition ta and denial
ol the nayional iberation struggle of the
Azanian people and their dedicanion 1o
working out @ compromise:  power-
shanng agreemeni.

Attacking Soweto Uprising

In summing up Soweto the SACP n
the African Comnenist (irsy quarier ol
1977) declared that this heroic mass
uprising was plagued with [he weakness
of **exireme subjectivism!' and'a Mgoiil
alone tendency.”” While forced 1o try
and claim it as their owneinternaiional-
Iy, they also had togotally gut its mean-
ing lor the people of Azania. Inaddi-
tion to emphasizing the power ol the
South African siate in their sum up of
e “lessons of Sowero™ the SACP also
declared that. in order 61 Soweto 1o
have had any real significance and in
vreerto-advance the spruggle, iy ab-
wlutely esseitial for the Black Con-
seiousness  Movement (BOM—which
was  heavily dnvolyed in deading the
Sowero uprsmg—AW), i s o con-
tnue Lo develop its mass character, (o
bring its adlicrents it the mainsiream
ol revolutionary ideas and action inihe
revolutionary  movement: led by ihe
ANCT While i was o clear efforn 1o
throw i@ wel blanker over the upsarge
and revolutionary enthusiasm, thinking
and action by Azanian vouths the ANC
by o means Hhmited themselves 1o liee-
hle arjempts at [eving 1o Jure in the
BENL While hoping 1o snare <o new
peneration intg their cesspool ol revis
sionist rreachery, the ANC also
anleashed a funous atack onihe BCM
and s feaders.  Throughow 1977
Sechube rorttinely ran arnicles atlacking
the BOCM us bemg ““backed by ithe
West ™ or ay Allied N the Sceerctny

Cieneral of the: ANC, called them *‘new
allies of imperialism®® and *‘substitutes
flor the Bantustan leaders™. According
o Nzo, “some ol those who only
yesterday were hailed s 1he new revolu-
Honary-upsurge inside our country are
pow important allics. ol imperialism
against the ANC.' In addition to (heir
geeneral attacks ‘on the BOM, the ANC
tried o hit particularly hard-at one ol
the leaders ofl the BCM, Steve Biko.
(This attack came ‘before he was
murdered by the South Africa rulers, Of
course, after his death the ANC did
their damndest 1o (ry and claim  his
mantle as their own.) According to
Svchaba (First guarter ol 1977) Sieve
Biko was tied in with British liberals
and. by implication, (o LLS. im-
perialisn. Withregard (o campaigns to
have him relcased from jail the ANC
issued their objection stating thatthere
were mone wellsknown people in jail
much longer than Biko had been. When
Biko was relcased hey stated in their
slimiest pones, “*Waeh with interest
whal happens to himeonow, ™

As anothier indication ol the ey tha)
the “tnew dheust”™ ol the ANC and
SACE had nothing to dosith mobiliz-
ingathe Azanian ptople for a genuinely
revolutionary strugele there is the by-
now. infamous ANC-Buihelesi agree-
ment. Afier having eriticized Buthelezi,
the Banrustan deader of Kwazulu, Tor
heing awrerched sellour and enemy ol
the Azanian people i 1977, the ANC
then rirned around ine 1979 and joined
forees, with him in a “progressive
front:""  Muoch alier 1his  agreement
Buthelesiconsinued 1o advocate all ol
plie things that the ANC had criticized
hime For in the past, including suppor-
e Bantustan education, calling foran
inerease - foreieninvesiment in South
Alrica, and advoeating the use of South
Alrican police and armed vigilanies
against siriking sehool students. By
September ol 19800he A NC wis Toreed
o onee dagain turn arownd gad die-
nounce Buthelezi, using exactly the same

charges that they had used years beflore,

What's signilicant about both of
these examples, the attack onithe BCM,
and Biko in particular, and the ANC’S
Butheleziagreement, is what they reveal
about the aims of the ANC. There's a
common thread running through both
instances, a thread tracing the ANC's
desires 1o fulfill their own bourgeois
aspirations. On the one hand they don't
hesitare for a minute 1o unite with @
well-exposed and infamous: enemy of
the Azanian people, Butheleziyin an at-
lemplt 1o advance  the very same
bhourgeois aspirations that led them 1o
attack the BCM. More evidenee ol this
is given by the ANC'S and the SACP'S
atlempts (o nestle up 1o numerous
Western European social-democrats in-
cluding: Mitterand in° France, Willy
Brand( i West Germany and the ruling
clisses ol=1he Scandinavian countries.
Add 1o this the ANC's and SACPs re-
vent joining in with the Progressive
FFederal Party (a4 hberal white bourgeais
political party in South: Alrica) and
olher liberali organizations 1ocall Tor i
natiomal convention in South:Alricain
order 1o wrile up a new constitution For
Southy Alrica and (here can be no doubr
about what the ANC is up to—uand il is
ot apposing ianperialisn,

By 1981 the ANC once again an-
nounced with @ rremendous amount o
international Fanfare that it was “'1uk-
the up the armed struggele.” And, once
again they launched acampaign ol n-
Frequent sabotage.  In  addition, &
number ol Azanian youth who, have
been loreed into exile have been drawn
into 1 he ANC due to s ready supply ol
Sovietarms and training and.to the Ll
that the Sovieraid received by the ANC
has-enabled then fo Setup an extensive
external network second 1o no other
Azanian proup, As an added inceniive
For exiled Azanians 1o join the ANC,
haoth  the ANC and  various. Sovicl
apologists arownd (he world huye been
altempling (o pressure other Azanian
groups. parteularly the BOCM. (o fold
wp their exiernal orgaimzations and join
the ANC sinee, they say, there s really
naavay they coutld ever ope (o achicve
the  hacking and international
legiimacy ol (he ANC.

And ol course, this recent “‘inten-
siltcation™ of the ANC's work is in
total harmony. with the Soviel im-
perialists’ strategy today, particularly
as ils preparations for war grow more
intense. In facy, the Saoviets have once
again launched a massive PR campaign
around the ANC. One of the main
aspects, ol the campaign this time
around is the series of international
conlerences being kicked off in New
York City. These conferences are main-
ly aimed at furthering the Soviel
strategy both by whipping up lavorable
public opinion worldwide for their
spokesmen in Azania and by making a
special appeal 1o the various bourgeois
clements both within the U.S. and
within their bloc who may beinclined 1o
pushifor some kind ol negotiated seitle-
ment withithe ANC. This is evidenced
by their heavy emphasis on drawing in
bourgeois politicians like the Black
Congressional  Caucus and  other
bourgeois liberals: 1o co-sponsor  Lhe
event in New York.

