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Reflections and Sketches by Bob Avakian ]713 Us Vs,

- Which Way? That’s the Question

This is the sixteenth in a series, “Reflections and Sketches,”’ by Bob
Avakian. It has been transcribed and edited from a tape. This concludes the
series. -

I recently read in the Herald Tribune a little item in the back pages among

their little blurbs where they- said that someone who made several million

dollars on something (I can't remember who and on what) was sponsoring
some concerts around the theme of ‘“The '80s, The Us Generation”’ explicitly
in opposition not only to the *70s with its me generation, but more importantly
to the '60s with its us vs. them content. Translated this really means and will
mean, whatever the intent of the people who may be involved in this on one
level or another, not us, as opposed to us vs. them, but us vs. them — them
Russkies. This is what the class-conscious representatives of the imperialists, in
any case the U.S. imperialists and 'the Western imperialists, are all about and
are recognizing more clearly and more urgently the need to rally people
around.

While the '70s, with its me first and me, period orientation did serve its pur-
pose for the bourgeoisie coming off the *60s in opposition precisely to the s vs.
them orientation, that is the oppressed vs. the oppressors, not only in the U.S.
but throughout the world; while the me first and me character of the ideology
promoted by the bourgeoisie in the '"70s, which did have a broad influence,
served them rather well at that time, the point is that now it won’t make it any
longer. It doesn’t meet the needs of the imperialists and now it is time for them
to struggle to a significant degree against at least certain forms of in-
dividualism, especially as they pose themselves against the greater collective —
that is, national — good. A sharp example of this, and one that was obyiously
not missed by the imperialists, was the experience they had with their Olympic
boycott in 1980 — which it should be pointed out was under Carter and not
Cowboy Reagan — an experience where it was clear that if they had left it up to
an actual vote of the athletes, they would have very, very likely been defeated
and the athletes would have voted to go to the Olympics on the basis that,
““Hey, I worked so hard for this and now I want to get the just rewards and the
publicity and all that goes with it.”’ And it must be said that the bourgeoisie,
especially the U.S. bourgeoisie, has made a special point of promoting this sort
of individualism and making it one of its selling points and one of the strong
points about its society, but now it needs to curb and rechannel this to a certain
degree “‘for the greater collective good of the nation and of the Western world
against the threat of the great totalitarian power in the East. And in-
dividualism, too, will not really be able to flower and be realized unless we
defeat that totalitarian threat from the Soviet Union.””

Social Democracy

But while this new approach clearly serves the interests of, and in many ways
is consciously being promoted by, the imperialistsit’s wrong to think thatit can
have no attraction among many people who are obviously not members of the
ruling class and who more are members of the middle classes in particular.
There will be many forces, including especially social-democratic forces, who
will also be joining in on this bandwagon, helping to promote it as a transi-
tional program toward then mobilizing people when the showdown comes
around a straight-up chauvinist line of us vs. them Russkies. There is obviously
a social base for this and this idea of us all huddling together and of
Americanism is what perhaps would have characterized the '60s and even been
the dominant line in the movement, had it not been for the eventsin the world,
as concentrated in Vietnam and in the Cultural Revolution in China, and also
events within the U.S. itself, as represented especially by the struggle of the
Black masses which took on a very sharp and powerful revolutionary thrust,
That’s a way of saying that there is, and remains, a social base for this kind of
line and for a social-democratic line of *‘Yes, let’s make changes, but let’s not
do it in a form where we polarize things and pose ourselves in opposition to the
ruling class; let’s emphasize what everybody can unite around, for example the
danger of nuclear war, without any content and without struggling against the

imperialist powers as being responsible for this and certainly without posing
what is in fact the only resolution of this — revolution. Let’s pose what
everybody can unite around. And let’s keep any extremes out of it.”’ Whether
well-intentioned or ill-intentioned, this kind of line, which did have an expres-
sion in the ’60s but was shattered and pushed to the background to a significant
degree by the world events and events and upheavals in the U.S. itself, this has
not only a social base but will be given conscious promotion by direct imperial-
ist spokesmen and by social-democratic forces in many cases linked to them,
with a base, however, among the middle classes.

This poses the more basic question; what kind of period or decade (to use
that framework) it is, will be determined fundamentally on a world level, look-
ing at it overall. But, and this must be especially emphasized, once again what
occurs on a world level has many different streams and many different currents
and is made up of many different processes, and still further it includes as a
very vital part of that, an extremely influential part, what the revolutionary
masses and revolutionary forces do.

