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Reagan THp to Japan, Korea

The Blade in the East
In every speech on the itinerary during

Ronald Reagan's swing through Japan
and South Korea, the central theme
pounded out over and over again was the
holy global crusade of the "civilized,
democratic and prosperous" U.S. bloc
standing up to the challenge of the "bar
baric, totalitarian and economically
bankrupt" Soviet bloc. The situation and
recent developments in Northeast Asia
were put squarely in the context of the in
tensifying contention between the U.S.
and Soviet blocs and their drive toward
war.

In speeches before parliamentary
bodies in both Japan and South Korea

dk.

and to the U.S. troops at the Korean
Demilitarized Zone (DMZ), Reagan link
ed the Soviet downing of the Korean jet,
the bombing of the U.S. and French
forces in Lebanon and the bombing in
Rangoon, Burma. The Rangoon explo
sion narrowly missed South Korean dic
tator Chun Doo Hwan and wiped out a
number of high-ranking South Korean
officials, and the Chun regime, the U.S.
and Japan loudly condemned it as the
work of North Korean "terrorists." In
Japan, these events were further linked
with the Soviet "stonewalling" at the
intermediate-range nuclear forces
negotiations in Europe and denounced as
"crude attempts to intimidate freedom-
loving people everywhere.'' At the DMZ,
Reagan also defended the U.S. "rescue
mission" in Grenada and contrasted that
'Operation with the Soviet invasion of
Afghanistan. Such wide-ranging linkage
of crisis points internationally, pulled
together by the common theme of the
"good" West vs. the "evil" East, is a
forceful reminder of the fact that what is
graphically shaping up on the horizon is
precisely a world war, an all-out military
clash on the global scale between two
blocs of imperialists. The Reagan trip
serves to further clarify what roles Japan
and South Korea play within the overall
war preparations of the U.S. bloc.
Reagan took every opportunity to lash

out at the Soviets and North Korean

threats to "peace and stability" in Asia.
But where Reagan did not visit said a lot
about this so-called "peace and stability"
of the U.S.'s realm of influence in Asia.

The original plans for the Asia trek in
cluded three countries in the Association

of Southeast Asian Nations — Indonesia,

Thailand, and the Philippines. The grand
concept behind the trip was the promo
tion of a "Pacific Basin" alliance — art
economic, polillal and military bulwark
against the Soviet Union and its allies in
the region. However, the assassinationof
Philippine bourgeois opposition figure
Benigno Aquino posed difficult prob
lems for the U.S. At first.'the U.S. in
sisted that the stopover in Manila was still
on. But the situation in the Philippines
continued to deteriorate. The open ex
pression of discontent among the middle
classes exposed the serious extent of the
crisis. In this situation, Reagan's visit
could well have served as a focal point
that would further galvanize anti-Marcos
and anti-U.S. sentiments, opening up
even wider cracks in the Marcos regime.
That in turn would send political
Shockwaves to other U.S. client-states in
the region and, because of the critical
bases on the Philippines, endanger U.S.
military posture in the Pacific and Indian
oceans. So the U.S. decided to forego the
visit to Manila. At the same time, the
U.S. does not want to pull the rug from
under Marcos at this time and therefore
look steps so that the cancellation would
not be taken as an overt criticism of the
regime. The official explanation for the
cancellation was that Reagan faced press
ing business back in Washington and
therefore had to shorten the trip. The
other two stops in Southeast Asia were
also struck from the schedule. Reagan
sent a personally written letter to "Dear
Ferdinand and Imelda," telling them that
"I've always had confidence in your
ability to handle things." There's also
speculation that the trip to Southeast
Asia, including the Philippines, might be
rescheduled for next April when Reagan
is due to go to China.
As Reagan set off for Tokyo, the U.S.

press pointed out that the trip was taking
place amid continuing friction in
Japanese-American relations. In par
ticular, Washington continues to press
Japan to take measures to reduce its huge
trade surplus against the U.S. and to ac
celerate its military spending. But as a
U.S. official said in Tokyo, Reagan "did
not come down here to go through a
litany of beef and citrus |a reference to
U.S. demands that Japan dismantle im
port restrictions on U.S. agricultural pro
ducts] and other negotiating issues." In
deed, the Reagan-Nakasone summit
dealt with a much more profound issue
than simply the dollars and cents of trade
or military spending. In a televised speech
before the Japanese Diet (parliament —
RiV). Reagan said that "1 have come to
Japan because we have an historic oppor
tunity, indeed, an historic responsibility.

Continued on page 16
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The RW has obtained this story board for an upcoming TV. commercial from a Madison Avenue ad
agency that has recently gotten the Grenada account. We understand It is entitled "Come
back... Grenada."

4

SUBSCRIBE!
One Year—$20 (U.S., Canada, Mexico) Ten Weeks—$4.00

□ English Edition
□ Spanish Edition

□ Chinese Edition (monthly) $12
n French Edition (monthly) $12

write to; Box 3486, Merchandise Mart, Ctilcago, IL 60654

Name
Address
City
State. -Zip

n I want to distribute the Revoluilonary Worker, please send me information on bulk
rates. I would like to receive copies per week.

Order CWriese edition from: Everybody's Bookstore, 1541 Grant Ave., San Francisco,
CA 94133,
Order French from; Revolution Books, 138 W. 10th St., NY, NY 10014

To comply with postal regulations It Is necessary to send tralh the English and Spanish sec
tions together, even though you may desire only one of the language sections. It has also t>een
necessary to make changes on the outside of the envelope containing yournewspaperto com
ply with postal regulations.

TnvRsve/uiianarr )yo'ir(r'(lSSN0l93-348S|l9{iubi<»nMwcoiilvoiie«pi rcr|he4in wMKolOKemtwtanoins^lhwwAaUuly.Dy
RCe Pubbciilicns. 2S25 N. Lincoln Avs, Cnictgo. IL SCSI'. Conircllod Circuialion poslags paid si CMcago. IL SubMiipllont
ond addfflSBChnngas should Do iKini ToftCP Publications, POSSABS, Chicago, ILS06^,Subscnpilon3aiaS2Qayoai.SrOOIar10
weoui-ninoUS., Canada and Maalco.(S30.00lor msiiiunons. Poisign subsciipllonsa/aSSOOOlysai aimiall toLallnAmailca.
taO.oayasiainna'lloArrlca. Asia, Eu'ope. andStOOOyeai by suifacsmail.)

CONTACTTHE Revolutionary Worker
Box 3486, Merchandise Mart, Chicago, IL 60654
IN YOUR AREA CALL OR WRITE:

Cslllomla:
Bafksley, 3126 Giuve Si.. Bertteley. CA 9^703(4151841.6314
Los Angelas Area. P.O. Box28A34, Los Angeles. Calll. 90026 <213)484-2907
San Diego. P.O. 8oi 16033. San Oiego.CA 92116

DIslrlet ol Columbia: Ftevolulion Books 2438 18(fi Si. N.W., Wastilnglon, DC 20009 (2021265-1969
Geocgla: RevoUIIOnarv Worker P.O. Box 11049, Atlanta. GA 30310 (404) 627«311

Hawaii: Revolution Books 2648 Souin King St., Honolulu. Hi 96826 <8081944-3106
IIIInolB; do Revniulion Books. 2525 N. Lincoln, Chicago. IL60014 (312) 5^ 5353
Kenlucky: P.O. Bo* 3005. Cincinnati, OH 45201 or call (513) 261-1275
MarylarHl: Revolutionary Worker P.O. Box 1992, Batlimorc. MO 21203
Matsachusells: Ravolullon Books 90 River St.. Cambridge. MA 02139(617) 492 0016
Mkrhlgsrc Revolullon Books 5744 Woodward Ave.. Oeiroil. Ml 48202 (313) 872-2^
Missouri: P.O. Box 6013. St. Louis. MO 63T39 (314) 7736068

New York:
Bullslo. Box 121. Elllcoll Stallon, BuKalo, NY 14205
NYC (New Jersey: Revolullon Books. 138 West lOlhSl.. NY. NY 10014(212)691-3345

Noflh Carolina: P.O. Box 11712. Durham, NC 277031919)868-2679

Ohio:
Cincinnati, do Revolution Books Oullsl. 110 W. McMillan St.. Clncinnall. OH 45219 (513) 261 4275
Cleveland. P.O. Box 09190. Cleveland. OH 44icf9(2ie) 398-8865
Osylon. P.O. Box 3005, Cinclnnail, OH 45201 (513) 2814275

Oregon;
Poriland. P C Box 3821. Portland, OR 97208 (503) 288-1374
Eugene: do RCY0, P.O. Bo* 3723. Eugene, OR 97403

PennsyNanle; P.O. Box 11789. Philadelphia. PA 19104 |21SJ 6^567
Texas: P.O.Box 18112. HouslonJX 77223 (713)926-2080
Wsshlngien Stale; Rovolulion Books. 5232 University Way N.E.. Seattle, WA 98105 (2001527-8556
West Virginia; P.O. Box 1974. Charleston, WV 25327



November 18,1983—Revolutionary Worker—Page 3

h/oijni^ uA twrt

And

'.- .;/• f: t.

■"/ '^v

The stories color nearly every dispatch
from the Caribbean these days: ".. .the
locals didn't want to see the Marines
leave. Across the island, locals showered
U.S. troops with tokens of.gratitude —
coffee, soft drinks, and fruit. Some in
quired hopefully if Washington planned
a military base at Point Salines. Others
talked of making Grenada the 51st
state."

Like the above from Newsweek,
delirious imperialist visions have con
tinued to dance across the intoxicated col
umns of U.S. newspapers. Here. "U.S.
troops relied heavily on intelligence from
grateful citizens of Grenada"
{Newsweek). There, a youth is said to
greet a U.S. propa^nda poster on the
island denouncing Generail Austin and
Communism by "slapping hands with his
laughing friends" and calling out "'the
Cubans can't help him now!'" {New
York 77/nes). Together with the spectacle
of Reagan chumming-it up with "God-
Bies8-America"-mouthing medical
students on the White House lawn, the
stories of grateful Grenadans (welcoming
the U.S. to base its guns and troops on
their island — oh, right!) made for a pic
ture of an idyllic and happy interlude in
deed for U.S. imperialism.

This, however, contrasts with reality.
The same Newsmek described U.S.
helicopters swooping low over the island
(blaring Wagner's "Ride of the
Valkyries." said the magazine) and
broadcasting ultimatums that Cuban and
Grenadan holdouts surrender "and
cooperate with the peacekeeping forces."
In St. George's, which reporters describ
ed as "edging back to normal," U.S.
troops drive around in cars requisitioned
from Grenadans, carefully avoiding a
wrecked Soviet-made armored personnel
carrier and jeep at one intersection. In
Washington, a U.S. ofndal protested
that "only" 1100 Grenadans had been
rounded up for interrc^tion (not a small
percentage on an island of l()0,000) and
they had "only" been held foracoupleof
days in Jail-ccli boxes made from wooden
packing crates! In these conditions, real
ly, who is going to step forward fort he in
terviews on American media? Let's get
serious!