For many Familiar with the history
and current policies and practices ol the
ANC and SACP and who are extremely
witry ol their ties 1o the Soviet Union
the: question: around the ANC olfen
boils down 1o “‘welliahere is no one else
Lo/ support, no one else who is really
tiking up the guniin Azania. And, as
Tor the Soviel connection, il is Necessiry
il the Azinian people e ever going 1o
achieve liberarion, alter all whooelse:is
poing Lo give them guns?'' In response
o the necessity ol Soviel aid inorder 10

achieve liberation, one would be better

ol seriously examining the question of
what country iy the world'has ¢ver been
imdependent ol ampenalist distoriion
and-domination alier being “aided’ by
the Soviets. And as Far as the usual pro-
testiol Sehere's no aneelse 1o support '
what as particuliirly: marked about the
Soviet attempls in South Africacis the
atrempt o attack, excludeand generally
push our of the way any revolutionary
pationalist forees w ho maty oppose their
schemes,  This, combined with the
whale history ol revisionisnuin Azinii,
ouelit o shake the dust out ol e
minds ol ahase who feel thar this is ihe
Wiy Lo eppase imperiahisn.
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by the U.S. Air Force up until very
recently—to conceal the ‘missiles in a
maze of up'to 4800 shelters to be con-
structed in the deserts of Nevada and
Utah. Only 48 hours before Reagan an-
nounced the junking of this scheme, the
New' York Times had reported in a
front-page “‘scoop™ that Reagdan was
expected te go ahead with a scaled-
down wversion of this *‘shell game™
strategy. But Reagan ciled the argu-
ment that the Soviets were capable of
building enough missiles to take out any
number of dummy silos to explain the
rejection of this approach. This may be
true; however, it is evident on the face
of it that installing 100 MX missiles in
stationary silos, the location of which is
known precisely, does not “‘solve'
what is supposed to be the “*key ques-
tion™: the vulnerability of the U.S.'s
“strategic deterrent’’ 10 a “'Soviet first
strike.” The actual reasons for the
Reagan administration's MX decision,
which' are very revealing, may be sum-
marized as follows:

In the first place, the U.S. imperial-
ists have determined that it is impossi-
ble to: delay MX deployment while
awaiting lengthy construction of anela-
borate shelter scheme, or implementa-
nen of many of the other proposed
“basing modes’’; the missiles must be
deployed as soon as possible, The ad-
ministration: has made it clear that re-
search and development will continue
on such options as an ‘‘air-basing”
system, which envisions (he construc-
tion of huge aircraft which could fly
around and serve as aerial launching
pads. But MX installation cannot and
will not wait for any of these fanciful
schemes to bear fruit. What’s need is a
“‘quick fix.”

The botrom line is that, whilethe MX
is: consistently referred to by the ruling
class as a “‘strictly defensive weapons
system,”" the mission of which would be
to deter any possibility of a successful
Sovier “‘first strike,'” the MX system
contains no built-in hardware to pre-
vent it from being fired first. The deci-
sion to rush the MX into the silos
already constructed provides only ‘one
advantage to U.S. strategic war plan-
ners: The MX is a far more powerful
and accurate missile than its Titan and
Minuteman predecessors, and therefore
it augments the U.S.'s own offensive
war fighting capability.

Ironically, an important aspect of the
imperialist logic behind the MX an-
nouncement involves a deliberate deci-
sion in favor of “‘vulnerable basing.”
In the contorted theory of strategic
nuclear exchange, this has become a
major issue between the United States
and its European NATO allies. Euro-
pean NATO is reluectant to give the go-
ahead to the deployment of 572 U.S.
Pershing medium-range nuclear wea-
pons in Europe, which the U.S. insists
are essential as a counter-weight to the
Soviet Union’s $8-20 'missiles, which
are based in Eastern Europe and haye
both medium and long-range capabili-
tv. The European imperialisis’ concern
is that the deployment of the missiles.on
their territory makes a massive nuclear
attack, with heavy consequences for the
population and economy of Western
Europe, practically inevitable; they are
suspicious that the U,S. is maneuvering
te divert the brunt of the Soviet nuclear
strike force to Europe and away from
LS. territory. For this reason, the deci-
sion o deploy a complement of MX
missiles on U.S. seil—missiles which
must be a high-priority target for any
Soviet strike—was cheered by NATO as
a sign that the U.S. imperialisis were
really pretty good sports after all. Peter
Jennings, reporting from London on
NATO reaction to the MX decision,
said that it was being attributed to the
diplomacy and farsightedness of
Secretary of State Alexander Haig,
who has been pressing [or stich'a move
as a necessary step towards developing
“a ‘'spirit of truc cooperation and
burden-sharing’” within NATO.

The proposal to construct 100 long-
range B-1 bombers to replace the 25-
year-old B-52 is another clear illustra-
tion of L.S. imperialism’s scramble to

prepare as'rapidly as possible for global
strategic war. President Carter cancel-
led plansto use the B-1 bomber in 1977,
on the grounds that the program was
too expensive, that the B-1 was not real-
ly qualitatively superior to the B-52,
that the B-1 was likely 1o be outdated
before i1 'was deployed, and that (he
ULS. should devote its main resources
to the long-range deployment of the so-
called *‘Stealth’ sirategic bomber,
which is scheduled for production in the
early 1990s. The **Stealth," its design-
ers claim, will have the capacity 1o [y
tast enough and low enough to elude
Soviel air defense systems. The B-1 pro-
totype promises no such advantage.
The sole argument for reversing field on
this issue in 1981 boils down to this: the
U.S. cannot wait until 1991 or 1992 (o
get its new ‘‘super sophisticated’’
bomber. While plans for ‘‘Stealth”
production are continuing unabated, the
Reagan administration is: calling for a
crash program to produce 100/B-1s, al

. $200 million a copy, to be deployed

starting in 1985 or 1986. The B-1s will
be equipped with the remote-control-
led, low-flying Cruise missile, and so
will be capable of firing into Soviet ter-
ritory without actually hazarding the
penetration of Soviel air space.

(The major contractor for the B-l
bomber is Rockwell International, a
California-based company. All three
television networks .assigned camera
crews to cover the hordes of Rockwell
engineers massed to watch Reagan’s
speech on. TV. When Reagan an-
nounced the B-1 decision, the elated
cheers of those who had ‘‘toiled for
years!' on this project were duly record-
ed for airing on the evening news.
“When the B-1 appeared to be doomed
in 1977, ABC reported, “‘10,000
Rockwell employees lost their jobs. But
Rockwell continued its research and de-
velopment, and these project designers
never lost faith. Now it appears thai
their jobs are secure for some time (0
come.’”’ Thus ABC warmed the hearts
of Main Streel, assuring all that no wea-
pons;systems designer who is really will-
ing te work hard will ever go hungry in
this great land of ours.)

President Reagan, in his successive
press conferences of Oclober 1st and
2nd, referred on several occasions to
the phrase “‘window of vulnerability™
to describe a period of supposed maxi-
mum military opporiunity for the So-
viet Union which U.S. imperialist stra-
tegists have projected for the 1980s.
The “‘window" doctrine first came to
prominence in the strategic debate in
1978, when Henry Kissinger in a major
speech warned that the Soviel military
build-up would result in a **window of
opportunity’’ for them. Kissinger cited
alleged Soviet military. superiority in
Europe, the Soviel nuclear arms build-
up, the dependence of the West on'the
Middle East ‘‘oil/lifeline’” subject toa
potential Soviet military thrust, and de-
ficiencies in U.S. military preparations.
Sinee that time, the “window of vulner-
ability’” has'been raised to the level of a
semi-official doctrinal consensus within
U.S. imperialist ranks, and it has con-
sistently been used as the major ration-
ale for a wide array of proposals for a
massive U.S. war mobilization effort—
designed, of course, only for ‘‘defen-
sive’’ purposes, and with the sole aim of
“‘deterring Soviet aggression’’ and
“preserving world peace.’”” A major
feature of the “‘window’ doctrine, in
all of its several variants, is.the empha-
sis it places on the great likelihood that
“push will come to shove," leading 1o a
general war, within a relatively narrow
time frame in the relatively near future,
and the consequent necessity: for all-out
preparations to be ready to wage such a
war when it does break out. All of this
is “*old news'” within'strategic planning
circles, and the first stages of the inten-
sified U.S. build-up were already under
way before President Reaganieven 1ook
office, Thus, the decisions announced
last week can hardly be described as
“bolts from the blue."" Nevertheless,
they represent a highly significant lurch
forward in the direction of break-neck
“‘emergency mobilization,”” and Rea-
gan’s deliberate bandying about of the
“swindow of vulnerability'’ code phrase
is obviously intended (o leave no doubts

