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Grenada Invasion:

Latest HI! on
U.S. Wdr Roll

The broadcast was sounded throughout
the liny Caribbean nation of Grenada in
the early morning hours of Oct. 25 as
1900 U.S; Marines and Army Rangers
stormed ashore with their guns blazing.
"Citizens of Grenada, military forces of
neighboring Caribbean states and the
United States have arrived in Grenada to
restore ̂ rder and protect lives. Do not
hinder',our efforts to stabilize your na
tion.. Your cooperation will ensure
that peace and democracy will be restored
in the near future." About a dozen U.S.

warsfiips, including the aircraft carrier
Ifidipeiidence with 70 Tighier jets on
bodrd, cruised just off the Grenadan
codstline. As helicopter gunships strafed
tjle land and U.S. troops battled to seize
ionirol of the country, the radio station

j^sei up by the U.S. forces at the onset of
the invasion broadcast tunes from the

Beach Boys (established symbols of
Americana) and Hall & Gates (was it the
tune "Maneater"?). On the second day
of the invasion still another 1,000 troops
were dispatched to reinforce the original
band of imperialist marauders.
A .few hour.s after the invasion was

launched Reagan appeared on nation
wide television in the U.S. to announce it
and state why it was necessary. Accor-

.-■'ding to Reagan, the purpose of the inva
sion was' three-fold — "To protect
American lives, to forestall further chaos
and to restore democratic institutions to
Grenada." Standing by his side, Domin
ica's P'rime Minister, Eugenia Charles,
parroted this point — it was necessary
"..;so that Grenadans can chose for
themselves the government they want and
nOi have, every few years, governments
'Imposed on them by persons who will

•"otherwise." And so, all can now rest
assured that the ground has been cleared
for "democracy, civilized values and the
American way" to take root in Grenada.
Actually, no more fitting example of
what this prattle really means — and
what actually lies at the bottom of all
political power — could be found than
the ruthless invasion of an oppressed na
tion, the overthrow of its government
and the subsequent military occupation
of its territory.

Once again this linie-worn and ragged
banner of U.S. imperialism is being used
to mask the real contradictions at work.
There is definitely quite a bit more going
on here than the removal of a government
that the U.S. found Inimical to its in
terests. More than anything else, the re
cent events in Grenada were determined
by the healing up of the contradictions of
the imperialist system on a global scale —
most especially the contradictions be
tween the U.S.- and the Soviet-led im
perialist blocs, their accelerating drive
towards, and preparations for, world war

Continued on page 6
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The Future, In This Countiy And
The Worid, is Coming Up For Grabs

There are momenta rare in history. They may come only once
in decades, but when they do. they place tasks and forms of strug
gle before the proletariat and oppressed peoples of the world which
influence the course of things for decades to come. Today the
world, including the U.S., is entering such a period. It is a time of
crisis for a system which has subj ected millions here and hundreds
of millions internationally to daily agony, a system which-in its
normal times has almost uninterrupb^y wag^ wars of plunder
from one end of the globe to another. Such is the imperialist
system, which is once again caught in a desperate and deepening
economic and political crisis, fast approaching the point of
worldwide explosion.

We who live in the U.S., one of the great citadels of this system
of robbery and murder, face immense responsibilities and opportu
nities in this conjuncture. Today, as they have demanded of the
people of the world, the rulers of this country also demand of the
people here that we willingly and urgently ready ourselves to
march—or be literally dissolv^—into our graves in imprecedented
numbers in order to perpetuate this imperialist system with the
U.S. on top and provide future generations with tUs same "peace
and prosperity"—and worse.

"There is no other way out, no way to return to the 'happy
days' of the past, except for America to 'rise to the challenge,' rally
its allies, meet and defeat the danger, especially from Russia, and
revive America's position as 'number one in the world'—a£ what
ever cost "—this is the message that is spewing forth in a sickening
and rising chorus from every mouthpiece and propaganda organ of
the U.S. ruling class. And the same is true of the Imperialist rul
ing classes of the world. This is also particularly true of the Soviet
Union, itself an imperialist power and, like the U.S., heading up an
imperialist bloc for war. The masses there, those within its
"socialist camp" and under its international domination as well as
those oppress^ by and fighting against Western imperialism, are
told by the Russian rulers to swilow the same basic swill—but
with a Russian flavor. The only way to secure peace in the world
Bnri bring progress for humanity, according to this version of im
perialist gangster logic, is to depend on, and sacrifice millions of
lives in the service of. the expansion of Russian "influence" and
the replacement of the United States by the Soviet Union as the
dominant world power.

No choice but to be enslaved by one or another of the several
major imperialist powers: no choice but the victory of one im
perialist war bloc or the other; no prospect but untold suffering
and sacrifice and unparalleled destruction to maintain and
strengthen this enslavement—this is the future the imperialists
and their hangers-on declare for the people. And they are right—

this is the only future—so long, and only so long, as the slaves of
every country remain unquestioningly loyal and blindly obedient
to their masters and set their sights and their aspirations no
higher than the roiserable horizons imposed by the ruling classes
and the imperialist system.

But the whole history of humanity, as well as the present reali
ty, shows that there is another path—the path which the oppress
ed in every society sooner or later take, the path not backward but
forward—the path of resistance against and ultimately the revolu
tionary overthrow of their oppressors. Today, even as the im
perialists on both sides are feverishly accelerating their prepara
tions for world war in the face of their deepening crisis, revolu
tionary movements are gathering momentum and gaining
stren^h in many parts of the world, confionting and poun^g at
the imperialist system and both superpowers.

Revolution is the only means to prevent world war. This is not
some kind of general truth divorced fi-om present retility, nor is it
an abstract slogan with no concrete and immediate application.
Only a major realignment of the world by the proletariat and its
allies—only the overthrow of imperialism and reaction and the
establishment of revolutionary regimes where the proletariat rules
or is playing the leading role and is carrying the struggle forward
to socialism in large and/or strategic parts of the world—only this
can prevent the world war looming on the horizon. And should
world war be brought about by the imperialists before it can be
prevented by revolution, then revolution remains the only way the
masses of people can break free of the chains of exploitation and
degradation of the imperialist system and its vicious cycle leading
repeatedly to deeper crisis and more devastating war. While the
imperialists and their reactionary retainers insist that there is no
choice, no "freedom" but to be enslaved by one or another of them,
and particularly that a war started by and fought between them
can only end in the victory of one imperialist bloc or the other, the
truth is that the only real choice, the only road to real freedom and '
the only war worth fighting for the masses of people, is a revolu
tionary war against these reactionary classes-and in fact that a
war started by the imperialists must be transformed into a revolu
tionary war of the proletariat and oppressed masses in all coun
tries to overthrow and shatter the grip of imperialism and reac
tion.
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Would Be Enough
Recently 1 heard a startling statistic: one out of every four women in the U.S.

wiU be the victim of a sexual assault during her lifetime. One out of four!, and
the nUmbCT is expected to rise to one out of three. Right there, even if this' 'way
of life" did not produce any of the other seemingly endless outrages and gen
uinely monstrous crimes — all the way to world war — that it does produce;
even if what stands behind that statistic were the only thing seriously wrong
with this system, that alone would be enough to rise up against it and not stop
until it had been overthrown and something better put in its place.

When the percentage is as great as that — one out of four — and on top of
that when it is expected to rise even higher, to one out of three, then this is not
something which is going to be eliminated without radically and thoroughly
transforming all property relations, including those that now prevail between
men and women, and with them thedominant morals and values, it is not some
peculiar deviation from the dominant social relations, between men and
women in particular and in society more generally — it is a concentrated ex
pression of them, magitifying their essential nature. The New Programme of
our party, in speaking specifically of the oppression of women, calls attention
to the fact that the dominant social relations in this society, induding between
men and women, "perfecdy mirror the economic relations — exploitative"
and that "Thfiiproletarian revolution will change all that, through a prolonged
process of struggle involving both men and women and including the
children." (page 78) In a way the greatest indictment of the present system and
its upholders on this question, and the greatest confirmation of the fact that
only proletari^ revolution will radically change these social relations and
eliminate such evils as sexual assault, is the fact that the rulers and spokesmen
of the preeot society do not and can not even daim chat they will do this.

icism and the Shift in
World Relations

There is a lot of cynicism around these days. I notice that, in the cultural
sphere in the U.S., one of the main ways this comes out is in the tendency,
especially among Intermediate artists, to treat everything as equally fair game
for ridicule and contempt. In a way, those who are caught up in this are like
people with a spiritual machine gun that is out of control: they spray bullets in
all directions, blasting anything and everything indiscriminately, so that one
minute they have scored a hit on the status quo and its enforcers, its stultifica
tion of everything creative and so on, and the next they have aimed a salvo at
those who are the victims of this, including those who are rebelling against it.

In other words, one of the most significant and most harmful aspects of this
is that it obliterates the fundamental dividing line between the oppressor and
the oppressed and between reaction and revolution. This is a line that was very
sharply drawn, not only within the U.S. but on an international level, in the
19605. But since then things seem to have gotten more complex and the lines
more blurry, even for many who do appreciate the importance of this fun
damental distinction and are striving to take their stand on the side of the op
pressed and for rebellion against reaction. This is very much related to the shift
in world relations that has occurred since the 1960s, and in particular the shift
in the principal contradiction in the world from that between the oppressed na
tions and imperialism to what is the principal contradiction today: the con
tradiction among the imperialists themselves and specifically between the two
imperialist blocs. To put it another way, while there are important revolu
tionary struggle at this time, in the main confrontation shaping up in the world
today — and shaping things in the world overall — it is not a question of the
good guys vs. the bad guys, the oppressed vs. the oppressors, revolution
against reaction, it is a question of both sides being bad guys, both being op
pressors, both bulwarks of reaction. It is not hard to see how this could spread
confusion and even feed cynicism.

But as I pointed out in the article "The '60s Weren't Always The '60s,' and
the '80s WiU Be Far Heavier," (/? WNo. 203, May 1, 1983): "No. this is not the
'60s. But, as important as the '60s were and as much as they were a time of ad
vance for the revolutionary struggle throughout the world, keeping in mind the
objective situation today and what it wiU bring forth in the years Just ahead,
then overall and strategically and specifically in terms of the possibilities for
revolutionary advances, the '80s are more favorable than even the '60s for the
intematiooal proletariat." While certainly not without contradiction, the more
that this process develops and sharpens and more particularly the more thai
revolutionary advances are made, the more It will call forth people, including

among inteUectuals and artists specifically, who will recognize clearly the basic
dividing line and take their stand with the oppressed masses and their revolu
tionary struggles. The fact that this statement itself may evoke a cynical
response among many (including some who will find the best brought forth in
them later, as this does unfold) is to a significant degree a reflection of the fact
that the '80s are not fully the '80s yet, above all in terms of the revolutionary
possibilities that wUl emerge among the upheavals and cataclysms ahead.

By the way, insisting on the importance of that basic dividing line referred to
repeatedly above does not mean denying any positive role for criticizing and
even poking fun at the weaknesses and shortcomings of the oppressed masses
and revolutionary movements and forces, including in artistic works.
Everything can and should be criticized, but everything is not everything.
Criticism of the oppressed and the revolutionaries should be done on the basis
of keeping firmly in mind that basic dividing line and in a qualitatively different
spirit and with a qualitatively different content and aim than criticism and
ridicule of, the oppressors and reactionaries. Looking ahead to the future and
socialist society, there will certainly be a role for works of art as well as other
vehicles that express criticism of and poke fun at the weaknesses and shortcom
ings of thestate, the party and other institutions and practices, pointing to con
tradictions between our objectives and declared aims and our actual practice.
But, again, this can only play a positive role if it is done from the basic stand
point of supporting and seeking to strengthen the consolidation of the new
society and its further revolutionary transformation and the leadership re
quired for such an unprecedented struggle. An example from the other side
should help to illustrate this. Johnny Carson, particularly in his monologues,
has always poked fun at the politicians, at different government agencies and
policies and so on, but this has always been from the basic standpoint of sup
porting and defending the present system and the interests of U.S. imperialism
In particular, and they have always been able to count on him in this regard.
Certainly the proletarian revolution and the future socialist society should be
no less able to bring forward many who play a similar but at the same time
radically different role on behalf of liberating humanity from the material and
mental shackles of class-divided society and the strangulation of the cash
nexus.

asta, "Revelations"
and Revolution

Engels, in one of his essays examining religion, showed how the last book in
the Christian bible, "Revelations," represented not some vague and timeless
vision but the prediction specifically of the destruction of the Roman Empire
within a short period of time. More fundamentally, he pointed out that it
represented the desperate outcry of a section of the Jewish people against op
pression by the Romans, infused with a profound hatred for the oppressor but
also a sense of frustration, despairing of being able to bring down this monster,
Rome, by worldly means alone and therefore invoking the intervention of
divine retribution to destroy it. in short, it reflected the position of the Jewish
people in relation to the Roman Empire in that period, a people sorely oppress
ed by but in many ways marginal to that Empire.

It strikes me that there is an analogy there to at least- aspects of the
Rastafarian movement of today. It, too, gives expression to the profound
anger, feut also I believe a similar frustration, of sections of the masses whose
roots are in Africa and who have been historically colonized and enslaved by
Western imperialism and are still victimized by it. And to a significant degree it
finds its basis among sections of society that have been reduced to a largely
marginal existence by the workings of imperialism — particularly peasants-
driven off the land in Jamaica into the cities, or even into other countries such
as imperial Britain or the United Slates, finding themselves in a declassed or
semi-declassed situation. That, however, is not the whole picture, because for
one thing in a period like the immediate one. where in most countries and on a
world scale the forces of proletarian revolution are still weak and still recover
ing from recent and devastating defeats (above all the loss of socialist China),
more than a few oppressed proletarians will be drawn toward movements like
the Rastafarians. Coniinucd on page4



Page 4—Revolutionary Worker—October 28,1983

Doing the 'War Powers" Donee
On October 12, Ronald Reagan signed

into law a congressional tneasure auihor-
iring the U.S. marines to stay in Lebanon
for at least another 18 months. This was
the capper in the great War Powers Act
debate which had occupied center stage
for some weeks prior. The War Powers
Act was approved by Congress some ten
years ago in the wake of the Vietnam
War. Popular wisdom has it that the law
enables Congress to "constrain" the war-
making powers of the president and com
bat "abuses of power," "excesses" by
the administration, and so on.

It is alleged that the alarm over
l.ebanon was sounded in late August.
when it became clear to many congress
men that U.S. forces in Beirut were fac
ing a "hostile situation." The "threat"
to invoke the War Powers Act subse
quently became front-page news.
And after such stern insistence that Ihe

provision be invoked — what happened?
The Act was invoked, in the form of a
resolution passed first by the House, then
by the Senate, on applying the Act to
Lebanon. But where was the "constraint
of power"? In reality, the resolution dif
fered not one iota from the overall U.S.
policy now already in place in Lebanon!
Tough cookies, these congressmen.
Reagan himself was delighted. After

the resolution sailed through the House,
the president remarked, 'Tm especially
plea^ that this proposed resolution not

only supports our policy in Lebanon but
now enables us to advance United States
peacekeeping interests on the solid bipar
tisan basis that has been the traditional
hallmark of American foreign policy."
Tip O'Neill, that fiery orator from Mass
achusetts, stated that by endorsing the
resolution Democratic leaders were

"agreeing on the philosophy of the White
House — to protect the Marines in Leba
non." They certainly do agree with die
"philosophy" here — i.e., that the pre
sence of U .S. forces in Lebanon is key not •
only to the U.S.'s regional necessities in
the Middle East, but to its global goals as
well. More, they are bound and deter
mined to panot the by now standard im
perial parlance which covers the advance
ofU.S. interests with the "protection" of
the marines.

There's a lesson here in bourgeois dem
ocracy. Here the Congress insists on in
voking the War Powers Act — then turns
around and does so only on the condition
that the thing is meaningless! And there
was some hint that this would indeed be
the case even during the great debate:
numerous Congressional leaders eagerly
informed Reagan and the rest of the
country that U.S. Lebanon policy was
hardly threatened by Congress. Congress
merely wanted its chance to officially ap
prove. Given this, it's clear that the whole
charade was an arrangement calculated
to make a mockery of the entire notion of

mmms
Continued from page 3

The point is that, on the one hand there are important things in common be
tween the Rasiafarians and proletarian revolutionaries — in particular we
share a profound hatred for colonialism in ail its forms and other manifesta
tions of imperialist tyranny — but on the other hand there is a profound dif
ference as well: communism, the guiding philosophy of proletarian revolu
tionaries, recognizes that the basis for the oppression of the masses of people
throughout the world but also the basis for overthrowing that oppression must
be sought in actual, material forces in society and not in fantastic, supernatural
(or god-man) beings or forces. This is a refiection of the basic difference be
tween the position of the proletariat and that of other classes (and declassed
strata) in present-day society. The conclusion from this is not that there is no
basis of unity with those in the Rastafarian movement — with at least many of
them unity can and must be built — but that only the revolutionary proletariat
and its guiding philosophy can lead the revolution that will ultimately destroy
and uproot imperialism and all relations of exploitation and oppression
throughout the world.

fational Nihilism and
Restorationist Nihilism

Our party has given, and will continue to give, great emphasis to the siru^ie
against patriotism in the imperialist countries and to debunking the notion,
with regard to those countries in panicular, that communists should strive to be
the best representatives of the nation. In the pamphlet You Can'i Beat the
Enemy While Raising His Flag, we pointed out that historically in the interna
tional communist movement the concept of "national nihilism" acted as a
cover for patriotism and social chauvinism in the imperialist countries in par
ticular, that this so-calied "national nihilism" — the attempt to wreck, destroy
or deny the whole history of the nation — was a straw man that "was meant to
characterize and attack any view that did not base itself, ideologically arid
politically, on patriotic sentiments, "and that indeed communists, especially in
the ideological realm and especially in the imperialist nations, should base
themselves on opposing patriotism and all forms of nationalism. To take the
straw man as it has been given and to turn things rightside up, we can say that
insofar as such a thing as "national nihilism" does exist, inlhe way intended by
the use of the term historically in the international communist movement, then
communists, particularly in the imperialist countries, should uphold it and put
it into practice.