All the sick patronizing of "loyal
Grenadans" slinks of rather traditional
white-man's-burden imperialist thinking
— "it takes a civilized power to clean
things up for the backward island folks."

Not to mention the reality of what clean
ing things up actually means — for the
imperiailsis things are "edging back to
normal" when the masses are back under
the point of iheir guns. Plainly, it is ab
surd and reactionary for the imperialists
to decide that "the Grenadans want us
here" under the din of U.S. helicopters,
and in the shadow of Marine checkpoints
— the will ofa people can hardly be ascer
tained while they are under military

: assault and occupation. Rather, such
I arguments signify nothing but classic
1 slavemaster, chauvinist arrogance.

In opposition to such filth, the stand of
' (he class-conscious proletarians, especial-
[iy in the U.S.; must be "U.S. Out of
I Grenada!" This is a matter of principle
for the proletariat and is an important

: part of revolutionary defeatism. As
I Lenin bluntly stated:

The revolutionary movement in the
advanced countries would in fact be
nothing but sheer fraud if in their struggle
against capital, the workers of Europe
and America were not closely and com
pletely united with the hundreds -upon
hundreds of millions of 'colonial' slaves
who are oppressed by that capital." ("Se
cond Congress of the Communist Inter
national." Collected Works, Vol. 31. p.
271.)

In building the proletarian revolu
tionary movement as part of the
worldwide strug^e, this stand opposing

r imperialist aggression against colonial
and dependent countries such as Grenada
is crucial — even where there is no
proletarian-led movement in the oppress
ed country, as there is not in Grenada. In
the U.S., as in any imperialist country,
the proletariat calls for defeat of its
"own" bourgeoisie and welcomes every
setback that weakens imperialism and
hastens its overthrow, and a critical side
of this revolutionary defeatism is the de
mand to "get out of Grenada!" and all
the oppressed countries on which it lays
its blo^y hands.

But in Grenada, wouldn't this simply
mean that, with (he U.S. pushed back,
the Soviet Union and its bloc would
secure advantage, resulting for the
Grenadans in simply the rule of a dif
ferent brand of imperialism? Yes, if the
U.S. were forced to back off Grenada,
the result might very well be a gain for its
rival imperialists. Soviet social-
imperialism, in its rivalry with the U.S.
Still, the basic stand of the proletariat in

the U.S. remains, even if the Soviets gain
— not because we want the Soviet social-
imperialists to gain, but even if they gain.
Indeed, this is very often the way things
present themselves today in the oppressed
nations, under the gathering storm clouds
of U.S./Soviet world conflict and in
creasingly bound up with this conflict.
This in turn, relates back to the fun
damentals of self-determination and even
more importantly of making revolution
and transforming all of society: that only
the masses of oppressed and not one im
perialism or another can bring about a
resolution of the contradictions and con
flicts between oppressed and oppressor
nations — a resolution that is in the in
terest of the masses breaking out of the
imperialist stranglehold and moving
beyond imperialism and relations of ex
ploitation and oppression altogether.

We are entering a time when the masses
in aU parts of the world will have rare op
portunity to make revolution and move
toward these goats. One feature of this
period as the two imperialist blocs ap
proach and prepare to enter world war
will certainly be that "imperialist libera
tion" will continue to occur and on a
scale far greater and more murderous
than the aggression in Grenada, since
"liberation" is how imperialism frames
its conquests. One has only to look at the
first American entry into the imperialist
bloodfeast by "liberating" Cuba and the
Philippines from Spain, not to mention
the frenetic "liberating" that each vic
torious imperialist pulled off during both
world wars, to see how this Is true. It
becomes an imp>erative and central
strategic point that the proletariat in each
imperialist country take up its special
responsibility in a kind of international
proletarian "division of labor" and call
for, welcome and lake advantage of
every difficulty and defeat of its own im
perialist "liberators," opening up (in
turn) greater possibilities of success of
revolution in (he colonial and dependent
countries, and preparing to make pro
letarian revolution in the advanced coun
tries as well.

Only a proletariat that acts in this way
can contribute to really wrenching as
much of the world as possible out of the
hands of both these bloodsuckers who
dareiocalhhemselves "liberators." □
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JFK: "Peace" by the Megaton
"Today, every inhabitant of this

planet must contemplate the day when
this planet may no longer be habitable.
Every man, woman and child lives under
a nuclear sword of Damocles, hanging by
the slenderest of threads, capable of be
ing cut at any moment by miscalculation
or madness. The weapons of war must be
abolished before they abolish us."

—John F. Kennedy

An important part of efforts to create
and maintain the Kennedy myth in the 20
years since his death has been to construct
an image of this dearly-departed
Commander-in-Chief as a great peace
maker and champion of ending the era of
"nuclear brinkmanship." A variety of
myihmakers hope that referring to a few
quotable quotes like the one above will be
enough to keep this total lie alive. And on
the occasion of the 20th anniversary of
his assassination this myth has become a
loud roar. A few historical facts,
however, tell quite a different story about
Kennedy's concern for humanity and
abolishing nuclear weapons. Not only did
he dramatically Increase the size and
weight of that nuclear sword, he
threatened to swing it too.
• 1960. The presidential election cam

paign. A key plank in Kennedy's election
platform is a rapid escalation of both
conventional and nuclear weapons in the
U.S. arsenal. In his book. Strategy of
Peace published during the campaign,
the item given first importance on Ken
nedy's agenda is strengthening U.S.
military might:
"First — we must make invulnerable a

nuclear retaliatory power second to

none..."
"More air tankers to refuel our SAC

(Strategic Air Command) bombers and
more air-to-ground missiles to lessen the
need for their deep penetration of Soviet
territory are among the first steps to be
taken while we expedite our longer range
ICBM and iRBM (intermediate range
ballistic missiles) development and our
progress on atomic submarines, solid
fuek, the Polaris and the Minutcman.
Our continental defense system, as
already mentioned, must be redesigned
for the detection and interception of
missile attacks as well as planes..."
"Second — We must regain the ability

to intervene effectively and swiftly in any
limited war anywhere in the world —
augmenting, modernizing and providing
increas^ mobility and versatility for the
conventional forces and weapons of the
Army and Marine Corps*..."
• In his short term of office Kennedy

managed to preside over a huge buildup
of the U.S. nuclear arsenal, particularly
of ICBM's. Kennedy's Deputy Secretary
of Defense Gilpalric boast^ of U.S.
plans, developed under Kennedy's
tutelage, to double the nuclear stockpile
within three years:

"We will have more than double the
number of alert weapons than we have to
day by the end of 1965. By alert weapons
1 mean warheads in manned bombers
that are in the alert force as well as the
warheads in the Polaris submarine and in
other ICBMs. Those warheads will be
carrying a yield, a megatonnage, of more
than twice what our present alert force
can carry. In other words, we will have
twice the striking power by 1965 that we
have at the end of Fiscal Year 1962."

(emphasis added) This was no idle
boasting.
When Kennedy took office the ̂ .S.

had approximately 30 ICBM's and less
than three dozen Polaris missiles on sub
marines. In early 1964, less than six
months after his death, the U.S. had 750
ICBMs and 192 Polaris missiles on subs.
Moreover, planning and funding had
been provided for to bring the U.S. land-
based. ICBM arsenal to a total of
1300-1400 by 1965, and to establish a
fleet of 41 nuke-equipped subs, adding a
further 450 Polaris missiles to the U.S.
arsenal.

• 1962. Cuba. The USSR plac«
several intennediate range missiles in
Cuba. Kennedy reacts swiftly: He sur
rounded Cuba with a naval blockade and
placed all U.S. military forces worldwide
on alert, both nuclear and conventional.
Brandishing the U.S.'s nuclear arsenal,
Kennedy then threatened all-out nuclear
war if the Soviets didn't remove the
missiles.
And Kennedy presided over other

military efforts as well:
• Vietnam. Arapidbuildupof conven

tional forces accompanies the nuclear ex
pansion under Kennedy. Many of these
forces are to be used in the bloody war to
suppress the Vietnamese people. When
JFK took office in January 1961 there
were officially 685 military "advisers" in
Vietnam. When he left office (and this
world) there were almost 17,000 U.S.
troops there.
• Beyond this. Kennedy presided over

a 45'7o increase in the number of combat-
ready ground divisions, the procurement
of airlift aircraft was increased by 175^0
and there was an increase by nearly five

times the manpower of "special forces"
troops to conduct counter-insurgency
warfare against liberation movements.
What about the 1963 Nuclear Test Ban

Treaty?, some may ask. Now there was a
giant step toward world peace. Kennedy
pushed for signing this treaty with the
Soviet Union and the other nuclear
powers ostensibly to "Irak the prolifera
tion of nuclear weapons." What he
meant was the proliferation of nuclear
weapons to countries like revolutionary
China for example. The treaty was
specifically designed not to interfere with
the efforts of the imperialists to stockpile
nukes and it certainly had zero impact as
far as the spread of these weapons goes,
as the size of current arsenals plainly in
dicates. It was quite convenient for the
U.S. and the Soviets to agree to this trea
ty. After all, each had already carried out
hundredj^ of atmospheric nuclear tests
and now underground tests would do just
fine (of course, if they wanted to resume
aboveground tests it would be a simple
matter of breaking the treaty). The treaty
said nothing about building and deploy
ing nukes and it didn't slop the U.S. from
helping Israel and South Africa get the
bomb and even carry out atmospheric
tests in the process. In short it was
nothing but a calculated and cynical
diplomatic maneuver to aid in the pro
liferation of the nukes of the signers to
the agreement and an attempt to ensure
that they remained firmly in their hands
and the hands of their allies and clients.
So here we have yet another example of
what statesmen of peace like John F.
Kennedyareallabout. □
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Through ihe dreary Monday morning
mist on November 14, two U.S. C-141
Starlifter transport planes landed at
Greenham Commons Air Force Base in
England with the first of the new U.S.
missiles to be deployed in Europe.
Following the vicious spirit and rapid-
shot pace of U.S. and NATO war moves
in the last couple of months, the mLssiles
were landed earlier than expected, sooner
even than predicted by a British govern
ment announcement of just last week,
and were greeted with the proper martial
air by the British imperialists (if not by
the masses in England!). Elements of the
Fifth Brigade, the units which had been
first on theground in the British invasion
of the Falklands, were on hand to escort
the missiles on their arrival, the patriotic
message being shoved right in the face of
hundreds of women who were marching
at the base perimeter at that moment.
.And the arrival of the Anglomissiles —
the first of a planned 96 Tomahawk
cruise weapons to be sited in England —
may presage an early deployment in West
Germany.
The "two-track" strategy of NATO —

doubletalk and deployment — has thus
shifted into a final and most hypocritical
phase; ihe missiles are being moved in
even before the talks are officially termed
a failure. Of course NATO continues to
come up with more .spurious proposals
for the arms talks — Canada's Pierre

Trudeau has served up the potpourri of
proposals for this week — but this is
transparently directed at the European
public, and especially aimed at blaming
the Soviets for the coming breakdown of
the talks and the even more stepped-'up
eyeball-io-eyeball confrontation that is
sure to follow.