about U.S. reselve in pursuing this

course,

The military measures announced in
Reagan's October 2nd address capped a
week of rapid developments on this
general front. The day before, Reagan
held his first press conference in 3
months, and delivered an appeal to
Congress Lo support the administra-
tion's proposed sale of Airborne Warn-
ing And Control Systems (AWACS)
craft to Saudi Arabia. The sale is seen
by the administration, for numerous
reasons, as essential to the U.S. al-
templs (o forge an *‘anli-Soviel strate-
gic consensus’ wniting Israel and the
U.S.’s bourgeois Arab allies in the Mid-
dle Eas! into a cohesive military and
political bloc. But there is strong oppo-
sition to the sale from some imperialist
guarters in the U.S.. notably among
those who are nervous about the relia-
bility and predictibility of the: Saudi
regime, and above all about its stability
—the looming prospects that “‘another
Iran™" could be shaping up in Saudi
Arabia, The issue has become a bone of
contention within the ruling class. Bul
in responding to critics who question
the survivability of the Saudi regime,
Reagan unexpectedly delivered what is
being billed as ‘‘the Reagan Codicil 1o
the Carter doctrine’; a pledge that the
U.S. “*will' not permit Saudi Arabia (o
be another Iran.**

According to the New York Times,
**Mr. Reagan’s allusion 1o the internal
upheaval in Iran that toppled the Shah
Mohammed Reza Pahlavi in 1979 was
taken 10 mean that the president was
now pledging 1o support (he Saudi
monarchy'against internal as well as ex-
ternal threats. A While House aide said
that this was indeed Mr. Reagan’s in-
tention."” An ‘‘insider’' analysis by
Hedrick Smith in the Times added thal
“*As the Reagan administralion moves
to persuade Congress-and the nation to
go along with an ambitious military
build-up, the president and his advisors
are also'moving step by step to change
foreign perceptions of American will-
mgness 1o use military power when vilal
interests are al stake.

““And whatever misgivings the ad-
ministration may still have about Ame-
rican military capacity, Mr. Reagan ap-
pears to have decided that an assertion
of American will, such as he made to-
day, is an'essential element of protect-
ing friends and deterring adversaries.”

The obvious implication of the new
*“Reagan commitment’ is that U.S,
military forces will be brought o bear
(0 prevent a revolution oran unfriendly
coup in Saudi’ Arabia—and, by exien-
sion, in other *‘vital™ outposts, such as
Egypt, where the *“‘spectre of Iran'
threatens also. But this leads back 1o
one of the cardinal aims of the *‘stra-
gic consensus’’ approach in the Middle
East: establishing a strong U.S. military
presence on the ground. A mounting
chorus of opinion within imperialis
ranks has been pointingiout that the fal-
tering progress towards achieving (he
nirvana of *‘strategic consensus’ would
be sped up appreciably if the U.S. were
right there “‘encouraging™ its allies al
the point of a bayonel. The Reagan
“commitment’ o Saudi security may,
therefore, be a signal that the U.S. will
try 1o ride roughshod over the objec-
tions of Egypt and others against the
direct stationing of strategic American
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ground forces on Lheir ierritories: at the
very least, the U.S. will be casting aboul
Ffor some means of puiting teeth intoils
“‘eommitment.'* Il seems clear, al any
rale, that Reagan’s “‘codicil to the Car-
ler'doctrine' is more than just political
rhetoric designed 1o allay congressional
fears, over putting AWACS into the
hands ol a regime that may be over-
thrown next week.

Reagan’s back-to-back press confe-
rences of Thursday and Friday came on
the heels of the Haig-Gromyko discus-
sions, the first high-level contact be-
tween the U.S. and the Soviet Union
since’ Ihe Reagan administration took
ollice. The discussions were described
as ‘‘lrank and business-like.'" This
piece of diplomatic coding is intended
Lo be read: *'Look at the bright side—
no blows were exchanged.' The 1wo
sides did agree, as expected, to begin
negotations on Theaier Nuclear Force
(TNEF) levels in Europe later this year,
but there is no indication that anyone is
thinking that the negotiations are likely
10 be productive. The meeting between
Haig and Gromyko, the Soviet foreign
minister, was preceded by their respec-
live speeches before the United Nations
General Assembly, where each outlined
in moving terms the peace-loving nature
ol" his own imperialist foreign policy
and castigated the aggressive designs of
the other’s; the meéting “had not yel
concluded when the Defense Depart-
menl released a 99-page full-color bro-
chure rehashing the familiar “*chilling
facts’™ about the Soviet military build-
up. A spokesman tor the Defense Deplt.
said that the plan was to see this bro-
chure *‘on every collee 1able in Ameri-
ca.'" The Saviel news agency, Tass, in
its review of the Pentagon's book, said
il was “unbalapced’ and *‘showed
signs ol having been produced ina hur-
ry."

Well, it probably was done in‘a hurry;

“both U.S. and Soviet impenalism;, of

necessity, are in a great hurry to batten
down the hatches and gointo the com-
ing conllict swinging as much cloul as
they ¢an muster. One can imagine how
desperately U.S. imperialism, as it pre-
pares 10 hurtle head-first through a
plate-glass “window,>" wants to believe
its own propaganda version of mass
opinion in this country: cheering Rock-
well workers and loyal citizens proudly
displaying Depl. of Defense publica-
tions on their coffee tables., And
abroad, the citizenry of Iran yearning
for the return of the Pahlavi dynasty,
peaceful Saudi nomads who just adore
the monarchy, Egyptians who believe
that Anwar Sadat is a *‘great world
statesman,'” Europeans proud 1o *‘bear
their share ol the burden of defense,”
Salvadorans impressed with Duarte’s
“democralic credentials'’. . .if only the
whole world were **Main Street”’! But it
isn't. For the imperialists, the world is
just one long, dark alley, and millions
and millions ol muggers are lurking in
the shadows. &

Ay Bab Avdllan, Chalrmon ol the Cenlral
Commiitee of the Revolulionary
Communist Party, USA
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forees iy the Sulvadoran apposition,
Puarie  spressed s willingness: 1o
pepobide withe opposition leaders—il
they meer cerain  conditions: “The
armed  groups have 1o ddelme thems
selvess whiether they wantdemuocraey or
they wantosiriegele. Defimiely (ihe jhn-
@), s oready o nepome with the
Bemodratic Revolunonary Front as
fong as 1 abandons arms.™ Aller an
ONS meeting e Washingron, PDuarie
satck, “The ERR. i considers iiselt 1o
bt a poluical foree and has hoapestly
decided 1 collaborate m the pacilica-
mon of the vountry, should abandon is
armed actions, register as 4 political
marty and acceprelecioral dehure . . W
can’t dhalozue wilh people whoopun the
machine sunion the negatiaing rable ™
And i the previousiy noted Spitiish-
langunge TV commercial, Darie said,
I called upon the FDR o stop suppor-
ting (e terrorists and. . Jojnthe ellfort
o save the countey, I called upon the
EMIN  (Farabundo Mari Nafional