The ’60s, The '80s and Black People

Taking the U.S. itself, for the moment, as I touched on earlier in terms of the
’60s, yet again in the '80s there will be a key role that will be played by the
masses of Black people, especially the proletarian masses of Black people. Now
one of the things that in general is posing itself, and one of the things that with
varying degrees of understanding the masses of Black people are running up
against is that the *80s will not and cannot be a repeat of the '60s. That’s not to
say that among the Black masses there won’t be more riots, or rebellions to put
it more correctly; there were those before the ’60s and there certainly have been
since, for example as represented by Miami, and there will be again in the
future. But whatever happens, and whatever similarities there may be, what is
more important is that the *80s will be qualitatively different than the '60s and
cannot and will not be a repeat of it. The same sort of social conditions will not
be existing, the same sort of specific transformation of the situation of the
Black masses, and in turn the same world situation in which that’s situated, all
that will not be repeated from the "60s but will find a different and a more con-
centrated and a sharper and more profound expression in the '80s.

Now I'm not a fortune teller and, as Mao said, Marxists are not fortune
tellers, and I don’t know exactly what all the forms of the rebellion and upris-
ing of the Black masses will take, even spontaneously, let alone what all the
political forms of that will be and the struggle between and among them, And 1
have a certain sense, sitting where I am, that the Black masses themselves also
are not sure what to do. They certainly are not satisfied, and certainly their con-
ditions have not improved but have worsened — speaking of the basic pro-
letarian masses, millions of the basic proletarian masses of Black people in the
U.S. — but they’ve also come to realize the situation is more complicated and
there’s also a very real feeling, reflecting a real truth, that the masses of Black
people did a hell of a lot in the '60s and the motherfucker is still there,

And of course there’s also the fact, which I spoke to in another one of those
excerpts from the series on party building and related questions in the R W No.
154, *'Class Polarization Among Black People,”’ thereis the fact that that class
polarization has developed and sharpened since the '60s and is a much more
pronounced phenomenon than it was at that time. This also means that there
will be different and conflicting and even opposed responses on the part of
Black masses; there will not be, on the part of Black people, one uniform
response to the situation as it develops and intensifies, both because there is an
intensification of that objective class polarization, and also because of the in-
fluence of bourgeois ideology among all class forces in society, including
among the basic'proletarian Black masses. But still with all that and whatever
the particular forms this will assume, more important than these temporary
phenomena is the point that Marx made, speaking about the working class in

general, when he said that the important thing is not what people think, or the
Continued on page 14
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ment of the traditional bourgeois sector, the stronghold of Western
influence. The 1961 measures and Egypt's ever more massive reliance
on the Soviet Union then led the Unired States to define a more limited
line of action: it made loans which slowly nibbled into areas of definite
interest, promoting American. influence in Egypt and cnabling the
United States to take advantage of all the contradictions which in-
evitably broke out within the ruling class—and even the state bour-
geoisie—and thus scoring as much as possible against the Soviet:Union.
Finally, after 1964-1965, it turned to a systematic policy of encircle-
ment of the Nasser regime (to be discussed later), leaving the Soviets to
play the major role inside Egypt itself.

It must be emphasized, however, that the United States did not seek
to break all political and economic relationships with the Nasser regime.
This was because the United States’saw the Egyptian regime as effective
.in repressing the popular masses and as an element of anti-Communist
repression in a certain number of Arab countries. The aim, therefore,
was, if not to win over the regime, to replace it with a more submissive
one—without fostering a true popiiar upsurge or the definite consolida-
tion of the Soviet hold on the country by a drastic weakening of the
regime. The contradictions of the regime were therefore to be used to
regain the ground lost by the West after 1956.

While Egypt's freedom of movement grew narrower as a result of the
competition between the United States and the Soviet Union, ever
tighter direct ties were being established between the Soviets and the
Egyptian state economic apparatus. The Sovier Union had now become
the cornerstone in Egypt's dependence on an external market for the
sale of its cotton crop, This relationship could not be changed because
the massive Soviet aid had been given in exchange for the mortgaging of
the cotton crop for several years to come. Cultivation of cotton was

Cover picture from “Class Conflict in Egypt.”

expanded in spite of the rising grain needs—especially for wheat, which
was the staple urban food. Approximately half the country’s wheat
requirements had to be imported during these years. At first, the
United States took advantage of this need to exert leverage on the
regime. But as its policy of encirclement took clearer shape in 1966, it
stopped supplying wheat just when the national stocks were almost
exhausted. The Soviet Union then steppéd in, thereby reinforcing the
unilateral nature of its relations with Egypr.