Resistance

As soon as news of the missiles' arrival
was made public, hundreds of people
began streaming into the peace encamp
ment which women have kept at
Greenham Commons, fifty miles outside
London, for the last two years. On Tues
day, 141 women were arrested for storm
ing the gate at the base, while over three
hundred were arrested outside Parlia

ment in London. The following days,
demonstrations and arrests continued in

many places; Defense Secretary Michael
Heseliine, who last week had refused to
promise that protestors at Greenham
Commons would not be shot, was doused
with red paint before a speech at Man
chester University. Heseltinc cleaned up,
but was trapped in an anteroom by stu
dents, then was finally jeered off the stage
by an outraged crowd of 800. Back at
Greenham Commons, women have vowed
to prevent the missiles from leaving the
base on tracked vehicles, as planned.

All this protest is said (by British op
position figures, for example, and by
U.S. sources) to be causing high anxiety
and much soul-searching on the part of
the British imperialists these days. And

Britain Gets the Cruise

First Strike,
Rapid Strike
and the Union Jack

there may very well be anxiety for the
bourgeoisie when millions of people are
clearly furious at the obvious signs of
another world war in (he making, but as
for bourgeois souls, well, these have long
been sold to the Union Jack and its im
perialist needs and policies. Hardly
plagued by an attack of conscience, the
British government has used the occasion
of the appearance of the cruises to an
nounce a stepped-up bloc role for the
British military. One day before the
missile.s arrived, officials revealed a new
British "Rapid Strike Force" — a signal
of an important change in military doc
trine. Before the Falkland Islands War
(he British military was declared to be
confined to national borders and to
Western Europe (West Germany
specifically). But, like the Falklands
operations, the missions of the new units
would be extra-European — worldwide,
according to the needs of actually taking
on the Soviets in a showdown.
Significantly, the British force is small,

only a couple of thousand paratroopers
with light, air-poriabie equipment. This
means, according to the NY Times, that
it would rely on U.S. forces, and that "in
areas of joint concern to the two govern
ments, Lebanon and the Persian Gulf for
example, the burden of intervention
would not rest solely on American
shoulders." Already there is said to bean
agreement to "act together" if the Per
sian Gulf is closed. This certainly adds to
our understanding of the "risk-sharing"
that the NATO powers have always said
was at the heart of the deployment deci
sion. The U.S. and NATO intend to share
risks all right, not for "the defense of
Europe" as it is officially put, but for the
needs of gaining superiority and trium
phing over their Soviet rivals, not only in
Europe but worldwide. The nature of the
first-strike-oriented Euromissiles shows

this, as does the new British Rapid Strike
Force. All in all, the British imperialists
are plainly determined not only to go
ahead with deployment, but to spell out

that this period marks a turning point in
war preparations, both in the military
sphere and in hammering the bloc into
war-readiness.

Flag-waving

Thanks to tireless efforts of the of
ficial, loyal opposition, there has been
something of an orgy of Union Jack-
waving among the antimissile opposition
as well. Neil Kinnock, new leader of the
Labor Party, stood up in Parliament and
accused Prime Minister Thatcher of mak
ing Britain "a lackey to the Americans."
A leader of the mainstream antimissile
group Campaign for Nuclear Disarma
ment, Joan Ruddock, complained that
"Britain has put her destiny in the hands
of Ronald Reagan." Lacking as a target
in the massive protest of the American
missiles has been the nuclear arsenal of
Great Britain itself, with its force of sub-
marine-launched Polaris and bomber-de
livered Vulcan atomic warheads. These

Continued on page 12

Risk-Sharing in Space
The next U.S. space shuttle is set to be

launched on November 28 and it will be,

even more than usual, a media spec
tacular. Or better still: a propaganda
blitz. The last two shuttle flights have
cashed in hard on the propaganda poten
tial of the space program: the world had
to watch the First American Woman
Astronaut (complete with Ms. magazine
in cabin), and the First Black American
Astronaut (complete with Ebony
magazine in cabin). Currently, astronaut
Guy Buford, Jr. is making the rounds of
U.S. inner cities as Ihe enviable "role
model" for Black youth, and movie
theaters are straining (without a lot of
success as yet) to bring in customers for
the $26 million astronaut film The Right
Stuff. Now still another propaganda
harvest is being planned; literally on the
eve of the deployment of U.S. missiles in
Europe, and the grand debut of the
murderous U.S./European "risk shar
ing" strategy versus the Russiaas. the
latest space guests on the shuttle will be
Europeans — and, to drive the point
home, West Germans, at that.
The shuttle launch is a truly wonderful

example of the U.S./European im
perialist relationship. Not only the
Euronauts, but also the European Space
Agency-designed Spacelab, will ride pig
gyback upon the American shuttle "Like
a camper on a pickup truck," as one ex
pert put it. Thus, the Europeans will get
to exploit their space capabilities by grace
of the American .space program — why,
it's all made possible by Yankee money
and technological know-how. Already,
the benefits of the American space part
nership — and of Europe's own im
perialist position — are being trumpeted
to the European public; thanks toshuitle-
launched satellites, cable TV for France,
for example, is said to be on the horizon.
The launch was last set for October 28 •

of (his year. It was at that time delayed
for an undetermined amount of time due

to problems in one of the craft's booster
rockets. Officials said they were
pessimistic that the launch would proceed
any time soon, since three of the five
areas of experimentation scheduled for
the shuttle would be damaged by un
favorable winter lighting and at
mospheric conditions. But suddenly a

reversal. It seems the decision was made
that the show must go on, even though a
good deal of its actual mission isn't even
possible! Last week the new November
launch date was announced.
So at this point, the shuttle experimen

tation plans look like this: there will be
astronomic and solar physics studies that
require darkness, even though the final
two and a half days of the flight will be in
complete daylight; Earth observation, in
cluding photographic mapping, is
scheduled although it will be admittedly
difficult through the November cloud
cover; studies arc set on the Earth's
magnetic fields and of cosmic rays, both
of which also require amounts of light
that may very well not be available; and
there are two areas of work which will not
be affected by atmospheric conditions.
At! in all it seems that there is a great
hurry to get the mission up now even if
much of it proves futile. Officials explain
that further delays (this is not the first)
will be expensive — but NASA is also
promising to "re-fly" parts of the mis
sion that don't come off, duplication
which will surely be expensive as well.

Why not re-fly the whole mission at a
more auspicious lime, weatherwise? A
better guess about the otherwise bizarre
liming would be that thepo/Wcff/profits
in the display of unity by U.S. and West
European governments are far greater by
the current schedule and outweigh finan
cial loss.
The space shuttle program has always

been closely tied in with the U.S. war-
making machine, as is widely known. For
example, the deadly accuracy of the pre
sent generation of rhissiles depends on
satellites as a key link in their guidance
systems, the development of which is an
important part of the shuttle missions.
How appropriate and typical that the
shuttles have been made into such a prime
symbol for America! Regardless of
public relations hype, the real import of
the shuttle is its demonstration, not of
American capability in movie channel
broadcasts, bul in military technology
such as ballistic missile attack. Into this
orbit, the Americans are pleased to
welcome their imperialist partners in
Europe. □
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In

Grenada..

As the U.S; continues to construa its

gun-barrel democracy in Grenada — or,
as U.S. military officials have taken to
calling it, "Military support for nation-
buiiding" — new details have emerged
which help to flesh out the picture of
U.S.-sponsored democracy in the tiny
island nation. In addition to Sir Paul
Scoon's declaration of a state of
emergency in the wake of the U.S.
military takeover — which provided the
"legal" basis for press censorship, war
rantless arrests and the banning of public
meetings — the U.S. imperialists,
through their military, have stepped up
their own measures to ensure that the

right kind of democracy is constructed.
Hundreds of Grenadans have been

rounded up over the last couple of weeks
as "suspicious persons" and "threats to
national security." Those arrested in
clude former army members, militia
members, and supporters of the Maurice
Bishop regime. While the U.S. is still con
ducting house-to-house searches on the
island, other well-tested means of rooting
out troublesome Grenadans have been
put into practice. U.S. soldiers manning
the roadblocks throughout the country
have now been provided with a computer
prim-out list of all Grenadans to be ar
rested and interrogated. U.S. troops oc
cupying the airport and harbors have
been provided with a similar list in order
to prevent any "suspect" from
prematurely leaving the country. And in
addition, the U.S. has also developed its
own network of informants which has
been responsible for the arrest of dozens
of former Bishop supporters.
Once arrested, these Grenadans are

treated to yet another outstanding feature
of all such U.S. democracies — barbaric
prisons. According to the New York
Times, many of those arrested, especially
"hardcore army men" and "dangerous"
people, are being held in "newly con
structed" wooden isolation booths. Ac

tually, these "newly constructed" booths
and chambers are ten-by-six-foot packing
crates, provided with a few slits in the
sides and a couple of ventilation holes.
Entered through a knee-high hatch in the
side, these crates provide no shelter at all
from the rain or from the blistering
daytime Caribbean heat. But so what? —
says the U.S.: these prisoners are only be
ing held in these crates for two days while
intelligence officers carry out inierroga-
lion. And, as if to highlight howeffeaive
this interrogation process has been, the
Washington Post has stated that the
"man who gave the order to shoot
Maurice Bishop" on October 19 has been
discovered. According to the Post a
reporter approached one of the packing
crates which contained a former lieute
nant in the Grenadan army and inquired
through one of the slits in the crate about
who ordered Bishop killed. The iieuie-
nam, who had been locked inside this
crate for four days, quickly named
another former officer in the Grenadan
army. Isn't it amazing how much can be
accomplished when the "institutions of
U.S.-siyle democracy" are functioning
smoothly?