There is, however, another kind of nihilism that we must not uphold but op
pose. This is the notion that the only important thing is to destroy imperialism,
or at least the main bastions of imperialism, by whatever means even if it
merely means destruction at the hands of an imperialist rival (for example the
destruction of the U.S. empire at the hands of the Soviets, or vice versa). The
revolutionary proletariat and its communist outlook, however, are concerned
not only with destroying the old but with creating the new and they grasp the
dialectical unity between the two, including the fact that how and by what the
old is destroyed has very much to do with what will replace it. Imperialism and
relations of exploitation and oppression generally must be destroyed by
revolutionary struggle led by the proletariat and must be replaced by a new
society, by socialism and ultimately communism that will finally abolish such
systenis and relanons all over the world. Otherwise they will be destroyed in
one form only to appear, or rise again, in a different form, over and over again.

"constraint" anyway. (And if it is object
ed that the resolution, particularly in the
Senate, was not unanimous and was op
posed by Democratic Senators, then one
can only reply that those opposed to it
knew very well that ii would easily pass,
and that since then — in the wake of the

dcmi.se of marines in Lebanon — some of
these same liberal Democrats have been
out-Reaganing Reagan. Kennedy, for ex
ample, called the Beirut bombing a "ter
roristic Pearl Harbor of the Middle

East," leaving little doubt as to what's on
his mind.

Especially in limes of crisis, Lenin
noted, parliamentary bodies reveal them
selves as nothing more than the mario
nettes of capital. It is not the case, as
various strands of opportunism hold,
that somehow the president personally
(or the administration) represents the
capitalist class, while Congre.ss does not.
Current events are a living refutation of
this idea. The War Powers Act resolution

proves that the whole bunch of them are
united around what is being done in
Lebanon and the Middle East — and on

the general rush in war preparations.
Constitutional "niceties" are precisely
that, and precisely meaningless in the
context of any serious issue. Of course, in
the main and overwhelmingly, such nice
ties serve the higher interests of theruUng
class; but where they may interfere, they
are swept aside.

Consider, as well, an incident which
took place in the same hallowed halls
concurrent with the great War Powers
Debate. Both houses of Congress unani
mously resolved to condemn the Soviets
for the downing of 007. Now there was
some firm unity, some illustrative imper
ialist braggadocio. And there, again, the
liberal Dcmocral.s were at their best
shrieking that Reagan's measures against
the Soviets hadn't gone nearly far
enough.

All these events deserve close attention,
especially by anyone looking toward
"Constitutional guarantees," liberals in
Congress, etc., etc., to thwart the obvious
developments towards world war. Such
illusions need to be cast away. If the ex
perience around the Vietnam War wasn't
ample evidence of the fallacy of theseillu-
sions, and if the recent congressional
resolution isn't either, then perhaps one's
attention should be focused on Grenada!
A day after the invasion. Senate Foreign
Relations Committee Chairman Charles

Percy stated that the invasion had the
unanimous and bipartisan support of
those congressional leaders who had been
informed of it in a secret meeting held at
the White House Monday night.
But if that's not enough, rest assured

that there will be plenty of lessons along
these lines inlhe future. □

This is why, while we must firmly adhere to the orientation of welcoming the
setbacks and defeats of "our own" imperialism, I refer to the notion that all
that matters is that imperialism — or particular imperialisms — be destroyed as
"restorationist nihilism": such an approach, even if and even where existing
imperialism were destroyed, can only contribute to its being restored, perhaps
with new leaders and some new forms but with the same essential content and
consequences as present-day imperialism.

Related to this is the question of what I termed "fatalistic nationalism" that
arises among oppressed peoples and nations, specifically concerning world war
and nuclear devastation and "finds expression in the notion that if the
imperialists blow each other up and destroy much of their own homelands, so
be it and perhaps the world will even be belter off as a result." (see "World
War Must Be Opposed With Revolution, Not Peace" — /? ITNo. 227) It is in
fact a possible scenario that a world war will destroy much of the imperialist
countries while in the oppressed nations there is much less devastation, at least
less immediately. The point is that, if this should occur, it would then rest with
the masses and the revolutionaries in these oppressed nations to take respon
sibility for the future of humanity in the fullest sense — not merely for its sur
vival but for moving human society fonvard to a higher stage where such things
as wars and the social relations and conditions that give rise to them would be
eliminated finally, everywhere and altogether. From the point of view of
bourgeois relations, bourgeois principles and bourgeois logic, no one has the
right to argue that the nations now oppressed by imperialism should not take
advantageofsuchasituation, if it occurs, to assert their own "place inlhe sun"
in a new world order with themselves — that is, their ruling classes — on top.
But from the point of view of the revolutionary proletariat, of the interests of
the broad masses in those oppressed nations and in the world generally, and of
abolishing bourgeois relations and all relations of robbery and plunder,
something far higher, far beyond the narrow, historically limited horizon of
bourgeois right, is demanded.

merican Patriotism
— A Challenge
One of the positive things that derives from — or more correctly, that can be

drawn out of — living outside "your own" imperialist country in another
imperialist country, is that in seeing the philistine and reactionary character of
patriotism (and nationalism generally) there, it is possible to get an even
sharper sense of the same essential qualities of patriotism in the "home coun
try." You can see even more clearly how silly, stupid, narrow, rotten and
vicious it is.

This prompts me to issue a challenge, and here it is: 1 challenge anyone to
give an explanation of why they are patriotic Americans or why patriotism for
the USA is a good thing, which cannot be shown to come down to a statement
of why they want to perpetuate a situation where they have a position of
privilege — relatively greater or lesser, but privilege ail the same — at the ex
pense of, and at the cost of tremendous suffering on the part of, the great ma
jority of people in the world. This. I am convinced, cannot be done, but the at
tempt to do it would, I am also convinced, prove to be very educational.

And in order to avoid falling over backward into chauvinism myself, but in
stead to act consistently with the spirit of internationalism, I extend this
challenge to anyone who wants to make the same argument about patriotism
on behalf of any other imperialist country. ^
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U.S. Invokes Marine God In Lebanon
At press lime, the deaih loll from itie

explosion lasi week in Beirut is siill ap
parently climbing, though it is noi ex
pected to rise above 250 or so. By con
trast, there is evidently no absolute limit
whatsocs'cr to the quaniiiy of war
mongering, chauvinism, subterfuge,
hypocrisy and philistinism lhai the
sraoidering ruins of the former marine
compound is capable of producing.

Witness the remarks of Major General
Alfreti Gray, for wljom the attack was a
"godless type of thing, and we (ihe
marines) are a force that knows our
God." The general, speaking at a prcs.s
conference on Monday, succinctly ex-
pre.ssed the overall reaction of the U.S.
imperiaJists to the incident: "if we were
barbaric, we could defend against this
son of thing, but we're not ll is dif
ficult to counter this kind of attack when
our honor, training and Western civiliza
tion, and our respect for human rights, is
involved."
Now, were Afghani guerrillas to

mount such an attack against Soviet oc
cupation troops (as they have done), this
would be considered an act of courage

and an enobling sacrifice borne of a ge
nuine fight for freedom. Thai ihe U.S.
Comras in Nicaragua are waging an on
going terror campaign against the border
populations of that country involving
routine bombings and slaughter of
civilians is, of course, a sign of the vibran
cy of democracy in the region. In
Lebanon itself, the ma.ssacre of 1500
Palestinians in Tel Zaiaar by Phalangisi
forces in 1976 — acting under Israeli,
U.S. and at the time Syrian guidance —
was rewarded by growing Israeli (and by
extension, U.S.) support for the
Phalange in the ensuing years. The
U.S.-backed Israeli invasion oj !a.s! year
— which resulted in untold thousands of

Palestinian and Lebanese deaths,
prompted the massacres of Palestinians
at the Sabra and Shatila camps, and set
the stage for the past year's intensifica
tion of bloodshed — attests further to
America's "respect for human rights."
Oh yes, General Gray, your "honor,
training and Western civilization" — not
to mention your gdd — is well known,
, Witness, as well, the now immortalized
wounded grunt who scribbled from his

ho.spiial bed "Semper Fi." Semper
FideHs — always faithful. But events
proved that the marines arc always useful
to boot, irrespective of their particular
state of health. By the time Reagan had
finished his addrc.ss to the nation Thursr
day night (during which he held back
tears relating this story), it was being
teponed thai any initial ambivalence
toward the continuing U.S. presence in
Lebanon resulting from the Beirut blast
had been largely deflected: Reagan claim
ed bipartisan support in his speech. Yet
another "scientific" ABC News opinion
poll was hastily produced and ran iwo-io-
one in favor of the president. Chicago
papers began reporting that not only had
Inquiries at local marine recruiting sta
tions mushroomed, but that one such in
quiry was that of a 73-year-oid woman
"overcome with emotion," which only
proves that Philistinism knows no boun
dary in either .space or time.

Naturally, this dramatic stirring of Ihe
national juices isn'isimply the product of
an America fighting-mad over the demise
of a few good men in Beirut: a certain in
vasion boosted the clamor considerably.

But through Ihe course of the week
generally, the strident confidence with
which the marines were projected as
paragons of courage, bravery and honor
stood in sharp contrast to the fact that the
marines are among the most (if not the
most) hated of any gendarmes on the
planet Earth. And this strident con
fidence stands out in another important
way: it is the "confidence" of a ruling
class decidedly unconfident of its own
future, facing the most severe crisis in its
history, and compelled to wildly lash out.
So witness, most of all, how quickly

Reagan got down to brass tacks in his
speech Thursday night, though seemingly
oblivious to any contradiction in the
presentation. He repeated the common
U.S. incantations that American (and
NATO) troops in Lebanon are on the
altruistic mission of "peacekeeping" to
guarantee "Lebanese sovereignty," and
so on. But then he turned right around
and said that "We're a nation with global
responsibilities. We're not 'somewhere
else' in the world, protecting someone
else's interests.. We're protecting our

Continued on page 12

The Peace They Keep
it is not just any order that the U.S-

marines and other multinational contin

gent "peacekeepers" are in Lebanon to
uphold. The Oemayel government is
after ai! Ihe most specific product of par
ticular circumstance. The massive
destruction wrought by the U.S.-lsraeli
invasion into Lebanon last year signaled,
and helped set the terms for, the imposi
tion of a broader Pax Americana over the
Middle East. By expelling the PLO from
Beirut, humiiiaiing the Syrian forces in
Lebanon, and bringing the Israeli-backed
Phalange to power — first through the
presidency of Bashir, and then Amin,
Oemayel — the U.S. and Israel sought to
drastically resirucitirc the Lebanese
political map, and in so doing set a new
precedent and e.xample for the entire
Arab world. Furthering the Camp David
"peace process," whereby one by one the
Arab states were to enter into a "peace"
fully legitimizing the Israeli settler state
(which in based on the forced extirpation
and expulsion of millions of
Palestinians), was the regional objective.
The savage brutality of the Israeli inva
sion was the appropriate agent. The in
troduction of U.S. marines and other na

tional contingents of the "peacekeeping"
force were emblematic of Western
resolve thai, under the new conditions
created by the Israeli invasion, "peace"
— i.e., enforced subjugation of the
Lebanese and remaining Palestinian
masses — would henceforth prevail.
Such a "psice" involved the U.S. equip
ping and training a Lebanese national
array that, in gradually absorbing the
Phalangisi elements into its leading posts,
would ensure, under the rubric of
"Lebanese sovereignty," the extension
of what was in fact U.S. and Israeli

sovereignty over Lebanon. The Lsraelis,
fortheir pan, argued that if the Phalange
represented only a small portion of the
Lebanese population, it nonetheless
would be able to enforce its minority in
terest over the country as a whole, citing
the experience of the Shah's Iran as a
guiding example (in fact to this day,
Israel's administrator of Lebanon's
south is the former Israeli ambassador to

Iran, in which capacity he served to
strengthen Jranian-lsraeli cooperation
during the Shah's reign).
One of the most perverse of all the lies

maintained about the ' "peacekeeper"
mission has been the U.S. claim that its
reiniroduction last fall was made neces

sary by the Phalange-Israeli massacre of
hundreds, perhaps thousands, of Pales
tinians in the Sabra and Shatila refugee
camps. The U.S. — which has never
acknowledged the persistent and ongoing
record of massacres, atrocities, and
depredations incurred against the Pales
tinians by the Israelis and others — sud
denly seized on this particular event, and
the circumstance that it had occurred
after the original Marine "peacekeepers"
had left Beirut, in order to legitimize, in
deed make more the imperative, the

return of the "peacekeepers" for their
current, indeterminate stay. Under such a
pretext, they have served increa-singly as
the underpinnings of the Gemayel
government which has continued towage
terror, through regular government
channels in concert with the Phalange
militia, against the Palestinians through
out the country (as has the militia of Saad
Haddad, under Israeli tutelege, in the
south). In south Lebanon, in the Sabra
and Shatila camps and elsewhere, kid
nappings, murders, shootings, beatings
and the like are daily conditioas of life for
the Palestinians; though, under the
watchful eyes of the Lebanese interna
tional .security deparimem, no one in
Lebanon dares speak of it much these
days. Such occurrences have also been
visited with increasing frenzy upon
Lebanon's Shi'iie population, as well as
the secular radical community which
once comprised such an Important factor
in Beirut life.
Of course, even as the U.S. marines

were helping to restore "order" in Beirut
last fall, the Israelis were encouraging the
Phalangisi militia to move into the Shuf
-Moumain.s, helping set in motion the
situation culminating in the recent rout of
the Phalange, and by extension of the
Gemayel government, in the Shuf. Here,
and elsewhere in the country, the U.S.
and Israel found that, having done their

best to inflame and foment the conflict in
Lebanon so as to better divide and con

quer, instead set in motion a process
which now besieges them with intense
contradiction. The Phalange no longer
stands so clearly as the most powerful
sectarian force, and the Gemayel govern
ment has proven increasingly incapable
of either compromising with or effective
ly subjugating the Moslem majority. The
fact that Syria — prominenily backed by
the Soviet Union in its most concerted bid
for Middle East influence in years — has
positioned itself to take major advantage
of the situation, raises the stakes higher
still.

In this setting, the U.S. marines have
come to play an ever more active role. In
creasingly, "peacekeeper" pretenses and
"impartiality" in Lebanese "internal af
fairs" have been shed as U.S. anned
forces have emerged as the most impor
tant element keeping the Gemayel gov
ernment afloat. The rapid growth of U.S.
offshore naval firepower during Septem
ber has added immensely to the U.S.
military activity in support of the widely
hated (iemayel government, and has add
ed a new "credibility" to U.S. threats
against various Lebanese opposition
forces and the Syrians. The arrival of the
USS NewJersey (whose sixieen-inch guns
fire two thousand pound shells each day
every bit as powerful as the blast at

Marine headquarters on Sunday) was in
itself a major factor in ramming through
a "ceasefire" that has given Gemayel
breathing space in which^ to maneuver
anew.

