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Caspar Goes to China

The Delicacies of Bloc-Building on
the Eastern Front ' ‘

On the surface, the recent trip'to China
by U.S. Secretary of Defense Caspar
Weinberger looked like a strange case of
role reversal. Just a few years ago, the
Chinese revisionists were pathetically
begging on their knees for arms, in-
vestments and technology from the U.S.
And now, the picture presented by the
U.S. press was one of Weinberger going
to China to practically plead with the
“reluctant” Chinese leadership to accept
offers of arms sales and military ex-
changes. The New York Times even
claimed that the Chinese maneuvered
Mr. Weinberger into the role of suppli-
cant by acting ‘“cool’” to U.S. military of-
fers and through such tactics as postpon-
ing meetings at the last moment and per-
suading Weinberger to speak first at
meetings, thus continually forcing him to

expose his hand. The Times pointed out
that Weinberger urged the Chinese
throughout his trip to join in “‘strategic
cooperation’” against the Soviet Union,
but they *“‘would have none of that"" and
“tsaid they would go their own wayeven if
they accepted help from the U.5."" And
the revisionists continued 10 insist that
the U.S. military sales and semi-official
relations with Taiwan was ‘‘the main
obstacle’ to improvements in the
LJ.S.-China relations. The Chinese have
chosen, said a Times editorial, a *‘fiercely
independent ‘third world” role."

As we shall see, there are particular
reasons behind theacting out of this farce
in Peking. But first, it must be pointed
out that the concrete results of the
Weinberger visit clearly showed that what
is taking place is significant steps in fur-

Weinberger reviews the troops in Peking: a "spongstra tegy,” soaking up the Soviets.

ther solidifying China’s ties to the U.S,
war bloc. Even as the revisionists
clamored about the Taiwan issue being a
big **obstacle,"" the two sides agreed to a
major diplomatic exchange — Chinese
Premier Zhao Ziyang will visit the U.S.
next January, and Reagan will returnthe
callin April, This will mark the first U.S.
presidential visit to China since Ford in
1976. And as a San Francisco Examiner
editorial exclaimed with some glee, “‘A
balancing visit by Soviet leader An-
dropoy. is noticeably not anticipated.”
At the beginning of the trip,
Weinberger expressed hope that *“This
visit will strengthen the defense compo-
nent of our two country's relationship
and provide a basis for further develop-
ment of exchanges and cooperation be-
tween our two armed forces.' Despite

the ballyhooed ‘‘coolness’’ of the
Chinese to U.S. proposals, it became ob-
vious by the end of the Weinberger visit
that the gearing up of military ties be-
tween the two countries is in the works.
Weinberger told reporters that his talks
with the Chinese “'will mature into— and
very quickly — the actual transfer of
weapons systems if that's what the
Chinese want. We are fully prepared to
do that.’’ He added that China has *‘ge-
nuine interests’’ in such “‘defensive’’
military hardware as anti-aircraft and
anti-tank weaponry and radan systems,
Weinberger’s comment that actual ship-
ment of arms could come about *“‘very
quickly’” was perhaps based on the fact
that for some time several dozen LS.
arms manufacturers already have had

Continued on page 12
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Contention Thru Collusion —
France, The U.S. & Chad

Within the heart of the Western bloc
contention' can only be carried out
through and subordinated to collusion.
This is'one of the important lessons to be
drawn from the high-stakes imperialist
intrigue going on in Chad.

The recent French-U.S, “‘flap” con-
cerning the tactics of sending AWACs (o
Sudan and French troops to Chad has
been interpreted in many ways: a mere
smokescreen on the part of the French to
cover over their own evil deeds; a nieans
by the U.S. to pressure France to dojits
own dirty work for it and so forth. In
fact, all of these “‘explanations’ are at
best partly correct and all fail to under-
stand the essence of the complicated im-
perialist relationship berween France, the
U.S. and the USSR. :

Chad is one of the least ““neo’ of the
French neocolonies. While it has long
been pillaged by French imperialism, its
real interest to the latter lies in Chad’s
strategic location — a sort of bridge be-
tween West and Central French Africa
and Maghreb (Moraocco, Algeria, Tunisia
and Libya), France’s other main stomp-
ing ground in Africa. As Mitterand put it
m his interview with Le Monde (August
26, 1983), *‘France has her word to say,
‘even though she doesn’t demand it. Let’s
not talk about neo-colonialism (1), the at-
titude of France argues against such an
interpretation (!!). But there are African
countries — and more precisely the bulk
of the French-speaking countries ‘of

Black Africa and some others — who *

look to France. Above all Chad, whoever
has been and whoever might be its
leaders. "’ In other words, to paraphrase a
statement a younger Mitterand made
‘more than [[wenty years ago concerning
Algeria, *‘Le Tchad, c’est la France.""*

Defending France’s imperialist in-
terestsin Africa remains a central element
of its global strategy regardless of the
color of the government at any time. As
Mitterand also said in the same interview
with equal frankness in comparing his
Africa policy to that of his predecessors
I the method has changed the objective
has remained the same, which is to pre-
serve the role and interests of France and
fulfill our duties towards our African
friends with whom we have established
obligations and'even alliances, including.
sometimes military agreements. Without
forgetting our considerable economic ef-
forts that we assume in Africa."

In short Africa is essential to France —
not merely one arena of exploitation and
contention with its rivals, as'it is for the
U.S., but the very heart of its Empire.
The French claim to a large chunk of
Africa has also been long accepted by the
U.S. imperialists who have been happy to
let the French take on the burden of
“policing” the area — Kissinger’s con-

#*Algeria i France!"" remarked Mitterand at/the
outbreak of the Algerian War,

49 e

French troops in Chad,

cepl of ‘‘regional responsibility."’
Reagan's candid statements about
France’s ‘‘traditional sphere of. in-
fluence’* only underscore what has long
been the accepied division of Africa be-
tween the three major Western powers
with interests on the continent — Britain,
France and the LS.

Soviet Threat

The big problem for France and the
U.S. alike has been the rapid develop-
ment of Soviet influence in Africa. While
for the most part French-speaking Africa
has been a bastion of the so-called
“moderate’’ (i.e., pro-Wesl) blog, these
countries also are susceptible to changes
on the continent and in the world as a
whole and, in particular, threatened by
Libya and Colonel Khadafy who has

‘made no'secrel of hisdesire to be the head

of Arab-African Islamic *‘anti-imperial-
ist’" movement, which puts him'in sharp

conflict with the French empire that sur-

rounds him on the west and south.
Needless to say, Khadafy's ambitions
dovetail nicely with the policy of the
Soviets in the area who are his principal
suppliers.* -

Thus the principal contradiction in the
world, the growing rivalry between the

. two imperialist blocs of Eastand West, is

clearly determining the shape of things in
Africa as elsewhere, [tisthiscommon op-
position to Soviet incursions that has led
France and the United States to “‘coordi-
nate’’ their Chad policy, despite denials
and counter-denials emanating from
Paris and Washington.

Nevertheless the contradiction be-
tween France and the United States is
quite'real. While much can be attributed
to.a kind of *‘division of labor’" between
the two — with the U.S. playing the role
of ‘the tough guy and France calling for
peace, understanding and a new
economic ‘order — in:fact even this divi-
sion of labor is a reflection of real and
often conflicting interests.

It is tempting to dismiss the pompous
declarations of various French govern-
ments (of the right and the left) against
U.S. “‘economic imperialism'' or “‘hege-
monistic practices™ as so much hot air,
especially when one knows that France
continues to play cheerleader for the
deployment of the Euromissiles.and is
more and more integrating itself into the
NATO military command. (Confrary to
popular belief France has never ‘“‘left*’
NATO, but only its joint supreme
military command.) In fact military

*QOne clear indication that geopolitical considera-
tiony take precedence over Khadafy's peculiar brand
of Islam is his full support for Mengistu's war
agdinst the people of Eritrea; mainly: Islamic and
closély linked 16 the Arab world.

ks

1981—Mitterand and Goukouni'in Paris shortly before he was averthrown by Habré.

cooperation has always existed between
France and the other NATO members

and recently the NATO meeting of

Defense Ministers was held in Paris for
the first time since De Gaulle’s decision to
withdraw' from the joint military com-
mand. Today, and basically throughout
the whole post-World War 2 era, French
imperialism has largely benefited from,
even been propped upto a degree by U.S.
imperialism. But still there are conflicts.
And from a long-term point of view,
France is opposed to U.S. imperialism’s
hegemony in the world and it does seek a
“new economic order’ — specifically a
new economic order based on its own im-
perialist hegemony. However, French
imperialism i$ acutely aware that their
hopes forcreating this new ordercan only
be furthered in conjunction with and as
part of the Western bloc which is, and can
only be under the'present circumstances,
led by U.S. imperialism.

Contention and collusion are, like any
opposites, mutually transformable and
each contains within it elements of the
other. ‘Specifically, collusion can be a
means through which contention is car-
ried out. For example, the United States
“colluded” with Great Britain during
World War 2 but the history of this
alliance was full of contradictions (con-
tention) as all serious histories point out,
because each imperialist power sought to
carry out this collusion against a greater
enemy (in this case German imperialism)
in:such a way asto preserve and protect
its own imperialist interests. The collu-
sion with Britain, just as much asthe con-
tentionagainst Germany, et the stage for
the emergence of ithe “‘American Cen-
tury'"and the actual division of the world
that took place was in the last analysis
largely al Britain’s expense. The Erench

imperialists are good students.of history. -

They recognize that the current division
of the:world is by no means permanent
and that which is *‘unthinkable’" today
can become a program for action tomor-
row.