Following interrogation, the
Grenadans arc either released or sent on
to the Richmond Hit! prison, the main
Grenadan prison. So far, 31 Grenadans
have been sent to Richmond Hill. And,
although U.S. military officials on the
island have stated that most of those ar
rested will be out of the interrogation
center soon, other U.S. officials have
declared that the center will again fill up
with those arrested in the more recent
roundups. Maurice Bishop was sharply
denounced by the U.S. as a ruthless
despot for holding 40 political prisoners
in this very prisonl

In addition to the sweeping arrests, the
U.S. occupiers have also put into practice
a few other tactics designed to squash
subversion: for instance, all adult literacy
classes in Grenada have been closed down
since the invasion. The official reason for

this move has been listed as the need to
"restructure" the textbooks since the old
textbooks contained the words "revolu

tion" and "Cuba." And most recently,
the U.S. troops raided and closed down
the office of the Pope Paul Ecumenical
Center, a Catholic-funded social service
organization. According to the troops
who took over the office, the ecumenical
center was an important center of "com
munist propaganda" on the island. U.S.
soldiers claimed to have found ample
evidence of the center's subversive activi

ty inside the office — including a map of
Puerto Rico, a list of people "with
Spanish-type names," Cuban literature,
pamphlets on El Salvador and Honduras
and a scrapbook with captions contain
ing the word "comrade." The soldiers
also claimed that under the Bishop
regime the center was used as a meeting
place for the Grenadan army and militia,
and the U.S. forces supposedly found a
list ofall U.S. troop placements and bases
throughout the world among the papers
seized inside the ecumenical center. Not
only was the Grenadan militia plotting
terrorism in the region, they were plotting
it internationally! And, for Christ's sake,
they were doing it in a building named
after the Pope!

.. .And In
Kicaragua

Meanwhile, over in Nicaragua, the
U.S. hasn't yet restored democracy. But
they're trying, partly through the efforts
of those CIA-backed freedom fighters
known as the Coniras. The latest act in
the struggle for democracy by these
former members of Somoza's National
Guard involved a full-scale assault on a
village in the coffee growing area of
Nicaragua. At least 40 villagers were
slaughtered and anti-Sandinisia slogans
were scrawled on the walls in the village
with the blood of those killed.

Yet it is not only America that waiits
democracy in Nicaragua. Some of its
"friends and neighbors" do too. So, the
U.S.-sponsored Central American
Elefense Council met recently to discuss
the possibility of a joint military action
against Nicaragua. In addition to El
Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras and
Panama, this meeting was also attended
by Lt. General Paul Gorman, the head of

the U.S. Southern Command and also

the U.S. genera! who "heiped" the
Organization of Eastern Caribbean
States map out the invasion of Grenada.
Also, the head of the Hondiiran military
and the leader of the Association for the
Progress of Honduras (APRGH) — the
political arm of the Honduran milhary
and big business leaders — recently met
in Miami, Florida and proposed to the
Kissinger Commission that the U.S.
sponsor a military takeover of
Nicaragua. According to the APRGH
plan, the U.S. should set up a provisional
government inside Nicaragua, get the
Grganization of .\mcrican Stales to
recognize it and then have it seek U.S.
military assistance. If the Organization of
American States refused to recognize this
provisional government, APRGH pro
poses that the Central American Defense
Council call for the invasion instead. It is
not known if such an invasion is actually
under serious scrutiny at this time (or, if it
is, what particular form it may cake), but
one thing's for sure: If the U.S. wants an
invasion, there's always some rump
group around to call for one.

At the same lime, various "friends" of
the U.S. in Europe have exhibited "nas
cent concerns for the restoration of
democracy in Nicaragua as well. A recent
New York Times headline ran "Disillu

sionment With Nicaragua Revolution Is
Reported To Be Growing In Europe."
The trouble, according to the Times,
began with the "disruption of Pope Paul
2's mass in Managua by Sandinista
demonstrators earlier this year...." This
was the "turning point in European
public opinion toward Nicaragua."
Everyone knows, of course, how respon
sive are the government's of Europe
toward "public opinion" — for example,
on the issue of Pershing and cruise missile
emplacements. On the other hand,
though, it's not hard to imagine certain
seaions of European "public opinion"
rendering up an adapted version of a song
popular in the U.S. among similar

A draft document from fhe
Revolutionary Communist Par
ty of Chile and the Revolu
tionary Communist Parly, USA
for discussion In the interna

tional communist movement
and within tfteir respective
Parlies. The document was
submitted to the autumn 1980
international conference of
Marxist-Lenlnlsl Parlies and
organizations, which held that,
"on the whole, the text Is a
poslllve contribution toward
the elaboration of a correct
general line for the Interna
tional communist movement.
With this perspective, the text
should be circulated and
discussed not only in the
ranks of those organizations
who have signed this com
munique. but throughout the
ranks of the international
communist movement."

elements in the '60s: "When you're
walkin' on the Pope, you're walkin' on
the fightin' side of me "

In any case, it isn't "public opinion"
of one sort or another which has spawned
the turnabout; Rather, it is the need of the
Western imperialist alliance as a whole to'
present a more united face, as the U.S.
has been demanding around Nicaragua
for some time. This could easily encom
pass any specific tactical moves the U.S.
has in mind — though not necessarily to
the exclusion of the role the Europeans
have been playing ~ that of point-man in
efforts to split off pro-Western from pro-
Spviet forces in Nicaragua. One Christian-
Democratic politician from- West Ger
many remarked that "...the interna
tional alignment of Nicaragu'a with
Cuba and the Soviet Union, which
upsets our American friends, is naturally
a concern for us." And it's not only a
concern for "rightists" like this fellow.
As the Times writes: "President Mit-

terand's special advisor for Latin
America, Regis Debray, was described as
'extremeiy disappointed' by the turn of
events in Nicaragua." Perk up, Regis —
maybe you'll get another chance to apply
your military theories.
After Reagan returned from his trip to

Japan and Korea, a Pentagon official
publicly mused that if the U.S. position in
Central America doesn't quickly im
prove, "We might have to turn
Nicaragua into a North Korea." We
don't know whether this is a timely
reference to a war the U.S. still claims it
won 30 years ago (but a war in which
many major cities in North Korea were
leveled), or a reference to intentions to
beef up military strength around
Nicaragua with the divisions and the
seapower (and the nukes?) now in place
around North Korea.

Either way, the U.S. and its friends are
revealing not only the nature of the
democracy they seek to spread around
the world, but the means by which they
intend to spread it, □
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Darnell Summers Cose

The State's Wild

Concoctions

This past summer has beenfilled by a
lengthy and convoluted battle at both
levels ofthe courts ofappeal in Michigan
over the Darnel! Summers case. It has

been marked on the state's side by
moneuvcnng, gnashing ofteeth, and fur
ther rigging of their railroad and on the
defense's side by continued exposure of
the state's dirty machinations, and the
gathering of forces in this battle. The
following quote is the conclusion of the
Wayne County Prosecutor 'ssecond reply-
to the application filed in the Supreme
Court ofMichigan by lawyersfor Darnell
Summers. Darnell's application demand
ed that the court hear a pre-trialappeal in
Darnell's case.

"Finally, the People reject most
strenuously the unsupported allegation
of defense counsel that either they or any
other law enforcement agency involved in
this case are 'concocting' evidence
against this defendant.

"Finally, the existence of any 'spectre
of international terrorism' in this ctise
(and the People believe that defendant's
claim is better described as a deviant-type
of Walter Mitty-ish daydream) apparent
ly exists only in the minds of the defen
dant. "
What a stinging statement this is! Far

from being an "unsupported
allegation," it is rrweaod has beenproven
by a tremendous body of evidence, in
their own courts, that law enforcement
agencies have concocted evidence against
Darnell.

In 1969, at the height of the Black
liberation struggle, authorities first tried
to frame Darnell {then a Black CI and
leader of the Malcolm X Cultural Center)
on this charge of murder of a Michigan
State Police Red Squad agent kilted in a
1968 rebellion in Inkster, Michigan. The
key prosecution witness, Milford Scott,
wrote a ietter to the prosecutor declaring
that his testimony implicating Darnell
was all lies. This letter is part of the court
record. The day the trial was to open.
Gale Simmons, the only other witness to
link Darnell to the shooting, told police
that her testimony was false. Michigan
State Police reports released during
discovery document this. On that day,
the first railroad of Darnell Summers was

derailed. The prosecutor himself re
quested that the charge be dismissed,
because of what he termed "ethical and

legal considerations," stemming iii part
from the fact that prosecutors were rely
ing on this false testimony. This the pro
secutor stated under oath at a pre-trial
hearing this year.
In 1981, when, as thedecade of the '80s

began, Darnell was again targeted by

authorities in this country and in West
Germany where he had been living, play
ing his music, and doing revolutionary
work, the very same chief prosecutor who
went after Darnell in the '60s told
outright lies to obtain Darnell's extradic-
lion on this raggedy and decrepit murder
charge. He stated thai Darnell had been a
suspect in this case in the '60s, and that
there was "insufficient evidence at that

time to arrest him." He further stated
that Gale Simmons, the witness in the
'60s (whose testimony was the sole basis
for the extradition) only "came forward
in 1981 to give her testimony. "These lies
are contained in an affidavit executed by
this prosecutor. (Documents obtained
through the Freedom of Information Act
indicate that throughout the course of the
extradition, telex messages were fiying
back and forth between the State Depart
ment and the West German Ministry of
Justice.) Soon after Darnell was ex-
Iradicted to Detroit, based on the pro
secutor's lies and Simmons' long-
discredited testimony, Simmons, for a
second time, recanted her testimony,
publicly repudiating it as false and
"scripted by the police." Her recantation
was quoted in major newspapers in the
city. One can hardly imagine any better
proof that law enforcement agencies have
concocted evidence against Darnell in the
sordid 14-year-old case, yet the prosecu
tion dares to whine in their reply that it is
an "unsupported allegation."

Secret Hearing

As to "the existence of a spectre of in
ternational terrorism in this case," that
daydream which exists "only in the mind
of the defendant," it was only in the
newspapers and on the screens of
thousands of readers of tlie Detroit News
and the Detroit Free Press and viewers of

area TV news programs. Darneil's pic
ture was flashed everywhere, labeled
"Marxist," and "fugitive" who "eluded
Interpol." News accounts branded letters
sent by Darnell's supporters as
"anonymous death threats from three
countries to police and witnesses." It was
only in the above-mentioned extradition
affadavit of the chief prosecutor, which
claimed that Gale Simmons "feared for
her life." It was on/y ina memo from the
prosecutor's office, which stated, "Due
to many letters received from around the
country, West Germany and Portugal
from revolutionary international groups
protesting the extradition of this defen
dant who seems to be a hero with the
communist movement.,.(I) advise Lt. to
make arrangements to avoid possible
confrontations at the airport in Ger
many— P.S. Lt. Shewell also advised
that our oniy witness Gail Simmons (sic)
is being intimidated by the Communist
Workers Party (sic)." It was only on the
lips of a police sergeant when he fesiified
at the February speedy trial hearing that
in July 1980 he got a call from Gale Sim
mons, stating that she was being threat
ened by the Communist Workers Party
(sic).