Today the U.S. poses as the greatest of
champions for Lebanese reconciliation.
But with Ihe failure of the force they had
sponsored to serve as the backbone of the
new Lebanese order — the Phalange —
the U.S. has had to backtrack a bit on the

whole sectarian premise. Yet in now ad
vocating a limited compromise, the U.S.
is primarily concerned with counteracting
the growth of Syrian influence: if such is
to be acknowledged in any new govern
ment of "national reconciliation" which
mayor may not result from the scheduled
negotiations inGeneva, it is mainly for the
purpose of containing it. It is not that
ihe U.S. has entirely given up on Syria —
it. recognizes in the Assad regime an
essentially conservative class of com
prador rulers. The only problem is that
these compradors are now more tightly
lied to Soviet social-imperialism than
before, For the time, the U.S. must at
tempt a combination of political
maneuvering and continued projections
of threatened — and perhaps actualized
— military firepower.
Such is the "peace" they keep. □

The Political Utility of Ambiguity
Regarding the question "Who did it,"

some points are of interest. In the days
following Sunday's bomb attack, U.S.
officials and pundits.have been generous
in theirspcculaiions as to its perpetrators.
Thai no hard information has been
presented or even alluded to scarcely mat
ters — it has all been duly carried and
amplified in the media. Indeed, a quite
purposeful ambiguity has been put to ac
tive use here. Reagan, in a statement
shortly after the bombing, spoke of
"those deeds (which) make so evident the
bestial nature of those who would assume
power if they could have their way and
drive us out of the area," which, in the
context of growing U.S. expressions of
alarm over Syrian-Soviet influence in the
area, clearly puts the matter at the center
of U.S.-Soviei contention. Elsewhere,
the Iranians have been targeted as likely
culprits. "Strong circumstantial
evidence" is said to exist to this effect —
mainly the fact that the attack was
directed at both the U.S. and France,
whose.support for Iraq in the Iran-Iraq
war ha.s made them a target of Iranian
cmniiy. Interestingly, Caspar
Weinberger, speaking after a White
House meeting on Sunday, held that it
was "irrelevant" whether the attack was
launched under direct commission of the

Iranian government or was undertaken
by Lebanese who profess support for the
Iranian regime. Clearly, the U.S. is not
willing to limit at this point the potential
scope of its retaliatory measures, nor in
any event limit the propaganda points to
be scored against a number of adver
saries, both within the Lebanon arena
and internationally. Indeed, the emerging
picture of the responsible pan(ies) sug
gests a composite of Iranian religious
fanaticism, Syrian ruthless cunning, and
Soviet imperial ambitions — an all-
purpose unholy trinity that guarantees to
send blood pressure soaring throughout
the civilized world.

As we go CO press, U.S. officials are
pointing the finger increasingly at Hus
sein Musawi, leader of the Amal Islamic
movement headquartered in the town of
Baalbek in Lebanon's Bckaa Valley. If
the U.S. has anything other than the by
now standard "circumstantial" supposi
tions to go by on (his, it has yet to say so.
What is certainly dear at this point is that
Musawi-as-culprii is a proposition of
great political utility for (he U.S. As
leader of a significant section of Lebanese
Shi'ites and as opponent of the far more
moderate, essentially pro-Western Nab-
bih Bcrri — the Amal leader head
quartered in Beirut — Musawi represents

an element whose influence must be curb
ed. Further, as an adherent of the Iranian
regime who also operates behind Syria's
lines and receives some Syrian support,
he represents a fair approximation of the
above mission composite. Finally, his
position within Syrian occupied territory
suggests that should the U.S. con
template retaliation, it could gain addi
tional leverage by making (his prospect
stand as either a potential or actualized
threat against the Syrians.

The point in all this is simply to under
score thai for the U.S., the question of
retaliation is a question of political utility
first, "retribution" second. According to
some Washington-based intelligence ex
perts, it is likely that if Ihe U.S. were to
actually ascertain the identity of the
"guilty party," they would be "disposed
of" but never publicly identified. None
of which would necessarily prevent the
U.S. from going ahead and zeroing In on
another target for a more publicized, and
possibly far more messy, "reialiaiion"
most in keeping with its more strategic
objectives. Whether the U.S. takes this
step, Reagan's announcement Thursday
night that "justice" will be served in
dicates that is an actively considered C)>
(ion. [ I



Page 6—Revolutionary Worker—October 28.1983

They Are Actively Preparing and So Must We

— Take Up & Wield
the RW

"Centering the Party's work now around its newspaper is
not mere paperwork or aimless educational activity, it is the
most concrete and practical plan for accumulating revolu
tionary strength — political, ideological and organizational
— for the onsiaught. The newspaper itself, which hounds
the enemy and exposes Imperialism and class antagonism
at every turn, is a form of class struggle. But creating public
opinion Is not a mere "battle of ideas' — though It definitely
Involves that. The heart of it, the key link, is exposure:
penetrating and all-around exposure of the features and
nature of this hideous and death-bound system, of the class
that rules ft and of all the classes, strata and groups in
society, not Just in this country but the world as a whole, In
cluding both those that are enemies and those that are (at
least possible) allies of the proletariat. Life itself is the Inex
haustible source for such exposure." {New Programme and
New Constitution of the RCP, USA)

in the face of the Intensifying daily outrages committed
by the imperialists and their rapidly accelerating prepara
tions for world war, the RCP, USA is calling on all those who

. desire to hasten imperialism into its grave to take up the
Pevo/utionary Worker. Distribute It more broadly and widely,
study it, correspond with it. financially support it — wield it
as the powerful weapon it is in our own preparations for the
storms of the future! To receive bundles of RWs for distribu
tion (and to make financial contributions), contact the RCP
in your locality (see local addresses, page 2). Contact the
PW nationally at P.O. Box 3486, Merchandise Mart, Chicago,
IL 60654.

f

Grenada Invasion:
Continued rrom page 1

and their respective strategies for fighting
and winning that war.

A Loud and Strategic Message

One would be hard pressed indeed to
actually make a point out of the supposed
threat posed to the U.S. imperialists by
Grenada — an island the size of
Philadelphia with a population of
110,0(X) and a poorly armed military force
of somewhere between 1200 and 2000
people — and its so-called "socialist
revolution" (actually a welfare state
propped up by the Soviets and their Cuban
allies and governed by a radicalized sec
tion of the petty bourgeoisie through a
coalition of social democrats and pro-
Soviet revisionists). While Grenada's in
ternational alignment with the Soviet bloc
and the possible use of Grenada by the
Soviet-s and their allies lo both spread
their influence politically throughout the
region and to militarily irritate the U.S.
were thorns in the sides of the U.S. im
perialists, they were secondary factors in
relation to thisinvasion. And, with regard
to the much ballyhoocd threat of poten
tial Cuban and Soviet use of Grenada's
new airport to U .S. interests in the region,
the politics of this charge smack of typical
gangster logic. While the U.S. was
definitely concerned about this possibili
ty. the real matter at hand here was not so
much the airstrip itself as it was the issue
of which imperialist bloc controlled the
airstrip. In fact, most of the other islands
in the region have airports as big as, if not
bigger than, the one being disputed in
Grenada.

For the U.S. imperialists there were
much more strategically important and
globally related motivations behind the
invasion. In general, "Operation Urgent
Fury" (the U.S. code name for the
Grenadan invasion) is part and parcel of
the U.S. being "on a roll" in terms of ac
celerating its war preparations through
out the world of late. In addition to the in
vasion of Grenada, this roll includes the
political points gained by the propaganda
campaign around the Soviet downing of
tligi-.i 00''. the occupation of Lebanon by
L S- trijops, iheupcomingdepioymentof
Pefshing and cruise missiles in Western
fiar-'^pcT the onslaught of exposure of
"Soviet barbarism" and the whipping up
of a wave of American patriotism —

patriotism that has now been fed a
"glorious military victory" and must be
informed with the understanding that
"our troops must be everywhere, our
world is at stake." Primarily the invasion
was intended to deliver a very loud and
clear message — one that would be receiv
ed in both the trouble spots in the region,
including Nicaragua, El Salvador and
Cuba and throughout the rest of the
world — including both the Soviet bloc
and the U.S. allies themselves.
Many have stated that the invasion

represents a dangerous threat tocouniries
like Nicaragua, El Salvador and Cuba.
And it does. Jeane Kirkpatrick openly
bragged in the UN that she found it of
great interest that Nicaragua was so upset
about the threat of invasion. Just what
the U.S. imperialists are going to do next
in this part of the world isn't exactly clear.
But it will not be "peaceful withdrawal."
The invasion most definitely is related lo a
rcassertion of unqualified U.S. domina
tion in the region. And, numerous U.S.
spokesmen have more than hinted at the
various options opened up to them in the
wake of the invasion. At the same time,
the meaning of the invasion is not limited
to its affect on Grenada itself or to its
broader impact on Nicaragua et al. The
U.S. invasion is part of a much larger
scenario — that is, it is part of a world in a
prewar period, a world in which the major
Imperialist powers are moving into in
creasing instances of conflict, further
troop stationings and accelerated militry
preparations. U.S. and Soviet troops
have been, positioned in a number of dif
ferent parts of the world. The U.S. impe
rialists are pushing the Soviets at every
possible opportunity and the Soviets are
pushing back just as hard. The world to
day has increasingly become one in which
neither the U.S. nor the Soviets can
tolerate "the way things are" and one in
which neither one of them can accept a
major strategic defeat, in this context
both the U.S. and the Soviets are paying
particular attention to their actual
political and military preparations for
war — and it is here that the invasion of
Grenada takes on its broader meaning.
The bottom line of the message con

cerned the graphic illustration of just
what is and isn't going to be the accepted
norms of behavior for a "great power" in
the coming period. Military invasions,
overthrowing governments, setting up

puppet regimes, scrapping treaties and
flagrantly breaking their "sacred tenets"
of international law are certainly all
legitimized as necessary and acceptable
parts of U .5. imperialism's preparations
for the military showdown with the
Soviet imperialists. Even the "Iranian
hostage crisis" has been continuously in
voked as a justification for this invasion
— that is, the necesssity of preventing a
similar situation from developing in con
nection with the medical students in
Grenada. The purpose of this was quite
obviously to underline the point that the
days of "pushing the USA around" are
gone for good. Beyond this, at least a
good many of these medical students
played still another important function in
legitimizing all of this through their
neanderthal ravings about the powering
glory of the U.S. military as it rescued
them from their state of "high anxiety"
produced by the "violent uncertainty"
pervading Grenada over the last few
weeks.

The Invasion

All of this was amply borne out in the
whole way that the invasion was orches
trated, executed and later rationalized.
The U.S. claimed to have been respon
ding to a request from the poor, little,
weak and defenseless Caribbean neigh
bors of Grenada for U.S. aid in mounting
a "pre-emptive strike" ("not an inva
sion" as Dominica's prime minister
repeatedly emphasized). In reality, the
U.S. had not only pre-planned the in
vasion but engineered all of the behind
the scenes diplomatic maneuverings
necessary to pull it off. When CARI-
COM (a Caribbean organization sup
posedly modeled after the European
Common Market) met to discuss what ac
tions to take in response to the coup, mili
tary intervention by the U.S. was pro
minently featured on the agenda. And,
when CARICOM was unable to reach a
concensus on this subject, due to the op
position of a couple of more pro-Soviet
members of the community, the U.S.
pulled together a meeting of the Or
ganization of Eastern Caribbean States
— a rump organization created by
the U.S. in 1981 lo counter Soviet in
fluence in the region and comprised of all
of the various former British colonies
neighboring Grenada, In addition to the
various U.S. diplomats ferrying between
these island states and the Organization
of Eastern Caribbean States' meetings,
the U.S. also pulled in one of its stronger
allies in the Caribbean, Jamaica, to help

bolster the decision for the invasion.
Having thus engineered their
"unanimous request" for an invasion of
Grenada, the U.S. next took on the task
of presenting such an invasion as some
thing other than "imperialism." Out of
these discussions was born the "multi
national" invading force. This is almost
too blatant to even comment on since this
multinational force consisted of J900
U.S. troops and 300 Caribbean troops —
most of whom were special police forces
from the various islands (who had been
trained by the U.S. in Puerto Rico) and
who didn't even come onto the Grenadan
shore until sections of it were secured by
U.S. forces first. In the wake of the inva
sion and as U .8. officials were questioned
about violations of the Organization of
the American States' treaties and the UN
Charter — that is, "international law"—
U.S. officials promptly and blatantly
proceeded to ignore the provisions of
these documents and pointed to various
other documents (sometimes even
documents superceded by the OAS and
UN charters) as justifying the invasion.
This is certainly not a matter of stupidity
or ignorance but more one of potentially
rubbing the nose of any and al! objectors
to the U.S. actions in Grenada in the
realities of the world today.

Hardly anyone even attempted to deny
all this. Less than an hour after the inva
sion was announced, one ABC newsman

.even moronically gloated that "only the
U.S. has the muscle to pull this off,"
More official U .S. spokemen were just as
blunt. Secretary of State George Shuliz
went on about the Caribbean being "our
neighborhood" and "those who want to
receive a message will have to receive it."
For their part, the "liberal" IVasfiinglon
Post was also very straight-forward on
this question in a news analysis articlcap-
pearing the day after the invasion. Accor
ding to the Post: "The U.S.-backed inva
sion ofGrenadaand the emergency airlift
of more U.S. Marines to Beruit are
powerful symbols of the Reagan ad
ministration's increasingly evident will
ingness and ability to use force in interna
tional affairs The invasion of
Grenada marks a more impressive and
perhaps more important change: the ad-
minstration's first direct application of
U.S. military power in an unambiguous
combat situation."

TheinvasionofGrenadawasaproducl

of both the necessity and the freedom
which U.S. imperialists had to act.
Beyond the general necessity of ac-

Continucd on page?
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Grenada
Coniimied I'rom pagcfi
celcraiing their wax preparations, the
events prior to the invasion of Grenada
actually upped the ante to a certain ex
tent. From the beginning of Maurice
Bishop's government in Grenada, the
U.S. had applied vicious political,
economic and military pressure to his
regime in order to destabilize it to the
greatest degree pouiblc with the aim of
cither forcing Bishop and Grenada out of
the Soviet bloc or overthrowing and
replacing him with a government more to
their choosing. And, over the last two
years the possibility of an outright inva
sion by the U.S. imperialists ha.s been an
ever-pre-sent one. In fact, in niid-198! the
annual U.S. military exercises on the
Puerto Rican island of Vieques included
one landing and assault exercise dubbed
"Amber of the Amberdines" — a none-

too-subtle allusion to Grenada of the
Grenadines. The speed with which all of
the different facets of the current inva

sion fell into place is indicative that such
an invasion has indeed been planned out
and prepared for well before it actually
came down — some bourgeois commen
tators and unnamed government officials
have even stated that this particular inva
sion had been in the works a week and a

half before it occurred.

Much has been made of the recent coup
in Grenada and the subsequent execution
of Maurice Bishop as being the
precipitating factor leading to the U .S. in
vasion. And, while all of the details sur
rounding this coup have yet to emerge a
number of points must be made here. The
U.S. claims that the Soviets and the
Cubans engineered the coup because
Bishop was getting soft in relation to the
U.S. imperialists. Interestingly enough,
the U.S. can offer no hard evidence to

support this scenario. The fact that
Bishop came to Washington and express
ed the desire for better relations with the

U.S. is certainly not evidence that he was
about to desert the Soviets. In fact, such a
move is an integral part of the Soviet
strategy of historic compromise in areas
of the world wheie the U.S. is the domi
nant power. As of now. it is not clear
whether or not Bishop was about to
switch his bloc alignment. Nor are all the
cards in yet on what role the U.S. might
have played in either instigating the coup
itself or in the events surrounding
Bishop's escape from house arrest and his
subsequent march against the new regime

Continued on page 13

Saving American
Lives: A transparent
and time tionored
pretext

Ronald Reagan was certainly "being
Presidential" (as the U.S.'s top-notch
political pundits like to say) when he ut
tered the magic words "saving American
lives" as his "paramount concern" in
launching the U.S.'s invasion of
Grenada. "Saving American lives" is one
of those slogans that gels regurgitated
whenever there is a naked U.S. military
aggression involving the killing of hun
dreds or thousands of other lives. Recent
examples that immediately come to mind
include the 1965 U.S. invasion of the
Dominican Republic and virtually all
massacres and murders that the U.S.
committed in Vietnam. The ability to
shamelessly utter such chauvinist
remarks and make sure that they are in
sufficiently compact form so as to be
easily repeated in endless snippets on
television and in the pages of the "free
press" is clearly a prerequisite for the
holding of any higher public office in the
U.S., and most certainly for a President,
the one who has the pleasure of announc
ing U.S. invasions. Of course, such a task
is made easier by the fact that there are in
deed Americans in every corner of the
globe — from Holiday Inns in Beirut to
General Motors executives in South
Africa to American medical schools in
Grenada, not to mention the various
troops, officials. CIA agents and so
forth. It is in the nature of an imperialist
power that there are always plenty of its
lives in danger wherever its interests call
for an armed assault.

Of course, all (his is already quite well-
known. and in thecasc of the Grenada in

vasion this "saving American lives"
scene has been deliberately transparent
from the start. That is. while it was just
fine and necessary to have the media
repeat it over and over, making sure that
the full jingoistic flavor would have its

most intoxicating effect on the loyal
Americans, there were alway.s some hard-
headed analysts around to point out that
— well, really, that wasn't the point, the
U.S. had been looking for an opportunity
to assert its authority over this area, etc.