Liberation Fromnt, the guerrilla wing ol

the opposition—AK W), the armed Forees
ol the 1errorist sector, these people dan
dlso join in the national cffort il they
abandon violence. That's the revalution
that 1he Salvadoran people want: ™’
The point behind the generous “tol-
fers™ s the same as the poing behind the
effory o ranstorm Duarie’s image—a
desperate grtempl by the LLS. 1o gain
the political offensive in Bl Salvador
and  their Central  American
“hackvard" generally, an area ‘where
they are increasingly on the political
delensive. Their very attempts (o deal
witl @ situation spinning out of their
contral have led ta mare exposure and
opposition.  aot only in Central
America but around (he world, in-
cluding within the LLS: and other
U.S.-bloe imperialist countries such as
Western: Europe. The junta s not only

polincaliy exposed i the extrenme but is
unable to gain any decisive military vie-
tory i vhe conntry even swith o massive
LILs, aid. The Salvadoran ceonginy too
i in shambles, with mflation and
tnemployment nanning rampant and
the agncultural export industries ol ¢ol-
tee, cotton and sugar—ile main part ol
an economy (hal s wirtually totally
dependent  upon imperialism—are i
severe dechne from @ combination of
depressed wonld marker prices dand in-
terpal political detivity. The LLSS in-
ability 100 stabilize the siuanon is ex-
acerbaring splits wirthin: Bl Salvador's
ruling class, e among the LSS Euro-
pean imperialist albes, Franee’s pole in
the recent  French-Mexican  goim
declaration recognizing the
FRDRAEMIN as i “representative
polinecal torce™ 1 part represented
some of the differences among  1he
Western imperialists over Bl Salvador
while also plaving a roleron behalf ol
the LS. i opening a door lorcertain
Torees inthe EDR tocome o terms with
the UES.

Thisis & very seriotus sttuation for the
LS., especially in the greater comiest ol
s overallielors o pull i all 1ogether
for world war with its Sovietr imperialist
rivals. I Facr, theid situation has some
similagivics with the ditficuities that the
Soviets have sullfered over Poland. Bui
the cateh tor the U.S. s that in El
Salvador, ¢hev are widely recognized as
the brutal imperialist aggressor—nol
very helpful when you dre irying 1o get
aeross the pereeption that the arfer im-
perialist superpower is (the aggressor
and the “*cause™ ol the coming military
showdown  they are both Teverishly
preparing lor. And quite naturally, the
Soviets are making use ol the ULSS
crisis i Central Americd Lo increase
their influence over class lorees which
have historically been part of the LS.
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social base there, and to use that 1o fur-
ther their influence  within Western
Europe as well.

It is painlully obvious to the ULS,
that therr isolation an Central America
is extremely harmiul to their overall ob-
Jeciives, Some ol this is the inevitable
resull ol the ULS. military escalations
last January, (heir desperate effont 1o
“draw (he linein El Salvador™ againsl
popular uprisings and Sowvier success in
making use ol (he Fact that these upris-
ings arc dirceied againsi the U.S. Un-
doubtedly, the U.S. realized it would
have 1o pay a politcal price lor this em-
phasis ‘on the military component ol
their strategy in Central America, bul
their politncal losses in the area required
a hard-=line response. But, asin all'other
parts of the world, imperialismis noi
limited 1o one-dimensional approach.
Even as they carried oun their military
escalations, there way a “‘diplomatic’
component (otheir el'fort, especially in
teying 1o lean on the bourgeois class
forces in the Salvadoran apposition,
such as those represenied by FDR Presi-
dent Guillermo  Ungo, a social-
demaocral and former junta member, Lo
in effect bludgeon them inta coming (0
terms withithe U.S. and i1s junta, limit
the Soviel maneuverings among (hese
forces, and hopefully buy some tem-
porary stability. in El Salvador, Even al
this time-all diplomatic doors weee not
closed to those such as Ungo.

Now, Duarte's visit and “‘offers'' of
negotiations, elections, elc., represeni
the U.S. urgently trying 10 make some
headway on the “‘diplomatic™ side in
the hopes of strengthening its political
arsenall The stronger the U.S. political
position is. in El Salvador and Central
America the berter position it will be'in,
including militarily (which is the bot-
tom line after all), to hold on o ils
“bhackyard" and defeat its Soviel rivals.
OF course, further military escalations
in El Salvador are hardly out of the pic-
ture; in fact, the junta is slated 10
receive: more military hardware—such
as helicopter gunships and electronic
sensors—and new military options are
being furiously studied, including
possibly an: “‘infer-American force®
organized by the OAS. Bui there are
real dangers in this course, including
the possibility of sparking off con-
flagrations throughoul Central
America and up into’ Mexico, gelling
the U.S. (and its puppets in El Salvador
and elsewhere) bogeged down in an ex-
tended war with no immediate victory
in sight—hardly conducive (o (heir
worldwide preparations.

The particular emphasis of Duarte's
call for a “*political solution' —that is,
the proposed 1982 elections and the in-
sistence on “‘abandoning arms’'—is a
try at 1aking the wind out of the sails of
the Soviet (along with their Cuban

frontmen’s).elforis ar their own version
ol a “political solution’'—to get their
most-trusted revisionists in the
FDR/EMIN in a position of shared
power in El Salvador, including their
demand lor 4 restructuring of the
military thar would pur seme ol these
forces. in high positions in  the
Salvadoran army. So far, the
FDR/EMLN has rejecied Duarte’s “*ol-
ter'; Guillermo Ungo called it a form
of **pacitication by death.” But Ungo
has reiterated his desire l'or **negolia-
tion in whole terms,”" stating that this
“presupposes the eessation of state ter-
rorism as an essential prerequisite.’’
Given the stakes involved, the U.S. will
undoubtedly try 1o make much more
use ol the *‘diplomatic’” compenent in
its current’ mancuverings around El
Salvador.

The role of Mexico and 1ts President
José Lopez-Portillo in all this may yel
loom quile large. The New York Tines
reported that, according 1o an uniden-
tified U.S: official, Reagan and Lopez-
Portillo had discussed whal 1o do aboul
El Salvador during “tinformal discus-
sions™ al the dedication ol the Ford
Presidential Museum on Sepiember 17
and 18. Then, when Reagan subse-
quently met with Duarte, “*Presideni
Reagan raised with. Mr. Duarte the
possibility’ of a role for Mr. Lopez-
Portillo; in fufure negotiations Lo end
the Salvadoran civil war, according Lo
the olficial,' said the Times. Excélsior
was more explicit, saying that Reagan
and Lopez-Poriillo had come up with a
plan for Mexico 1o *‘influence Ungo!
1o ““face a negotialing process' with
Duarte and the Salvadoran military.
And Excélsior also quoled a State
Department spokesman saying thal the
1.S. was ready to unite with Mexico
and other countries 10 “‘provide good
offices capable of helping the
Salvadorans:in thesearch for a palitical
solution... .*" There is no doubt thai
Mexico's much-vaunted “*support!* for
the Salvadoran opposition will be made
use of by the U.S: overlords.