In fact, it appears that Judge Sullivan,
the prosecutor and police held a whole
hearing to raise the "spectre of interna
tional terrorism'' in this case. In April,
over objections of Darnell's lawyers, the
judge, prosecutor and police met in a
secret hearing that Darnell and his
lawyers were not permitted to attend. Ac
cording to remarks made in open court by
Sullivan and the prosecutor previous to
the secret hearing, the sole subject of the
hearing was the prosecutor's "proof"
that the life of an informant would be in
danger if his identity was disclosed to the
defense, as the law requires. Following

the hearing, the judge issued a ruling
which states. "At the time of the killing
fourteen years ago, threats to murder
witnesses cooperating with the police
were made in more than one instance. It
may be that time has cooled feelings, but
this Court is reluctant to arrive at that
conclusion." How contrived can they,
get! On one hand, the court has had to
admit that the content of this informant's
information is relevant and material to
the defense. Indeed, in 1968, this infor
mant told the police that Milford Scott
admitted that he, Scott, had killed the
Red Squad cop, totally contradicting
Scott's testimony that Darnell killed the
cop. Then, they turn around and not only
refuse to release the name of this witness,
but raise the absurd charge that the,
defense may aim to harm the witness.
Given the entire history of the utilizaiion
of such informants by the police and a
number of similar attempts inTecent po
litical cases to cover up this sort of po
litical police spying, it appears that the
court is again attempting to prevent fur
ther exposure of the government's po
litical police work and uphold this whole
rotten and ongoing history by hurling'
such outrageous and stupid charges at the
defense in this case.

In open court, the prosecutor has never
presented a sin^e shred of evidence of
any threats on witnesses and has relied ex-

ctusively on floating naked allegations,
period. What could be a more perfect
complement to this method than for the
judge, the prosecutor and the pigs to now
have a little orgy behind dosed doors of
cooking up so-called "proof" of danger
to this informant. (And they risk less ex
posure this way.) The ruling by this judge
was; objectively, the next and oh-so-
crucial step in what is a whole, increasing
ly precarious process of fabricating
threats on witnesses. Step one was the
media hatchet jobs. Step two was the slew
of wiid pig tales and the prosecutor's bald
allegations in court. Step three — they
just had to have a formal ruling by a
bonafide "neutral" judge, the "Real Mc
Coy" necessary to any proper manufac
ture of evidence.
This ruling by Judge Sullivan is

bourgeois logic at its most perverted! It is
the State that has a whole history of rely
ing on the method of threatening (and ca
joling) people in order to procure the lies
necessary to implicate Darnell in the
shooting of this cop. Their own records
indicate that in the '60s they investigated
their officers for assaulting Gale Sim
mons, that they got unrelated charges on
her boyfriend reduced, that in 1981 they
harassed her for months, charging her
with the murder of the cop — all to com
pel her to testify against Darnell. They
brought Milford Scott up on a myriad of
unrelated charges, which they dropped in
exchange for him fingering Darnell. They
promised to "put in a good word" for

Continued on page 12
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To the/JJf:
The Seattle Chapter of Vietnam

Veterans Against the War (Al) gets
together to watch the Vietnam scries on
PBS and to rap about current political
questions. Last week after the show we
talked about this orgy of "patriotism to
the death" thai is being whipped up par
ticularly off the bombing in Beirut and
the invasion of Grenada. Here are some
things 1 think need to be said and I'm go
ing to draw on some of the points made
by some of the brothers at the meeting.
f^'ewsweek kind of summed it up, as

they usually do. They said, "The Beirut
bombing and the Grenada invasion came
in a rush of conflicting images and emo
tions almost too sudden to absorb. A na
tion plunged into anguish at the slaughter
of Marines in Lebanon awoke two days
later to discover its troops were sei^ng
control of a tiny island in the Caribbean.
It was a week of both tragedy and
triumph, a week when Americans were
brou^t face to face with the conse
quences of being a superpower intent on
using its military might to try and shape
an unruly world." Needless to say this is
some pretty disgusting and dangerous
bullshit and I especially want to take this
on because 1 was once a terrorist for U.S.

imperialism trying to "shape an unruly
world" into the aims and objectives of
imperialism.

Right now they are trying to whip up
patriotic sorrow for the marines killed in
Beirut and patriotic pride in the marines
in Grenada. The fact is. they are an occu
pying imperialist army carrying out
strategic objectives of the U.S. blocvis-^-
vis the Soviets. And now in Beirut a
bunch are dead. Thai's what happens
when you go up against people fighting
for freedom, you're going to get your
head blown off and they've got a right to
do it — just like they were right to shoot
us in Vietnam. There's no difference —
even if the situation in Beirui is more

complex and you've got two itnperialist
blocsjockeying for position — it is still an
occupying army. They want us to feel
sorry, but, to me, any life lost — and it's a
realization the Vietnamese taught mc —
anybody who dies fighting for the red,
white and blue ain't shit — because it's

wrong. Btif we're supposed to be "plung
ed into anguish" when some of these im
perialist stormtroDpers get their heads
blown off? We're supposed to feel sorry
for these gung-ho marines? The basis of
gung-ho mentality, the bottom line of it,
is racism, patriotism, machoism and
something that makes you special 'cause
you're bom within the borders of this
great "freedom and democracy." And
when they roll the names of the dead on
the TV screen, 1 'm outraged because they
don't givea damn about the thousands of
Palestinian people, Lebanese people.
Syrian people, people of the whole Mid
dle East, who have been slaughtered.
Like the Vietnam memorial. Where's the
3 million Southeast Asian names? I
thought one of the brothers at our
meeting put this same point very sharply
in another way; "During the Vietnam
War they had antiwar protesters who
would go to Washington, D.C. and they
would read endless rolls of the U.S. dead.

1 never could get into that myself, because
shortly after I got involved in protesting
the war I realized that not only shouldn't
the U.S. be in there but the Vietnamese
should win. When I took this step, after
that I couldn't get into this thing of
reading the names of the war dead, the
poor American boys who had been killed,
as a form of protest. 1 think the memorial
was the proof of the pudding. Now the
same names are on that monument and
they bring the school kids there to read
the names and see the flag and tell them a
story about how they served in a time of
crisis. In the dark hour of gloom and
when the country was divided, these guys
fought and did their duty. And they en
courage the next generation to go off and
do their duty. Back during the Vietnam
War I was rooting for the Vietnamese and
so if I heard that they were taking a whip
ping. then I was bummed out. and when I
heard the American forces had taken a
licking, that cheered me up." J think
what this brother is saying is important
because what he's pointing out is that our
class interests were on the side of the Viet
namese and we welcomed it when U.S.
troops got their ass whipped. Today, the
U.S. occupation in Lebanon is part of
their preparations to go down against
their Soviet social-imperialist rivals but

Vietnam Ifets Write On

Deadly Chauvinism

or

"Chauvinism to the Death"

the point is that we have no interest in that
war and we can't feel sorry if some impe
rialist troopers gel offed 'cuz if we do we
will end up siding with the people who
sent them there.

Just look how they portray this stuff:
with the president giving all these medals
on the White House lawn and saying let's
all be stone-hearted Marines, "These
boys have just lost 250 brothers and
they're still standing behind the sand
bags." .And talking about reiaiiaiion and
upping their security and "we're gonna
be bad." They say about the Palestinians
or anyone who fights against them,
"They don't fight fair," and "they are
fanatics." I mean if an American soldier

dies in a battle doing something wacko he
gets a medal of honor. If someone who's
fighting the U.S., French, Israeli troops
occupying his country, sacrifices his life,
they're acting crazy.
They got some nerve talking about

fanatics or "senseless violence." They
load these Rangers on an airplane for
another training exercise and only
halfway there do they tell them that it's
not "training" it's the "real thing," that
they're going to land on an island most of
them have never heard of and kill anyone
who tries to stop them. Telling them that
if they get shot at, it will be by the
"enemy." Any than, woman or child that
resists must be a "terrorist, Cuban/Rus
sian-inspired communist — enemy."
Thai's all you need to know! And gung-
ho or not. that's what the majority of
U.S. troops think and accept as a fact.
But this weekend one of the Rangers who
was in Grenada was going through a lot
of turmoil — a kid of 18 or 19. He asked
us, "You mean to tell me I was on the
wrong side? " And we got into objectively
what role he was playing in these inierim-
perialist war preparations. He was in
tense because he had done everything
there based on the belief that he was act

ing in the best Interests of America. He
was right — what he didn't understand is
that American interests are thoroughly
reactionary. Finally a pig had to come
over and take this guy by the arm. He told
him, "You don't want to talk to these
people." But the kid came back to con
tinue to struggle around this stuff and the
pig had to come over again to take him
away.

I think this shows very starkly how ter
rified the rulers in this country are of their
troops beginning to question in the least
what they're doing in the world. Of
course, we won't see this on the news,
wiiat we get is the semper fi syndrome.
We've all seen it, a marine in a hospital
who holds up a little card with the Marine
Corps motto, semper fi. (That means
"always faithful" chauvinism to the
death.) And this makes me realize the fact
that some human beings have never made
the evolutionary leap from ape to man. I
mean this guy gets blown up in a motel
and a general comes and pins a medal on
his chest and this guy is probably dead by
now. That guy was semper fi, always
faithful to the motherfuckers who sent
him over there to commit murder and to

further the interests of imperialism. In
Vietnam these gung-ho types were treated
like fools. There was this ROTC lieute
nant. He got sent to 'Nam and he got this
idea — you're supposed to walk down
roads and the grunts said, "No way.
Jack." This guy said, "You chlckenshlt
motherfuckers," and he walked down
the road. They named an LZ (Limited
Zone) after him 'cuz he got blown away
and that was a fine memorial for a gung-
ho fool. Nobody felt sorry for him. A Iqt
of guys that got killed people miss, but

not guys like that. People knew he'd got
what he deserved.
And now they're talking about retalia

tion — it's not enough the thousands of
people in the Middle East that these impe
rialists and their puppets in Israel have
killed, it's not enough they oversaw the
massacre of thousands of Palestinians in
the refugee camps of Sabra and Shatilla.
Last week in this Vietnam show they got
into this big deal about these poor U.S.
pilots that got shot down as if there was
no reason for the Vietnamese to shoot
these planes out of the sky. These planes
were coming and blowing up hospitals,
like in Grenada last week, blowing up
schools, blowing up churches, blowing
up military sites (very seldom) and trying
lime and time again — and what are they
supposed to do? Wave at these planes?
And these imperialist troops from the
U.S., France, Italy — you know they are
as the R W put it "Caught in the act, not
caught in the middle." And now there is
all this yelling to "Let the Marines do
their job" as if they haveti't, and
"unleash them" as if they haven't been.
Here I think the brother at the meeting
made a very good point about these impe
rialist troops in Lebanon supposedly be
ing "restrained," He said, "One of the
things that has come up a lot around
Beirut and Grenada both is the contrast

between Beirut which seems like a

Vietnam-type situation, a supposedly no-
win, no-strategy situation compared to
Grenada where they have an objective
and achieved it easily. What I've been
hearing a lot is this trip about the 'l^.sson
of Vietnam" which is 'If you're gonna do
something, do it right' or from lifers, Tf
they'd only let us get out there and kick
ass and take names, how do they expect
to win a war when we are (and were in
Vietnam) kept reined in.' 'How can wc
win a war if we don't get permission to
slaughter them?' These are not the
lessons I got out of Vietnam. I learned
something about the nature of America,
what were we doing there in the first
place? Was this a bad foreign policy and
an exception to the rule, or, as 1 found
out, the rule, it really gets me — their
lesson of we should have kicked ass and