Why, then, was it impossible, within this context, for Egypr, aftera
decade of concentrated effort, to construct a solid industrial basis by
which it could progressively disengage itself from these constraining
ties? Why was it that the Nasserist schemes had to create a dependence-
generating process? It was because the class interests which dominated
the Egyptian cconomy did not identify with the extended, concen-
trated effort necessary to achieve an independent economic base; be-
cause neither the Egyprtian state bourgeoisie nor the traditional bour-
geoisie had the class vocation to organize collectively or to arouse the
collective enthusiasm of the working masses to implement such a
policy. The capital provided by domestic capitalist accumulation and,
above all, by the Russian bourgeoisie would not be systematically in-
vested in the industrialization effort: on the contrary it would in-
creasingly be swept up by members of the Egyptian bourgeoisie and
withdrawn from the central productive apparatus, especially from pri-
mary industry, The centrally planned, expanded capitalist reproduction
was therefore rapidly paralyzed,

Furthermore, the production apparatus was progressively dis-
organized and corroded by inefficiency. First of all, the productive
masses were not concerned with the capitalist industrialization effort
and even learned to use the “‘rights' granted to them in July to resist
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work speed-ups, stronger disciplinary measures, or the pressures of the
leadership. Besides, the economic leaders were concerned with accumu-
lating personal wealth and-escaping central control, worried about thei_r
personal future; and furthermore incapable of imposing absolute capi-
talist discipline on the workers; they were incapable of achieving a
minimal level of capitalistic productivity within the state economic
apparatus.

Hence, Egypt's indebtedness to the Soviet Union became a tie of
financial dependence, not only because the early debts could not be
honored, but because the development of personal wealth among the
state bourgeoisie, and the accompanying anarchy, waste, and saborage,
increased the foreign debt, while also depressing the real purchasing
power of the working classes. In the international context described
above, the Egyptian state power turned to the Soviet Union to solve the
increasingly tangled problems resulting from the anarchy of production
—bottlenecks, shortages created by illegal stocking of consumption
goods, raw materials, and spare parts necessary for production; and
repeated state budget deficits resulting from the drzin on public re-
sources: caused by the bureaucratic management of the various sectors
of the state apparatus.

The same process now taking place under Nasser, with respect to the
Sovict Union, had occurred before in Egypt with the growing depen-
dence on England because of the foreign debr under Khedive Ismail.
The High Dam was now replacing the Suez Canal as the symbol of the
debt. Indeed, the Russian bourgeoisie could now exert pressure on the
Egyptian bourgeoisie for the first time: Familiar unassailable arguments
were presented to support these pressures: since the Egyptian economy
now bore a huge debr, the intervention of Soviet specialists in the
decision-making' process for major economic projects was necessary. to
protect the Soviet people's interests; and, of course, their advice and
preferences carried a special weight.

We will attempt in the next section of the book to evaluate numer-
ically the financial and commercial obligations contracted between
Egypt and the Soviet state; but we must first underline a special aspect
of the Egyptian dependence often left unmentioned—the technical
aspect. Foreign technical aid as such need not result in ties of depen-
dence, although under certain circumstances it -may; in the case of
Egypt it did so.

It can be said that around the years 1965 and 1966 Egypt's modern
industry and regular army depended on a technical apparatus concen-
trated in a single country outside Egypt, an apparatus which Egypt had
no capacity to control or reproduce. Had the class in power in Egypt
been able to organize 2 collective national production effort, this de-
pendence could have been temporary. In that case the Egyptian people
could have mastered the Soviet technical system after a decade or two
through creative assimilation. Furthermore, their technical dependence
would not have provided foreigners with leverage. The united and

mobilized Egyptian people could have withstood such pressures, if need

be at the cost of heavy sacrifices, by foregoing some technology.

The basic condition for independence—that is, the capacity to with-
stand various foreign pressures—and the only passible class basis for
such independence—the organization of the creative collective effort of
the masses—are emphasized here again. For a country to be indepen-
dent the masses must be self-reliant, must develop their productive
capacity, must rely on domestic capiral accumulation and on national

resources. That way their creativity can blossom, and they are pro-
tected against any form of dependence; for indeed, the end of self-
reliance implies 'dependency on someone. From this point of view,
foreign loans and credits not only must be a secondary and comple-
mentary means of promoting development, to be dispensed with if they
threaten independence; but even foreign technical assistance must re-
main limited; otherwise it becomes a means of pressure in the hands of
the “assisting’’ foreign cléss.