How To Deal With Khadafy

The various machinations of France
and the U.S. in Chad are'a glimpse of the
working out of this process of '‘conten-
tion'through'collusion.’ Take for exam-
ple the obvious differences between the
U:S. and France in dealing with Colonel
Khadafy. Despite ridiculous charges in
the U.S. press of a ‘‘pro-Libyan’’ lobby
in the Erench government; it is certainly
true that the current government as well
as previous French governments have
gone to great lengths to separate
themselves from the U.S.'s holy crusade
against Khadafy. Nor can such a policy
be merely attributed to France's mercan-
tile interests in Libya; the French
newspapers respond with indignation
that in fact the interests of the U.S. in
Libyaareat least asimportant (30 percent
of the oil, forexample, is.exported to the
u.s.).

Inan article in'the monthly journal Le
Monde Diplomatique , (September),
published by the daily of the same name,
Eric Rouleau (a principal Le Monde cor-
respondent who has been the privileged
interlocutor of Mitterand throughout the
Chad crisis) argues strongly against the
anti-Khadafy crusade. He argues. that
Khadafy is not a Soviet client and that he
is ‘‘anxious to preserve his independence
in face of the two superpowers: and
develop exchanges with France. Libya
was, until 1979, one of the most impor-
tant clients of French armaments. Hun-

Continued on page 6
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The Triangle That
25 Ended In
» Mass Murder:

The U.S.,

The Soviets
and Jonestown

Immediately following the “‘mass sui-
cide” of 900 people deep in the Guyanese
jungle at Jonestown, an interesting and
reyealing war of exposure opened up in
the Guyanese press. The Guyanese revi-
sionist party, the People's Progressive
Party, started to expose the deep involve-
ment of the Guyanese government and its
long-time Prime Minister, Forbes Burn-
ham, in Jonestown. Burnham’s govern-
ment, according to these documented ex-
posures, had protected Jonestown in
various ways, had accepted bribes and
other favors. What’s more, the reports
helped confirm the raft of other material
implicating the U.S. in' the massacre:
Burnham, after all, had been placed in
power by the CIA in the mid-’60s, while
the CIA and the U.S. embassy had many
of their own ties with Jim Jones and his
settlement. -

The  Guyanese government fought
back by publishing internal Jonestown
memos of meetings with the KGB, held to
discuss the possibility of moving the Peo-
ple's Temple to the Soyiet Union. Further
exposures revealed letters sent to-the So-
viet embassy in Guyana just as the end
neared. The letters listed bank accounts
where millions: in Temple money was
deposited, and instructed Soviet ‘diplo-
mats how to withdraw: it, to use as Mos-
cow saw. fit,

As this war of exposure was going into
high gear, the leader of the Guyanese
revisionists, Cheddi Jagan, was called to

Moscow. Jagan was no minor figure on’

the Guyanese political scene; when Guya-
na was a British colony, Jagan was the
highest elected official, the Prime Minis-
ter, and under Burnham’s regime his
People’s Progressive Party was'the main
parliamentary opposition — these were
forcesina position to know some things.
And apparently, they were in a position
to coyer up what they knew, too, For,
when Jagan returned from the Soviet
Union, the exposure abruptly stopped.
The Washington Post commented 'on all
this in February 1979: *'So many strange
things happen in Guyana, long a playing-
field for the world’s foremost intelligence
agencies, thatit seemed almost inevilable
to many informed diplomats and Guya-
nese that the KGB and CIA would some-

_ how become involyed'in the Jonestown
affair.”” Wonders of a free press! One of
the ““world’s foremost' organs of U.S.
imperialism announces that the KGB and
CIA were “‘inevitably’’ involved in
Jonestown, and casually lays the matier
to rest; no Watergate series of muckrak-
ing here! What a contrast to Moscow,
which straightforwardly won’t print it in
the first place and orders the likes of
Cheddi Jagan to put the cap on any inter-
national spilling of the beans! The Post
casually informs its readers that, in
Guyana at least, a deal has been struck
withithe Soviets about just what would
and would not be exposed abdRt intelli-
gence agencies’ involvement in the mat-
ter.

Inside the U.S., the *‘free press”
quickly settled on its version of Jones-
town — a detailed cover story with major
and minor themes and reactionary ideo-
logical lessons thal are by now nauseat-
ingly familiar. Withina year, twomovies,
at least ten books, innumerable TV spe-
cials, editorials, newspaper and magazine
articles had been cranked: out. Over-
whelmingly, they pushed the same basic
interpretation: 912 people, 90% of them
Black, hated life in the United States
enough to go deep into the jungles of
Guyana with a demented white preacher
who had them practicing suicide even be-

fore they left San Francisco. Jonestown
became the story of sheeplike masses of
oppressed, putting up with beatings and
sexual degradation, slave-like labor, even
committing mass suicide because of the
demonic spell of the socialist preacher.

Jonestown was to be a stark reminder

that, as Time magazine put it, “‘After
centuries of what rationalism would like
to call progress, in 1978 the line dividing
civilization from savagery wastill tragi-
cally fragile.”” Newsweek, in the most
sanctimonious editorial of all, decreed,
“...the jungle is only a few yards
away."

In point of fact, one need not invent
demonic spells in order to explain why
several hundreds of Black people would
hate and want to leave the U.S. As for
““mass suicide,”’ formidable evidence to-
day shows that the event was more a mass
murder than a mass suicide. Yet the
aborted mutual exposures of U.S. and
Soviet intelligence raises something else
entirely: the real events of Jonestown, as
much as they have been uncoveréd to this
point, indict not the supposed ‘*horror’’
inherent ‘in the human soul, but the
nature and aims'of two imperialist
monsters who, it seems clear, used this
group of people in their global game of
one-ipsmanship in the realm of public
opinion — a game with high stakes in-
deed. Recall for a moment the major flap
over the defection or possible defection
of a ballet dancer, track star, or ambass-
ador’s son; then transpose this onto the
defection of several hundred Black prole-
tarians from the U.S. to the Soviet Union
— the propaganda stakes must be evident
at once! What would the U.S. not do to
avoid such a catastrophe! .

This interpretation of the bizarre story
is no longer just hypothesis, but'is begin-
ning to distinctly emerge from the Jones-
town literature.

True, the full story of Jonestown has
not vet emerged; a government ‘‘deep
throat’” has not yet spoken, the docu-
mentary evidence on the operations. of
the CIA, KGB, and other forces remains
hiddenin the vaultsand in the memory of
those who choose not to speak, or are
dead. Even so, enough is known, through
various conspiracy theorists, journalistic
accounts, and stories told by defectors, as
well as through interviews and other evi-
dence gathered by the R W, to deeply im-
plicate the U.S. government, the Soviet
government, and other lesser, though sig-
nificant, figures and forces.

‘The Cover-Up

Unearthing the story of Jonestown has
to begin with the massive coverup that
began even before the smoke had cleared.
In 1979, the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee made an inquiry into the murder
of Leo Ryan, the congressman whose
murder at the gates of Jonestown precipi-
tated the **masssuicide.’’ The Committee
issued an 800-page public report; the
5000 pages of interviews with principal
characters that the report is “*based" on
are classified. In the public report, the

CIA is mentioned once and dismissed, in .

relation to'Jones’ “‘paranoia’ that there
was'a CIA conspiracy against him,

Yet, less than a year after that bowdler-
ized report was issued, ranking:members
of the Committee ordered another “‘pri-
vate'' inquiry. The Chief Counselor of
the Committee stated to the press,
*“There are suggestions that the CIA had
been tising Jonestown as a base for drug
experiments and for covert operations,
Certain-aspects of the affair smack of the

Continued on page 14
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The 1983 March on Washington

and The

- Real Way
Out of the
Nighimare

On August 27, 1983, the twentieth an-
niversary commemoration of the 1963
march on Washington, called under the
slogan “*We Still' Have A Dream!" by a
coalition of forces initiated by political
representatives:of the Black bourgeoisie,
drew 'some 250,000 to the capital. What
are the social contradictions and class
forces giving rise to such an event; what
do the political forces and programs
manifesied there reveal about the situa-
tion shaping up in the world; and how in
this light can| the behavior of these
various forcesand the necessary behavior
of proletarian revolutionaries be seen:
these are the questions which must be'ad-
dressed if one is to pierce the fog of both
unqualified and somewhat qualified
praise of this march from various
quarters.

Billed'as a commemoration of the 1963
march on Washington, the 1983 version:
in. seme respects: was indeed a com-
memoration and a continuation of the
**historic tradition'! of its forerunner,
but under different conditions and with
different aims. The 1963 march, aptly
called' by Malcolm X a circus led by
clowns, was a desperate attempt on'the
part of the U.S. ruling classin league with
various ‘‘respectable Black leaders’’ to
channel the growing protest and rebellion
of the Black masses into acceptable chan-
nels. It has been well exposed how Ken-
nedy, fearing that the march would be a
real mass outpouring, summoned Wil-
kins, Randolph, King and other Black
bourgeois leaders to the:White House for
coffee and put them at the head of the
march. Well, the Black bourgeoisie still
can't turn'down the coffee. The “‘lofty’
dreamwhich Martin Luther Kingintoned
twenty years ago — the tired refrain of
the house slave begging to rise to the
‘“‘majestic heights®’ of sitting down at the
masters’ table — and the strategic goal of
these class forces, the goal of ‘“‘gettingin’’
on the action of U.S imperialism, were
proclaimed loud and clear by the so-
called new *‘‘civil rights leaders’’ from'the
pulpit at the Lincoln Memorial in 1983,
But this march occurs under different
conditions; and with higher stakes all-
around, one can only say that if the first

- time was a farce, the second time was

WOrse.