taken names — when I think on what we

really did do in Vietnam. The whole thing
about free-fire zones, or going out and
defoliating people's crops, consciously
trying to starve people into submission.
Trying to drive people off the land. Try
ing to drive them into the cities so they
were more controllable, so their ties were
broken, out to destroy the whole social
fabric of that society as a strategy for win
ning the war. Driving people into the so-
callcd strategic hamlets, surrounded by
barbed wire with the guns facing in, and
that was supposed to protect them from
the enemy. That's nothing but a concen
tration camp in my book. Then these
dogfaces say, 'Gosh, we half-stepped.
We have really got to be brutal.'" In
other words, the U.S. did do everything
short of nuking them to try and win that
war — but maybe that is exactly the
message — if conventional warfare
doesn't work, then we are Just going to
have to nuke their asses. In Lebanon
"unleashing" the Marines means silting
on top of a hill and watching the
unleashing of terror from chemical war
fare to bullets, bombs and the guns of the
New Jersey. Walking in and knowing
that nothing can be alive after the hell you
have just unleashed on it. It means going
in and killing anything that is alive and
standing there and proclaiming a tremen
dous victory to be upheld by America.
And after you unleash this hell, you

receive fire, and you think nothing else is
alive and you walk in and you see this
12-year-old kid running away and you
blow him away. If you take a prisoner,
you kick him around, you do anything in
the world to dead bodies, you rip the
fucking patch off your shoulder and put
an M-16 round through it and you stamp
it into their forehead — that's what
you're supposed to do, And that is what
these gung-ho types did in 'Nam. They
took C-4 and made it into the shape of a
dildo and they shoved it up a woman's
vagina and blew her up. Mass rapings of
women, 200 men taking a woman and
raping her. They were the people who
wore ears. And that was one of the things
that makes you go over behind a tree and
puke your guts out and say Fuck This
Shit. This is what imperialism unleashed
on the people of Vietnam, has unleashed
in Beirui, and has unleashed on whole
sections of the world and will use again
and again to preserve and defend their
holy empire.
As another brother at the VVAW(Al)

meeting said, "It's a fact that quite a few
guys who went to 'Nam started off as the
John Wayne type like they saw in Sands
of Iwo Jirna and the fact is when they
came face to face with an armed people
and the fact that they would not be able to
carry out what they had seen on the
screen — the real world said these people
are not just gonna fall over for you.
Myself, when I went over there, 1 was not
a John Wayne type, not even close to it —
stupid, yes — but it was a fact that after
going through a scene like that for a few
weeks, 1 started to ask a very dangerous
question and that is: Why? Why am I
here? What is going on here? The Viet
namese people had every^ right in the
world to kill me because of what 1 was
there for. Now I did come back alive so
now ] have the duty not only to expose
what I did then but also to expose what
they are trying to do now.
"One of the things J was really struck by

when they started to roll the names of the
many killed in Beirui is how all this is to
prepare people for when it will be days
and days and days that it will take to roll
the names of the dead. This is part of
their prewar planning here. And it's been
more than just this last couple of weeks.
It's been this past several months with
007 being shot out of the sky, the bomb
ing in Beirut and on and on and what it
has brought home to quite a few people is
that the time when the U.S. and the USSR
will go down to war is near. And they are
preparing for that time."
And so we are supposed to either get in

the patriotic mood (and all that
represents) or we are to step aside and say
nothing. And at the end of the meeting,
one of the brothers made a very impor
tant point. He had just been to see a mpvle
about nuclear war, and in this movie
there is no anger, no one does anything to
oppose it, they just accept all the misery it
brings. And the point he felt about the
movie was not so much that it protnoied
people just accepting things, but that it
basically promoted a line that, well, if
nuclear war is this horrible, then maybe
we should strike first. Belter them get it
than the U.S. And this is a very liberal
sentiment and not just your gung-ho
types. And this is part of the message they
are putting out today.
The stakes are clear and the imperial

ists are fighting desperately to set the
terms.' 'Put your hand on your heart and
prepare to die." America needs you.
We've seen the coffias of 300 marines

who have answered this call and un
doubtedly we will see many more. But the(
truth is if we shed one tear or fall for one

bit of this flagwaving, semper ft bullshit
we'll inevitably wind up on the side of im
perialism.

1 personally was not a full-blown
patriot when 1 joined the army in 1969.
But I did feel 1 had a stake in America.
Because of this I participated in an unjust
genocidal war against an oppressed na
tion of people. The terms of what they're
preparing for this time are world war but
the answer is the same. We have no stake
at ail in defending this cotiniry, and this
lime, when they have everything on the
line, and they're squeezing every ounce of
patriotism they can, our reply is: Fuck
You. To hell with their national honor.
World revolution, not world war.

A member of VVAW(AI)
Seattle Chapter
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Letters from Readers

A Voice That Must Be Heard
The following letters, from readers of

ttre RW, speak to the urgency of Ihe
defense of Ihe revolutionary leadership
of Bob Avaklan in the face of the Inter
national Imperialist moves to suppress
him, stifle his contributions, and silence
his voice.

To theRl-V:
In recent times Bob Avaktan's leader

ship has come under attack by both
revisionist groups and reactionary
forces from the U.S. and Its little
capitalist cousin, France. What f would
like to do is to present my case for affir
ming Bob's leadership and outline its
Importance to the party and the overall
revolutionary movement. I'd like to meet
these objectives by concretely identify
ing three areas that validate my stance.
First, the continuous presence of pro
letarian internationalism, in a time of

national chauvinism, reactionary
rhetoric or the right and social
democracy and revisionism on the
"left," Bob's continuous struggle inter
nally and with those outward forces has
tieen one of analyzing in and projecting
of the proletarian Internationalist line. It
Is precisely because of his concrete
presentation of this line that he is the
leader of the RCP and the reason why
the RCP is where it Is today. Because of
his in8istence.on carrying the pro
letarian tine through revolution, the RCP
stands out as a beacon to the advanced
and the oppressed of both this society
and the world which is littered with left
ist and opportunist revisionism. Second,
Bob Avakian's objective and balanced
leadership. The more I read of his

writings and hear him, the more I am
convinced that Bob's objective leader
ship has allowed the revolutior^ary line
to remain intact. In movements today
the leadership tends to obscure the
relationship between persona and con
tent. A good example of this is Castro In
Cuba. By total contrast. Chairman
Avaklan understands the contradictions

and the subjective use of persona over
content. Instead of utilizing this to bring
forth self-aggrandizement he chooses
instead to unleash new revolutionary
forces in an effort to bring balanced
leadership to the advanced. This is both
a significant and distinct point for the
advanced to grasp. This contribution
should not and cannot be overlooked
when evaluating his leadership. Objec
tivity is the key Idea in utilizing Marxist-
Leninist analysis of class struggle.
Chairman Avakian. because of his clear
and concrete understanding of the
science of Marxist-Leninist thought, has
put both the party in its present unrival
ed position and produced the necessary
leadership In these most critical and
sharpening of times. Third and lastly,
probably Bob's most important con
tribution which demands the continuity
of his leadership is the concreteness,
specificity and soundness of his oral
and written work whether it Is his
analysis of human nature oimhe strug
gle of ideas in "Communists Are
Rebels," his historical anaivsis of the
revisionism of Stalin In Conquer the
World? or his specific objectives outlin
ed in "Coming From Behind" — what
stands out is Ihe specific and concrete

Continued on page ̂ 7

Intellectuals

People who disagree with us about a number of important things but are will
ing to stand up with and support us in the face of this outrageous attack on a
revolutionary organization' and lake a stand against that — on that basis wc
have to struggle to try to win them over to standing with proletarian iiieology and
uniting with it. But it is going to bea long-term struggle. Lenin said that you have
to overthrow and expropriate the bourgeoisie and that is a big struggle, but it is a
relatively simple struggle compared to remolding the petty bourgeoisie. That is a
long-term struggle, and, as he said, we cannot just crush them. Wc have to learn
to live with them, at the same time struggling to remold them.
So in terms of overthrowing the bourgeoisieand building a united movement

10 accomplish thai as well as the immediate question of the case (of the Mao
Tsetung Defendants) before us, it is important to learn how to work among
these people. And in ihe long-term, it is also going to be important to learn how
to work among, unite with, but also struggle with them and remold them. A lot
of times I think a lot of us are a little reluctant to do that and start coming up
with some sectarian reason for not doing it because, frankly, it is hard to go out
and argue with these intellectuals. They have done a lot of their own reading,
developed a lot of their own theories, and think that they have things together.
They are not intimidated by other people who have ideas. Wc have to learn how
to struggle with them, too. We also have to learn how to drawn them in and
enable them to make a contribution to the struggle, even while wc are battling
with them on the question of ideology.

Reception following Speech in
Washington. D.C.

Why Can't We Make Revolution Right
Now?

Woman: This guy 1 know wanted to ask this question but he was chicken to
come up here, so 1 had to try and figure it out for him."
Bob Avakian: Why is he afraid to come up here?
Woman: I don't know. He has this thing about being a general in the army

and not needing to talk to you. But anyway, his line is something that you talk
ed about a little bit in your speech. He is so fighting angry that he Just wants to
tear everything up. So he asks, you know, "Why can't we just gel fjve hundred
people in each city and go tear everything up now? Let's get down with it." But
the point is, how to struggle with him to see that the masses have to make
revolution because it is not going to last unless they do it. You cannot give peo
ple like him blind faith.
Bob A vakian: The problem with five hundred people now is that at the pre

sent time in every major city the police forces are already bigger than that. You
know, if we did do something like that, we could probably get that number,
then some more people would come forward, and we could probably hold out
for a week — I'm serious. Then wc would be wiped out and the struggle of the
proletariat would be set back for years because there would be nobody, or only
a few people around to pick up and go on. People would be demoralized, they
would not understand it. They would say. "Well, these people went out and
tried to make revolution and look what happened." It would probably be
another ten or twenty years before we got up to the level we are nOw on. That
would realistically mean throwing away an opportunity that might come a few
years from now and I don't think wecan afford to do that. This is too serious.

1 think everybody would tike to go for it now, but you cannot lose patience.
You have to wait — now, that does not mean wait "patiently" — it means we
work like hell. There will also be a big struggle and I am sure that the party will
have a split when it comes to the que,5iion of actually struggling to recognize
that the lime has come to launch the armed struggle. There will undoubtedly be
some people who say, "Nol It's not time yet," and they will have fifty ra
tionalizations and excuses for saying that. So you are bound to have a big strug
gle over that question. But I think it is rather clear that now is too early. As 1
said, we could probably hold out for a week and a lot of people would dig it. It
would be written down in books and people would remember it and say,
"Those people were right on." But we would still lose and then people would
nol see any chance of winning. That would be bad.