Under the Nasser régime it would have taken Egypt an extremely
long time to master the technology on which it relied since, as we have
seen, overall economic development was blocked. For Egypt to acquire
the capacity to control the Soviet technical means on which its industry
and arnly relied—that is, the capacity to operate without Soviet tech-
nicians; managers, technical patents, spare parts—necessarily meant
drastic qualitative iniprovement in its economic potential. Without it,
Egypt was trapped on its.own soil in the enormous technical and eco-
nomic apparatus which only the Russian bourgeoisie could control.

We must insist on this point.

The Soviet military industrial technology: was the product of several
decades of accelerated development. In basing its own development on
such technology, Egypt did not merely import a few machines. Hence-
farth Egypt would ‘'be, above all, dependent on the Soviet Union for
delivery of hundreds of thousands of special parts indispensable to
heavy industry, which for a long time it would be unable to manu-
facture itself, since it did not possess the qualitatively advanced infra-
structure necessary for their production. (There are tens of thousands
of special parts without which machines or plants cannot operate.)

Furthermore, a technology entails -not only production formulas,
but also specific organizational forms of the production process. While
it is possible for the local cadres of one or even a few factoriesto learn
these methods of organization through a concentrated effort and with
the help of a few foreign technicians and the required training pro-
grams, the problem is.quite different where several hundred plants—a
country’s vital complex—are concerned. To be able to insure the func-
toning of this complex without having to depend on a foreign power
requires the acquisition of the overall scientific and technological capa-
city needed to dominate the entire production system and its methods
of \operation: When the Egyptian economy begins to rely on the pro-
duction system of a country such as the Soviet Union without being

Continued on page 10












Berkeley

by Nazim.Hikmet

The following poem, Berkeley, was written in 1926 by Naxim
Hikmet, a Turkish communist poet. He spent periods in
Turkish prisons in 1928 and 1933 for his political activities and
wassentenced o 35 yearsin prison for “inciting Army and Navy

cadels to spread communism.”’ An international campaign for
hisrelease was begun in 1949. It was not until 1951 that he was
released as part of a general amnesty by Turkish authorities.
The subject of this poem is the 18th-century Anglican Bishop
and reactionary philosopher George Berkeley, who was a die-
hard propagator of theistic idealism. Berkeley held that nothing
exists but minds and their ideas, which are products of God. Not
only did he attack materialism vociferously in the theoretical
realm, he sought to viciously persecute its adherenis during his
time. Berkeley wrote in 1710, “For as we have shown the doc-
trine of Matter or corporeal substance to have been the main
pillar and support of Scepticism, so likewise upon the same
[foundation have been raised all the impious schemes of A theism
and Irreligion . ... How great a friend material substance has
been to Atheists in all ages we are needless to refate. All their
monsirous systems have so visible and necessary dependenceon
it . ... " An ensiaver in all respects, Berkeley came to America
toward the end of his life and even wrote a poem in praise of
America whiclis chiefly remembered forits line: ““westward the
course of empire takes its way. "'

Heeey
Berkeley!
Heey, philosopher bishop
of the eighteenth century!
The smell of the incense of your philosophy
only makes our heads dizzy
makes us drag ourselves
on our knees
in our great struggle to live.

Heeey
Berkeley!
God’s Angel of Death
in the guise of Gabriel!
The most philosophical murderer
of the eighteenth century!
Thesound'
of your footsieps
still haunts the Irish villages
and a bloody-haired dog
still ululates.
Even this day
every peasant trembles
at night
at the sight of your dark shadow;
the mark of your bloody five fingers
can still be seen
on the frosted-glass horizon of the North.

Heeey

Berkeley,

the frocked gallant of tavern maids,
the Knight of the King,
the golden sound of capital —
and God’s bishop!

The smell of the incense of your philosophy
is to make our heads dizzy
to make our knees drag us
in this struggle to live.
While every word you say
handcuffs our wrists,

wriggle
to sting our hearts.

You walk like a warrior Jesus.
Your name emerges tapered from books

your sentences
like serpents

like a green tooth
that juts out
dripping with blood
from a mossy gum.
All your books
bow before your great God
like a row of black-belted monks.
But did you think you could deceive us
in such a mockery of clothes?
We are not nuns
waiting for the orgasm of Jesus.

Heeey
Berkeley!
The cleverest king of the kingdom of foxes!
Whenever you feel you have triumphed
a small stone appears in your way
as an emperor.
At once you want to negotiate
and, opening a door to God,
you jump on Him
and back you gallop.
Don’t run!
‘Every road leads to Rome’
—this may be true—
but
every philosophy that accepts the 1dea
a priori
can sail only
to a'land of sophistry.
This remark is real
and absolutely so!

This is what you think:
the apple
you hold in your hand
round
bright
you call
a ‘compound of ideas’
You deny the existence
which exists
outside ourselves.
This blue sea, for instance,
and the sailing boat on it
are only ideas you perceive
from your own self.