This time aroupd, the march was not a
question of immediately diverting a
threatening rebellion of the masses, but a
question of preparation and positioning
for the future. It should beclear: there is
no ‘‘civil rights movement’ — that
movement was transformed and
developed into a powerful revolutionary
upsurge of the Black people and in large
part the ‘‘we want in"' program was
repudiated in practice by asignificant sec-
tion of the Black masses in the 1960s.
Anyone who is calling himself a “‘civil
rightsleader’’ today is nothing but a pimp
in priest’s clothing. And while it is also
true that today there is not the kind of
revolutionary upsurge which developed
in the '60s and the class polarization
among the Black people has resulted in
partinasignificantsocial base for the line
of “‘wewantin, " theimportant thingis to
understand the underlying contradic-
tions, and as Marx pointed out, what the
masses will be compelled to do by:the
development of contradictions in the
world, This march was not the product of
a “‘new civil rights movement'' but the
product of the separate but related needs
of two different class forces'in particular
— the U.S. imperialist ruling ¢lass and
the Black bourgeoisie.

With the imperialist systemengulfedin

a profound and deepening crisis, which
the imperialists can only resolve through
a war between the West and the East
blocs to redivide the world, the U.S. rul-
ing class needs to mobilize and retain the
loyalty of a large social base to fight and
die to make America No. 1 again, As an
extremely important part of this, the U.S.
rulers need to rally and retain the loyalty
of the Black masses and in particular to
attempt to cash in on the bourgeois and
petty-bourgeois: class forces among the
Black people which the U.S. government
made a conscious attempt to develop in
the wake of the revolutionary upsurge of
the 1960s. At the same time, and’as'a par-
tial answer to' their hopes of “‘fulfilling
the American Dream’’ — that is, a “fair
share'” in the spoils of U.S. imperialism
— the Black bourgeoisie (and, in'a more
contradictory way, the Black petty
bourgeoisie) are compelled to “want in."'
Thus the political program advanced for
the 1980s by bourgeois and aspiring
bourgeois forces among the oppressed of
“‘getting into and becoming somebody
within the:system’ — a program which
advarices the parliamentary road (that is,
the ballorand by all means not the bullet)
and'working within the system as the only
“realistic solution'’ for the Black masses
— is.an attempt by the Black bourgeoisie
torally the social base for such a program
which exists among the Black petty
bourgeoisie and the better off sections of
Black workers (and to also drag in as
many of the lower strata as they can) as
political capital in the achievement of
their lofty dream of an equal spot at the
imperialist table. And this program and
outlook is also being widely advertised by
the imperialist ruling class who have
vigorously pushed this as the essence of
the struggle against oppression and in-
equality (all except the part about the
“‘equal’’ spotat the table).

D.C. Congressman Walter Fauntroy,
the national coordinator of the march,
expressed this outlook and program
rather crassly when three days after the
march he announced “‘phase two’' of the
work of the ““New Coalition of Con-
science’': “‘It will be a classic get out the
vote effort on Judgement Day, er — |
mean payday, er — [ mean election day.”
In other words, when these bourgeois
politicians deliver the Black masses as
their political clout — first at the ballot
box, and'then at the trenches — they will
be judged fit to further cash in on the
glorious futurethe U.S. ruling class hasin
store for the people of the world. But if
this seems too crude, Martin.Luther King
Jr. made it clear himself 20 years ago'in
his famous ‘‘I Have A Dream'' speech
when he said: “‘So we have come to cash
this check’ — a check that will give us
upon demand the riches of freedom and
the security of justice.”"

This brings to mind a statement made
more than 100 years ago by Engels who
pointed out that the “‘realm of reason’’
promised by the bourgeois-democratic
revolutions of the 18th century provedin
reality to be ‘‘nothing more than the
idealized realm of the bourgeoisie; thal
eternal justice found its realization in
bourgeois justice; that equality reduced
itself to bourgeois equality before the
law; that bourgeois property was pro-
claimed as one of the most essential rights
of man; and that the goyernment of
reason, Rousseau’s social' contract, came
into being and could'only come into be-
ing, as a bourgeois~democratic
republic,*’

But today is not the 18th century, the
period of historically progressive
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capitalism. Given the realities of modern
imperialist relations (not to mention the
fact that the first gentleman to preside
over the American Realm of Reason was
an outright slevemaster), the ideal
““realm of freedom'’ of Martin Luther
King Jr. and his dream — before the
words had even left his lips — were
nothing but the dream of rewards for ser-
vices rendered as a political broker for the
present-day slavemasters and amounted
to calling on the masses to uphold the
ideals of a rotting corpse. Twenty years,
and a somewhat less glorious presenta-
tion, have only enhanced the stench con-
siderably. :

A Profound Coniradiction

However, the U.S. ruling class and the
Black bourgeoisie are compelled by their
different but related class interests to'ad-
vance such a program and to drag the
masses into political life in an extremely
contradictory and poténtially explosive
situation — a situation in which both na-
tional ‘oppression and the class polariza-
rion :among the Black people are intensi-
fying. While there is a social base, and
one which is somewhat broader than ex-
isted prior to the. 19705, for social
chauvinism, reformism and “‘Black
American patriotism,’” at the same time
the material situation of the masses of
Black people does nor correspond to
these politics, The same crisis which:is
lending urgency to the calls for saferefor-
mism, for “we want in’”and for **Black

patriotism’’ is simultaneously driving °

huge sections of the Black (and other op-
pressed) masses into ever deeper misery
" — and potentially into profound feelings
of “‘we want out’ of this imperialist
system.
Only three weeks before the:march on
Washington, the New York Times
reported that the latest official census
siatistics revealed that the poverty rate
among Black people overall was 35.6% in
1982, nearly three times the poverty rate
for whites and higher than it was in 1972
when it was 33.3%. The poverty rate for
Black children was officially figured at
47.0%. Meanwhile, no sooner had the
march on Washington ended than a
Black astronaut was in orbit providing a
role model for Black youth who, all the
bourgeois studies indicate, would be
“lucky" to get a job selling Star Wars
glasses at McDonalds. A Black Miss
America was chosen singing “Happy
Days Are Here Again”’ while 70% of
Black families'below the poverty line are
headed by women. And Jesse Jackson
was being flown around to the troops in
West Germany, compliments of the U.S:
Army, talking about how the U.S. is one
of the few countries in the world where
you get to elect the commander-in-chief,
-and preaching at the Berlin Wall about
how *‘this is where freedom stops and
tyranny begins.”” Can we not draw some
correlation between the rate at which the
material conditions of the masses of
Black people are deteriorating and the
rate at which all this clap-trap American
Dream ideology is being shoved down
their throats? Sure there’s a class base for
this line, and it is bigger than it was when
Lyndon Johnson launched his so-called
War on Poverty, -and this shit is para-
lyzing and demoralizing people even
among the proletariat. But is it notalso a
product of a real and growing gap which
ithe U.S. ruling class has to try to paper
over, a.gap which will become even more
gaping as what they have in store for the
future comes clearer into view?
This is a big contradiction facing the

ruling class. It is also the case that their
ability to build up bourgeois and petty-
bourgeois forces as a buffer (o help divert
and suppress the Black masses is: being
undermined by the very crisis which is
gripping their system as a whole, though
they must and will devote efforts'to build-
up such forces and especially to entice
them into being political firefighters. This
contradiction was reflected in‘an editorial
in the New York Times on the usefulness
of a Black presidential candidate, when
they make the point that: “The question
for black America and all America is how
to consolidate the civil rights gains of the
past and press for equality in new ways.
Whether a black runs or sprints in 1984,
the best weapon for promoting the welfare
of black America is the ballot.”

What they mean here, if we may be
permitted to put their liberal jargon in
perspective, is that it is:a pressing necessi-
ty for the Black bourgeois forces and the
U.S. ruling class to consolidate a social
base among the Black petty bourgeoisie
and better off workers, to cash in now on
this potential base for American
patriotism and to utilize their influence to
try and drag the oppressed, even kicking
and screaming, into the bourgeois
political process. This was exactly a ma-
jor purpose of the march on Washington:
to make headway in consolidating such a
social base. (And we should note their
emphasis is on consolidating, not expan-
ding this base. The decades of the '60s
and '70s are over; there is no plan for, or
ability to engineer, a major new ‘‘move
onup” for a section of the Black masses.
Crisis:and'war are what lie ahead.)