Womat}: 1 think he sees that, on the one hand. But on the other hand, hecan-

•Tliis ref<fs 10 Ihe ca.sc of the Mao Tseiung Defendanls.

This article is ihe third irt a .series from material compiled from a 1979 speaking
tour ofBob Avakian. Chairman of the Centra! Committee of the RCP, USA.
This was the last public speaking tour Bob A vakian has been able lo make due
CO jnternaiional political persecution, which continues to this day — ed.
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noi see (hat people are ever going to do anything. You know, he sees it as the
same old thing of "I live in a project and people are just laying around, and
here you are talking about revolution with millions of people."

Bob Avakian: Frankly, formillionsof peoplethat will be what they do un
til maybe a few weeks before they pick up a gun. Most people are just trying to
survive — that is the .so-called freedom you get in this country. They do
everything to you and you try and survive it. Most people are not even political
ly awake. They are going through life like zombies, maybe hating it. But let's
face it — maybe hundreds of thousands or even a few million are to some
degree politically aware, and more and more are becoming aware and active in
one way or another — but most people will not get active until maybe a few
months before the whole thing comes to a boiling point. We have to understand
that and maximize everything we can. And we cannot lose patience because
even a lot of these middle-class people out here are going to have to be at least
neutralized, be at least passively sympathetic, or else we are not going to be able

-to win. And isn't that what we want — to be able to win? 1 do not like to wait

any more than your friend does, I'm sure, but that isn't the question. The ques
tion is how to win because wc are talking about history and a whole future in
front of us. If it takes a few more years to actually win, we should do that and
not try to seize power a little bit early and by doing so, set it all back for twenty
years.

Reception following Speech
in Cincinnati, Ohio

Guns and Bloodshed

Interviewer: In the advertisements for your speech here in Seattle it says that
you are a party that is not only willing to die but lo kill for revolution. Why the
emphasis on violence at a point in your party's development when you are not
able to mount a meaningful May Day demonstration yet?
Bob Avakian: We have held meaningful May Day demonstrations, we just

have not yet been able to have one on May First (when it is a working day) —
not until this year. But what (hat quote says is this, and this is exactly what we
mean and I think it is important to understand: crisis is deepening, storms are
brewing, the system is sinking deeper into its own decay, world war is on the
horizon. The only way to prevent this is revolution. The ruling class knows this
and that's why they are attacking us. That's why they want to stomp out
revolution. As the conditions sharpen up and millions of people are. as they
will be, propelled into motion over the years ahead, we are going to be in their
midst. That statement you quoted says: when it gels to the point where millions
and millions and millions of people say, "I would rather die than live under this
thing any longer" — then we are going to say, "Well, let's not only die, let's go
out and kill, let's take up arms, let's make revolution because that's what is
necessary. We are not going to be able to get rid of this thing unless you rise up
in arms with the force of millions of people united around a common aim and a
common program led by our party and overthrow it. Thai's the only way."

Interviewer: Do you think that a lot of people have that perspective now? It
seems to me that the implication of your advertising your speech in that way is
that there are a lot of people now who believe in revolution, who are looking
for a party that is serious about revolution. My perception of the American
people at this point is certainly that they are not at all interested in revolution
and that they therefore are not at all looking for a party that is most serious
about revolution. It seems like a curious way to advertise yourself.
Bob Avakian: Right now, today, there are millions of people who will

welcome the lime when Ihin^ have developed to the poim where they can join
with others to take up guns to do away with their oppressors. That, I am con
vinced, is the truth. If you walk around out here, not only in Seaiiiebut around
the country the way our party does every day working among the people, there
are literally millions of people who do tol that way. people who tell us all the
lime, "Listen, when you get to the point where you are taking up guns to do it,
let me know and I'll be there." And most of those people mean it. They hate
this system.

Interviewer: I n your earlier (May Day. 1979) speech that I listened to, there is
a tremendous emphasis on guns and bloodshed, In fact, at one point in that
speech you make fun of the press for always concentrating on your rhetoric
about guns and bloodshed, guns and bloodshed, and finally you say, "Okay,
that's what we are about. We arc about guns and bloodshed." And you go on
to explain as you just did here. Doesn't that attract to your party mainly people
who are interested in guns and bloodshed?
Bob Avakian: It does attract people who arc interested In guns and bloodsh

ed. but who are interested in that in order to throw off this oppression, not just
people who want to Join the NRA (National Rifle Association) or something
like that, it is people who want to get rid of this oppression. Let's take Iran,
right? Now their revolution is not thoroughly completed, but you did have an
armed uprising there. People went out for weeks and months unarmed. They
went out and got shot down, ten thousand in Tehran in one day alone. Why?.

Because they said, "This is intolerable. I can't put up with it one more day. 1
would rather go out and be shot down." The way they felt is the way we feel
and the way more and more people are feeling.

Inter\'iewer: You don't feel revolution is possible without a mass uprising
and civil war which is a very difficult step for people to take, to get to thai point
where, as you are saying, they would rather die than go on with the society as it
exists. Your analysis of countries that have had revolution, however, is that •
capitalism has been restored in the Soviet Union; capitalism is in the process of
being restored in China; Cuba is a colony of the Soviet Union, more or less, as
is Eastern Europe; Vietnam and Cambodia are fighting each other, and so
forth. Why should people follow you when you are asking them to go to the
point of civil war in this country to create a revolution like ones that you
yourself say have been betrayed where they have occurred elsewhere?
Bob Avakian: There are two things to look at here. One thing is that you

have to take what we are asking them to do and put it up against what the
capitalist class is asking them to do, which is to fight and die for nothing except
in their reactionary purpose so that these capitalists can beat out the Russian
capitalists to plunder more in the world. They are going to drag us into guns
and violence anyway, that was another thing 1 pointed out in that speech. It is
very likely that they are going to shoot off nuclear weapons in the next war. The
second point is that we are talking about an unprecedented process in history
where the masses of people consciously rise up and fight in their own interests
to abolish every kind of exploitation and oppression and every class distinc
tion. Can we expect that it is all going to be smooth sailing?

Interviewer: You are calling on people to give up their lives in a civil war for a
revolution that is not going to bear fruit until the twenty-second century?
Bob Avakian: We are not guaranteeing them any cheap and easy guarantee

of no setbacks and no reversals. There is no such thing. But we are saying thai
we can learn from the setbacks, that tremendous achievements have been
made. Just as Marx said about the Paris Commune, he said even if it is drown
ed in blood — which it was — its principles and the light it shined toward the
future would be eternal. That is what we believe about what the working class
was able to do in Russia over several decades and in China, especially through
the Cultural Revolution. We believe the victory of the working class is just as
inevitable as it ever was, but that also inevitably it is going to involve a very
complex and twisted process of struggle.

Public TV, "Newsmakers" program,
Seattle, Washington

The People Will Have The Final Say

There was a letter in our newspaper, the Revolutionary Worker, from one of
our supporters or members. I'm not sure which, who was out selling our paper,
He came into contact with an eighty-year-old worker from Eastern Europe
who was around at the time of the Russian Revolution. This worker went to

Hungary where the workers and oppressed people rose up and created a Soviet
(a workers' form of government) for six months until it was drowned in blood.
He had seen the Russian Revolution and seen it betrayed. He had seen the
Chinese Revolution and seen it betrayed. He had seen all this in eighty years.
He knew about the Paris Commune, the first revolution where our class, the
working class, rose up and for two heroic months held power in its hands,
began to suppress the capitalist class and prevent it from exploiting the people,
and began to eliminate all the evils and madness that we take for granted as dai
ly life in what they call the greatest of all possible systems. He knew about all
this and he had seen eighty years of revolutions going forward and then being
set back and reversed.

And what was his attitude? Cynicism? Despair? Any of that? No! — full of
optimism! He himself put it this way; "Thepeople will have the finalsay!" hl.\
his experience convinced him more and more that capitalism was indeed a dy
ing system with no future. He had seen re\'oiutions set back, yes, but each time
he had seen people surge forward and reach even greater heights, coming for
ward and drawing From the lessons of the past, and on that basis moving for
ward and pushing the struggle ahead. This taught a deep lesson to me and to
other people I know. Sometimes, even on the basis of ten or twelve years of ex
perience in the revolutionary movement, if we want to be honest, all of us at
times get a little bit of this feeling: "Damn, westrugglcand westruggieand vet
here is China and it goes backward." Although we understand it, although wc
-have a scientific understanding and draw the lessons, still here is somebody
who has been around for eighty years and has been a conscious revolutionary
for sixty or so. not ten or twelve, and he has seen many more reversals and set
backs than we have seen but he still has that confidence and knowledge based
on scientific appreciation and analysis that revolution is bound to go forward:
that indeed, we, the oppressed people, the working class of the world will have
the final say!

Excerpt, Speech in Honolulu, Hawaii
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First Strike, Rapid Strike
ContinuL'd from page 5

weapons, along with those of France,
have been the favorite diplomatic foot
ball of the Geneva talks ~ it is the given
"reason for the stalemate" on both sides
— and as such might be expected to be a
source of protest and pressure within Bri
tain — after all isn't thai how a pluralistic
society works? Instead, it's as if these for
midable weapons don't exist? Moreover,
the British (and French) intend to expand
these forces eightfold within the next few
years, replacing the older Polaris with the
far more accurate, first-strike Trident,
thus even more fully integrating the
British weaponry into the overall NATO
force structure and war plans.
So there is. it must be said, a blatant

lack of protest against British im
perialism. Noticeably absent has been the
spirit of the group of women from Green-
ham Commons who, during a parade
welcoming back British soldiers from the
Falktands, turned their backs in protest
(an act for which they were roughly
beaten). At least, if there are such expres
sions, say among the youth or other
rebellious parts of society, they are not
being reponed. Instead, much of the
debate has been made to turn on the fact
that the decision to launch the cruise
missiles from England is in the hands of
the U.S., known as a "one-key" system.
Labor Party spokesmen have ominously
questioned whether the U.S. "can be
trusted" with controi of the missiles, and
asked whether the British shouldn't have
the option to decide to fire their own
missiles "if necessary." Such a debate
about which country should have the
right to pull (he nuclear trigger on the
Russians doesn't exactly smash at the
foundations of British society.