Is.that so?
Well, if you say so
if you argue
that the sea is your own idea
the boat is your own idea,
Time doesn’t exist
Space doesn’t exist
and nobody exists outside your own self,
no one existed before you
nor will the universe after you
but only you
and Godaarereal. . .

oh, but you the drunk bishop of dark taverns:
wasn't the publican’s young daughter
who kept wriggling in your hairy arms
outside your own filthy body?
Or, should we assume that you slept
with Bishop Berkeley?

Let’s suppose you had no father
like Jesus —

but not 2ven a mother through whose legs
you came out?
Let’s suppose you're all alone
on Mount Sinai like Moses,
shamel! is there no one to read the Torah?
Oh, Berkeley, you've said plenty of lies
but be sure
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“Dew drop" by M.C. Escher.
your share in this
2 piece of writing
that looks like a poem
is a couple of slaps
without gloveson ...

Listen Berkeley
(but if you don’t it doesn't really matter)
our minds are hives
life'is a bee which makes honey there.
The Universe
is the infinite source
of perception.
The Universe is limitless
deep
without end.
We are only its particles;
we love the Earth and embrace it
with arms as thick as hawser.
When tractors with steel teeth
sparkle and wrench
the secret of the soil from her bosom .
we watch
the birth
of a world
from another —
in the silver dimness of the Milky Way.
We have seen
we still see
young girls with red velvet lips
turn to earth.
Marks
left over from the long hair
of comets
draw for us
the meaning of action
in the endless sky.
Every grain hides a dome within itself.
The sea
and the whirring wind that blows like a sea _
overit. ..
a drop of water
that drips
asif from a broken pearl necklace
conceals a close reality
as it recedes.
A newly discovered ocean
begins a new possibility.
The Universe is limitless
deep
without end.

Heeey
Berkeley!
You dwarf who dared to deny
the majesty of the Carpathians,
if youare in purgatory now
send us a crown for your god on Earth,
But take everything you can
from this world
auction it all:

the throne in heaven

which represents
areign on Earth —
and GET OUT!
There's no other power

over the power of Nature.
Nature is limitless
deep
without end.

(1926)
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Poland

Centinued from page 1

people killed in anti-government riots in
1970. A brief clash between the riot cops
and Gdansk shipyard workers was re-
ported.

Like flies to shit, innumerable com-
mentators in the West were drawn to
print assessing the non-lifting of martial
law. The public, already having been sub-
jected to another round of revisionist im-
perizalist hypocrisy, was now subjected to
another round of Western imperialist
hypocrisy: witness, for example, the
observation. of a Hoover Institution
think-tanker that lifting martial law in
Poland would have “virtually no signifi-
cance' " anyway since ‘*such lawis the per-
manent feature and the normal state of
any totalitanian dictatorship.’ Actually,
on this count, the West and the U.S. in
particular should congratulate Jaruzelski
& Co. for rather skillfully combining
some remaining democratic structures
with the open fist of martial law over the
last year. Itis, after all; the Polish parlia-
mment which will rubber stamp the new
measures as it votes on legislation sent
over by Jaruzelski. The U.S. hasn’t been
able to get away with this kind of thing in
places like Turkey and Chile.

And likewise, all the hysterics over the
revisionists’ new “‘social parasite’ law?
The New York Times, outraged, notes,
“The measures include procedures for
the summary dismissal of any worker
who ‘sows disorder’ in his factory, presu-
mably by demonstrating, organizing or
complaining. Similarly, students can be
expelled from school . . . . Anyonewhois
dismissed and does not find a job may be
labeled a ‘social parasite’ and be sent fix-
ing roads or, perhaps worse, lose his
apartment.”” Countless reactionaries in
the U.S. should applaud this in particu-
lar, since it was they who railed, “Get a
job, you bums!’* against anti-war de-
monstrators in the *60s. The revisionists
are trying to appeal to exactly the same
kind of social base — one grown up in
Polish soil — with their “*social parasite’’
law.