The organizers of the march did not at-
tempt to turn out the dispossessed Black
masses. (There were few posters for the
event to be seenin the D.C. ghettosin the
months of preparation for the march, for
example.) In fact you might say the pro-
letariat was not invited, and was notably
almost completely absent from this event.
The Washington Post even'ran an article

_on this point noting that many Black peo-

ple from Washington, D.C. did not goto
the march. And, as in other large cilies,
the great majority of Black masses are by
no means middle class. The fact that the
class forces organizing the march did not
want the proletarian masses of the op-
pressed at their big commemoration is
another indication that, even while they
hope to stifle and even influence them,
they view these people as quite a problem
and thatiscertainly favorable for the pro-
letariat. The fact that there were not any
significant number of proletarians there
to oppose the politics of the march in-
dicates something about the objective
situation and that revolutionaries have
some work to do.

Black Middle Class

Overwhelmingly the Black people who
did attend, comprising about 60% of the
march crowd, were from the petty-
bourgeois strata and the better off sec-
tions of the working class. Many of these
forces had in fact been active in the early
'60s in the civil rights movement or took
that as their political frame of reference.
And there wasa smaller number which
had been drawn into the revolutionary
upsurges of the '60s but who, due to the
objective situation and their class posi-
tion, express the kind of cynical
trealism'” which hasquitea bit of curren-
cy with formerly revolutionary forces
among the petty bourgeoisie. Also evi-
dent was the contradictory mood among
these strata which corresponds to their
class position. On the one hand they have

to some extent tasted the fruit of the
‘American Dream and are now faced, if
not with a serious threat to their position
(which many do face), then certainly with
the fact that their aspirations for further
advancement are clouded not only by the
overall crisis of imperialism but by thein-
tensification of national oppression.
This has given rise to a somewhat con-
tradictory moad among these forces,
alternating between conservatism of the
“*hold onto'what you got’’ variety and
militant reformism. One interesting
development along these lines was the ap-
pearance at the march of Louis Far-
rakhan, of the Nation of Islam, who nor-
mally espouses militant separatism and

‘likes to. maintain somewhat of a distance

between himself and the politics of the
more exposed political representatives of
the Black bourgeoisie. In his speech, Far-
rakhan (who trades off the militant
reputation of Maleolm X even while his
own initial rise within the Muslims coin-
cided with the censure of Malcolm by that
organization) made a big point of
distinguishing himself from the historical
stand of the Muslims when Malcolm was
influential. ‘*‘Many people have asked
me, ‘Brother Louis Farrakhan, why are
you here to march when 20 years ago,
when Dr. King marched, the Nation of
Islam under the leadership' of Elijah
Muhammad was not present?’ And I say
to you in answer to that question, I am
here today because I'realize and recognize
that every Black man, woman and child

in this country, indeed, every Black per- -

son on the earth has benefited from the
civil rights movement and the leadership
of Dr. Martin Luther King and all of the
martyrs who shed their blood to make his
dream a reality.’’ Farrakhan then went
on to quote George Washington and
Abraham Lincoln to show how America
has failed to live up to their vision and to
militantly declare his support for *‘mak-
ing America overcome its propensity
toward racism.’* Farrakhan’s militant
rhetoric combined with fence-mending
was very well received by the crowd and
indicates something about both sides of
the mood of the Black petty bourgeoisie
these days.

In a somewhat different category, the
stand of various revolutionary na-
tionalists is also worth noting. While
some participated and *‘critically’’ tailed
the politics of the march, overall these
forces mostly engaged in tailist absten-
tionism — that is neither participating in
nor exposing the politics of the march.
This indicates both dissatisfaction with
the leadership'and politics of the event,
on the one hand, but on'the other hand, a
stance which is still governed by na-
tionalism. This is reminiscent of the
phenomenon during the 1970s where
many revolutionary nationalists, who
during the revolutionary upsurge of the
*60s stood sharply with Malcolm against
the bootlicking of Martin Luther King
Jr.,-attempted to reconcile the two — due
to both the objective situation (the ebbing
movement)| and their own nationalist
outlook,

That the organizers of this. march were
hip to the contradictory mood among
these class forces was indicated (as was the
direction they are leading in) when they
tried to get people at the rally to sing
s America the Beautiful"’ and were forced
to preface it with an explanation that even
though they realized that many people
wouldn’t be too happy about singing
praise to America today, still they should
join in the song with the spirit of **bringing
Anmnierica back to the people.”

The March's Program,
Or War Time and' the Black Bourgeoisie

This refrain of **making America fulfill
its promise’” was at the heart of the pro-
gram advanced at this march under the
slogan of ‘‘Jobs, Peace and Freedom."
Hailed on the “left’’ -as a sweeping pro-
gressive platform which objectively poses
a “‘challenge to the capitalist system,”” this
platform is, on the contrary, a reactionary
platform designed to rally a loyal opposi-
tion (with the emphasis on loyal) and has
the particular feature of being both pro-
foundly American social-chauvinist and
offering considerable maneuvering room

for the revisionists of the Communist’Par--

ty, USA (who are maneuvering like crazy
in these political waters). J

Is it.a shock that the class forces lead-
ing this march haye to come around and
say “‘make America fulfill its promise’’?
Did anyone seriously expect them to
come around and say, ‘‘America has
fulfilled its promise,’” and that.what it
promises for the future is to drag the
masses into untold misery -and destruc-
tion? Maybe somebody thought (hey
could get up and say, well, we’ve got
more than 20% unemployment in the
ghetto and more than 50% unemploy-
ment among the youth — see America
has fulfilled its promise — so go join the
Army and be all youcan be? Are they ex-
pected to tell the Black masses that all
their talk about a'*‘new social contract”
for jobs has never amounted to anything
more than the so-called American Dream
for certain strata of the oppressed while
the masses of oppressed get the American
nightmare? Or that the American Dream
handouts that have been offered to a sec-
tion of the oppressed people here are bas-
ed on the position of the U.S. as number
one economic power in the world and
maintaining and expanding that position
means war regardless of how many times
and how many people talk about ‘‘re-
ordering priorities”’? Of course they’re
not-going to do that. It'would be quite
contrary to their class interests.

As to the demand for Freedom, here
too America has certainly fulfilled its
promise to. the oppressed all over the
'world and a million times over. The con-
cept of freedom under imperialism
becomes bizarre when it is pointed out
that in the routine workings of the system
this “freedom’’ translates out to the fact
that over 8% of all Black people are ar-
rested each and every year. There are
more than 600,000 people who are cur-
rently prisoners in the U.S. — one of the
highest percentages of prisoners in the
world — and more than 50% of them are
Black. Twenty-five percent of all the peo-
ple arrested in the U.S. in any given year
are Black. ‘Actually, a fair idea of U.S.
imperialism’s notion of freedom and jobs
was proyided by chief justice of the
Supreme Court Warren: Burger's pro-
posal that prisons be turned into *‘fac-
tories with fences.”” Perhaps this was a
solution to the dilemma posed by M. Carl
Holman, president of the National Ur-
ban Coalition, in a New York Times
roundtable discussion after the 1983
march which touched on the problem of
the growing number of impoverished
Black masses: ‘‘You've got really only a
couple of options, Either you aregoing to
make them a part of the economic future
you'’re planning or you're going to spend

Continued on page 10
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money, as the states and ¢ities are spen-
ding it now, on how do weget them into
jails as fast as we can." It really does
make one wonder just what Coretta King
is talking about sharing when she says, as
she did at the march, that she does riot
just want freedom for people in this
country but for people in El Salvador,
South Afrieca and so on. But the people of
Asia, Africa and Latin America have
always had more than their share of
freedom a lar Americana (and more than
their fill of people like Mrs. King, t00).

Historically the Black bourgeoisie has
always led the charge under the banner of
“progressive imperialism.’" Especially in
war time it has been the program of such
class forces to support the war effort and
**fight for recognition™ — promoting a
kind of perverse reverse logic like focus-
ing the attention of Vietnam veterans on
the fact that they haven’t been honored!
In this regard it is worth noting a com-
parison drawn by Black social democrat
Manning Marable, which appeared in'the
special issue of Fhe Guardian newspaper
distributed at the march, where he states
that the 1983 march on Washington has,
in his view, more in common with the
1941 march on Washington called by A.
Philip: Randolph, than with the 1963
march. “Thus, despite the formal title of
a ‘twentieth anniversary march,' the
potential and force of this mobilization
and its linkage of these major democratic
and anti-corporate demands evokes
greater parallelsito the more militant 1941
march.”

The 1941 march on Washington was a
march that never happened. The situa-
tion among Black people al the time was
explosive, especially among Black
workers and urban poor, Walter White,
the executive director of the NAACP ar
the time, described the scene-as follows,
*‘Discontent and bitterness were growing
like wildfire among Negroes all over the
country.’” In addition and related to the
outrage brewing over the intensifying na-
tional oppression, there was'also quite'a
bit of nationalist anti-war sentiment
among the masses of Black people onthe
grounds that World War 2 was a “‘white
person’s war.'” All of this threatened to
cause serious problems for the U.S. im-
perialists as they prepared to go to war,

Iniresponse to this A. PhilipRandolph,
together with other Black bourgeois
forces, organized a ‘movement for a
march on Washington in: 1941 around
demands for an end to discrimination in
defenseindustry hiring and in the military
itself. As Black historian Vincent Har-
ding pointed out, the purpose of the
march was two-fold — to channel the
protest of the Black masses into “‘non-
radical’’ forms of struggle and to enable
the Black bourgeoisie to use its influence
among the masses as leverage in. their

dealings' with the federal government. .

The march on Washington was cancelled
one week before it was supposed to hap-
pen due to a deal worked out between
Randolph and President Roosevelt, in
which Roosevelt signed an executive
order formally ending discrimination in
employment in defense industries and
setting up the Federal Employment Prac-
tices Commission to police the situation.