But then, it seemed as if there might ap
pear some unexpected problems in the
U.S.'s "life-saving" story. The chief ad
ministrator at the St. George's Medical
School came out and publicly criticized
the invasion, saying that he had recently
talked to his students and they had
reported beingsafe and sound; in fact, he
implied that it was the invasion that was
most endangering these American lives.
Ham radio operators also began repor
ting conversations with medical students
saying that they had been in no danger
prior to the U.S. invasion. The U.S. had
reported that the students were being
"held hostage" on the island and had no
way of getting out. but it was revealed
that Grenada's "neighbors," the Eastern
Caribbean Commonwealth countries
that supposedly precipitated the invasion
with their "worry" had banned all flights
to and from Grenada — so who was
holding the students hostage? And it also
came out that the government of
Grenada had previously sent a letter to
the U.S. State Department through em
bassy channels guaranteeing the safety of
all Americans on the islands — to which

the U.S. had failed to reply for a week,
finally sending a message through com
mercial Telex (which may never have
been received by the Grenada govern
ment) that it was "studying" the situa
tion. After the invasion the U.S. im
perialists just baldly stated that even
though there was an attempt by the
Grenada government to arrange for the
students to leave, it didn't matter because
they couldn't be believed. The last straw
appears to be the initial reports that fully
half the medical students were refusing to
leave the island when "offered" a flight
out by U.S. troops. On Wednesday after
noon, a cable news network White House

correspondent reported that the press
corps had become "skeptical" of the
"saving American lives" theme, and that
certain White House spokesmen were
complaining privately that the Slate
Department was not producing enough
"evidence" of this — and the U.S.
government was thus losing its vast and
well-known "credibility." Clearly,
something dramatic was in order.

Voiia, the plot twist — or should we

say the or/w-twist — occurs. The chief ad-
minisirator of the medical school changes
his mind and announces that the invasion
was, after all, a necessity; the transforma
tion occurs following brain surgery (also
known as a "briefing") by the State
Department. The ham radio operators
suddenly stop reporting their unseemly
conversations — following a warning
from the Federal Communications Com
mission that they are in danger of losing
their licenses if such information is used,
But the most dramatic development is the
sudden appearance all over the news
media of hand-picked and carefully
selected live, warm bodies— in the form
of certain "saved" medical students.
Every channel is now filled with the
glorious presence of these patriotic
specimens. Two of them get off the plane
in the U.S. and kiss the ground — a Id the
U.S. spy-hostages when they came back
from (ran.'Statements like "Cod bless
Ronald Reagan" and "Thank God for
the U.S. Army Rangers" are suddenly on
the lips of anchormen and reporters alike,
all atlibuied to the students. And finally,
a select few of them get to talk to the
American people directly, with such
statements as "1 used to be a dove but
now I don't want to hear anybody
criticize the Marines," they did a great
job, they saved our lives, ad nauseam.
Equally important is their description of
their "ordeal" — terrorized by the
"awe,some firepower," bullets flying
over their heads, hiding under their beds,
they were in grave danger until the U.S.
military fortunately came and rescued
them. Never mind that it was the U.S. in
vasion that had endangered, them — it
was the imagery here that was most im
portant. It conjures up the turmoil ahead,
when much more than bullets will be Hy
ing about the heads, and all are supposed
to look to the U.S. military to once again
"save American lives."

So, despite some apparent difficulties
in mid-stream, the theme of this war
movie came into our living rooms with
crystal clarity. From Reagan's opening
statement to the testimony of those
whose cherished lives were in so much
jeopardy, we have certainly been shown
all the news we need to know. And as for
any loose ends or nagging questions
about the efficacy of this adventure in
"saving American lives," they will un
doubtedly be cleared up post-haste. As
we go to press, the "free press" has been
allowed on Grenada. □

NEWS ITEM:
PARROTTROOPERS ESCORT
U.S. PRESS INTO GRENADA

Finally, after nearly four days of con
stant griping, the U.S. "free press" has
been allowed Into Grenada. What a
relief. Now, Instead of sitting in
Washington, D.C. or Barbados parroting
the line of the State Department, the
Joint Chiefs, etc., they can be right
there inside Grenada, on the scene, par
roting the line of the State Department,
the Joint Chiefs, etc.. etc.
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News From the Frontlines—

Accounts by Members of
the World Without Imperialism
Contingent in West Germany

Early ihis September, the RW pub
lished a eat! from the newly-formed
Organizing Committee for a World
Without Imperialism Contingent, which
stated that "it is important and urgent
that something other than missiles travel
to Europe from the United Stales this
fail. " And this has Occurred! These are
the first reports from the Contingent,
transcribed exactly as communicated
from West Germany.

Repon No. I — Written 10/25/83

On Saturday 10/22, over 300,000 peo
ple from the southern regions of West
Germany flooded the streets of Neu Ulrn.
site of the U .S. Wiley Barracks, a possible
Pershing missile deployment site. The
night before and that morning hundreds
blockaded the barricades. The weekend

activities were pan of the culmination of
ten days of protest organized nationally
mainly by the Green Party, theSPD' and
the DKP." Despite the efforts (and overall
success) of some of these forces, par
ticularly the DKP and SDP, to restrict
and divert the protests into loyal opposi
tion, the atmosphere was not devoid of
profound questioning and debate about
the direction of the peace movement, and
war preparations of N.ATO and the War
saw Pact, as well as festive and determin

ed blockading during which the World
Without Imperialism contingent was
definitely on the frontlines.
On Fridayafternoon, hundreds, main

ly students and '60s-type people, con
verged at the Wiley Barracks and im
mediately sprawled out in front of the
gates at the feet of the lines of West Ger
man police. The contingent unfurled its
bilingual banner. "A World Without Im
perialism, Not An Imperialist World
War," and passed out copies of "We've
Deserted America's Warmongering" in
German. Turkish, and English.

immediately the "deserters" were
beset by youth, e.specially from various
countries in Europe, who were both
startled and delighted that such a group
actually organized itself and crossed
borders to Join in these protests, and par
ticularly on the basis of opposing all im
perialism. Some of these youths took
reams of leaflets, waded into the
blockade, passing them out, and others
helped translate.
As the sun set, members of the con

tingent, together with a recruited
translator and bullhorn waded into the

middle of the blockade and announced,
"We are the World Without Imperialism
Contingent from the United States. We
have deserted America's warmongering
and came here to join in this struggle to
say that the question of the missiles is not
just for the people in Germany but for the
people of the world." The blockaders ap
plauded wildly. Many more who were
standing across the street crowded in as
the speaker targeted the U.S. and Soviet
imperialist blocs, including the West Ger
man government, as the source of moun
ting preparations for war, and the
deployment of the Pershing and cruise
missiles (which also sparked some con
troversy, particularly the indictment of
the Soviet Union). At the end of this
speech, the crowd burst into "Long live
international solidarilyl" The message
spoke to the question and aspirations of a
section of the blockadere, who were hap
py to see a rupture in the terms of this
struggle from "Get the missiles out of
Europe" to "Down with war prepara
tions both East and West."
The night drew on. The police fortified

[ 5PP _ liie Sociat-Democraiic Pany of West

Germany.

2. DKP — the reviiioniBi Communist Party of
West Germany.

their lines and at 6:00 a.m. Saturday they
drove the blockaders away and .set up
steel barricades and a quartcr-milc buffer
zone.

On Saturday, blockaders converged on
the gates to the U.S. troops' living bar
racks, blockading the street as well. Rich
Ncwburger, one of the Fort Mac 2 and a
member of the RCYB,' addressed the
crowd with a special message to the GIs
themselves.
Other youth tossed the leaflets over the

fence and called on the GIs to read it. As

hundreds of thousands who participated
in the "human chain" from Stuttgart to
Neu Ulm streamed to the afternoon rally,
the contingent leafleied, sang "jodies,"
and spoke to crowds that gathered.

In the many discussions, the question
was frequently raised. "And now what?"
The government is still intent on deploy
ing the missiles, while attempting to
string people with illusions that the
Geneva talks may produce something
other than further steps towards war.
Many of the protestors, particularly the
youth, expressed frustrations at the
limitations of the protest, the fact that
they didn't really change things. One that
was particularly angry at the fact that the
official rally drained and sabotaged the
actual blockade said, "We don't know
what's going to happen. All along, the
more militant forces were looking
beyond these ten days of protest. I think
ihcy will pick up the banner."

More Report on Neu Ulm:
The contingent had a chance to stay

with one large group where hundreds
were camping together and had long
night talks with many blockaders, within
this diversity of people. One thing many
people were saying: "Boy, everyone in
cluding the national media really focused
on this '10 days of protest,'and we knew
there was a limitation within that, i.e., so
now you have a big massive showing, in
cluding Willy Brandt giving a speech in
Bonn, and now what?" They were telling
us how others in various pans of the
country have been looking beyond that,
and never put their whole hopes in these
ten days of protest, and how lo build up
the mass movement. They arc planning
various actions and blockades through
the month of November. The contingent
is getting a finger on (his pulse also
through the various activities and
regional actions which they've been
relating to. While it will not be a quiet
time, there is a broad effect where people
are a little disoriented, asking "Wheredo
we go from here?"

Especially because very widely people
say "We know they're still going ahead
with deployment, where do we go from
here?"

So there's some disarray, but that one
guy quoted about this (above) speaks to it
— within that there will probably be a lot
of motion, splitting off regarding where
do people go from here, but definitely
people not just finished after ten days.

Report No. 2, 10/25/83
"Books Box"

In the original call to go to the Euro
pean frontlines, it was said that the
"European guardians of order will not
put out any welcome mats for this
group." That was shown quite starkly
early this week when, after the events of
the weekend, a group of us stopped off in
Frankfurt to pick up a box of books.
The customs officer in the freight of

fice was .suspicious from the jump. A
well-fed, well-trained guardian of "die
Ordnung," he undoubtedly was aware

that armies of youth had been on the
move at various fronts this past weekend.
And two young Americans asking for a
large box of books? "Was isi das?"
We were ordered to bring the box

before him and open it in lus sight. When
he saw Mao Tseiung gazing at him from
the cover of "Mao's Immortal Contribu
tions," ins face fell. So! As he had ex
pected! All (he junior customs officers

gathered around, as we, on their orders,
carefully unpacked the books and laid
4hcm out on the counter.

Then ihey went through the material
on the counter, making short comments
like. "Mao Tseiung!" "Lenin!"
"Revolution!" etc. When the top
customs man turned over an old copy of
the RW wijh the Joint Communiifu^
printed in it and found the phrase "Long
live world revolulioni" (which he
repeated loudly), he had seen enough. He
went to the rule book, searched for a few
minutes, found a statute he thought was
appropriate, and tlien ordered, us to
repack the box. We asked if we coutd now
have our books. "No. One of the boxes is
being detained until the nature of its con
tents can be determined." The offense
the box was charged with was duly writ
ten on one flap and it was taken back to
the freight office. We were told to call the
next day once they had determined

Coniiiiucd on page 14
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Special to the Revolutionary Worker

West German Week of Resistance
Editors note: The following dispatch was
received from an RW correspondent in
West Germany.

Cominuing opposition to the U.S.
deployment of 572 new intermediate-
range nuclear missiles on the European
frantltne exploded across Weti Germany
ii> a week-long series of actions from Oc
tober 15-23. The largest mass political
protests in the "postwar" period, these
convulsions which wracked oh-so-
orderly West German society took a giant
bite out of the carefully cultivated
"democratic decision" of West Ger
many's impcrialtst rulers to ccmem their
blood-compact with U.S. imperialism

through the "shared risk doctrine." In so
doing, more than one sacred cow of West
German politics has been thrown into
question, with rifts in both the anii-
mis-sile forces and ruling class circles
developing over the demonstrations and
their aftermath.

The decentralized character of the pro
test demonstrations themselves reflected
as much the divisions in the anti-missiles

forces as it did desires to involve the
greatest numbers, divisions which

became manifest from the opening gun of
Ihc protest week in Bremerhaven.
Brcmerhaven, on West Germany's North
Sea coast, was chosen to kick off events,
being the major port facility for the U.S.

i:-" " M It ^

i
i
i

Army in West Germany througii which
the new missiles themselves might be off
loaded. Yet Brcmerhaven also became
the "pacesetter" in the bourgeoisie's plan
to keep the demonstration week one of
orderly, preplanned, and boring events
and in how. the events were to be summed
up in the battle for public opinion.

Already in the first week of September
the West German bourgeoisie had bran
dished its "two-track" approach toward
the planned ciemonsiraiions. At the U.S.
base at Muilangen. all activity of the base
was shut down while peaceful demon
strators sat passively in the roads before
the entrance of the closed facility. This
exercise was given worldwide publicity,
but when demonstrators showed up at the
U.S. Air Force Base at Bitburg, where
(hey were not supposed to be
demonstrating, they were met with clubs
and dogs. This police attack was blacked
out of the bourgeois press, with only a
few seconds of TV coverage permitted a
full day later. The message of this carrot
and stick (literally) offer was directed at
both (he militants as a warning and to
those who see media publicity of
reasonable, orderly protest as the road to
winning the hoped-for majority of
mainstream public opinion.
The protests in Brcmerhaven actually

began Oct. 13, with a blockade of the
U.S. port facilities. The very first even
ing, the cops let loose with water cannons
at demonstrators sitting in front of the
gates. This early confrontation acted as a
magnet for militant forces from all over
North Germany. By Saturday the
demonstrations had swelled to over

40,000. Police reinforcements of 5,500
were moved into Bremerhaven, while
police roadblocks around the city stop
ped and searched the cars of over 200
suspected militants. The sharp divisions
in the anti-missile forces became readily
apparent as two parallel marches of
decidedly different character moved by
the thousands to the site of the blockadp.
The one column was made up of the good'
burghers of the Social Democratic Party
(SDP). the West German Communist
Party (DKP), and other mainstream and
professional groups, while (he other was
made up of students and youth, and all
the "Auionomen" groups in fundamen
tal opposition to the system itself, and
joined also by the Greens. It was this
inarch column that passed through the
heart of Bremerhaven's sleezy porno-
dLsirict, and not a single sex-shop and
peep-show was left unscathed as the
youths whipped out their spraypaini
cans.

Faced with a ma.ssive show of force at

the U.S. facilities and official plans for
I he demonstration to disperse with only a
whimper, many began to drift away. But
with the official close of the demonstra
tion. events took a new turn. Already by
Friday night, the official "peacekeepers"
had pulled back icathcr-jackcted youths
from Berlin who tried to break through
the police barbed wire wearing heavy
gloves. Now, suddenly the air was filled
with paving stones as ski-masked
"Chaoien" let fly at the cops who replied
with tear gas and water cannons. During
the battle some Chaoicn wielded iron

bars. As the Chaoten attacked before the

German Customs office, the "peace
police" of (he pacifist forces threw up a
human wall between the two sides, and
(he fighting subsided with darkness.
There were injuries on both sides and
over 100 were busted by the West German
cops. Many of those grabbed by the cops
were taken some distance out of town and
dumped.
The next day. however, the W. Ger

man press was effusive in its description
of the Brcmerhaven events as "peaceful,
largely without incident." and in genera!
a setback to the plans of the "violent
troublemakers." The Mannheimer

Margen, for example, reported, "The
scene in front of the barracks presented a
peaceful picture with the sunny weather:
demonstrators and police played soccer
— although not together."

On the same day as the Bremcrliavcn
action, there was also a inarch on the
U.S. Air Base at Ramstein, site of the an
nual U.S. air power show. The march
which intended to blockade the base

entrances was met", however, by a massive
force of riot police who blocked the road.
In a quick-thinking move, the demon
strators did an about-face and took off
for Mie.sau, the largest U.S. munitions
depot in W. Germany where 5,000
nuclear warheads are stored in addition
to conventional arms, catching the police
by surprise with an unplanned action.
Throughout the week of protests, the

willingness of demonstration organizers
to meet and plan out events with the
police became increasingly an issue. It
became an open secret that meetings have
been going on for months with the cops
over how to identify and isolate the
radical elements in the actions. In Bonn,
where the issue of cooperation with the
cops has been particularly sharp, a color
fully costumed group of activists invaded
a meeting of the Bonn coordinating com
mittee, distributed champagne and
chocolate kisses, danced about and left
leaving a note which read:' 'This mornjng
we have visited the office of the Coalition
Committee (KOA) and permitted
ourselves to cut off the private lines be
tween the KOA and the police. Since
weeks of debate have not borne fruit, it
became necessary to put, herewith, the
telephone lines directly out of commis
sion. ..." The outraged organizers look
ed around to find that their phone lines
had been cut.
The week following the Bremerhaven

events was dedicated to local mobiliza

tions ofdifferent constituencies each day;
thus Sunday was for church groups,
Monday for women's groups, Tuesday
for ami-militarism and solidarity with
Third World struggles. Wednesday for
workplace demonstrations, Thursday for.
high-school students, and Friday for
local government and political party
groups. Some of these events were
lackluster fizzles, but many others show
ed real sparks of resistance. On Monday
and Tuesday, 800 blockaded the entrance
to the MUnster First Corps Barracks, the
largest West German facility, in an im-
poriani targeting of the West German im
perialist military forces. While in Ham
burg. 50 military re.servists turned in all
their military gear in protest of German
military policy.
• On Tuesday morning over 1,000
blockaded the doors of a Litton In
dustries military electronics plant in
Freiburg. All the workers were blocked
from entering, and the cops were not able
to get a door open until three hours later.
After being ousted by the police, the
demonstrators marched downtown to

pell a Victory Monument from the
Franco-Prussian War which was valiant

ly protected by cops. The .same day other
demonstrators went to the offices in

Bonn of Heckler & Koch, manufacturers
of the German G3 assault rifle which is
expcrieci to 40 Third World countries,
and staged a mock "shooi-in" in the lob
by-
On Thursday thousands ofhigh-schoo!

students and their teachers walked out of
school in West Berlin from 10-10:30 in
spite of an official school board ban. In
some schools one-quarter to one-half of
the students took part, while in other
schools students were locked in. Unlike
Ihe teachers, many of the youth did not
bother to return to class at 10:30. In

Osnabrilck over a thousand students

went to a demo, although many students
here were locked in and some had to
climb out the windows. In Freiburg eight
ttj nine thousand students went out and
were issued traffic lickcis by cops. In
other places there were more controlled
school as.semblies around peace lheme.s.