All thisitalk of “*palitical solution®" is
indeed striking when one realizes that
its purpose—Ilor all the imperialists in-
valyed—is 1o, put themselves in the best
position for their overall “‘military solu-
tion,” and on a world scale at thal.
However, the fact that they are forced
into such desperate tactical scrambling
opens the door wide lor lurther ex-
posure ol their reactionary nature and
that ol their dependent lackeys.
Duarte's sad-eyed lieS coupled with the
imperialists” diplomatic maneuverings
and (heir massive bloodlerting in El
Salvador are bul two sides of the same
counter=revolutionary coin and both
are but means (0 the same bloodihirsty
ends, (]
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ment. A lawyer who (estified before the
Commission ran down a list of “who's
who, who knew'": “The highest of of-
ficials in the Tntenor Dept. and the ter-
ritorial government knew full well in
minute detail the conditions thavexisted
in these camps. The Governor visited
Funter Bay himself, and the Attorney-
General of Alaska 'was there as well.

The Director of the U.S. Fish: & Wild- -

life Service made a personal tour of the
Funier Bay camps. There were scathing
reperts by 1erritonal health officials,
by medical inspectors and others. Yet
virtually nothing was done.
Throughout this ordeal, milijary
gensorship: was used 1o prevent the
general public from finding out about
the conditions at Funter Bay."" A case
in point: when fishermen approached
the Aleuts” camp at Funter Bay, (he
Federal agent in charge, Benson, pulled
oul his shoitgun and held it on the fish-
ermen, making it plain that if they
wanted 1o save their skins they'd turn
right around and shove off, which'they
did.

Fram Prison Camp to Occupied
Terrilory

Finally the Pribilovans were returned
to their homes in May 1944, the rest of
the Aleurs in May 1945. They returned
home to a military occupation. 167,000
troops were stationed at Unalaska alone.
They returned 1o their villages unable 1o
resume their former lives; all means of
livelihood has been destroyed. A white,
long-time resident of Unalaska was
furious at the Aleuts’ treatment al the
hands of the U.S. military: “*It was at
the time that they were gone (hat their
homes were vandalized...1 boarded
their homes ap, and that was the immed-
iate thing that they (military—R W) Lore
open again. .. The people returned with
practically nothing. I represented the
Red Cross at the time. 1 had blankels
and cots and some clothing, and | wired
to the head: office in Seward for permis-
sisn to give this material (o these peaple.
And they said it was only Lo be used for
cases of disaster and not o give il 10
anyone. But 1 figured it was a disaster. |
ook the lock off of my warehouse and |
old them I was going downtown, |
wouldn’t be back for two ar three hours.
Then when 1 came back, there was
nothing left. But nothing was said about
the supposed sacking of Red Cross
material. | also represented the Interna-
gional News during the war. | gol a
scoop of the bombing (of Duich Har-
hor—R W) that I couldn’t use. I also
toak pictures of the houses, the homes,
the damage that was done. They even
confiscated the pictures and 1 couldnt
use that material. That says someihing

_garbage cans

about the United States Army.""
In Nikolski, the small whaling in-
dustry had been completely dismantled

and a few houses built in its stead 1o

make sure it could never be rebuilt. As
an Aleur described in her testimony,
“Herring salteries and fox hunting were
the basis of the economy of the villages
evacuated. And fishing, 1idal food
harvesting, caribou hunting and seal
hunting were for subsisténce, essential 1o
sustain the villages throughout the year.
Foxes, earibou and’ seals were killed 'in
great number by servicemen. .. Herring
spawn and tidal-harvest food were
literally wiped out by the oil spills
perpetually lining the beaches with about
a fool of black goo coming from the
newer ships plying the waters in the
vicinity of the Aleutian Islands.'’ The
process has nol been reversed but inten-
sified. For example, in 1972 the Alaska
Limited Entry Law was passed, which
does nol permit anyone without a
history of commercial fishing o fish
commercially. withoul purchasing a
license. Due 1o the evacuation, the
disruption of. their economy and the
destruction of all their fishing gear, the
Aleul people, fishermen for 9000 years,
do not “‘have a history of commercial
fishing.!" Licenses cost them anywhere
from $60,000 1o $300,000.

The Aleuts who inhabited Altu were
relocated and interned by another con-
quering army, the Japanese imperialists.
42 in all were captured. Less than half
rerurned. Their conditions were no dil-
ferent from those of the refugees in the
U.S. One man explained, “‘I ale out of
lo survive.”" Another
woman, overcome with emotion after
testifying, was furious, **I meant to tell
them that they chopped our church
down to the ground. I'meant to'tell them
my (wo babies died, starved Lo death. |
lost my father, my brother-in-law, my
sister...”" In World' War 2 the Aleuts
learned wvery well (hal
“*liberators’" are all alike.

Once returned to the Aleutians, At-
tuans were forbidden by the U.S.
government to return o their village at
Anu. It was 1oo far l'or the government
1o be able to “‘care’’ for the Atluan peo-
ple. “We couldn’t keep them' well sup-
plied,”” they wailed. Of course they
managed to keep Shemya Airforce Base,
locaied onithe western end af the Aleu-
tian chain, well supplied. Four other
villages were also forbidden (o be re-in-
habited. The people of Nikolski had 1o
fight for “permission’” to: rebuild itheir
village.

The internment of the Aleuls led 10
greal destruction ol the people and their
culture. A woman 1estifying explained,
“In the case ol the Aleuts Irom lime 1m-
memorial, they were the longest-lived
people and had the least proportionate
number of infant deaths in the northern
country. Look at'the number ol both age
groups that were lost either by death or
by hospitalization for TB. and other

The next hearings of the Mass Proletarian War 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 2 p.m.

Dean Sage Hall, Atlanta University
and New York City, November 20, 21, & 22

To participate in the tribunal or for more information
contact the National Office of the Tribunal at:

Woar Crimes Tribunal
249 W. 18th St.
New York City, NY 10011

Mailing address only.

Telephone: 212-674-7820

imperialist

diseases during the evacuation. The
number returning to the villages was fur-
ther reduced by people slaying in
southeast: (Alaska) for employmeni.
Also, many women didn't return
because they had military husbands,
Children had to stay in southeast for
school. The resull was few. people re-
wrning. Important leaders were lost,
which played a very impertant parl in
Aleut, society, lots of old people,
children, and women of child-bearing
age. Survival of the Aleuts was always a
community effort. ..it was because of
community effort that the race survived
and flourished for thousands of years.
The evacuation not only interrupted the
culture, it devasted it. . .Every lacel of
life that was disrupted has nol been the
same since, from the family and com-
munity unit to transportation, educa-
tion, health: care, the economy, hous-
ing...a few coins, a placement in a
history book and a monument are not
enough.”

Lenin said that war reveals all
that is dead in institutions. So it was in
the case of the Aleut people. Tale upon
tale, a vivid picture of what imperialism
and imperialist war have mean! for the
indigenous people here. In preparation
for the hearings, the Commission had
done all it could to keep,the testimony
within' the bounds: they had planned, a
little personal Iragedy, a few errors on
the part of the government. And *‘cen-
sorship!' continued—the story of the
murderous evacuation and internment
of the Aleul people was barely to be
found on the TV news or in the press,
even locally. It was to remain hidden in
the Federal Archives, al least kept within
the four walls of whatever room the
hearings were held in. And in case a litile
too much slipped out to the masses of
people, locally it was overshadowed by
coverage of Military Appreciation Week
in Anchorage! Shopping-mall displays
of tanks, and special recruiling tables,
interviews with generals and local
military officialdom, were a constant
reminder thal the purpose of these hear-
ings for the governmenl was, (o prepare
for their next inter-imperialist war.