One really owes a debt of gratitude to
Mr. Marable and The Guardian for mak-
ing this comparison to the 1941 march
which so beautifully concentrates the
slogan Jobs and War, or maybe War and
Jobs (if one iscounting on the U.S. towin
the next big one). We think there is much
truth to this comparison and it makes'it
harder for The Guardian to accuse us of
being sectarian when we point out that all
the peace mongering at the 1983 march is
a means to prepare a section of the masses
for war. Ironically, The Guardian, inten-
ding todo the opposite, has made the
point themsefves! With the ranks of
““another warmonger for peace’ swelling
daily (and even Ronald Reagan getting
into the act at the United Nations) it is
hardly surprising to find the likes of An-
drew Young talking about a broad coali-
tion based on “‘disarmament.” And it
certainly shouldn't surprise anyone to
find that the literature put out by the
march coalition calls on ‘‘the American
people to follow the leadership of the
growing number of religious.leaders and
other leaders of conscience, whoare seek-

ing ways to resolve world conflicts
through non-violent means....'" Like
Jesse Jackson, for instance, who has
demonstrated his ability to talk peace
while riding in an army tank and keeping
everybody in suspense about whether or
not he’s going to make a 'bid for
commander-in-chief of the U.S. armed
forces.

In sum, this march and this program
reminds us of Lenin's point that *‘never
do governments stand in such need of
agreement with all the parues of the rul-
ing classes, or of the ‘peaceful’ submis-
sion of the oppressed classes to that rule,
asin the time of war.”" This program ad-
vanced by the leaders of this march and
advertised on the left as “‘broad’ and
‘‘progressive,” ad nauseam, is precisely
designed to accomplish that mission of
submission. Frankly it’s really no dif-
ferent than anything the Democrats come
up with at election time. And while we
might be tempted to label it a bad-
dreamer’s program (o ‘“‘move im-
perialism to the left," it is in fact a pro-
gram to move the masses of people under
the imperialist banner for war.

Role of the CP

The pro-Soviet CPUSA found con-
siderable room within the framework of
““turning the country around and bring-
ing the real America home'" for
maneuvering (o increase their influence
and advance their strategy of ‘‘historic
compromise’” — a strategy which com-
bines gradualism with putschism,
whereby they seek to position themselves
for an alliance with a'section of the U.S.
bourgeoisie which, in a drastically altered
world situation, would see it in their own
national interest to pursue a course more
favorable to ithe global interests of the
Soviet bloc. Thus, the apparent con-
tradiction of the pro-Soviet CP‘suppor-
ting this march and the program of the
Black bourgeoisie which is fundamental-
ly pro-American should be viewed not
merely as fuddy-duddy reformism but as
a part of this strategy. What fthey
especially like about such a program is
that it is fundamentally ‘pro-imperialist
and they are banking on big world events
to decide the issue of which imperialism,
U.S. or Soviet, such a line will serve. The
politics of this demonstration, especially
the emphasis on anti-Reaganism, were
quite agreeable tothem and'they declared
in the July-August issue of their journal
Political Affairs that the preparation,
mobilization ‘and' organization for the
August 27th demonstration was of *‘first
priority in our work.'" Summing up the
1984 elections as “‘turn-around
elections,’’ the CP views the formation of
a broad ‘‘anti-Reagan front’’ as a good
opening for increasing their influence
among certain sections of the people,
particularly those class forces mobilized
for this ‘march. In the same issue of
Political' Affairs cited above, the CP
states: “*The fact that many. involved in
this movement, say, like Harriman, Mac-
Namara, George Kennan, etc., will never
support an anti-monopoly people’s
front, does not mean that they cannot be
part of an all-people’'s movement against
Reagan’s foreign policy. In any case, to
prevent a nuclear holocaust is the only
foundation for the building of any move-
ment for social advance. The profound
lessons drawn from this struggle will
heighten the consciousness of the masses
in the fight for higher and higher goals.
The concept of an all-people’s front to
defeat Reagan is a temporary tactic cor-

_responding to the present moment.""

[t is also significant to note that ap-
parently there was struggle among the
forces leading this march over the ques-
tion of uniting with revisionist forces and
that the CP had some success. A Joint
Statement of the Central Committee of
the CPUSA and the National Committee
of the Young Communist League USA
states that: “*The march overcame and re-
jected anti-communism with which the
administration and its agents among the
people tried to divide and divert the broad
all-people’s front of struggle, represented
in the mobilization, isolate the more ad-
vanced elements, and delimit the political
horizons of the masses in the struggle for
the kind of society in which the Dream
can be made real."” The CP itself march-
ed in an open contingent of several hun-
dred (appropriately under the big gray
balloons used to signify ‘“‘multi-issue
groups’?). Also significant was the fact
that the morning rally before the march ®
featured speakers from the pro-Soviet
ANC of South Africa and the FDR of El

Salvador. Apparently, even while Jesse

~Jackson is off at the Berlin Wall talking

about Soviet Lyranny, at least some of the
bourgeois forces leading this march think
they might need a little Soviet clout to
pursue their dream.

Anti-Reaganism

Overall, however, and given the cur-
rent alignment of forces in the world; the
political party of the hour was the U,S.
imperialists’ own ‘‘party of the people’’
— the Democrats. Anti-Reaganism was
the unifying theme and the most discuss-
ed. This prompted the New York Times
to note that: “*Although it is too early to
say what the coalitions on the left may do

for the divided Democratic Party and its

candidates, their efforts are almost all
focused' in that direction.”” This was
seconded by Andrew Young who said,
“There's no question that Ronald
Reagan was the organizing factor that
pulled this coalition together.”’ And the
echo, resounded’ in every “‘left”’ paper
from the CP 1o the Troskyites to Amiri
Baraka's Unity where Baraka declared:
‘*His attacks on the workers movement,
women, oppressed nationalities, the en-
vironment, the arts and relentlessly on'the
African-American people should have
identified him as the maximum enemy of
the multinational majority in this coun-
try. But because of the weakness of the
movement, the weakness of the
Democratic Party and Reagan’s acting
skills, itis not even ‘even money' that he

can get beaten in 1984, He still has a very

good chance of getting re-elected! This is
the fundamental reason why the August
27 return to Washington must be sup-
ported...." It is tempting here to say
that if Ronald Reagan won the néxt elec-
tion due to the fact that a significant sec-
tion of Black masses put into practice the
slogan “‘the Black masses, who have
fought to get the right' to'vote, must now
have the political sophistication and
awareness not toexercise it!”* that would
be progress! It would mean an-advanced
section had begun preparing to be
something other than'pawnsin atired old
and very deadly imperialist game. Noting
that like the AFL-CIO Solidarity Day
demonstration in 1981, the organizers of
the march were attempting to channel
discontent into the confines of the Demo-
cratic Party, The Guardian says ‘‘never-
theless, mass actions have a decided|y dif-
ferentimpact onthe peoplein the crowd"’
and then, in typical Guardian fashion,
they go to quote ‘‘an activist with the El
Salvador Initiative Campaign’' to say
“The Democratic Party would like not to
discuss jobs, peace and freedom. This
helps legitimize our issues and pressure
the Democrats to address them.””

Now, just what is being legitimized
here is remarkably clear and it points out
the fact that after all is said and done
Ronald Reagan turns out to be a yery ver-
satile character for U.S. imperialism. In
the 1980 elections, Ronald Reagan was
particularly useful to-adyance one aspect
of overall U.S. war preparations by
facilitating the consolidation of their
most loyal and reactionary social base,
typified by the neanderthal politics and
ideology of the Moral Majority. The elec-
tion of Ronald Reagan served not only to
rally this social base, to rouse them with
new vigor into the political arena, bul
also to puff them up and give new respec-
tability to loud and blatant pro-U.S.
chauvinism, open 'warmongering, and
“‘nuke ‘em all’ anti-Sovietism. Now
Ronald Reagan is:proving quite useful in
another respect — as an all-purpose
“target” and rallying cry to consolidate
and mobilize another very necessary side
— a loyal opposition, without which no
good imperialist war can be waged.
Within' this context, there are ‘also
disputesamong the various class forces of
how best to develop such:a loyal opposi-
tion and how to best advance their own
interests within this overall framework.
And this sort of conflict was reflected at
the Washington march, for example in
the dispute among various Black
bourgeois forces as to the desirability of a
Black political candidate. But overall, the
main aspect, as indicated by the very
terms in which these /differences are
debated, is unity on the necessity of
mobilizing their social base among the
petty bourgeoisic and workers in the
trade unions and dragging as many of the
dispossessed as they can into the elec-
tions.