In all, millions took part in one manner
or other in the week of protest, an un
precedented event over which Der Spiegel
sounded the following alarm: "But the
question in the next few months won't

Continued on page 14
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Cold Calculations of the Olympic Planners

Will the Soviets Be In LA?

Though currenl developrnems have for
the moment blasted it off the front pages,
there is still quite a bit to be learned from
all the hypocritical braying and fierce
maneuvering that has taken place around
Korean Airlines flight 007 — not only on
the international political stage but in (he
arena of international sports as well. And
with U.S./Soviet confrontation ac
celerating rapidly, the realm of sports is
sure to heat up still more. In basketball, a
scheduled pre-Olympics tour of seven
major universities by the Soviet national
team was cancelled after the schools
dropped out one by one; the head of
Amateur Basketball, USA. the sports
federation which runs the U.S. national
basketball team for the Olympics and
other international competitions, said
thai some of the coaches and athletic
directors who might have had some reser
vations, for whatever rca.sons, about get
ting on (he cancellation bandwagon,
"took tremendous pressure about being
communist sympathizers." In hockey,
the cities of Detroit, Philadelphia, and
Los Angeles had to be scratched off the
list of a series of matches between the
U.S. and Soviet hockey teams (now very
tentatively scheduled to take place in
December) when either the hockey arena
operators or corporate sponsors made a
public showing of their cancellations; the
owner of the Detroit Red Wings profes
sional hockey team, who controls the
bookings in his town's arena, must have
brought tears to the eyes of loyal
Americans everywhere as he described
flying across the Atlantic on a 747 (of
course, he had his family with him — a
nice touch) a few days after the 007 inci
dent, "thinking about all those people
who were just blown out of the sky." as
the New York Times eagerly printed his
explanation for refusing to allow the
Soviet team onto his ice. And then there
were the loudly threatened demonstra
tions and so forth which managed to con
vince the Soviets that the pre-Olympic
sailing regatta, women's volleyball tour
nament, figure-skating event and archery
competition — all of which were schedul
ed to take place In the U.S. in October —
would be better off if they publicly declin
ed 10 show up.

All the cancellations were, of course,
the result of a purely spontaneous
"groundsweli," to listen to official
government comment — and the U.S.
State Department made sure that its
spokesman was available to say as much
toSpom///us/rarerfmagazine. "I think it
reflects the feelings of the American peo
ple," the spokesman said. "We would
have been surprised if they fell they could
have gone with sports as usual in this
climate." Clearly, this was an expert
opinion: leaving aside whatever direct
hand it may have had in the cancellations,
the State Department had more than a lit
tle to do with the creation of "this
climate."

But for a variety of reasons, cancella
tions were neither required nor seen as
beneficial when it came to the matter of
U.S. teams traveling to the Soviet Union
to compete in the World Championships
of wrestling, judo, and wciginlifting. In
the first place, the prospect of such teams
going to the Soviet Union just could not
provide anywhere near the opportunity
for the whipping up of the "spontaneous
groundsweli" as that offered by the
Soviets setting fool on U.S. soil. What's
more, the U.S. has not been particularly
strong in these sports for some time, and
the Soviet trips would provide an oppor
tunity to compete against the world's best
and thereby gauge the possibilities of
perhaps pulling off a "stunning upset"
— particularly against the Soviets — dur
ing the 1984 Olympics when so much
more will be at stake. At the same time, it
was clear that any official cancellations
of these trips would have unnecessarily
(to the U.S. imperialists' way of thinking)
exacerbated cenain contradictions with
many of the U.S. athletes — and there is
so much more mileage to gel out of them

in the coming year.
Still, ihe.se careful considerations vis-4-

vis the athletes did not apply in the same
way to such patriotic sports officials as
Werner Hoizer, the president of USA
Wrestling, the governing body for the
U.S. wrestling team. While ultimately
deciding that it was okay for the team to
go to the Soviet Union. Holzcr publicly
refused to accompany the athletes. And
the New York Times was most
coof>crative in allotting plenty of space to
this sports official's evcr-so-profound
reflections on his grand protest.
Highlights included such gems as "sports
means nothing in comparison to peace
and survival throughout the world" (if
you thought this meant thai Hoizer wa.s
about to make some son of anti-nuke
statement, you just haven't been paying
attention), and Holzer's sudden realiza
tion that "the Soviet government.. .has
shown itself to be a brutal dictatorship."
Why Mr. Hoizer, one can only wonder
why you never felt compelled to register
your serious thoughts about the state of
the world before — say. for example,
when you were on the U.S. Wrestling
team at the 1968 Olympics in Mexico
City. Could it be that the massacring of
hundreds of protestors by the Mexican
government, with assistance from its
U.S. protectors, was not quite so worthy
of your lofty concerns and sentiments?
Oh, but we almost forgot — we are deal
ing with unparalleled "barbarity" in the
case of 007.

However, it .seems that some people
just don't know when enough is
"enough." Take the ladies and
gentlemen of the California Slate
Legislature, for example. Amid the ran
ting, raving and all-around caterwauling
from the White House to Congress to the
free press, and the above-mentioned
sporting accompaniment, the California
legislators unanimously passed a resolu
tion calling on the president to ban the
Soviets from the 1984 Olympics in Los
Angeles. And some businessmen from
Orange County (more familiarly known
as the home of Disneyland) immediately
organized a massive petition drive to col
lect a million signatures calling for the
same thing. Now, isn't that utterly
ridiculous? Don't these people know the
difference between demonstrations of
appropriate "outrage" at the proper mo
ment and violations of the sacred trust of
international sport? Why. even the State
Department spokesman who took note of
the "feelings of the American people"
hastened to add, "at this point 1 don't
think it relates to the Olympics." And
Peter Ueberroth, head of the Los Angeles
Olympic Organizing Committee, scur
ried off to Washington, D.C. and an
nounced reaffirmed pledges from
Reagan and Congress that the U.S.
would live up to its "commitment" to the
Olympics — whicli means allowing all
athletes approved by the international
Olympic Committee full access to the big
games.

But with the shifting around involved
here and the seeming change in emphasis
from cancellations to commitments,
there was bound to be a great deal of con
fusion. Fortunately, there has been a re
cent addition of that foremost public
opinion ciarifier, ABCTV's Nighlline, to
saaighien us all out. And in keeping with
the democratic tradition to which it owes
it success, Nighlline featured spokesmen
for both sides of this important issue.

On the one hand, appearing at this time
as the "lunatic fringe," were those who
favor banning the Soviet team from the
1984 Olympics. Participants here includ
ed: California State Senator John Doolit-
tie, the author of the infamous resolu
tion. who in effect tried to declare the
Soviets ineligible for iheOlympics (unless
they beg for forgiveness for their trans
gression) on the basis that shooting down
the South Korean plane was "unsports
manlike" and went against the "Olympic
spirit": one of the Orange County peti
tioners who shrieked about "murder in

the skies" and pledged to bring out "the
true feelings of the American people" (a
popular phrase, it would seem) to such an
extent that the Soviets won't want lo
come; and a columnist for the Moonic-
owned Washington Times, who called
for kicking every Soviet official of any
type out of the U.S. right now. Although
Ted Koppei — and virtually all the other
panicipams as well — kept expressing
their total understanding for this crew's
well-planned "outrage" over 007, the
fact that they were totally lacking in the
"spirit" of the Olympics was duly noted.
Despite Senator Doolitile's feeble ef
forts. this wasn't exactly a field that came
across as dedicated to the cause of inter
national sports.

But arrayed against this team of crass
reaction stood an all-star aggregation of
Olympic hopefuls, with something for
everybody. Yes. given the international
political situation, it was quite necessary
to have at least one hard-bitten realist
who bluntly weighed the political conse
quences and called for doing what was
most "effective" for the U.S.'s interna
tional political interests. In this case,
Jody Powell, a former spokesman for
President Carter fit the bill nicely. He not
only upheld the 1980 boycott of the
Moscow Olympics for its demonstration
of American resolve and the fact that it
focused "attention on Soviet behavior," .
but also argued against a 1984 ban on i lie
Soviets on essentially the same basis. His
reasoning: It would shift the focus of
controversy away from the Soviets and
on to (he U.S. instead, taking away the
valuable political edge the U.S. holds
from 007. Powell said that in order to
really maximize U.S. effectiveness, the
U.S. should invite the Soviet team in and
show them "the son of expression thai
we allow in this country" — anti-Soviet
billboards and demonstrations! Poweli
was being much too modest. Not only do
"we" allow this type of activity in this
country, "we" whip it up — andihecom-
ing year will undoubtedly provide
numerous opportunities for witnessing
this magnificent example of the extent of
freedom of expression in the U.S.

But Powell's political "realism" was
overshadowed by his teammates' positive
zeal for the glory of sport as exemplified
in the upcoming Olympics. On fi lm, we
were treated to a California state senator
assuring everyone that the legislators had
not realized that they were voting against
the Olympics for goshsakes, and (hat this
wit! be rectified as soon as the state
legislature comes back into session. Also
on film were several athletes saying, "It's
not fair." to deprive them of the oppor
tunity to go for the Gold after they had
worked so hard for it, as they had been
deprived back in 1980. Live and in per
son, we were subjected lo the real heavy-
hitters — 1976 Olympic Decathlon Gold
Medal Winner and all-around all-
Amcrican Bruce Jenner, and
"self-made" (with a little help from his
friends in certain U.S. foreign policy
preserves) miliioiiaire Peter Ueberroth.
Jenner has already shown his consum
mate cleverness as a representative for
U.S. imperialist interests in the realm of
sports with, for example, a previous ap
pearance on NightUne where he essential
ly called for martial law during the Olym
pics — purely in order to "protect the
athletes" of course; and in a previous
statement to the L.A. Times, he .stated
that it didn't matter that he couldn't
remember where he was storing his Gold
Medal since, "It's enough for me to
know that it's here. It's not in Aviiov's
house." Of course, Aviiov was his prin
cipal Soviet competitor in 1976.

But at this time, and deliberately in
sharp contrast to the "ban the Soviets"
calls, Jenner spoke of the "brotherhood"
in the Olympics, recalling the time he had
hugged his Soviet rival after the competi
tion. (Of course, there were political dif
ferences, Jenner slickly pointed out, ex
emplified by the time that he went to
Moscow and wanted to get together with

his rival for old times' sake, but the latter
was prevented from doing so by Soviet
officials. Jenner may yet have a future in
acting — or perhaps running for poliilcai
office — if he keeps up the good work.)
Ueberroth piped in with a plea that
"some place along the line we have to
make steps in this world to develop
human understanding," and, of course,
the 1984 Olympics was precisely that
"some place." (Undoubtedly, such
understanding will be immeasurably
enhanced by ad campaigns like "America
First" for the gymnastics team, and
"Support the Home Team" for the sale
of Olympic coins, but somehow Ueber
roth failed to point this out.) But both the
businessman and the former athlete were
particularly dripping with their touching
concerns for youth — with Ueberroth
worrying about "the youngsters" having
their hopes dashed if a ban were to take

, place, and Jenner announcing, "The
Olympic Games are for the youth of the
world." Tlirough all this, and Koppei
masterly serving up the "higher ideals"
questions to keep the mood flowing, it
was clear that the word had coihe down
from the highest ranks of U.S. of
ficialdom — put down'ihe ban, and do it
seemingly for nothing but the very

/ noblest of purposes, the very essence of
•  the "Olympic ideal."

However, it is not some abstract set of
noble ideals, but the ice-cold calculations
of imperialist realities that are lurking
behind this game. Indeed, virtually ail the
media analysts, including Koppei himself
at the start of his bogus "debate." have
rather crudely admitted in thcircoverage
of preparations for the 1984 Summer
Games that international sport in general
and the Olympics in particular are bound
to be used for crass political advantage. A
representative example was recently pro
vided by Time magazine in an article
lauding the work that Ueberroth and his
crew are doing. The article openly
declared that "Hardly anyone for
some time ha.s regarded international
athletic competition as a refuge from the
troubles of mankind," described the
main event at every Olympics as an "in
ternational tug-bf-war," even took on
the "hypocrisy of amateurism" describ
ing (he politically necessary legalization
of formerly under-the-table bribes to
keep the U.S.'s best athletes in the game,
and offered the summation that "the
state of the Olympic dream... (is) a pipe
dream." There are no tears or complaints
about all this — it is simply a matter-of-
fact phenomenon. What better exposure
could there be of the truth that this so-
called "debate" between the previously
unleashed "ban the Soviets in honor of
007" side and the currently favored
"bring them here for the brotherhood of
sport" side is nothing but the cynical
balancing of naked political interest on
the part of U.S. imperialism?

So far, the U.S.'s calculations have
taken principal note of the very valuable
opportunity (and necessity) that a go for
the gold, especially against the Soviets,
provides. As a correspondent on
Nighlline intoned, "In the hands of a
propagandist, Olympic success signals
ideological superiority." Significantly,
while the correspondent was talking, the
TV screen was fi lled with a filmed seg
ment of a currenl TV spot — not of the
Soviets and their efforts to use previous
Olympic victories as crude propaganda
but of the U.S. hockey team and its vic
tory in the 1980 Winter Olympics, com
plete with the sports announcer crying
out, "The impossible dream come true."
The message wa.s unmistakable. Who
could forget that glorious lime when the
"underdog" U.S. defeated the big, bad
Russians (and everybody else) while the
crowd chanted U-S-A over and over, and
(he entire superstructure milked this
"spontaneous" wave of patriotism for
months afterward? And isn't such a
demonstration of "ideological superiori
ty" needed even more these days — on

Continued on page 12
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'Bum It! ''
Berkeley Rebels' Answei
to Invasion •.

«• /

I  ̂ ^
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Tuesday, as news 'of the U.S. invasion
ofGrenada began to hii the headlines, the.
reactionary talk shows began to stink up
the airwaves in the San Francisco Bay
Area with the know-nothing howl of im
perialism's loyal followers. As an
nouncers feverishly solicited, and got,
patriotic grunts of joy at the bloodshed
and imperialist legions unleashed, a par
ticular local target began to receive verbal
fire; one talk-host bubbled, "What do
you think of that, Berkeley? Oh, but
you're not listening, arc you Berkeley?
You're over at the federal building." (At
that moment, a rally was going on at the
Federal Building in San Francisco, de
nouncing the U.S. invasion of Grenada.)