For the hearings on the Pribilof
Islands, the bourgeoisic ook even
greater measures (o confine them. The
bourgeoisie expected *‘trouble’” at that
hearing, and so the government schedul-
ed it so that the only way o gel there
without missing another hearing, was [0
charter a plane. (Meanwhile they (ravell-
ed by military aircraft with *‘just the
number of seats we needed.'’) The only
member of the press present al the hear-
ing was from the Tuandra Times, the
newspaper for Alaska's natives. His
plane fare was paid for by the Aleuts
themselves. Behind the scenes, the
bourgeoisie pulled sirings and made
threats. In at least one case, a govern-
ment official informed an Aleut thal
they were prepared to 1ake drastic
measures if he told his story to anyone.

In syne with the imperialists’ bounds,
the  Japanese-American Citizens League
(JACL) prepared and distributed
“Suggested Guidelines For All
Testimony.'* They read in parl: *‘Don’l
draw comparisons (e.g., Holocaust,
Sioux Nation, Black slavery) that will in-
vile questions which may prove difficult
1o answer. Keep in mind the make-up of
the commissioners.” And later, “Don’l
gel verbose in condemning the govern-
ment's actions in 1942 (e.g., “*One olthe
greatest constitutional [njustices in- the
histary.of the U.S.™") because Lhis type of
statement, like the legal argument, is (00
vulherable to achallenge by the commis-
sioners...the effects of  the
government's action and rationale
Should be condemned inlight of the per-
sonal tragedies il created.” In cvery
hearing, people testifying broke the stifl-
ing bounds of (he imperialisis, Each time
this happened, the audicnce responded
with: enthusiastic applause orf by con-
pratulating the speaker.  One  Aleut
thoroughly ripped the velver glove oll
the hand of the Commission and threw
ity mailed [ist right back into s face. I
five to hit a linle bit on the Alent
culiure, history, beeause | feel every-
thing s interrelaied, whetlicr il's (he
Japanese who were pul inocamps or
whethier 1°s Black  people who were

under slavery, or whether it's a lot of
people in this world today who are under
slavery.” She went on, “‘Under the
Americans, before the evacuation, we
could not leave the islands without per-
mission. We had (o have permission
from Washington, D.C. And you can
say that's democracy in this country?
Huh!'I didn’t know what else. But when
I got off the islands, when I saw the rest
of the country didn’t have it either, |
learned real fast after I'left the islands,”

Overall, andindramatic contrast to the
line pushed by the JACL and others at
the Japanese internment hearings, there
was virtually. no mention of 'layalty by
the Aleuts. Rather broadly among the
Aleuts, there is an intense hatred and
distrust of the U.S. government. Those
who' testified were more than a little
skeptical as to the outcome of the hear-
ings themselyes, but determined to ex-
pose to the light of day the hands of the
U.S. governmenl, dripping with the
blood! of an entire indigenous people.
One Aleul explained to the RW, *I was.
skeptical aboul testifying but I decided
to because the government did the same
thing to Blacks, (o Japanese, in Viel-
nam, probably in Korea (oo but I don’l
know too much about what happened
there.”

While the Aleut people have never had
illusions about the *‘benevolence of
U.S. imperialism, there are contradictory
views on how to deal with the im-
perialists and some express the nolion
that' they can somehow gel control of
their islands back through economic
“reforms.”” One of 'the sharpest ex-
amples of this is that today, the Aleut
economy, including their landholdings,
is tied to the Aleut Corporation, one of
12 corporations sel up among nalive
peoples «of Alaska as parl of the 1971
land claim settlement. While an analysis
of this seltlement is beyond the scope of
this article, overall it is:a more disguised
form of the consislent imperialist treat-
ment of indigenous people: “‘Give them
some land, then take it back.” In this
case, while the land was given to the
natives, it was, tied to corporations—il’
the carporations fail to become solvent,
i.c., milk the resources and exploil 1he
people (o the max, when they are
bankrupt and/or in 1991, all the native
corporations become open stock forany
buyer, so any major financial institution
would have no trouble in quickly buying
controlling interest. This corporale
scheme is promoted by the imperialists
and their agents and feeds ceriain illu-
sions among a section of’ Aleuts that the
land claims represent a chance of finan-
cial independence for their people. This
was particularly true of a section ol the
Aleutian Pribilof Islands Association,
which coordinated testimony ftor (he
hearings, passed outr 1he JACL
guidelines for testimony, and reprinted
sections of it in their newsletter.

The hearings were supposed (o tie the
Alett people more securely 1o im-
perialism's coattails, at least-give the
government a somewhat less oflfensive
image in' the eyes of Aleuts. The Aleu-
tian Islands are now maore strategic than
ever before. Shemya Airforce Base lies
only a short distance from the key Soviel
Port of Petropavlovsh, home ol all the
ballistic missile submarines in the Soviet
Pacific fleel. Adak Island, about mid-
way in the Aleutian chain, is a key U.S,
naval base and, like Shemya, was crucial
1o the U.S. in World War 2.

Bur the political questions posed by
{he exposure of the infernment stood in
sharp relief 1o the plans and needs ol the
bourgeoisie—with: more than few
Aleuts breaking out ol the: bounds sel
and tilling spme very lertilessoil for the
revolutionary line of the international
proleiarial. .

As our airplane ook ofl” Irom the
Dutch Harbor Airport on Unalaska, |1
looked! out al the dozens ol quonsel
hids.athandoned Fon Mears, and theress
ol 1he skeletal remains ol World Wiir 2,
1 remembered Bow strick we were by ihe.
lack ol American [Tagsin Unalaska, and
the great warmth withe which o we were
reecived by ihe Aleuts, the lively discus-
dions abour world war, revelution and
communism, And | smiledio myselt, ol
o, bourgeoisie, this one is lar from hes
g sewn up o yott,

#—
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Behind the Blueprint Revelation

Continued from page 7

Al this time, the bourgeoisie had al-
ready made their widely publicized
shew of force and had demonstraled
the intention to jam their nukes down
the throats of the world’s people. At the
same time, al the blockade itself, then
stillin full swing, there were deep politi-
cal rumblings challenging the patriotic
“loyal opposition’ line which had held
sway and been promoted on the media
together with the imperialists’ message
about the “*futility’” of opposing them.
And more, the events around Diablo
had tenaciously raised what the Times
speeringly refers 1o as “‘theological
questions’ —stripped of the Times ' sar-
castic arrogance, one can read that as
“questions of principle.”" For millions
who witnessed the performance of the
imperialists at Diablo, big questions
were indeed raised, questions like why
the hell should the imperialists insist on
their deadly nukes, and why are they
planning vet another world war, and
how deo we put a stop to them? Yes,
they had to throw down the gauntlet at
Diablo, as we pointed out in RHW No.
121z **They are compelled to enter dan-
gerous waters by the intensification of
warld events, and their necessity to
wage world war, Their drive to open
Diablo has to be seen in the same light;,
as part of the same political attacks an
the masses, as their announcement of
their plans 1o assemble the' neutron
bomb. . .and carries with'it the poten-
tial for some of the same explosive poli-
tical shoeks." But, now it was high time
to shift the *‘focus” of things. There
were other big problems to attend to,
which their own necessily 1o draw the
line so sharply at Diablo had in fact ex-
acerbated for them.