Whether a Black candidate or just a
plain white Democrat is the vehicle, they
need to get busy. As Jesse Jackson putit,

in an article which appeared in the
newspaper of the Nation of Islam, The
Final Call, *' A bargainer without a baseis
a beggar.'" Jesse Jackson “*preached’ to
therally, **We must not focus so muchon
the strength of ‘Goliath, but the courage *
and power of little Dayid. The regressive
Reagan regime won because David did
not use all of his political rocks and did
not pick uphis slingshot, David has unus-
ed rocks just lying around. In 1980 Rea-
gan won with a reverse coalition of the
rich and the unregistered. Rocks just lay-
ing: -around. Reagan won in
Massachusetts by 2500 votes. There were
64,000 unregistered Blacks. Rocks just
laying around.!' Whether or not one in-
terprets little David to be a reference to
Jackson's own candidacy or as a more
collective reference to the Black bour-
geoisie overall, the main point is the
same. The fact thal the Black masses have
to be dragged out Lo vote is not so much
an indication of an advanced level of
political consciousness and revolutionary
mood these days, as it 15 an indication
that they have been left ott of the bour-
geois political process, ‘That the bour-
geoisie is compelled to drag them into
political lifeis only a furtherindication of
thesharpening up of the contradictionsin
the world and events, far more earth-
shaking than the 1984 elections, which
the masses will be dragged into in the not

_ so distant future.

ek I

There are, unfortunately, more than a

few people, who see much of what is

wrong with political events such as the
August 27 march, who are still tempted to
“‘be realistic’” and tostry to find some
revolutionary justification for sub-
merging themselves in ‘‘the action.”’ To
them we must recommend a good hard
look at what the action isand just where it
is going. As the RCP leaflet passed out at
that march put it, “There are those who
‘want in' the imperialist system; the 1983
commemorative march on Washington
and the ¢criminal program it represents is
tailor-made for them." Should a revolu-
tionary really want to tail such ambi-
tions? It is correct, of course, to want to
relate to significant political events such
as these, but the questionis fiow. And the
revolutionary answer is by exposing the
real essence of the program of the march
— and bringing forward the revolu-

tionary programme:in opposition. ;

As for realism, again we musl ask first
and foremost, realism for what? A realis-
tic program for imperialist war and''na-
tional oppression or a realistic program
for revolution and an end to oppression.
We must get beneath the superficial. Yes,
today there is motion by the Black bour-
geoisie and by the imperialists to get the
Black masses (or some of them) into
political life. But why? Once that ques-
tion is asked and scientifically answered,
then it becomes clear Lhat there are other,
even more profound, events stirring. The
sanie forces that are producing the need
to get Black people mabilized under the
reformist and social-chauvinist banner of
the sort raised by this march are also pro-
ducing the basis for real, revolutionary
events in the future. Not only has U.S.
imperialism produced a Black bourgeoi-
sie (and a petty bourgeoisie which — with
important contradictions — provides a
base for theirline);it also has produced a
proletariat and is today driving vast sec-
tions of people — including Black people
— deeper into oppression. The im-
perialists want and need to mobilize peo-
ple as part of a base for war and world-
wide reaction; but at the same time they
are driven to further oppress them and
ultimately drag them to the frontlines. Is
it realism to overlook all this, or to
dismiss it as irrelevant for revoluttionary
strategy? Hardly.

Even to win over, or at least neutralize,
large sections of the petty bourgeoisie
among Black people it is necessary not to
tail them. Insteéad it is necessary to expose
the program under which many of them
are today being mobilized, to carry out
all-around revolutionary work among all
sections of the people, but especially
among the lower sections. of 'the pro-
letariat — and on rhar basis, as events in
the world unfold, to lay a real and solid
basis for winning support for revolution
from these middle strata.

The 1980s will bring profound revolu-
tionary opportunities around the world,
including possibly here in the U.S, It
would be a shame — and worse — (o
throw them away for the sake of march-
ing behind a circus led by clowns. Cl
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bizarre. . .."" The House didn’t need to
ook very far to uncover CIA involve-
ment. Leo Ryan's administrative aide,
Joe Holsinger, testified before another
committee that he received a call in San
Francisco from the Caribbean Desk of
the State Department one hour after
Ryan's death informing him that three
people were dead, possibly Ryan. A short
time later, he got a call dirgct from the
White House. The caller, a White House
staff person, told him that five people
were dead, including Ryan. Holsinger
told the staff person that didn’t corres-
pond with the previous call. The staff
person replied, “*Joe, our information is
correct, We have a CIA report from the
scene.™

1In 1979, inthe best traditions of imiper-
ialist fact-finding, then Secretary of State
Cyrus Vance appointed two ‘“‘retired
senior foreign service officers,”” John
Hugh Crimmins and Stanley Carpenter,
to investigate and produce the ‘‘official®’
government report. They faced the unen-
viable job of expiaining away the.State
Department’s and embassy’s not acting
gn Temple defectors’ warnings of suicide
rehearsals, gun- and drug-running, and
kidnappings and beatings in Jonestown.
But Crimmins and Carpenter came
through, blaming the "inegtitude” on
the embassy’s concern of violating the-
Temple’s rights under the First Amend-
ment and Freedom of Information Act.
It figures this would be their finding
since, according to researchers, retired
agent Crimmins began his career with the
CIA in 1956, continued'in 1963 in Miami
as ‘‘Coordinator of Cuban Affairs’” for
subversive activities, and moved on (o
become Consul General in the Domini-
«can Republic, where he supervised the in-
vasion by U.S. troops in 1965. The hand
of the U.S. government, especially the
CIA, is evident at every turnin the *‘ac-
cepted version’” of Jonestown: in trying
to cover tracks and to invent evidence to
fuel'the story of the ““mass suicide ' This
is most evident in the story of the “sui-
cide itself, to which we will return later.

The Mind Control Thesis

The question of just what the UL.S,
government’s interest and involvementin
Jongstown had been, just what it was
they were trying to cover up, has given -
rise to a suggestion by many, including
Joe Holsinger, that Jonestown was a
“ClA mind control experiment.”” In
1982, this view received some press, with
a lawsuit brought against the U.S. gov-
ernment by a group of People's Temple
defectors, contending that Jim' Jones,
from' 1963 until death, ““was an'employ-
ee, seryant, agent or operative of the. ..
Central Intelligence Agency."

In part, this argument is based'on pa-
rallels between certain of Jones® activi-
ties, and the CIA experiments in the *50s
and '60s which involved the use of mind-
altering drugs like LSD, various torture
techniques, and studies of such things as
lobotomies and electroshock. In the
course of cleaning up and investigating
Jonestown after the deaths, the Guyanese
government found two refrigerators
stuffed with a wide range of mind-
altering drugs, including thorazine and
sodium pentathol (truth serum).

A tremendous mystigue has been built
up around Jones® ‘‘demonic” ability to
get a group of people to act against their
own interests and instincts. One House of’
Representatives report declared Jones
(perhaps enviously) a “mind control
genius.”” But for all the notoriety given to
this *“genius,’” the essence of Jones' abili-
ties remained at the end what it had been
at the beginning — a mixture of old-time
religion and polities. In the late 1950s, he
had been a fraveling evangelist with the
usual repertoire of charlatan’s tricks —
having the faithful talking in tongues and
extracting an occasional “‘cancer” by
psychic healing (that is, by magician’s
tricks with cleverly hidden pieces of rot-
ting chicken livers). Even at that early
date, he spiked his act by opposing racism
and spicing his spiel with Marxist phras-
gs. Until'the end, these remained his sta-
ples — though “‘Marxism,’" in the form
of utopianism and pro-Soviet revision-
ism, became much more importantat the
end, And throughout his career, it is
doubtful if he came up with anything
more sophisticated in the realm of *‘mind

control”™ than some of the grotesque
rituals of confession developed by the
Christian'church in the Middle Ages.

The “mind control’® ‘thesis therefore
totally misses the mark. Really, it is no
different from 7Tinie magazine's version
which points to the “‘jungle only a few
vards -away’’ in the very “‘nature’ of
human beings — only the demon using
magical powers to' herd people to their
deaths in this scenario is the CIA instead
of Jones. Both versions of the ‘‘mind
control' argument, despite the intentions
of some who want o expose the CIA,
give credence to the story that hundreds
of Black people were responsible for tak-
ing their own lives, that this can ade-
quately be described’ as suicide. One is
supposed towalk away from this with the
old lesson eyer more firmly fixed in our
heads: that civilization as we know it —
and that means society sundered into
classes, into oppressed and oppressors —
is.the thin border of barbed wire restrain-
ing our base instincts, however “‘imper-
fect’ such civilization appears 1o be.

Moreover, the CIA seems to have been
a central but by no means exclusive vehi-
cle for the U.S. imperialists® influence on
the Temple. A fixation with the CIA con-
nection fails tocome to grips with the vast
tangle of high-level contacts in the bour-
geoisie maintained by Jones, or alterna-
tively posits the intelligence agency as the
behind-the-scenes hand guiding all, giv-
ing it far more power than it actually had.
1t 'seems clear that from the beginning,
the Temple had achieved at least some
fairly heavyweight connections in the
government, and that Jones had grand
ambitions in this direction. To be sure,
the bulk of evidence indicates that many
of the Temple's early governmental ties
were with the CIA — a Temple defectors’
lawsuit alleging such ties was thrown out
of court on'a technicality. Even this,
though, doesn’t necessarily reveal some
special relationship between the Temple
and the CIA at this stage — the CIA had
itshand inalot of things in the '60s, from
the National Student Association to the
Muoonies. And like the Moonies, what be-
came most important about the People’s
Temple as time went on was not what
went on inside it, but its increasing in-
volvement on the larger political stage.
The milestone, in this changeover oc-
curred after the Temple moved to San
Francisco.