Despite all denunciations of the junta’s
action (like that of Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee Chairman Percy, who
called it “‘a sham”’), it should be recalled

that the overall U.S. posture has been in
another direction in recent weeks. The
bargain struck between the Catholic
Church and the revisionists, the bishops’
opposition to demonstrations, the freeing
of Lech Walesa and his clear groveling at
the foot of both the altar of the state and
that of the church (and the role of the lat-
ter in blackmailing Walesa had he any
second thoughts) — all this signaled a
U.S. reassessment of objective and sub-
jective developments in Poland, the re-
cognition that there would be no forth-
coming return to the days of *“‘August
’80.>" The' western hook into Poland
would cut a different gorge. The Econo-
mist, incidentally, happily reports that
presently “‘One idea is to set up a new
Catholic quasi-party, which would con-
trol about 25% of'the seats in parliament
and act as a loyal opposition.”” (The ma-
gazine, correctly no doubt, also points
out that there’s significant opposition to
this within the ranks of the revisionists
and from some clergy.) The most recent
antic of Archbishop Glemp was to admo-
nish the members of the Polish Actors
Union to ‘‘get back to where they
belong.”” (They have been refusing to
perform under government auspices.)
And who does Secretary of State Shultz
talk to about urgent matters of Western
strategy vis & vis Poland? He talks to the
Pope!

The immediate moves of the U.S. re-
garding sanctions: against Poland — os-
tensibly the topic of discussion between
Shultz and the Pope — are not clear.
Sanctions against the Soviet bloc are a
topic of continuing struggle within the
U.S. ruling circles and between the U.S.
and the European imperialists.

In any event, the ‘‘sober assessment"’
of ‘‘harsh reality”” in Poland was best
summed up by the New York Timesin an
editorial on December 3 headlined “‘De-
feated Solidarity’': ‘*“The bitter news is
that General Jaruzelski has beaten Soli-

darity ... America’s effort to salvagea °

political role for Solidarity has failed
. ... If there’s a combination of domestic
upheaval and Western pressure that can
promote democracy there, it remains to
bediscovered .. .."” A “‘recalculating’’ of
the purpose of sanctions is called for, and
the column concludes: *“The Soviet tyran-
ny over Eastern Europe is beyond our
reach, but not beyond ‘our influence.”” Yes
indeed. (This basic view may actually ndt

That’s the Question.......

workers think, at any given time but what they will be compelled to do by the
objective development of the contradictions in society and the intensification

of those contradictions.

So we can say that obviously the role of the class-conscious proletariat will be
extremely important in the period ahead, and perhaps even decisive, if things
develop in a certain way and toward a revolutionary situation, and specifically
if they develop to a revolutionary situation. And within that a very important
role will be played by the basic proletarian masses of Black people. In another
way this is something that of course has been consciously recognized and acts
as a fetter and something to hold back many of these masses; this situation, as
has been true in the past, will again put a tremendous burden on them —
especially a burden for those who do rally to the revolutionary com-
munist/proletarian internationalist pole. This is in fact taking on a further

burden and consciously doing so.

But it should be said straight up, it is not too much to ask. There s in fact an
objective basis for these, as well as proletarians of other nationalities in the
U.S., to play a vital role as a driving force and spark to move broader masses
into struggle and win broader masses to a revolutionary position whenever the
objective conditions for that do develop. Here I'll just cite an example th;_it was
recounted to me some time ago of a white miner in West Virginia turning to
another white miner and saying, ‘‘Hey, I heard them niggers up there in Detroit
got something they call a caucus, maybe we should get something like that
down here.”” Now when instead of a caucus — and of course this was a]rea'dy
beginning to be true in the ’60s — but when in an even more profound way in-
stead of caucuses what is involved is uprisings, and perhaps the actual struggle
to seize power, this will have an even more profound influence even upon peo-
ple like that miner. And in rhat struggle, a struggle that will change people, a_md
their ideas too, very profoundly maybe they’ll not only learn to do something
like that too but they'll learn to discard much of the backward ideology that
still shackles them. In other words, they will learn not only not to say, but more
basically not to think, “nigger’’ any longer. )

On the other hand the driving force or spark can only be as powerful as it
potentially can and must be if it is really internationalist, and in the U.S. this
means that the Black people must not be left out by themselves on the line,
assurning the advanced position, but that class-conscious proletarians, people
who are awakening to political life among the proletariat as well as from other
strata of all nationalities, must step to the front lines as well, anc! must _mke up
and be at the front lines of the battle against all oppression, including and
especially an important part of that, the battle against national oppression,
discrimination and racism. At the same time, and from the most fundamental
and overall perspective, there must be the unity of especially ghe advanc_ed
class-conscious forces around a firm orientation of actually fighting for the_m—
terests of the proletariat on the wor/d level and for the world proletarian
revolution above all. This is the burden that these advanced, :h_e class-
conscious forces who must be brought forward and rallied as the le-admg core
for the broader masses, this is the burden that they must carry — literally tlllzt]z

weight of the world’s destiny.

be so.new. For all the U.S. *‘support’’ for
the *“freedom-loving Polish workers’’ ex-
hibited at the time martial law was de-
clared, ‘and for all its shock and surprise
last December, it turns out that the U.S.
had a complete copy of Jaruzelski’s work-
ing plans for its implementation a full
month before it occurred! The plans were
delivered by a CIA agent — a highly
placed colonel in the Polish Army.)