Berkeley has been plunked onto the
receiving end of the talk-show firing
range in the last few days here, drawing
venemous attacks. One sorry, right-wing
Berkeley city councilman was even driven
to call a show and apologize for represen"-
ting the people of Berkeley. And while
reactionaries have typically done their
best to paint a picture of a world in which
you have to be either pro-Soviet or pro-
U.S. — and in which Berkeley symbolizes
the enemy — events Tuesday night show
ed that by invading Grenada the U.S. has
stirred up a lot more than pro-Soviet op
position.
Throughout ihedayonTuesday, word

had circulated through Berkeley, partly
through hastily prepared leaflets atid
partly through word of mouth in the
various political channels: the anarchists,
the feminists, the anii-nuke movement,
the solidarity with Central America
forces. The word went something like
this: The invasion of Grenada, on top of
outrage after outrage the U.S. has com
mitted, is too much; something has to be
done; meet at the Shatiuck BART (Bay
Area Rapid Transit) at 8 o'clock; bring
everybody. Not too long after 8 o'clock,
after a short rally, around 1 ,(X)0 people
left the BART to march through
Berkeley: students, activists, a healthy
sprinkling of punks and anarchists. The
marchers seized the streets from the very
beginning, and by the lime people had
gone up past Telegraph Avenue to Col
lege Avenue, then back down along the
edge of the UC Campus to Shaituck.
numbers had grown to over 3,000,
perhaps 5,000; people from nearby apan-
mem buildings had looked out their win
dows and then joined ihe march, and
people had been pulled in from the cam-
pu-s and the streets.
The march had become a festive and

strong rejection of the inva.sion of
Grenada and the wave of patriotism
flooding from the media. The few frat
guys who tried to raise I he American flag
in the face of the march were quickly
routed. By the limethemarch returned to

Shattuck, a group of punks, anarchists
and youth were at the head. And as they
reached the corner of Shattuck and

University Ave., one of the main intersec
tions in Berkeley, the group of several
hundred people at the head sat down in
the middle of the intersection, encircling
a smaller number of people who burned
the American flag, while youth clapped,
raised both fists in the air and whoop^ at
the grand sight of the burning flag. It all
was a refreshing contrast to the TV news
shots of hand-picked ail-American boys
and girls from Grenada Medical School
who yukked it up with the Marine but
chers as ihey stepped off the plane from
Grenada and proceeded to mouth every
shabby piece of propaganda which the
U.S. government asked for.
Of course, there were different forces

and programs represented in the march
besides those who wanted to burn the
flag. Members of the All People's Con
gress (APC), for one, had most of the
bullhorns at the march; after the flag
burning, while the youth who had been
silting down in the street wanted to stay,
continuing to block the intersection, after
five minutes or so the APC and other ac

tivists were able to pull the march a few
more blocks down the road, to city hall,
where the Berkeley City Council was
passing a resolution to denounce the U.S.
invasion and to support a memorial for
Maurice Bishop.
Gus Newport, Mayor of Berkeley and

founder of the U.S./Grenada Friendship
Association in the Bay Area, had in
troduced the resolution. Newport, who is
close to the revisionists, and who has a
clear predilection for the kind of social
democracy represented by pre-invasion
Grenada, addressed the crowd which
Jammed the city hall steps and massed out
into the street. As he was walking back to
the crowd after finishing his speech, one
young guy yelled, "What are we gonna
do tonight?" Others yelled, "Let's do
some direct action." Gus spat back,
"Fuck that. Ain't gonna be no direct ac
tion tonight. Let's go home."
Although Gus and others succeeded in

dispersing the bulk of the rally at that
point, several hundred rebels went back
to one of Berkeley's major intersections
and sat down. They built a bonfire and
stayed in the middle of the street for
several more hours. They were not at
tacked by the police, but they kept at least
one late night TV news team alert and
wondering what assauli.s on public decen
cy might come next.
That evening. Marine Corps recruiting

officers held a press-conference of their
own in Berkeley, It s«ms the Corps had
run a full-page ad in the UC Berkeley stu
dent newspaper, the Daily Californian,
announcing a recruiting drive to be held

on campus this week. Now, at any time,
this Is a dangerous undertaking for the in
famous crew of butchers. This week, it
seems, one invasion was enough for the
marines: they cancelled the recruiting
drive, so the press was told, on the advice
of campus police who suggested "waiting
until the dust clears."
The next day, Thursday, was to

become dustier still. It started quietly
enough with the traditional rally at Cal
Berkeley's Sproul Plaza, at the heart of
the campus, the gathering organized by
Students Against Intervention in El
Salvador. By the time the speeches got
underway, between two and three thou
sand students and others had filled the

area, listening and arguing over the
speakers from various political tenden
cies, from pro-Soviet types to more
radical figures.
From Sproul Plaza, people marched to

the campus ROTC building along a wind
ing path through the campus, picking up
more students coming out of class. There
was a one-minute vigil at the ROTC
building, which was guarded by police,
then an estimated 1,000 people took off
for the city of Berkeley, marching
through the middle of the streets. Within
the march, which had a very broad
character, there were a number of anar
chists. youth, and advocates of direct ac
tion from the Berkeley campus who were
looking for ways to break through
politically and make more powerful
statements.

The march went to the campus of
Berkeley High and straight through the
campus, chanting and calling on (he
students to ditch school and join the
march. And many students did take the
opportunity, breaking out of school for

the rest of the day, debating furiously and
excitedly with marchers on the campus
grounds; then at least 50-100, both Black
and white, joined the action.
The post office was next, where three

young women punks hauled down Ihe
American flag. The flag wouldn't light,
so it was thrown into the middle of the
street and people started throwing mat
ches on it, while others chanted, "Burn it!
Burn it!" One monitor tried to rescue

the flag and a tug-of-war ensued which
ended with him running off with the flag
to jeers of "Fucking liberal!"
From the post office, the group headed

up to the Bank of America on Shattuck
Ave., where the flag was again pulled
down from the flagpole and a simitar
struggle ensued over whether or not to
burn it. At one point a brick ihunked
hard against a bank window, which turn
ed out to be a surprisingly sturdy — the
brick bounced off. A man accused of

throwing the brick was theq Jumped
by an undercover pig, but they were both
completely encircled by the crowd, which
was filling up Shattuck Ave. and com
pletely blocking this very busy street. The
police were unable to haul the man away,
and the crowd, chanting "No arrests!
No arrests!," forced the police to release
him.
The group, which consisted of about

five hundred people by this time, then
marched to the corner of Shaituck and

University and seized the whole inierscc-
lion. People got up and agitated, small
group discussions raged for abouL a half
an hour longer, and then the group
marched back (o the campus, leaving
many wondering what the next days and
weeks will bring. □
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Contribute to the Prisoners Revolutionary literature Fund

The Revolutionary Communisi Party receives many letters and requests for
literature from prisoners In the hell-hole torture chambers from Attica to San
Quentln. There are thousands more brothers and sisters behind bars who have
refused to be twaten down and corrupted in the dungeons of the capitalist cla
and who thirst for and need the Revolutionary Worker and other revolutionary
literature. To help make possible getting the Voice of the Revolutionary Com
munist Party as well as other Party literature and books on Marxism-Leninism
Mao Tsetung Thought behind the prison walls, the Rero/ut/onary Worker has
established a special fund. Contributions should be sent to:

Prisoners Revolutionary Literature Fund
Sox 3486, Merchandise Mart
Chicago.1L 60654

I am writing this fetter in praise to
the writer of the article In the October
7,1983 edition ot the Revolulionary
Worker under the caption; "The
American Dream Road Show — and
the Real Way Out of the Nightmare,"
which, to say the least, is a superb
analysis of the accommodationism of
the Black (still American Negro) bour
geoisie and how they are silt! being
manipulated by the Rullng^class In
this society, albeit willingly.
My hrst reliactlons of the arlicie

was, Is there a historical analogy tre-
tween thai of the Roman slaves, who,
during the apex of the Roman Empire,
owned their own slaves and private
property, and who also went to war
with and for their Roman masters and
These Ruling-Class promoted leader
Preacher-Pimps, as they have been so
aptly described by the writer?
; And my second thought. Is that the
writer of the article is undoubtedly a
White American who Is being agilely
tactful and constrained in pointing
out how foul and lousy the Black
bourgeois Irt this society really Is
because of the obvious sensitivities
iliat criticism of Blacks by Whites
presents no mailer how genuine. But
I am an African-American genuinely
concerned about the oppression of
my people and all people of Ihe world
— who are also my people because I
have transcended all narrow con
cepts of race and only recognize one
race — the human race, and lhat It is
hot who you are but what you are.
And I don't have to puli puncfies. I
have a pathological hatred ot all ac-
commbdailonlst handkerchief-head
negroes who are still begging and
hankering to be part of their master's
tea party. Because I ftave enough
krrowiedge of history and human
nature to understand that they (the
pseudo-leader preacher pimps) are
the same black dogs In kind that
gnashed upon Nat Turner, Denmark
Vesey, Gabriel Prosser, fvtaicolm X
artd all other real freedom fighters
who have ever come along and
sought to break the chains of mental
and physical slavery lhat bind my
ethnic group, and that the Top Dogs
— their Ruling-Class capilalisi
masters continue to use them to

placate the masses of Blacks in this
society with false hopes thai real
freedom, justice and equality can be
achieved under capitalism, and also
sic them on anyone who opposes the
system and use them as an instru
ment of a crime against ttialr own
ethnic group, and that they are aiders
and abeitofs of those real criminals
In the perpetuation of neo-slavery
here and the world over among Third
World peoples; and they need to tre
given no capitulating respite. So, l
just had to write and make this com
ment on the article. And I wani to add

that It's lime lor my Black brothers
and slslers in America to start to

seriously consicler some ol the obser
vations made by Malcolm X with
regard to how these Black preacher
pimps v/ho are passing themselves
off as leaders and all those dogs who
want to be a part of Ihls dog-eal-dog
syslern must be deaii with. If we are
1o ever throw olf Ihe shackles ol
slavery and lake our rightful piacc In
this world with all oppressed peoples
wtio are genuinely struggling to Ije
(ree, and who have no desire to slave
In ibe spoils ol America's rape ol Ihe
world.

t hope you will print this letter in
your paper.

Your Buddhist Unchained Friend,
Huntingdon. PA

Will the

Soviets Be
In LA?
Continued from page 10
(he eve of imperialist world war? For ex
ample, it's no accident that the big story,
in the U.S. at any rate, of the Helsinki
World Track and Field Championships
last August is how ihe U.S.'s "darling."
Mary Decker, beat the Russians in ah
area of i/teir strength, ihe women's
middle-distance events. Imagine how
much bigger such a demonstration of
"ideological superioriiy" would be if it
occurred in L.A. in 1984. For the same
reasons, (he Soviets have .so far seemed
down for the confrontation, while, like
the U.S., dropping hints that this could
change. (At the same lime, it's no wonder
that the "youngsters" are coming in for
such loving attention, since It is the
mobitizadon of youth that this
"superiority" is dedicated to achieving.
And it is hardly sport that they are being
mobilized for.)
Given the current scenario of actually

pulling off the Games, Russians and all,^
the "brotherhood of sport" cam ha.s been
given some play of late, especially when n
comes from those who are responsible for
organizing and putting on the Olympic
Games. In spite of Time's hard-bitten

- realism, the "Olympic ideals" are a
necessary fixture of participation in this
arena, and for actually being able to
gather together the international field of
teams and athletes that are.-indis.pensible
10 the staging of the 1984 Olympics — as
it is presently being coi^ceived.
Of course it is also conceivable that in

ternational political developments could
overtake the current Olympic plans and
perhaps warrant any number of revisions
of the proposed scenario. Certainly, these
developments arc occurring fast and
furiously, and things have changed even
since the Niglirline show in question two
weeks ago. This is why the open and bla
tant representatives of the U.S.'s cynical
machinations — the political "realists"
— will always have their opportunity lo
put out Ihe hard-headed as.sessments of
the current situation and make sure that
no matter which hypocrisy is most useful
at the moment, it will not be too difficult

to rein it in at a given moment should the
requirements change. Certainly, the U.S.
will make its final decisions on the ques
tion of "welcoming" or "discouraging"
— or perhaps even outright banning —
the Soviet Olympic (earn based on the
.same calculations and assessments of the
world situation. And the Soviets, for
their part, are making their own calcula
tions as well, weighing the bepefits of
Olympic participation against the hostile
political climate in L.A., which now
more than ever seems inevitable, while
also trying to gauge the overall political
situation and ihe possibilities en
gendered for some kind of broadly-
backed boycott. After all, ii is the coming
demonstration of mililary superioriiy
that all this is meant to serve — and the

matter of demonstrations of "ideological
superiority" must be carefully
calculated, and timed, to see if they will
bcs!.serveihisaim. □

U.S. Invokes Marine God In Lebanon
Continued from page 5

own." What is this if not a blunt admis
sion of the imperialist essence underlying
such catch-words as "peacekeeping",
and an ugly self-exposure of preciselyfor
whom Lebanon is to be kept
"sovereign"? And Reagan went on to ex
plain against whom not only Lebanon,
but (he whole Middle East, must be kept
"sovereign"; "Can the United States or
the free world for that matter stand by
and see the Middle East incorporated into
the Soviet bloc? " To a.sk the question is to
answer it, eh Ron?

Of course, one would have had to spent
the week on fantasy island to conclude
that the issue is one of the United States
standing around and merely watching
much of anything (and the same goes for
the rest of the free-worldcrs, especially in

Europe). The message that what's under
way in and by the U.S. is very active
preparations for world war has been
literally bludgeoned into people's skulls
from all different angles. Two incidents
related to the Beirut explosion may have
escaped attention, however. First, at a
press conference early in the week,
Reagan was asked why "more isn't being
done" about the bombing, Reagan
replied by suggesting thai to "do more"
would be ID risk World War 3. (This little
trick was a carbon copy of a .simitar
Reagan remark in (he wake of 007.) Only
the most gullible could draw from this
that the president is simply trying lo "be
reasonable." Instead, il is being floated
for consideration, discussion and agree
ment that World War 3 actually as the on

ly solution to these "Soviet assaults." Se
cond, recall that many of the wounded
marines were flown not to Israel — which
is 20 minutes away — for medical help,
but some eight hours away to Germany.
Israeli medical people were astonished by
this, especially since they have ama.s.sed so
much experience on these particular
kinds of casualties. Why Germany?
Because it would illustrate the "heroic
sacrifice" made by U.S. imperialist
troops on behalf of the "Western
democracies" and that war, noi peace, is
on the agenda — and all this smack in the
midst of the massive anii-nukc
demonstrations.

"I received a message," said Reagan
Thursday night, "from the father of a
marine in Lebanon. He told me; 'In a

world where wc-speak of human rights,
there is a sad lack of responsibility. My
son has chosen the acceptance of respon
sibility for the privilege of living in this
country. Certainly, in this country, one
docs not inherently have rights unless the
re.sponsibility for these rights is
accepted." " "Lei us," Reagan .said,
"meet our responsibilities."

The bombing in Beirut was catapulted
into an open war cry by the U.S. im
perialists. The ultimate retaliation
against the "terrorists" is bound up
precisely with "accepting responsibility"
for the "privilege of lt,ving in this coun
try." And the dead marines are held up
both as examples of what to emulate and
of what loexpecl. □
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Over the weekend, demonstretions
against the Buromlssiles and against
nuclear war were held in the U.S. in
solidarity with those in Europe. The
character of the demonstrations dif-
lered greatly trom place to place; in
general, many of the rallies on Ssfurctay
were billed as mass, legal gatherings,
led in many cases by pro Westem
social-democratic forces or pro-Soviet
revisionist groupings. On Monday, by
contrast, protesters in at least two
places that we know of strove to mount
a real challenge to the deployments and
to the imperialists. At Seneca Army
Depot, In Romulus, New York, a major
warehouse of nuclear weaponry and
target of a women's peace encampment
over the summer, hundreds of people
blocked gates to the base. While all
fourteen gates were effectively blocked
by the bulk of the demonstrators, other
affinity groups fanned out and began
scaling the fence and marching right In
to the base MPs in jeeps and even in
helicopters charged down on people;
forty to sixty people made it to the
depot airstrip and sat down even as
choppers flew down at them, scattering
placards and clothing. Three hundred
and eighty people were detained.

At the Savannah River Project (SRP)
In South Carolina, a weapons-related
nuclear plant, two groups of protesters
blocked the gates, backing up traffic for
five miles on Atomic Road, [its actual
name) the main entranceway to the
plant. One group of scores of women,
wove themselves topetfter with twine
and blocked a roadway in the face of a
show of force by South Carolina pigs. In
the course of all the actions, seventy-
eight were arrested. In the women's jail
In Aiken, most would not cooperate, or
even give names, and vowed to stay in
jail at least a week. On the men's side, a
teach-In was held on nuclear war and its
causes, after which a group of the jailed
men wrote the following statement and
called it to the Revolutionary Worker
from jail:

Euromissiles Catch Flak in U.S.

Grenada
Conlinued from page?
— the incident which triggered his
murder. What is quite clear is thai the
coup and especially the murder of Bishop
— which the Cubans in particular have
tried to distance themselves from — open
ed thai "little window of opportunity"
for the U.S. (as reactionary columnist
George Will put it) to embark on an inva
sion which fit well with their overall

necessity and strategy for pushing ahead
their war preparations. It should also be
remembered that at the time of theOO? in

cident, provoked by the U.S., Mr. Will
barked, well "if they downed one of our
planes, why don't we down one of their
countries!"

Looking at it from another angle, it is
aiso possible thai given certain contradic
tions, the Soviets may have had their own
rationale for such a scenario. If it was the
case that Bishop was actually moving to
switch blocs then it is conceivable ihai the
Soviets would have summed up that thdr
backs were against the wall and that since
they were going to lose Grenada anyway,
why not do it by pulling off a coup that
would provoke the U.S. into invading.
Perhaps the Soviets (who, like the U.S.,
have been playing their cards in Grenada
totally in relation to global strategies of
contention) summed up at a point that
they'd rather lose Grenada with a bang
than a whimper and maybe try to gain
some ground in the international furorthal
would ensue when U.S. troops landed.
At any rate, speculating over who pulled

thecoupand whomurdered Bishopishard-
ly the main question here and is somewhat
similar to arguing over who fired the first
shot in an intcr-imperialist war. The key
point is that these recent developments in
Grenada, a coup, the establishment of a
regime more closely aligned with the
Soviets and the turmoil it generated both
inside Grenada and internationally, add
ed 10 both the necessity and to the
freedom with which the U.S. was faced
and it offered the perfect opportunity for
the U.S. to make their move. It should be
pointed out here that the U.S. did indeed
have quite a bit of freedom since they
were, after all, acting in what they con
sider their backyard — that is, in an area
in which the U.S. imperialists have over
whelming political and military superiori
ty and which is located very close to their
own borders. For the U.S. imperialists it

To our brothers and sisters in strug
gle at the frontlines of Europe from war
resisters in Alken County Jail. Alken,
South Carolina:

In solidarity with your frontline
resistance to war preparations we are in
jail for successfully blocking two gates
of the Savannah River Plant for more
than one hour, resulting In loss of
manhours, disruption in production and
exposure of the true nature of America's
bomb plant. The SRP plant produces all
the Plutonium and tritium used in
America's nuclear weapons. Tritium pro
duction alone produces material lor one
hundred and fifty A-bombs each year.
Only an internationalist view can guide
us in our common quest for the future.