San Francisco

From his long-time base in Ukiah,
Jones had gone on barnstorming trips
across the country, holding meetings
where he recruited new people to.come {0
Ukiah, and' sometimes setting up small
branches of the People’s Temple. He gra-
dually began to focus on San Francisco as
a new headquarters and moved people
and the center of his operation there. By
1976, the move was complete. Jones and
the Temple almost immediately became a
forcein'the bourgeois political arena, and
at the same time, he introduced further
changesin the internal life of the Temple.

The Temple, on the basis of its reputa-
tion of lifting peoplerout of crime; prosti-
tution, and drug addiction and of taking
care of old people, continued'to grow in
San Francisco. But Jones® main focus
was not expanding the membership of the
Temple itself, but developing a cohesive
political force in the bigcity. He required
his members to live communally, placing
the Temple as the main source of infor-
mation and knowledge. He was already
discarding the more old-line spiritualism,
substituting a mix of ‘“‘Marxism,”” pat-
riotism, and utopianism, promising a
paradise onearth. (Jones’ mix of “*Marx-
ism’* and patriotism was neither unusual
nor original — forces like the: Communist
Party USA, with which Jones was to be
increasingly involved, had already long
followed such a seemingly paradoxical
political tack.) Just to make sureno Tem-
ple members would ask embarrassing
questions about Jones’ brand of
“*socialism,” he had had all Marxist
literature belonging to Temple merphers
burned in'1972. Only *‘dad’’ was going to
read — and interpret — such literature,
This he did, quite openly. The Temple
newspaper was laced with articles prais-
ing the Soviet Union and socialism-
according-to-Jones,

It is at this stage that Jones began'to
pull together his well-known connections
with the Rosalyn Carters-and Tom Brad-
leys of the American political world, even
as the CIA and undoubtedly other covert
governmental links were extended. Jones

worked feverishly to build up.a network
of political contacts, protection and fi-
nancial'suppont, or in other words a big-
city political machine. He was instrumen-
tal in getting George Moscone elected
Mayor of San Erancisco.in *75, providing
the difference in a very close election by
canvasing and by busing Temple mem-
bersiin from San Francisco to vote (Jones
madesure that every member of the Tem-
ple was registered to vote — he was not
one to miss out on any chips in the elec-
toral game). Jones was rewarded for his
services to Moscone by being appointed
head of the San Francisco Housing Com-
mission, where he fought for various
liberal reforms, including: passing a bill
for the city to buy the International

Hotel, then in the midst of a massive

struggle over the eviction of older; mainly
Chinese and Filipino, tenants.

At the game time he maintained, and
attempted touse, the Temple’s credibility
as an activist organization, at one time,
for example, busing hundreds of Temple
members to a demonstration supporting
the threatened tenants of the Internation-
al Hotel. As word of Jones' ability to
deliver spread, the ghetto temple was be-
sieged by the vain and the glorious, from
then Goyernor Jerry Brown, to Angela
Davis, to business tycoon Cyril Magnin.
Mayor Bradley of Los Angeles spoke for
themall at a ceremonial dinner honoring
Jones when heenthused, ““Here, truly, is
a man touched by God.””

One particular tie to'the San Francisco
establishment that stands out is Tim
Stone, the People’s Temple lawyer and
informal second-in-command. Stone had
been' Assistant DA in Ukiah when the
Temple was headquartered there, and he
quicklygot a job as Assistant DA in San
Francisco, a position which proved ex-
tremely valuable to Jones; local police
and the District Attorney’s office not.on-
lyrignored Temple members' reports of
beatings and suicide drills and other such
things, they turned the names of these
“traitors’ over to Jones. On the other
hand, Stone ultimately turned against
Jones, as we shall'see, and proved to be a
formidable enemy.

Overall, the political - connections
Jones established in S.F. were.to be im-
mensely valuable. Almost nothing unfa-
vorable to the Temple was published in
the press until 1977, despite the scandal-
ous goings-on inside, and despite the fact
that Temple defectors were trying very

hard'to find anyone who would print ex-

posures. Ultimately, for example, over
150 foster children in the care of Temple
families were kidnapped to Guyana and
died there. Though the State Welfare De-
partment knew of the kidnappings, no
charges were ever filed. Even after wel-
fare checks came'back to San Francisco
after being cashed in Guyana, they con-
tinued to be mailed out, A California
state official told his staff at the time not
to investigate any charges of misconduct
because ‘‘the case is dirty, that is, it had
political problems and could be danger-
ous.”

Whileitis not clear exactly when Jones
started to develop ties with the CPUSA,
these ties apparently blossomed in S.F. It
was.a ‘‘natural’’ thing. Jones sought ties
with the social movements in the Bay
Area; the Temple looked progressive ina
legitimate sort of way; Jones was an
adept maneuverer in bourgeois political
circles, with.extensive ties; he emphasized
both his patriotism and his socialist, pro-
Soyiet/leanings; and he led an influential
grouping of Black people. It’s hardly sur-
prising that Angela Davis spoke at the
Temple, and continued to support Jones
after the move to Guyana.

The Winds Shift

After a relatively short period of glory
in San Francisco, things started to turn
against Jones. In the summer 0f 1977, the
first significant attack appeared in the
press, a partial exposure of some of the
Temple's disciplinary practices in a
California monthly magazine, New
West, Jones got wind of the article before
it was. even published and became ex-
tremely paranoid. He knew very well that
if the bourgedisie turned against him,
they could tear him to pieces. Indeed,
New West magazine was at that time be-
ginning to take up with gusto a series of
journalistic hatchet jobs for the bour-
geoisie; this was nolightweight local press
leak. There were other signs of unfayor-
able winds blowing against Jones in high
places, t00. Almost at the same time as
the article appeared in print, the entire

Temple was on its way to Guyana — a
move that had' long been planned, but

which was executed under pressure.

Strangely, the New West article barely
mentioned Tim Stone — who, one might
think, would be a big target, with his dual
role as Assistant DA and leading light in
the Temple. Shortly after the move to
Guyana, he left the Temple entirely, and
started to organize a well-funded Con-
cerned Relatives organization to push for
further attacks on Jonestown. Was New
West simply protecling Stone as a news
source? Or deliberately keeping clean the
name of a figure who was soon to play an
importantroleinthe U.S. pressure onithe
Temple? In any case, two things are
significant about Stone defecting from
the Temple: first, Stone is accused in
some of the Jonestown literature as a
possible long-time intelligence agent of
some kind (Jones and Temple loyalists, in
particular, point this finger); and second,
he was, replaced as Temple lawver by
Charles: Garry, big-time revisionist
lawyer with ancient ties to the CPUSA.
The upshot was that the Temple had
serious bourgeois opposition inside the
U.S. at the same time as it drifted into a
new dependence on pro-Soviet revisionist

-circles. Inside Guyana, the settlement

quickly established friendly relations
with: both the U.S. embassy and the
Soviet. embassy, as well as the Guyanese
government. The stage was set for a
vicious tug-of-war, with' the U.S. and
Soviets on either end, and Jones himself
jumping back and forth' In the tightening
hammrerlock of external pressures, and
buffeted by parallel faction-fighting
within the Temple, Jones’ grand plan in-
creasingly became a desperate flounder-
ing for’survival.

Guyana — Rifts and Risks

The People’s Temple first sought out
the possibility of buying land in Guyana
in 1973, while still in Ukiah, and it final-
ized the deal in 1974, buying a piece of
remote and difficult jungle positioned be-
tween the population centers of Guyana
and the Venezuelan border. Between '74 .
and '77 Jones sent some people with agri-
cultural'skills and some with construction
skills to build up a settlement. Jonestown
was so remote that it was impossible Lo
get there or leave without a boat or plane.
The inaccessibility was certainly part of
what Jones was seeking for a location for
his ‘‘paradise’’; the location between
Venezuela and Guyana’s populated coast
was also of some advantage tothe Guya-
nese government as well, especially at the
time the colony was founded. There was
an historic border dispute between Vene-
zuela and Guyana, and Jonestown was in
the disputed territory; in 1977 the tension
was high, and Venezuela, at the urging of
the U.S., was threatening to invade. The
Guyanese government, therefore, didn’t
at all mind a settlement of Americans
with respectable credentials (but who ex-
pressed appreciation for Guyanese “‘so-
cialism’’) as a living buffer in the middle
of the disputed territory.

But there was much more than mere
geographic location and the fact that the
government of Guyana was largely black
that made Guyana Jones’ choice for his
settlement. One writer on Jonestown,
John Nugent in White Night, described
Guyana this way, in a book that is largely
an apology for the CIA and U.S. State
Department:

*4It is a sensitive monitoring post
for the U.S. as well as the 30 other
nations represented there. It is an
influential center 'of ideological
moods of the nearly 30 countriesin
this volatile area. It is also an ex-
cellent observation point from
which to study the way a Socialist
government worksin the Americas.
Diplomats also take the pulse of
what the nonaligned nations are up
to. Yugoslavia has an embassy
there, for example, as well as key
Eastern bloc governments that are
active in the 3rd world: North
Korea, Cuba, East Germany.
Georgetown, Guyana, is a small
enough city — about 170,000 pop-
ulation — to'allow a close study of
global trends through contact with
the diplomats present: how the -
Russians and Chinese are getting
on; what the prospects are for
spreading Socialism and Marxism
in the 3rd world; how Cuba’s
‘moods fluctuate on the eritical

Continued on page 15
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1ssues — critical atleast for the U.S.
— of military intervention in Afri-
can affairs; what increasingly active
{in revolution-exporting), Libya 18
up to in this hemisphere, . ,."