But this pre-war realism — the essence
of U.S. strategy — is rampant; the U.S.
holds no monopoly on it. Jaruzelski has
cautioned realism and prudence, extend-
ing martial'law and with-it the exposure
of the ugly face of revisionist rule. The
junta’s recent action — indeed the whole
past year — has shown that severe contra-
dictions faced by the revisionists — in Po-
land and, of course, the Soviet Union —
are fundamentally unresolved. The Po-
lish party liesin shambles, a recent report
setting resignations at 20,000 a month.
Splits 'and conflicts haunt the ruling jun-
ta, and this'is bound to grow more in-
tense. Sections of the masses clearly re-
main in a rebellious mood; the situation is
punctuated with minor outbreaks by ‘‘so-
cial parasites’ against whom laws must
be written and ZOMO's mobilized. The
economy is rotting, and on and on.

The revisionists have worries, but it

must not be thought that these are “‘revi- -

sionists without reserves.”” They are,
after all, a bourgeoisie with state power,
allied with and backed by Soviet social

imperialism. They leveled the weight of
this power against the Polish workers and
were able to beat down the massive surge.

But all this hasn’t been about getting
coal production back to normal, boost-
ipg output in agriculture, re-establishing
financial solvency tomorrow, or shorten-
ing lines for consumers; the substance
isn’t economics narrowly defined. Mar-
tial law in Poland has been part and
parcel of the all-around preparations —
the tightening up and clamping down —
in the Soviet bloc for world war,

““Whenever a rich America was able to
hurt a weakened Poland, it has already
done so,” Jaruzelski told coal miners in
Katowice recently. And there is, of
course, noreason to think that appeals to
the national interests by revisionists in the
various Soviet bloc countries will be any
less strident than those by the imperialists
who rule in the West. The idea of fighting
a war against the West to defend the So-
viet Union might not get far in Poland,
but the idea of fighting a war to defend
Poland could — at least among some
people and especially when ‘‘suggested”’
at gunpoint.

Jaruzelski and his Soviet mentors want
to be realistic; the U.S. and its allies want
to be realistic. And what is the realism of
these bourgeois? Nothing short of the
forcible hurling of workers against each
other in'a mutual slaughter to determine
which imperialist will dominate until the
time comes to do it again. |

Vultures

Continued from page 2

And then there was the deep concern
voiced by the Washington Post in chorus
with all the other birds of prey that, “We
may have witnessed the birth on live
television of terrorist pacifism. Andif it is
somehow perceived that it has ac-
complished its goal we may be seeing
more of it.”’ But, come, come, such self-
doubt is really quite unnecessary, par-
ticularly when the press went out of its
way to protect the image of the anti-nuke
movement by trotting out respectable
spokesmen to denounce Mayer with such
profundity: Council for a Livable World
spokesman said, “‘It was an obscenity to
use dangerous weapons in a campaign
against dangerous weapons'’; ''Some feel
it might tar the movement,”” moaned
Ground Zero spokesman; and so on. And
if that wasn’t enough, the press simply
became spokesmen for the anti-nuke
movement themselves pointing out, *‘It's
something most anti-nuclear activists say
they want to forget as quickly as they

can.’’ Really, it was a model effort in tell-
ing people what to think.

Asusual, Ted Koppel’s ABC Nightline
was in the vanguard of critical thought,
kicking off the debate on the role of the
press as soon as Norman Mayer had been
disposed of. And the essence of the mat-
ter was whether or not the brilliant
display of all-American press ingenuity
and all-American individualism and
competition in getting the big story was
getting in the way of the all-Americanim-
perialist necessity to put such unwelcome
exposure of their world-class madness to
rest and do it with dispatch. Here a fine
line had to be drawn, unless it might seem
like these agents of the *‘free press’” were
talking about doing something that
sounded too much like one of those
‘“‘totalitarian’’ dictatorships where the
press is run by the state and just mouths
the party line. And really, in the final
analysis, with all-due care to demonstrate
moderation and good taste, isn’t it a far
more democratic and effective way to
parrot the U.S. party line and proof that
the “‘objective’ truth is being sought and
reported to the public, if everybody in the
“‘free press”’ just says the same goddamn
thing.