Twelve blockaders on the men's side of

the Alken County Jail.

The following letter, also, was sent to
the Revoluliortary Worker by one of the
demonstrators.

Saturday, October 22nd, I passed at
least 100 military vehicles on 1-20 white I
drove from Atlanta to the protest plan
ned that weekend at the Savannah River
Project. Not sure how many or what
forces were involved at the protest I had
paranoid feelings that the corrvoy was
going the same place as I was; but I
was wrong at this time, the bourgeoisie
already had enough forces to protect its
precious bomb plant In South Carolina.
The convoy must have been going to
Fort Gordon in Augusta, I have been
told since.

To be honest I fell confused about be
ing at the protest. Why was f there and

what could I do to be most effective, i
was wondering. Certainly I was not
there just to protest the production of
U.S. nuclear weapons.... How could I
unite with an organization that seemed
to me to say nonviolent, Gandhi-type
tactics are the highest form of dealing
with the growing threat of nuclear war
(not to mention the profound conditions
giving rise to that threat).
Sunday night the stage was set so i

could see the terms of the protest acted
out by the forces most in control, when
representatives of the South Carolina
governor's office, the state patrol, and
law enforcement department (SLED)
came to the camp and sat down with
spokespeople... to negotiate, feeling
each other out one last time before the
action took place. Both sides seemed to
wanhhe action to be smooth and
painless as possible without making a
complete and utter circus out of It. The
South Carolina authorities asked
several times where exactly we would
be blockading, but, at least, they did not
learn that.

At 6 a.m. Monday the affinity group
started moving Into position. It had
been decided that only the two main
gates out of five would be blockaded.
The women's peace encampment
blockaders had one gate to themselves
as they wanted. I was a support person
for the May 4lh Rainbow Brigade, an af
finity group comprised of a dozen actual
blockaders, two support people, and
followed by about four media people.

Around 7 a.m. we were driving on
Highway 185, a conventional four-lane
highway divided by a grass median (hat
led to what was referred to as the
Jackson Gate. Driving down one long

hill and beginning up another, we slow
ed down as planned, a car loaded with
blockaders In each lane. When we stop
ped the blockaders got out, some sil
ting down on the road and some unfurl
ing a long poster in three parts that
said, "Stop in the name of love." It was
still dark and the traffic plied up as
bomb plant workers came en masse .to
begin their shift. Impatiently many
workers drove across the median, spin
ning tires around the blockade, some
hurling phrases out'their windows. The
blockaders effectively blocked traffic in
three lanes and the median though ag
gressive drivers still made i( through the
fourth lane. The sight was awesome as
headlights backed up on the dark
highway for three miles and the
blockaders stood fast, singing John
Lennon's "Give Peace a'Chance."

Fifteen minutes later enough cops
had arrived to begin the slow process of
carrying and leading the blockaders off
the road. We had completely surprised
them by blockading several miles from
the project. When ail had been arrested
who were going to be arrested, I drove
on up the road with the rest of the traf
fic until there was a complete halt in
movement. The other affinity groups
had blockaded nearer the plant, stop
ping traffic to where the woTkers-got out
of their cars and talked. After dealing
with some very open h9Stility (my car is
a Statement In itself), I returned to the
encampment.

At the jail in Alken, South Carolina,
the first word we heard was that bail
would be set at S20 or $25 as predicted.
Overall. 78 blockaders were arrested for
disobeying an officer. An hour later bail

Continued on page 14

was acheap and easy victory—one whose
impact was much more valuable than any
of the costs incurred in achieving it. With
the invasion underway, various U.S.
mouthpieces were already arguing the old
"nothing succeeds like success itself" line
in order to produce the desired political
gains our of all this. It should be noted
that if the U.S. does indeed "succeed" in
Grenada, it will be the first U.S. military
victory since the invasion of (he
Dominican Republic in 1965. Bragging
references were madecondnuously (o this
invasion includinga comment by the very
sophisticated Mr. Peter Jennings on ABC
that the 82nd Airborne, which brought
democracy to the Dominican Republic,
was also bringing it to Grenada. They
even sent in the "secret" Delta Blue Light
unit, which is remembered for the aborted
invasion of Iran, toclean up its record and
get a victory under its bell. The
accompanying propaganda value of such
a "success" has been a loud war whoop to
puff up their yahoo social base — a "bat
tle cry", as Reagan put it in his speech
Thursday night, aimed straight at the
Soviets. True grit, ihe "Duke" rides
again, and'marine recruiting soars! (And
they accuse us of "crude propaganda.")

Blocs of Hypocrisy

As can be expected the U.S. invasion
has also given rise to unbounded heaps of
nauseating imperialist hypocrisy from
every quarter. First and foremost among
these unmitigated hypocrites stands the
U.S. itself. According to the U.S., the in
vasion was precipitated by the overthrow
of the Bishop regime— "events that have
no precedent in the Eastern Caribbean
and no place in any civilized society."
What morecan be said other lhan lopoint
oui that the source of this slalemeni is
none other than the same imperialists
who, over the years, have murdered and
overthrown such an array of heads
of state as Diem in Vietnam, Lumumba
in the Congo, Allcnde in Chile and a
legion of others throughout ilie world.
Beyond this, U.S. imperialism's sudden
concern for the Bishop regime is indeed
touching — especially since the U.S. itself
has bent every effort to depose Bishop
and his government since it came into
power in 1979. The U.S. denunciation of
the people who overthrew and executed
him as barbarous thugs and power-
hungry assassins and madmen is also
quite interesting especially coming from

those who jusi launched a ruthless inva
sion of Grenada in the style of a reac
tionary Hollywood war epoch. In connec
tion with this, it is even more nauseating
and somewhat amusing to hear the
various hymns of praise being sung to the
bravery of the big, bad U.S. Marines who
invaded the liny island of Grenada while
Mr. CIA, Vice President George Bush, is
hopping up and down about "cowardly
lerrorisis" in Beirut.
The various imperialist allies of the

U.S. also deserve honorable mention in
the hypocrisy department. A number of
them have staled their opposition to the
U.S. invasion. France in particular has
been most vociferous in denouncing it.
even having the audacity to raise the prin
ciple of "non-intervention" as one of iis
grounds For opposing it — ihis was
despite the fact ihat the footprints (and
feet) of French paratroopers arc still very
much visible in the de.seri sands of Chad

and the fact that, even as the U.S. inva
sion was being launched, French presi
dent Miiterand was busily declaring his
determination to continue tlie role of
French troops in the military occupation
of Lebanon. Britain, on the other hand,
only mildly criticized the U.S. invasion.
Of course, Britain does have its own par
ticular interests in keeping up on what
happens in its former colonial empire: all
of the Caribbean countries which sup
ported the U.S. invasion of Grenada are
still part of the British Commonweallli.
The British were consulted on the inva
sion before it was launched; and,
although the Thatcher government
reportedly expressed reservalion.s about
the invasion and rejected participation in
the "multinational" invading force, they
did succeed in getting the British parlia
ment 10 stop .short of condemning it.
They have their own imperialist invasion
of Ihe Falkland islands on ihe record;
and only days after the debate in Parlia
ment, joined wiih the U.S., France and
Italy in reaffirming their participation for
the Western bloc invasion of Lebanon.

While ihe various Western European
imperialists do have (heir contradictions
with Ihe U.S. imperlalisis — coniradic-
llons which reflect their own individual
imperialist aspirations and interests —
this so-called opposition to the U.S. inva
sion is very del'lnhcly being cast as an
rntra-family affair and is principally a
product of Ihe longstanding division of
labor .SCI within the bloc between the U.S.

and its Western European allies. Within
Ihis, the role of the U.S. is that of the
classical "tough guy" — a role dictated
both by the U.S. position as leader of (he
bloc and by the necessity it has to pull (he
bloc together on an ever-tighter war
footing. For their part, the Western
Europeans often play the role of the more
refined and reasonable imperialists and
even as un-imperialists — a role which
also makes it somewhat easier for them
deal with the masses of people in their
respective countries.

In fact the whole terms of this recent
family quarrel have been cast ip try and
minimize the impact of the invasion in
Europe. All of these European im
perialists have made it clear that nothing
should stand in the way of (he Pershing
and cruise missiles and the strengthening
of the NATO alliance. And this division
of labor where the U.S. plays the part of
the cowboy charging ahead, while their
allies play the critics has everything to do
with advancing all of these imperialists'
interests and pu.shing ahead with their
war preparations.
And at last, but certainly not least,

stand the Soviets in all of their
hypocritical glory. While the Soviets
quickly condemned the "international
banditry" of the U.S. imperialists in
Grenada, they also just as quickly put the
whole affair in an international context

and attempted to turn it to their own ad
vantage. Not to be outdone by the U.S.,
one Soviet commentator on ABC
Mg/jf//>ieactually attempted to use the in
vasion of Grenada as a "justification"
for their own "international banditry" in
places like Afghanistan and Ethiopia.
And it is also well worth noting that in the
wake of the U.S. invasion of (Grenada the
Soviets quickly removed the black hat
that they have worn so proudly during the
arms negotiations and offered up a new
and more "flexible" peace proposal
which was delibcralply limed to iry to
press their own interests in Western
Europe and put the whole thing clearly in
the context of world war.

All in all the events concentraied in
Grenada over the last week or so hold
many important and valuable lessons. In
a very real sense, they outline the .shape of
things to come and ihey should be
recognized as such.

WORLD REVOLUTION. NOT
WORLD WAR! □
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West German Week of Resistance
Continued from page 9
only be what the protagonists of the
peace movement have written on their
banners, but also how W. Germany
tolerates this showdown, the greatest
challenge since the founding of the
republic. Ne\'er yet have the governed so
massively opposed the governors. Never
yet has a protest movement put the
political esiablishmeni under so much
pressure, that it now brings the entire
system into question."

While the system itself is hardly being
questioned to the extent implied by Der
Spiegel, it is quite true that the sharpening
of the conjuncture of the world im
perialist crisis has deHnitely concentrated
some of its contradictions on the W. Ger
man fauliline, and what masses of W.
German people would have accepted
without blinking an eye only several years
ago today produces a massive outpouring
of protest. Even the bourgeois press in
W. Germany admits that two thirds of
the population is opposed to the missiles,
including even supporters of the conser
vative Christian D^ocratic ruling party.

For the future, the Economist of Great
Britain made some suggestions on im
perialist strategy. In its October 8 issue,
the magazine explored "the best way of
dividing and disaming the anti-nuclear
campaign." which it said would be to
"go on producing practical proposals at
the twoGeneva negoiiacions, at the Vienna
talks on cutting orttinary armies... "and
so on.

It was a truly blatant explanation of
imperialism's "peace wars." Their pur
pose is nothing but a diversion to cover
the actual escalation of war preparat ions.
Within the "two-track" strategy, ii is the
negotiations track that covers the missile
emplacement track. But at al) cost, to
defeat the effect of the anti-missile move

ment people must be won to believe in
and hope for the RCgotiaiions track. And
their energies must be preoccupied with
the merits and defects of the myriad of
new disarmamem plans that will be
floated out as fast as both blocs can
dream them up.
The W. German imperialist rulers,

unlike tJjcii Soviet counterparts, are,
however, deeply encumbered at the mo
ment by their own highly organized peace
movemcni, and this represents a problem
that no flurry of peace proposals can
resolve in the short-run. This was made

clear by the failure of W. German
Foreign Minister Genscher to bring back
so much as a stuffed peace dove from his
two-day talks with Soviet Foreign
Minister Gromyko on the eve of the na
tional anti-nuke actions. In fact, the
Soviets used the occasion to tighten the
screws on the W. German leaders by
repeatedly threatening to pull out of the
missile talks if W. Germany allows the
implementation of the U.S. missiles. A
distinct switch from the "walk in the
woods" atmosphere of a few months
ago, and distinctly in line with Soviet
policy to disrupt the U.S.-W. German
military alliance to the max. (Editor's
note: our dispatch predated the most re
cent turn back to a pose of "flexibility"
by the Soviets in the talks.)
Thus the newly-created situation is

producing yet another contortion in W.
German domestic politics. In the middle
of the national week of actions, SPD
chairman and former chancellor Willy
Brandt announced that he would accept
an Invitation to be a principal speaker in
the culminating rally in Bonn on October
22. and would speak against the missiles.
This, by the chairman of the party which
first proposed the stationing of the U.S.
missiles, which held power in W. Ger
many when the decision was made, and
which still today is officially on record in
support of the missiles! This slick move
had the immediate effect of focusing
media attention of the final rallies on a
major spokesman of the bourgeoisie,
while unleashing a storm of controversy
within the already divided anti-missile
movement. For the SPD and DKPpartof
the spectrum, it was a dream come true.
At last, the mainstream! A sure sign that
the all-party unity over the missiles was
breaking up. A victory for the move
ment. The Greens, by contrast, were hor
rified. If the SPD now picked up the anti
missile flag, what would happen to the
Green party? The SPD would eat up its
social base and knock them out of parlia
ment by pushing them below the 5%-of-
the-vote threshold. Thus with two

speakers from the Greens already
scheduled for the Bonn rally, the Greens
announced that they would whistle
Brandt off the stage (the German
equivalent of booing), while for the more
militant wing of the opposition, (he ap
pearance of Brandt in stage center of the
anti-missile rally was only a disgusting

confirmation of the bankruptcy of
politics-as-usual on the eve of imperialist
world war.

Brandt's move was indeed a well
thought out one, approved by a meeting
of (he SPD presidium. Now out of the
government, the SPD has thefreedom to
make such a move which would have ab

solutely no effect on the decisions already
made. An SPD congress slated for mid-
November will most likely approve the
new line. The official explanation for the
about-face will be that the SPD originally
only agreed to ihe missiles as one track of
a two-track policy — the missiles would
supposedly force the Soviets to bargain
for mutual reductions in the second track
of negotiations. But now with the
negotiations having gone nowhere, there
is a pretext to backtrack. By the time the
SPD oftlcial machinery endorses the new
line, of course, the missiles will be in and
the SPD — not the Greens — will be the
voice of "responsible opposition."

This is admitted in a column by the
N. Y. Times'Bonn correspondent, James
Markhatn, who reported that "in
private, some party leaders (of the SPD
— /? MO have reassured inquiring Western
diplomats and others that the Social
Democrats' turbulence is just a 'tactical'
shift to embrace, smother, and eliminate
the bothersome Green Party. Once this
historic task is accomplished, they say.
the parly will move back to a pro-alliance
position " For the party which,
under then Chancellor Helmut Schmidt,
actually proposed the missiles in the first
place, this would be entirely plausible and
not the first time the SPD has made a

complete about-face in order to accom
modate political winds and the hard
realities of holding power in an im-
periaJisl country. At the same timejherc is
a sharp note of worry in the Markham ar
ticle and elsewhere that the SPD, a major
participant in W. German ruling circles,
has taken a position opposing the
deployments for any reason. The
devclopmeni cannot help but underline
the seriousness of the situation in the

country.

The rally at Bonn is, however, only one
of four rallies planned for that day. This
decision to culminate the week in four
rallies rather than one represents a major
compromise by the protest week leader
ship. One problem thrashed out behind
closed doors was that having one big rally

would bring millions to one place and
thereby create too much freedom for the
Autonomen, Chaoten, and Spontis to
seize the initiative. Second, having demos
in Hamburg and Bonn takes some of the
force away from the planned demos in
South Germany at Slutlgan (head
quarters of U.S. strikeforces in Europe)
and Neu-Ulm (one of the first Pershingll
missile sites). The prospects of hundreds
of thousands of W. German youth
overrunning a U.S.'installation conjured
up one of the bourgeoisie's worst-case
scenarios: Gls opening fire on W. Ger
man citizens.