As the Times is quick to point out,
the blockadersare only a relativelyitiny,
if concentrated, seement of the wide-
spread public outrage over the imperial-
ists? nuclear policies and everything
that's connected to them, especially nu-
clear warfare. The Times editorial
pointed 10 a demonstration by “*locals™
against the Diablo plant as symbolic of
this widespread anger, saying, **With
these silent protestors ino mind. . .we
hope the court insists on one last rigor-
ous examination of the doubis that

have' been raised about Diablo Can-
von.” And the editorial ended omi-
nously: “‘Until the nuclear industry
learns to.deal with these small questions
(like doubts on safety—RW) it will
never satisfy the: public about the sort
of big question that was raised at Three
Mile Island.”

All this must have been a bit painful
for the bourgeoisie. **Loak,”" the edito-
rial seems to be sdying between the
lines, *“‘doubtsiexist, like it or not. And
since they do—and very widely—better
talk about these doubts ‘on the level of
‘small questions' like safety, than on
the level of big questions like why
should we Hhold' political power!’* If
there must be a debate, the bourgeois
logic seems to be that the imperialists
can live with a debate about safety.

And beyond that, as the editorial
points up al its end, not only can they
live with this debate, but they have 10.
Their nukes are deadly timebombs, and
they know it. If another Three Mile Is-
land happens, they wonlt be able to
sweep away ‘‘theological questions!'—
profound questioning and hatred of the
crimes of imperialism—with one quick
note from the editor’s typewriter. In
connection with this, it's quite possible
that the Times editonial also reflects real
contradictions in the upper echelons
oyer how to proceed now that the neces-
sary force has been brought down to
make their political point to the masses.
Not thatany ol them give a damn about
the safety of millions affected by their
nukes (building Diablo Canyon right
next to an earthguake fault had certain-
ly demonstrated that), but another
Three Mile Island would be a political
catastrophe that they do want'to-avoid!
For this reason, same bourgeois forces
may be pushing for more—the very
minimum, or at least a good show—of
vsafery."”

The discovery by PG&E engineers of
safety problems occurred on Friday,
two days after the L.A. Times editorial
was published. Also preceding the dis-
covery by only a few days were the
court hearings pushed through by Gov-
ernor Brown focusing alse on the'safety
question/(these are referred to in theed-
itorial). Did these creeps already have

Bob Avakian

Continued from page |

the defendants would have been spared
the expense of these hearings.'' Posi-
tively touching! If the prosecutor’s mo-
tion is granted it would leave (for now)
pre-trial hearings only on selective pro-
secution and bad faith prosecution.

This kind of maneuyer aimed al pre-
venting a pre-irial hearing on a motion
to dismiss the indictments is an almost
literally unheard of move. Butthis isn't
the first. such **unheard of moye' by
the government in this case and itwon't
be the last—as i1 squirms between the
wwin rocks of its own determination Lo
ram this railroad through and its desire
1o avoid the exposure these very moves
bring upon il.

While the whole (rial promises to be
highly pelitical, this hearing will be one
special high point of exposure of the
legally rotien and politically motivated
government case. In this hearing the de-
fense intends to bring to light the facts
and political motivation behind the
‘government’s attack on the 1979 dem-
onstration. Government documents will
be produced to show surveillance and
harassment of the RCP and Bob Ava-
‘kian. Communications between govern-
ment agencies will be subpoenaed 1o de-
termine how and by whom the order
was given (o keep the demonstration
from reaching its legal destination—the
While House, where Carter and Deng
were meeting. Thal such orders (o at-
tack could nol possibly have been given
by such distinguished government offi-
vials may be a bit harder to pretend
these days with the recent revelations of
Mixon's plots to sénd goons (o “‘bust

up'' demonstrators in May 1971, Jim-
my Carler has been subpoenaed (o ap-
pear in (his case to tell of all'this. Ob-
viously precious international relations
berween'the U.S, andithe latest member
of i1ts war bloc—China—are very much
involved here. The EBI has just said
that they are reviewing some of the sur-
veillance malerial they were supposed
to release on account of *‘dangers 1o na-
tional security.’” Much of the exposure
that comes (o light there would add
force to Bob/Avakian's demand for po-
litical refugee status in France. No won-
der the government is seeking 1o avoid
all'this in the dismissal hearing and then
will proceed to try Lo bar it all from the
trial itself as “‘irrelevant 1o the facts’ —
when, il is obviously at the heart of the
malter.

The contortions of the prosecution [0
do this are getting truly remarkable. In
their motion against the hearing they
cite as an argument a quole {rom an
carlier appeals court decision on “‘pro-
secutorial vindictiveness™ in this case.
This court, in passing, had said back in
October 1980 in: a fooinofe that it
“found lintle merit™ in the other de-
fense motions for dismissal, along with
prosecutorial vindictiveness. Since 1his
was flagrantly out of line:and out of the
jurisdiction of that court—which had
been considering argimentis only on
vindictiveness—the defense had imme-
diately gotten this footnote stiruck from
the official’ decision. OF course, thal
didn’t deter Mary Ellen Abrechr, who

wited i anvway in her mation 1o the

judge, saying only that this footnote
had been “‘unnecessary.’’ _
Going further still. the prosecution

wind that something was about 1o break
al Diablo? Were they already moving (0
make the best of a bad situation?

Inany case, whether or not the Times
—and! Brown—had specific knowledge
of the earthquake support problems,
the blueprint scandal and federal inves-
tigation of the plant is in fact accom-
plishing the "one last rigorous exami-
nation ol the doubts that have been
raised about Piablo Canyon’! which the
Times called for, (*'Last,'" that is,
before finally opening i1, which they
still cerntainly intend (o do, although,
given the depth of this latest fuck-up,
this may take awhile. If they can avoid
ity the imperialists do not want to back
off of Diablo.) And while il is necessary
for them to do this, and il may repre-
sent some contradictions among them,
it would be foolish to think that this sig-
nifies any real trend to back off their
program to go ahead with these nuclear
reactors. Likewise, while they have
opened up the safety questions around
Piablo, it must be pointed out that the
timing of this announcement came
shorily before Reagan’s announcement
about going ahead with the MX missile
and the B=1 bomber—which is certainly
a more direct avenue for them (o raise
the “‘theological’ questions of world
war and so on, in their preferred impe-
rialist fashion.

Though the blueprint errors appear
10 be real—and in fact quite typical of
the anarchic mess that the imperialists
have made of their nuke—the timing
and publicity given (o the announce-
ment is a matter of decision—and quite
a gamble av that. In the past there have
been other major errors, as well as se-
vere “routine’” damage done to the en-
vironment by (he reactor, but 1hesg¢
were never given this kind of publicity.
At one point, PG&E even sought 1o lite-
rally camouflage damage done during
construction of the plant 'by painting
overiground sears with green painl. Bul
this time the imperialists have decided
to: risk it, and bring all this out in the
open lo “*dispel the doubts.™

Al the same time, (he imperialists
clearly intend to atlempt to turn this 1o
political adyvantage. The blueprint scan-
dal, as the Sun Franciseo ' Chronicle put

argues that “‘dismissal ol the charges
against six of the originally indicied
defendanis (six who had nou been iden-
tified as principals in assaulis—R 1)
and dismissal of seven counts (in which
the principal auacker was unidentified
—R W) moots some of the defendanis!
arguments for dismissal.™ Ini other
words, all the ‘problems are now re-
solved—the prosecution has made il
even clearer that this is a purely crimi-
nal case.
Bob Avakian—Only Remaining
**Aider and Abettor""