Charged

Continued from page |
testified that he told his superiors the
revolutionaries would be at the project
the day Garcia was murdered.”
Although the agent subsequently had dif-
ficulty making up his mind over whether
he had actually informed his superiors in
advance, he finally concluded that he had
indeed notified them. The Times article
further reports, ““The revolutionaries —
in their newspaper, the Revolutionary
Worker, and in interviews — say they
believe that uniformed police deliberately
stayed away because they knew the
revolutionaries would be attacked.”’

The article also reports that ‘“about a
dozen revolutionaries’ were in the pro-
ject when they were set upon by a par-
ticular gang, one of whose members,
George Arellano, was later announced by
police to be Damian’s murderer: ‘“The
police did not reveal this publicly until
after Arellano was stabbed to death ina
fight six weeks after Garcia’s murder,” It
quotes Carole Garcia, Damidn’s widow,
saying this was “‘terribly convenient,"
And it reports that Eduardo Aceves, also
a member of the gang according to the
Times, was charged with Arellano’s kill-
ing, claimed he acted in self-defense, and
was subsequently released when a “‘judge
dismissed the charges against Aceves for
lack of evidence.”’ The article continues:

“Cmdr. William Booth, the police
spokesman, dismissed as absurd sugges-
tions that the police murdered Garcia or
had him murdered.

“Asked if either Arellano or Aceves
had any ongoing relationship with the
police, Booth said, ‘We don’t respond to

T

such questions’.

The Times also reported that Lizarraga
“after first consulting with his super-
iors. ., .regularly engaged in sexual inter-
course with'a woman party member (sic)
because he believed that if they had sex he
could get more information out of her”’
— a further exposure of these guardians
of the public morality who are so fond of
pointing an accusing finger at their Soviet
opposite members for such lewd and
devious conduct in their little spy stories.
The Feminist Women’s Health Center in
Los Angeles responded to this in a press
statement saying ‘*We are disgusted with
the lewd behavior of Lizarraga. .." and
denouncing the use of *‘the pretense that
he had some authentic, human feelings
for her”” and the fact that ‘“‘this same
police officer who dishonestly obtained
sex from this woman is now empowered
to arrest women who offer sex for
money.'” The article did not mention that
the agent moved in with this woman
whom the Times incorrectly calls a party
member, and “‘volunteered’” to join the

‘May Day Brigade immediately after

Damian and two other revolutionaries
raised the red flag over the Alamo (no
mention of the Alamo was made) ap-
parently in order to get closer to his prin-
cipal target and undoubtedly also ‘‘after
first consulting with his superiors.”’
There are several inaccuracies in the ar-
ticle, including a description that ‘‘Lizar-
raga testified that he was busy fighting
one gang member” when Damién was
stabbed. The agent's actual words were
that he was “‘Looking around a lot. . .to
make sure nobody came up on
me. . .make sure nobody did to me what
they did to Damian or reasonable fac-

Continued on page 15
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PLEASE POST

FUND DRIVE!

The world is rapidly entering one of those rare times in history where the future will be
decided for decades to come. For beneath today's tremors lies a conflict of profound and literally
earth-shaking dimensions: the clash between world war and revolution. How far will the forces of
revolution and progress worldwide be able to go in breaking the chains of imperialist exploitation
and degradation, to forge a future free of all exploitation and oppression of man by man?

Here, in this barbaric monstrosity called America, there is a party — the RCP — determined,
capable and preparing to seize the moment, to contribute as much as possible to the advance of
revolution worldwide. Born out of the revolutionary upsurges of the '60s, during the ebb of the "70s
the RCP fought to uphold the banner of Mao, defending and developing Marxism-Leninism, Mao
Tsetung Thought. Under the leadership of Bob Avakian, Chairman of the Central Committee, the
RCP, USA is playing an important role in the process of uniting communist forces internationally
and in carrying out the battle plan for revolution in this country concentrated in its New
Programme. The party’s uncompromising internationalism, its all-the-way revolutionary vision of
transforming the world has made it a lightning rod, for friends and enemies alike, in the midst of

~many sharp struggles.

It is with confidence and pride that we are calling on you to participate in a major fund drive
for the RCP over the next several months. Many deeds cry out to be done. Large sums of money
are needed to help strengthen the revolutionary communist trend internationally; to help build the
party and deepen and spread the influence of its line into all the diverse streams of rebellion and
protest; to further address the burning questions of our time in our party press; to counter the
constant attacks by the state — in short, to hasten the process of revolution worldwide.

We are asking you to contribute as much as you can; help publicize the fund drive (including
sending letters of support to the RW and others); and initiate or'be part of special fundraising
activities.

Contributions, including anonymous donations, can be addressed to: RCP Publications, P.O. Box
3486, Merchandise Mart, Chicago, IL 60654