Another writer called Guyana a “‘spy’s
paradise.” This.atmosphere, superheated
by U.S./Soviet contention, was to: be
seen by Jones as an ideal climate tonego-
tiate the exodus of Temple members to
the “‘socialist” country. This being so,
one is forced lo consider whether Jones
held qut this possibility from the very be-
ginning, whether Guyana was seen all
alongas-a kind of way station for a final
piéce de résistance. Whatever the inten-
tions, this was undeniably the outcome.

But Jones did not have forever, whe-
ther he knew it or not. The*‘opening’” for
him in Guyana hinged on the way Guya-
na fit into the shifting international rela-
tions in the '70s. Forbes Burnham, the
Guyanese prime minister, had been put
into power in the middle-"60s in a CIA-
manipulated election, but as the U.S: was
defeated in Vietnam, and the Soviet
Union flexed its muscles as a rival super-
power, Burnham scented the possibility
of increasing his own stature as a ngo-
colonial lackey. In 1970, Burnham, who
had always declared himself a ‘‘socialist,”
nationalized the three largest corpora-
tions in Guyana (one of them British, the
other two American). While much of this
nationalization was on financial terms ex-
tremely favorable to imperialism, there
were loud squeals from the U.S. In 1972,

Guyana extended diplomatic recognition
to Cuba and started Lo strengthen its
economic ties with the Soviet bloe.

1976-77 marked the low point in U.S./
Guyanese relations. Guyana extended aid
to the pro-Soviet MPLA guerrillas in
Angola, and the U.8. responded with
political and economic pressure. 1n 1977,
Guyana applied for associate member-
ship in the CMEA, the Soviet interna-
tional economic association. It was dur-
ing this time that the border dispute be-
tween Guyana and Venezuela reached its
sharpest point, with 'Venezuela threaten-
ing toinvade. 1t was at this time, too, that
the bulk of the Jonestown settlérs ar-
rived.

However, by'1978, the U.S., througha
combination of measures, began to pull
Guyana back into the fold. By October
1978, Guyana was beginning an austerity
program linked to an §81 million IMF
loan, while Forbes Burnham was de-
nouncing the Soeviet Union: for refusing
them aid. 'Venezuela was backing: down
on the border. In November 1978, 200
peopledied at Jonestown. The “*opening™
for Jonestown in Guyana had closed.
Hard.

One More Look Al The “*Suicide’!

At this point, before dropping from
the sphere of international relations to
look back inside the Temple, it should be
noted that by the time Jones had moved
to Guyana, the Temple was: directly in-
volved in its own infernational relations,
and this had direct influence on what
happened inside the Temple. Jonestown
lieutenants had ongoing relations with a
number of embassies, and at the U.S. and
Soviet embassies at least, this apparently
included CIA and KGB agents under dip-
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lomatic cover. The meetings' bétween
Jonestown lieutenants and various goy-
ernments were reported, thoughina dis-
torted way, inside the Temple, and had
profound impact on'the mood of the peo-
ple.

Relations with the U.S. embassy were
intriguing indeed, a total puzzle, if one ig-
nores the propaganda tug-of-war which
colored events from: the start. Various
congressional investigations insist on the
embassy’s "proper respect for the Tem-
ple's civil liberties,’ which, it must be
said, appears to have been the rule —
astonishingly so, given the dirty dealings
and anti-U.S. scheming within Jones-
town! The U.S. embassy had to know
soon after Jones arrived, if not before,
that the Temple was negoliating todefect
to the Soviet Union. This would clearly
have been a devastating propaganda
blow to the U.S., and would have re-
quired energetic countermeasures from
anyreasonable diplomat, let alone a CIA
agent, Yet, for almost the entire period of
the Jonestown settlement’s existence in
Guyana, the embassy actively worked to
protect Jonesand Jonestown and give the
settlement'great freedom of action.

Throughout *77 and '78, shipments of
drugs, guns and cash kept pouring into
the Jonestown settlement, and the em-
bassy staff all but gave them official
diplomatic cover. In 77 Temple defec-
tors advised the Treasury Department
that shipments of guns and cash were go-
ing to Guyana, The Department encour-
aged them to keep on reporting, but no
official action was ever taken. Debra
Blakey, one of those in the Temple's in-
ner circle, defected from Jonestown in
May 1978. She sought embassy aid to'get
back to the U.S. and told Consul Richard

McCoy about beatings and'suicide drills;
he put her written report in his:safe and
essentially told' her to keep her mouth
shut, and nor to talk toithe press.

McCoy also had responsibility for
dealing with relatives of Temple members
who would call the embassy and ask offi-
cials to talk to their relatives, find out if
they wanted to leaye the Temple, etc. The
embassy policy on these matters in prac-'
tice was 10 assure relatives that Jones-
town seemed to be a nice place, then
promise to make a visit and talk to the
Temple members in question. The em-
bassy would then submit a list to
Jonestown of members whom officials
wanted (o visit, make the trip to' the
jungle settlement, and then interview
Temple members in the presence of
Jonestown' leadership, — if the Temple
members in question were “‘available.’
Such visits invariably led to reports that
all was fine. _

Why was the embassy and the U.S.
government in general acting this way? It
would seem that part of this had to do
with the necessities of being careful with
the delicate relations betwgen Guyana
and the U.S. Jonestown had its own “‘so-
cialist’' relations with the Guyanese gov-
ernment, and functioned as a buffer be-
tween Guyana and U.S.-backed Vene-
zuela. But most fundamentally, it would
seem that the U.S. government was con-
tinuing its long-term policy of supporting
Jones, a policy which already had result-
ed in a dependence being built up.in
Jonestownon the good graces of the U.S.
government — graces which could be
pulled out in'a minute — or utilized —
with'devastating effect.
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tion of other countries™ whose criticism
of Haiti “*harms the welfare of the poor
people in Haili’” because they encourage

foreign governments to ‘‘stop giving

meney to Haiti." And then, menacingly,
in an obvious reference to Boncy’s arti-
cle, Magloire wrote that dying like a dog
does not happen in Haiti but it does in
New York — but nevertheless he hoped it
didn’t happen to Boncy. Boncy had
received threats before, and shortly after
Firmin’s murder a man called and told
him there is “‘a list of people who have to
be shot. Firmin Joseph was on that lst
and he was just the first.”

We can thank Magloire for here mak-
ing clear not enly his own disapproval of
critics'of the Duvalier regime but also the
disapproval of the U.S. In specifying
anti-Duvalier Haitians living in “‘other
countries’” and stating that it is in New
York that people ‘‘die like a dog”
Magloire was including in 'his not at all
subtle threat at least the “approval’ of
the U.S.

Joseph's paper had also carried an ex-

posure of Jean-Claude's father-in-law -

for not paying taxes — to which Bennett
responded directly and produced a letter
from the tax bureau that said he had paid,
which he sent (o, Tribune D'Haiti. Joseph
responded that he knew what the situa-
tion'was — that if Bennetl appeared al
the 1ax office, they would know thalt they
had better produce what was demanded
or else their lives would be on the line.
Joseph wasa controversial figurein the
Haitian émigré community with some
criticizing him for various questionable
ventures, It is clear that the articles'in his
paper hit at some highly sensitive targets
among Haitian ruling circles, however,
and people were not surprised when saon
after he reported a threat. On August 14,
the Tribune [’Hairi reported a telephone
call from someone saying he was a
spokesman for the Haitian Consulate in
MNew York and asking for the editor. The
voice warned the paper Lo stop printing a
currently-running series, ““157 Days in
Jail,” because ‘‘this doesn't please the
Consul General.” The voice refused to
identify himself but 15 minutes later call-
ed back and said he was the Vice Consul
of Haiti and if the paper continued its
anti-Duvalier campaign ‘‘the government
which is a powerful regime could get you
and kick your ass. Besides, we have
diplomatic immunity and we have the
means/to find you wherever you are in
New York,”' It also demanded that the

paper stop harassing Juan Magloire’s Le
Nouveanw Monde.

The Haitian Consulate has, of course,
denied having anything to do with
Joseph's death. The denial did not in-
clude the very accurate connection made
by the caller between the U.S. govern-

ment and the government of Haiti,

Recently, Haitians in Miami have also
been subject to increased terror — several
buildings connected with the Haitian
community have been torched, with the
origin widely believed to be the
Macoutes.

To break the chains—
the revolutionary

Marxism-
Leninism

the international working class

developed an extracrdinary body of
theoretical work in close connection
with the revolutionary storms of the -
last century and a half. Ushered in by
Marx’s monumental exposure of the
mainsprings of capitalist society,
developed by Lenin’s groundbreaking
analysis of imperialism and the role
of a revolutionary party, further ex-
tended by Mao’s contributions on the
necessity to continue the revolution
under the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, this‘revolutionary.science
has led hundreds of millions in the
struggle to transform the face of the

earth.

There has beena crying need for a
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brings together the fundamental

revolutionary. principles of Marxism-
Leninism, Mao Tsetung Thought.
Now, for the first time inia single
volume there is a unique guide and
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chaos of our time.
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If the murder of Firmin Joseph'is any
indication, however, the increased

_ repression will raise more questions than

it will settle. Whatis at stake is indeed, in
Magloire’s words; the ‘‘stability’ of
Haiti. **Stability"" which the U.S. govern-
menl hasagreat stakein'maintaining. [}
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