But far from ‘‘mooting" the defen-
danls® grounds for dismissal, the prose-
cution’s streamlining ol this case, their
allempt Lo clean upSeme of its raggedy
edges, only turther highlights the politi-
cal motivation of theirattack and rheir
zeroing in on: Bob Avakian. When the
prosecution dismissed’ the ‘charges
against six of the defendants—all six
from among the eight so-called *‘aiders
and abettors’ who were not cited with
any specifie eriminal act in the indicr-
ment—the ruling class made il even
clearer thal Bob Avakian, one ol only
Iwa “aiders and abettors™ remaining in
the indictiment, 1§ the focus ol their at-
tack. And most recently, the prosecu-
tion has even leaked oul that it consi-
ders Tina Fishman, who had been
thought 10 be the only other “aider and
ahettor’ remaining in the indictment,
(0 be a “principal’™ in the case. This
makes it even more obvious thai the
focus ol theirattack is.on Boh Avakian,
the sopfe remaining aider and abetor.™

At the recent hearing the prosecution
was hard pressed (o explain why, il this
is as they say a non-political “‘eriminal
case, ! Bab Avakian, who is not ¢harg-
ed with any specilic eriminal acly re-
mains in the indicrment, Qnee again the
proseeutor et the cat out ol the bag:
SHe!S thedeader!” and “He gave (heor=

it in its front-page story, “‘raised the
possibility of a whole new set of legal
challenges by anti-nuclear groups. ..."
This kind' of legal, red-white-and-blue
opposiion s something the imperialists
certainly can tolerate. After all, didn’l
Jerry Brown, who first threw out the fi-
gure of 10,000 police and National
Guard 1o enforce the ‘‘peace’ al
Diablo, also announce that only legal
“opposition’' to Diablo would be (ole-
rated? Thus, Mr, Brown, among
others, would be more than happy to
try 1o: makesthe point that his action in
the courts was responsible for such a
“‘revelation'’ of safety problems al Dia-
blo (which came as a surprise (o no one)
to say that “*democracy works after
all." This was a theme, we might add,
which was pul out on a national news
program at the start of the blockade,
where a spokesman [rom the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, lying (hrough
his teeth about how sotind the ¢onstruc-
tion at Diablo was and trying 1o make
the point that the blockade was a use-
less ritual, said that the “‘environmen-

‘talists had been very helpful in making

sure that the proper safety precautions
had been taken." There have always
heen opposing trends within the anti-
nuke movement itsell, one focusing on
the connections with nuclear weapons
and war, and one narrpowed 1o safety
and other much narrower problems.
Undoubredly some effort will be made
to use the blueprint-scandal to strengthen
the most narrow and backward trend in
the anti-nuke” movement and more
broadly, the idea (hal peopleshould op-
pose nukes because ‘‘they're in your
backyard™ —to hell ‘with the'people of
the world and such **unrealistic’* things
as doing away with imperialism.

But what makes all this almost laugh-
able is that, in reality, exposing this
ridiculously messy and deadly error will
hardly “*dispel doubts.'” They can hope
that the seandal will demonstrate- their
“rigor."’ But the fact that the im-
perialists must now reveal their stupidi-
ties, really. shows how deeply they are
enmeshed in contradiction, and how
ripe they are for the garbage heap of
history. I

ders.'’ No politics here!

The prosecution also claimed in this
hearing that il has only been the defen-
dants. nol the proseCution, that has
been making a big deal out of distin-
guishing between “‘aiders and abetrors™
and “‘principals.”™ Apparently the pro-
secution iy hoping: for an epidemic ol
amnesia so that no onewill reedll their
own earlier statements. In July of 1979,
l'or example, in arguing against the
joining inta one trial ol the then
separate indiciments. ol these  1wo
groups  of defendamis, Mary Ellen
Abrecht had said [ **These are 1wo sepi-
rate indjctments; these aretwo/dillerent
types af cases. . .there would be a hard-
ship, @ great confusing of issues. . .(il
the two were mixed together—R W).""

Taken together, the essence of these
two prosecution arguments cited just
above is clear: “‘Evidence? What does
that count for? We’re the bourgeois
state and we aim to get you!'’

The hearing on the dismissal motion
will play an impaortant parl in the over-
all campaign to overiurn the railroad
once and for all. As far as the ruling
class iy coneerned, it will nor oceur. 11
shofild be noted that it wason theeve ol
these same pre-trial hearings in 1979
that the ruling class was foreed to tem-
porarily retreal and maneuver in their
attack. While this forced retreal way
due to the whole political climate creal-
¢d against the railroad, undoubiedly
one aspeet ol their degision ta tempora-
rily back down way (hat they did not
want 1o risk the major political iespo-
sure enfailed in these hearings in tha
climate.

The guestion of whether op not thiss
pre-trial dismissal hearing will® accur
will be Formally. decided on November
16 by the judge. In their maneuyers 1o
avoid political exposure at this heariig,
phe government hay anly generaled

morne sell-exposure.



New Programme and
New Constitution of the
Revolutionary
Communist

Party, USA

These documents contain basic principles and general-guidelines for the
struggle all the way to worldwide classless society, communism. But from
this perspective they are written especially with the immediate situation in
mind. This is a battle plan for a périod in.which great challenges and great
revolutionary possibilities are on the order of the day in this country and the
whole world.

These documents have been weapons in preparation since March 1980. At
that time they were published as drafts for discussion and have been widely
circulated. They have since been the subject of debate and discussion both
within the Party and more broadly in the pages of the Revolutionary Worker.
This process included comments and criticisms from comrades international-
ly as well. In this way, the drafts have been greatly strengthened, particularly
in their proletarian internationalist character. Now, having been approved by
the Central Committee of the Party, the final versions have been made public.

These are documents whose vision is worldwide and lofty, and at the same ] .
time which pose immediate challenges and give our Party’s basic answer to _ New Programme and New Constitution of the
the urgent situation facing the people of the whole world, including the : Revolutionary Communist Party, USA.
masses of this country. Not only are the problems addressed, but so too are $3.00 (include $.50 postage)
the basic solutions offered by the road of proletarian revolution. _ 5 e

With the publication of these documents, our Party calls on people to take RGP Publications:
them up and invites individuals and groups broadly to engage in serious chi P‘Qt'ﬁi’.‘égggﬁ‘f
discussion with us about them. Write us, meet with us—unite with us to carry ASUIEECIS '
them out.

Published as a separate pamphlet

New Constitution
Contains a section on the General Line
of the RCP, USA and 11 Articles

Article 1

Any proletarian or any other person involved in the revolutionary struggle who
accepts the Constitution of the Party, is committed to working actively in a Party
organization, to carrying out the Party's decisions and to observing Party discipline and

Wh paying Party membership dues, may become a member of the Revolutionary Communist
/ - 1 Party, USA.
at qo?s it mean Those who join the Party should be fearless in the face of the enemy and dedicated
to lo_jn the in the cause of the proletariat. They should expect and be prepared for persecution,
. imprisonment and murder at the hands of the enemy, and not a soft job, a comfortable
Revoluttonary position and a career. But beyond that, they must be guided by the largeness of mind
. characteristic of the proletariat, study energetically and actively apply the science of
Commun'St Party, Marxism-Leninism and be prepared to go against any tide that is opposed to Marxism:
i USA 2 Leninism, be vanguard fighters among the masses and be ready to take up any post,
. fulfill any task that serves the revolution, not only in the particular country but
internationally. The Party must be made up of people whose lives are devoted to the
revolutionary struggle of the international prolétariat and the achievement of its historic

New Constitution mission: worldwide communism.
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