Thus in the South, the plans call for a
"human chain" to stretch from Stuttgart
to Neu-Ulm, effectively dispersing the
demonstration across 100 kilometers of
countryside! in hyping the' South Ger
man action, the conservative sections of
the movement and the bourgeois press
have tried to create a whole air of expec
tation over the human chain. Will they
make it? Can it be done? And groups
from all over W. Germany are assigned
their respective kilometers around the
route (according to zip codes!) with run
ners riding back and forth to smooth out
the line.
Of course, not everybody is buying

these plans. In Hamburg the militants
have shifted the focus of the action to a

blockade of the jingoist Springer
publishing plant, W, Germany's most
infamous reactionary voice, to block the
delivery of Germany's largest Sunday
paper. The group calling for this action is
using the slogan "War Preparations also
take placein the Head." While this action
is attracting militants frpm all over North
Germany, the SPD and the revisionist
DKP have come out against it. The DKP
denounced it as being "against the peo
ple, sectarian, and aimed against the
workers at Springer." (Once again we
must thank the stalwart burghers of the
DKP for explicating their unfailing sup
port of the established social order under
the thinnest of economist pretexts!)

In the South, most militant forces are
making tracks for the blockade of the
Wiley Barracks in Neu-Ulm. While in
Berlin yet another round of actions is
planned.

12:30 am. Oct. 22

News From the Frontlines
Continued from pageS
whether the box was guilty or not.
The next day we spoke to a lawyer.

After getting a runaround from customs,
he called them. A short time later he had

spoken with them and he let us know that
our box had "been sent to court." So we

went out to the customs office to wail for

the verdict. Eventually the officials came
out and told us the box had come back

from the Stadtbau (City Hall) and it
could go now. Perhaps they had decided
that the nature of democracy in West
Germany was becoming loo clear these
days to add the additional exposure of
deporting a box of books belonging to the
World Without Imperialism Contingent.
They undoubtedly expect other oppor
tunities to deal with us in the future.

Report No. 3 — {6/25/83 Contingent

Friends in Hambarg had arranged for
us to speak at a rally prior to one of the
theater marches ihafwas to join the mass
demonstration. When we arrived one of

the rally organizers came over wanting to
.see our speeches. Haiinmed lately said we
could not use the word "imperialism."
He said the speeds had to be kept
apolitical, otherwise ihey would have to
allow every viewpoint to be represented.
Over the next four. N^rs. we argued our
point. Each time destroyed one of his
objections he rais^ another and he kept
trying to pass the buck.
When we arrivetj at the rally we were

accompanied by iwoadvanced anarchists
who had translated our speech into Ger
man for us. The organizer said we could
not speak, giving as a reason that there
wa.s .supposed to be SO of us there and

there were only eight (note — the Con
tingent split up forthreedifferent rallies).
We were offered use of a soundiruck by
our friends, and the anarchists wanted to
agitate about how the organizers were
hiding the truth. Also we learned the
organizers were with the social democrats
and the pro-Soviet Communist Party.
We did get a very enthusiastic response
from the anarchist agitation and from
our speeches, from a crowd of about 500
people who listened to us.
We think it was very significant that

these anarchists went to such trouble to
help us. They really agreed with what we
were saying about war and imperialism.
There are a lot of anarchists in West

Germany. We talked with one who was a
peace movement organizer for six years.
He thought there is no proletariat in West
Germany, and that the petty bourgeois
peace movement had to get control of the
government one way or another. They
agreed that imperialism was the source of
the problem but did not want to deal with
it, they were focused on the immediate
problem of the missiie.s, using "lime" as
the reason for this. They hoped that the
more advanced peace movement would
now turn away from civil disobedience
toward direct action.

That night we entered a very different
terrain, a blockade of the Springer group
of new.spapers, which are big promoters
of reaction. This was organized primarily
by anarchists, the alternative Green Par
ty, and autonomous groups. The official
peace movement, like the SPD, did not
take pan in the blockade. About one
thousand people set up blockades at eight
points to keep the Springer trucks from
delivering the Sunday papers. By accident
rather than design we ended up where the

police used force to bring the trucks
through. We handed out flyers and peo
ple read them. The police eventually used
water cannons to disperse the crowd. The
crowd however would disperse to avoid
the water and then regroup to reform the
blockade. We continued to leaflet and got
very positive responses. One of thechants
at the Springer blockade was "German
weapons and money go to murder around
the world." People were very interested
in our anti-imperialism.

Another thing was that we had a
meeting with a group of Turkish workers
and our impressions of them were that
they were very advanced, they asked real
crucial questions about what it takes to
overthrow imperialism, were realcurious
about conditions in the U.S. and the

possibilities of any sort of end to the
bourgeois government in the U.S. They
were real interested and real supportive of
our contingent.

□

Euromissiles
y

Catch Flak in U.S.
Continued from page 13

was officially set at 5110.25 per person,
throwing off many who were not
prepared for It. Outside the jail we con
gested the sidewalk, one man doing
Yoga exercises, some of us learning a
song from one of the women from Ihe
Seneca Falls Encampment last sum
mer. Finally a big fa! pig, the kind we
are used to In the South, waddled out
and cleared the sidewalk.

I hung around-the parking lot with a
friend and we were approached by
SLED officers In their army green
uniforms. We talked politics, hampered
somewhat by their guns and the prox
imity of their jail. These were a young,
lean breed of piggies, one who said he
fought in Vietnam, lamenting the lack of
support at that lime of the American
public. He pointed at the red handker
chief hanging out my chest pocket and
Informed me that 50,000 Americans had

died In Vietnam. I asked him how he felt
about the two miiiion Vietnamese who
also died. "Good," he said. "I wish it
had been 20 million." That attitude
seemed to sum up what we have to deal
with and the social political base of
such areas as the bomb plant. Several
people I was with said that they saw
signs of some workers who waved or
gave the old peace sign. I'm sorry to say
that was not my experience.

Frustration and anger were the feel
ings I went home with. Also I held the
image of the blockade I had supported
and felt that Image multiplied by 10 or
100 was Ihe future held In store. I im
agine some of the workers and law of
ficials might have sensed that number
also.

A Reader
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The Western Ptess examines the peace movement

Kow Here is One Self-Serving Diagnosisi
Inude West Germany, debate raged.

Spilling even onto ttie pages of the
bourgeois mass-circulation weeklies, the
questions flowed: what impact, what
direction from here? Outside West Ger
many, though, the public opinion-
making machines churned out a
somewhat different product: a loud pro
nouncement that the peace movement
was dead on arrival.

Already on Monday, the New York
Times had a ready assessment that the
"autumn of protests may not live up to its
advance billing," and, as for the Greens,
"Mr. Kohl's steady support for the Unit
ed States missiles was .spreading despon
dency among their supporters." As a ma
jor piece of evidence, the F/'/nej cited the
ccnfroniaiion at Ramstein Air Force
Base described in the accompanying
dispatch, leaving no trace in its grossly
distoned picture of (he massive display of
force by riot police at Ramstein, and
didn't care to mention cither that the ac

tion was thereafter shifted toMiesau, but
reported instead that the protest "was
disbanded a day early for want of sup
porters."
By the weekend, of course, with over a

million people jamming the streets of
Bonn, Hamburg, West Berlin, Stuttgart,
and Neu Ulm, there could not be the same
crowing .over lack of numbers, but in
stead the house organs strenuously
pointed to the respectability, nonvio
lence, and above all, the furiliiy of the
protests; "The demonstrations, of
course, will not stop the deployment."
Newsweek casually announced. News
papers were filled with "the carnival-like
atmosphere" of the demonstrations, of
protestors consorting with cops; inter
views were chosen to show German peo
ple as fearful of nuclear war but not, at
heart, opposed to America and the West.
Nowhere during the week were people
outside West Germany informed about
events such as those we have described,

with the exception of some secondary
mention of events at Bremerhaven. And
after the weekend, of course, with other
points in the world flaming violently, it
was almost as if the demonstrations had
never happened.
The tactics of the imperialists were best

capsulized by Der Spiegel's soul-mate in
England, The Economist, in its Octobers
issue: "So the missiles will move in,
unless something goes wrong, over the
dead body of the anti-nuclear movement.
The next question is how long the body

will take to resurrect itself. The ami-

nuclear movement is now arguing about
where it goes from here...." The Econ
omist then goes on to outline the political
task at hand as one of winning back the
middle forces who have been influenced

by the ami-missile forces' arguments,
"...the chief answer to the pursuable
middle-grounders has to be that arms-
control talks can actually bring arms
under control The best way of
dividing and disarming the anti-nuclear
campaign is to go on producing practical
proposals at the two Geneva missile nego
tiations. at the Vienna talks on cutting or
dinary armies, in the arguments about
chemical v^•ar and the military competi
tion in space. But be patient. The Rus
sians, unencumbered by their own
organized 'peace' movements, can afford
to play it long."
That certainly helps to put thedivisions

within the West German peace movement
in some perspective. Overwhelmingly,
the austere burghers of the opposition,
along with the aspect of "balloons and
nonviolence" as one young protestor
sneered, have been granted legitimacy
and the world spotlight, precisely
because, as the N. Y. Times straightfor
wardly put it at (he end of the week, these
politics "fail to shake the country's foun
dations." They are politics based on the
"middle-grounders," who are, as one
U.S. newspaper analyzed, "in the main
middle-class schoolteachers, university
students, and tenured bureaucrats," that
is, the young of the petty bourgeoisie, and
these are classes who, though genuinely
outraged, are filled with illusions, in
cluding especially the view that, at least in
the democratic West, they will get a hear
ing by the powers that be. Thus The
Economist advocates that even more in

the endless train of "arms reductions pro
posals" be aimed at this class.

Nevertheless, the fact is that the
breadth of opposition to the Pershing
and cruise deployments, ranging widely
into these strata of "middle-grounders,"
is one indication that, in reality, the Euro-
missile opposition is by no means a dead
body at this point, that there is a large sec-
lion of the German masses that is surely
"pursuable" by the imperialists but is
not, in fact, all wrapped up by them, and
that these exist alongside other uncon
trolled sections of the masses. The situa
tion is still, right now, open and fluid. For
one thing, the NATO powers are now
poised to deliver a grand lesson in democ

racy; everything's been heartily debated
and the movement has had its say, now
stand aside all you bleeding-hcans,
'cause the almighty missiles are a-goin'
in! (The first cruises may be delivered as
early as November 1, at Britain's Green-
ham Commons.) On the very day of the
mass protests, Saturday. Reagan avidly
defended this democratic process by
blasting the Soviet Union who, he said,
"exploits peace demonstraiions in the
West but brutally puts down any demon
stration for reduced weaponry in its own
country." Isn't it wonderful to live in a
system where one can debate the new

weapons of war before they are rammed
down your throat? For another thing, (he
Mrtfinished bu.siness of deployment and
its opposition must be seen on the back
ground of events in the Caribbean and
iheMiddle East and, indeed, the world as
a whole. In the short-run, for example,
there is the clear possibility that resistance
to the missiles in Europe could become a
focus of sharp opposition to imperialism's
bloody actions elsewhere. The Soviet re
sponse to the deployments, about which
the Soviets arc still playing coy, will also
obviously condition the way things go
down in the immediate future. In the
broader picture, not only will the Euro-
missile crisis be affected by world events,
but it will itself become, and be con
sciously used as, a factor in the murder
ous global chessboard of confrontation
between the U.S. and Soviet Union now
heating up so rapidly.

This is really the only way to explain a
statement on the medium-range missile
talks by Yuri Andropov only a day after
the invasion of Grenada and smack in the

midst of the fighting. The statement was
played by much of the Western press as
just another hard-line threat to break off
the talks, but this was a deliberate distor
tion. In a switch typical of both blocs, (he
Andropov statement, when read a bit
more closely, is plainly an attempt at
showing "flexibility" again in the talks.
Since the 007 incident the Soviets have, of
course, been hunkered down, unmoving
and indeed hinting that they would soon
depart. And while the threat to quit the
talks is repeated this week (and no doubt
is serious), ihebulkof Andropov'sialk is
made up of three concessionary "addi
tional steps," as he put it: first, that the
Soviets would reduce their European-
based SS-20's to 140; second, a reitera
tion that the Soviets would reduce their
SS-20 arsenal by destroying the missiita

rather than moving them west of the
Urals; and third, offering flexibility on
the pan of the talks concerning nuclear-
capable medium-range bombers.
None of these are earilishaking com

promises. The most sensitive issue touch
ed, that of the question of French and
British missiles, drops the projected So
viet totals to a figure somewhat less than
the 162 missiles now deployed by France
and Britain-together. Bui the SS-20's are
mounted with three warheads apiece,
while the older French and British wea
pons have one each — Soviet firepower
would still not "match" the Europeans as
it claims. (From the U.S. point of view,
even an equitable proposal to "match"
Soviet missiles to French and British

totals will be turned down for many rea
sons — not the least of which is that the
Europeans intend to expand and modern
ize their forces drastically .soon, and the
Soviets would thus be free to "match"

the burgeoning European nuclear stock
piles!)
The more interesting switcheroo by

Andropov is the suddenly expressed will
ingness to compromise.. .oh, the acro
batics these imperialists will perform to
exploit the moves of I he other, inorderio
pin those nasty rival imperialists witlvihe
label of aggressor, the one who will be

" responsible for shooting first when the
real deal goes down! Only a few days be
fore, when the 007 was "linked" tocvery
world issue in sight, the roles were com
pletely reversed — but that's the name of
(he peace-talks game. With the Grenada
invasion front and center, it is apparently
time for another quick change of princi
ples by the Soviets.
What stands out at the moment is that

the crisis of the missile depioyments is be
ing played out, not as the result of an
arms race "with its own insane, self-
destructive logic, ■ ■ but on a global field of
warfare and imperialist contention which
has for the moment pushed the missile
news to the back pages. It is a striking vin-

- dicaiion of the fact that the nuclear con

frontation is an extension of the imperial
ist potiiics now being demonstrated so
rapadousiy in the Middle East and the
Caribbean and is not something separate.
And it is events in the furthest reaches of
the globe which — contrary to the confi
dent bluster of the imperialists and their
press — make for the continued volaliiiiy
of the missile crisis in Europe.C1
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FOR A HARVEST OF
DRAGONS

"We. in our turn, must also understand the specific features and tasks of
the new era. Let us not imitate those sorry Marxists of whom Marx said;
•I have sown dragon's teeth and harvested fleas.'" , .

V.I. Lenin

An Essay Marking the 100th Anniversary of Marx's Death

On the "Crisis of Marxism"
and the Power of Marxism

—Now More than Ever

By Bob Avakian

1983 marks the one hundredth anniversary of the death of Karl Marx. Over this
past Mniury and more, Marxism has animated and aroused millions. Few can deny
that the political landscape of the world today has been profoundly shaped by the
struggles and revolutions Marxism has inspired. On the occasion of this anniversary,
Bob Avakian has written a landmark essay. For A Harvest Of Dragons. Avakian's
previous books include a major study of the thought of Mao Tsetung and an analysis
of the events leading up to and the significance of the 1976 coup in China. Here he
guides the reader through a synoptic history of Marxism.

Avakian begins by summarizing the theoretical revolution ushered in by Marx's
mvesiigations — in the realms of philosophy, history, economic theory, and politics.
He then proceeds to examine some of the controversies that have swirled around the
course and development of Marx's thought, in particular the relation of Marx's early
wntings to his mature work and the possible divergences between Marx and Engels.
Turning next to the work of Lenin and Mao, Avakian argues that their theoretical in
novations represent the most important enrichment of Marxism of the twentieth cen
tury. Finally, in one of the most provocative sections of his survey, Avakian subjects
Soviet Marxism to withering criticism. He analyzes several representative works by
Soviet schoiars and shows that their method, content, and outlook cut against and suf
focate the revolutionary essence of Marxism.

This essay appears at a time of a widely proclaimed "crisis of Marxism" — when
the labor iheory of value is under attack, when the applicability of Leninist forms of
organization is subject to deep questioning, when the whole revolutionary experience
of the 1960s is being reassessed, and when even the feasibility of socialism has been
<alled into doubt. Bui Avakian's defense of Marxism Is no mere liturgical reaffirma^
tion. He stresses that Marxism is a dynamic system, that it advances precisely in eon-
nection with the new problems posed by developments in the world, and that there is
both an invigorating Marxist tradition to uphold as well as a deadening 'Iconventiona!

, wisdom" to renounce. Avakian argues powerfully for the contemporary relevance of
Marxism. Indeed, ForA Harvest Of Dragons'xs itself striking testimony to Marxism's
continuing vitality.

"In the final analysis, as Engels once expressed it, the proletariat must win its eman-
dpation on the battlefield. But there is not only the question of winning in this sense
but of how we win in the largest sense. One of the significant if perhaps subtle and often
littlc-nouced ways in which the enemy, even in defeat, seeks to exact revenge on the
revolution and sow the seed of its future undoing is in what he would force the revolu
tionaries to become in order to defeat him. it will come to this: we wll have to face him
in the trenches and defeat him amidst terrible destruction but we must not in the pro
cess annihilate the fundamental difference between the enemy and ourselves. Here the
example of Marx is iiluminaling; he r^eatedly fought at close quarters with the
ideologists and apologists of the bourgeoisie but he never fought them on their terms or
with their outlook; with Marx his method is as exhilarating as his goal is inspiring. We
must be able to maintain our firmness of principles but at the same time our flexibility,
our materialism and our dialectics, our realism and our romanticism, our solemn sense
of purpose and our sense of humor."
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