But more than this even, the one-key
system was established by NATO as a
whole, not jusi at the recent whim of the
U.S., in the original decision taken in
1979. Two-key, or joint coniroi, was con
sidered but rejected because it would have
the effect of establishing the European
powers as co-responsible with the U.S.
for themissiies, an excellent argument for
including the Europeans at negotiations.
The Europeans, you see, were to be kept
away from the talks because, first, this
would draw the French and British

missiles into the discussions, and second,
becau.se politically, as seems clear, the

U.S. was to play the nuclear cowboy on
the world diplomatic stage while the
European governments were to concen
trate on building domestic public opinion
for "going along" — or as it became in
some countries later, "dragged along" —
with the U.S. on the deployment. In other
words, there has been a planned division
of labor between the U.S. and European
powers in the missile campaign, which
set-up in fact allowed for a "debate" on
how the launch key should be held.
The appearance of the missiles in Great

Britain is clearly intended as a
preliminary for the main bout, the
deployment in West Germany which, ac
cording to some sources, could begin ear
ly next week. On the 21st, the West Ger
man Bundestag meets to give final ap
proval to the deployment, at which time
are scheduled the next round of mass
demonstrations in West Germany. An
early deployment by the U.S. (assuming
that the missiles have not already been
secreted into the country) would be yet a
further step on the current U.S. war roil.

Here, another report from Britain
helps us understand why this most
bellicose war buildup is justified. Jane's
Defense Review — a periodical only a
hair's breadth removed from the British
military establishment — published a
story on Wednesday even as the
deployments proceeded at Greenham
Commons. It seems that the Soviets have
developed a nefarious new weapon, one
which could be launched from a sub
marine right off England's coast and hit
targets on land. One which would not be
detectable and could be used as a first-
strike weapon: called the SSN-X-21, it is a
Soviet... .cruise missile! Actually, the
SSN-X-21 has been known about and

mentioned in the daily press for some
months. The liming of this "surprise"
revelation has obviously to do with cur
rent events. The point is: for these im
perialists right in progress on deploying
their own weapons of unprecedented
destruction and accuracy, to accuse their
rivals of thesame crime, this takes nerve!
But it is the deadly logic of which both
sides will continue to justify their political
need to go to war — and plainly in mat
ters of such propaganda, aswcllas in mil
itary hardware, the British imperialists
want lobe right up there in the forefront. □

The State's Wild
Concoctions Conti

Scon at the parole board. Then these ex-
pens in terror tactics have the goddamn
nerve to turn around again and again and
point a finger at Darnell, his supporters,
and the revolutionary internationalist
trend supposedly for threatening
witnesses. This is an integral part of their
case. How the hell else can the prosecu
tion try to get over with concocted
evidence except by concocting more
evidence — evidence of threats on their
witnesses which they can conveniently
claim is the cause of their witnesses flip
ping and flopping every which way?
Their efforts to demonstrate a non
existent potential harm to this informant
are totally wide of the mark in a case
where the informant's information
would hurl only the prosecution, and
where frankly it is a matter of record thai
the only witne.sses that have turned up
dead in this case were Carl James and
Turhan Lewis, two witnesses for Darnell!
But Judge Sullivan (who has been only
too happy to deny every one of the mo
tions by the defense challenging the pro-
secutor'^5 frameup of Darnell based on
coerced and cajoled lies) has the nerve to
deny the name of this informant because
of a nonexistent potential for harm from
the defense.

In stark contrast to their whole bour
geois modus operandi, but this is the
twisted style of their class. Darnell's
defense efforts have relied on politically
exposing the transparencies of the State's
suppos^ criminal case, revealing the
political motivations that stand behind it,
and building public opposition to the
railroad. It is this that the prosecution

nued from page 7

fears from the defense and they damn
well admit as much too. in a backhanded
way, when wiiai they have targeted as
"threats" in their open hearing.^ are in
reality letters of support for Darnell from
around the world, a crowd at the airport
in West Germany protesting Darnell's ex-
tradiciion, and an article in the Revolu
tionary Worker politically exposing this
case for the railroad that it is.

While their purposely heavy handed at
tempts to create a distorted image of
Darnell and his supporters has. un
doubtedly caused the neanderthal-types
to salivate, for many others such blatant
distortions raised more questions than
they answered and engendered the con
viction that the authorities are indeed
pursuing this case for highly political
reasons. Could it be that what the pro
secution is gnashing their teeth over in
this quote from their reply and in the ap
peal generally is the fact that their whole
rotten "case" has been thoroughly ex
posed at three levels of the Michigan
courts? They whine about "deviant
daydreams" and "unsupported allega
tions" only because such things are
beginning to seriously infect others —
from alt over Detroit and from all walks
of life. They are painfully aware that
what they claim is "only in the mind of
the defendant" is only in the minds of all
these people and many more — revolu
tionary nationalists and a wide range of ■
progressive Black individuals and
groups; Vietnam veterans in Seattle,
Washington; punks in Cleveland, Ohio;
large numbers of proletarians from
Turkey living in Germany; and many
more. They fear an epidemic of "Walter

Mitty-ish daydream.s," which would pro
duce large-scale nightmares in the minds
of the authorities, making it increasingly
harder for them to push this railroad on
as Darnell's lawyers and his supponers
have worked to uncover and tear at all the
machinations and motivations of the
State. The State has shown not only their
determination to get a guilty verdict on
Darnel! and on everything that his ex
perience and life concentrates — they
have also shown some of the problems
they have in actually carrying through
and getting that verdict. The pre-trial
proce.ss has turned out to be far more pro
tracted than they originally intended.

No End To Concocting
At this point, the case stands at the

Michigan Supreme Court, the highest
court in the state. (In July, the Michigan
Court of Appeals summarily turned
down Darnell's application for a pre-trial
appeal before that court.) Counsel for
Darnell is demanding that the Michigan
Supreme Court review two issues and
reverse the judge's rulings on them — one
is the denial of the defense motion to
dismiss the case for violation of the right
to speedy trial and the other is the denial
of the name of the informant. In what
position does this appeal put the Slate?
The State is now defending the whole
long and stinking history of this political
persecution, in the '60s and in the '80s,
upholding in particular all the outrageous
rulings that J udge Sullivan made this year
as "totally correct," fighting against the
defense getting these reconsidered on ap
peal, asserting again and again that "this
Defendant merits "absolutely no relief."
What's more, in the course of this appeal
process, they have had to sharpen their
knives atid further develop their railroad.

Perhaps the most blatantly vicious and
totally threadbare of all of Sullivan's rul
ings, and the one that the prosecution has
worked hardest to prettify and protect, is
the ruling concerning speedy trial. Judge
Sullivan refused to dismLss the charge
against Darnell on the grounds that his
right to speedy trial and due process of
law were violated — despite the fact that
the state is bringing Darnell to trial more
than 14 years after the alleged crime,
which was an absolutely unprecedented
length of time. Despite the fact the
"delay" (as they call it!) resulted in what
is known as prejudice to DarneH's ability
to defend himself against the charge —
that is; the car the cop was allegedly driv
ing at the time he was shot was destroyed
by police; Miiford Scott's letter to the
prosecutor admitting that his testimony
was false was "lost"; two witnesses for
Darnell have died. Despite the fact that
the prosecutors failed to produce any
justification whatsoever for their
deliberate 14-year delay in thecour.se of a
lengthy speedy trial hearing, and that the
judge ruled that this delay was Justified
because, he said, in 1969, "The pro
secutor had no case with which to pro
ceed. The only evidence available was
gone. Now that Miiford Scott again says
he's willing to testify, that evidence is
available."

A month later, the same judge found
that the same delay in charging Gale Sim
mons in the murder of the same Red
Squad cop was not justified and did
violate her right to speedy trial and
dismissed her case! In dismissing Gale's
case Che judge said. "I've located cases of
five years, of six years, but I've been
unable to locate a case of 14 years." No
case of 14 years, ever—except in the case
of Darnell Summers, a revolutionary in
ternationalist, whose charge this same
judge had just refused to dismiss!

As the lawyers for Darnell have fought
to get the Michigan Supreme Court to
review Sullivan's speedy trial ruling and
terminate these proceedings altogether,
the prosecutor has argued that the Court
needn't even consider the defense's
arguments on this subject, but, rather,
should just reject out of hand the request
to have the issue reviewed because, they
claim, the defense is somehow raising a
new issue or new arguments. This is
laughable — as anyone familiar with this
case knows the issue of .speedy trial has
been a focal point in the entire legal battle
to free Darnel! and was raised earlier to.
the Court of Appeals. Indeed, the follow
ing legal organizations have informed the
Supreme Court ofMiehigan that they will
fi le amicus briefs supporting Darnell's
position on this issue, if the Court grants
the defense a hearing: The American

Civil Liberties Union, the National Con
ference of Black Lawyers, the Center for
Constitutional Rights, the National
Lawyers Guild, the Emergency Civil
Liberties Committee and the Bill of
Rights Foundation. As Judge Sullivan so
aptly, if unintentionally, put it at one
point in the speedy trial ruling, "The
question of credibility may prove to be in
surmountable."

At this point, it is not totally clear ex
actly how the prosecutor (with a little help
from his friends) is further developing
their railroad of Darnell through this ap
peal. One thing that does seem to be afoot
thus far, however, is "step four" in the
process of manufacturing evidence of
threats on witnesses. That is, having got
ten a real ruling from a real judge that
"...14 years ago. threats to murder
witnesses cooperating with the police
were made," the prosecutor is now madly
running up and down the Appeals Courts
of the State, quoting the judge's ruling all
over the place. Further, the prosecutor
not only argues that "the trial court's
concern is a valid one," but goes on to
cite a number of legal cases where defen
dants had actually been tried and con
victed of murdering witnesses! Concoc
ting and more concocting! First their
stupid lies are legitimized in secret hear
ing by the judge and this then becomes
the new "evidence" for the prosecutor to
freely make vicious innuendo by citing
such cases and raising the State's concoc
ting to new levels. And then, the pro
secutor turns around and. tells us in his
very next brief that law enforcement
agencies are not concocting evidence
against Darnell! '

This summer, the lower Court of Ap
peals obliged the prosecutor and refus^
to reconsider Sullivan's ruling denying
the informant's name on the basis of a
danger to the informant. Should the
Michigan Supreme Court do the same,
the prosecutor will no doubt use this as a
backhanded approval (and green light),
albeit a pitiful one. from the higher ecuns
for the fabrication of evidence of threats
on witnesses. Approval through the front
"door in the form of a formal decision
from an Appeals Court upholding
Sullivan's ruling could only come after
consideration of another round of briefs
and oral arguments by Darnell's lawyers
attacking Sullivan's ruling, which would
focus more attention on this issue than
they think is wise, apparently, judging
from the way the Court of Appeals earlier
refused to reconsider the ruling.

The Supreme Court of Michigan has
not yet ruled on Darnell's application for
appellate review and, ultimately, a
resolution which ends this case once and
for all. Instead, the court has aiked to be
furnished with transcripts of the speedy
trial hearing held last year. Tite trial date
in the Wayne County Circuit Court has
been postponed until January 23, 1984,
while these transcripts arc being prepared
and considered. The political punishment
of Darnell Summers must be turned
around on themi Now is the time to
heighten our political offensive. Class-
conscious proletarians and progressive
people have work to do to overturn this
railroad now, before this case ever
reaches (rial.

The Coalition to Free Darnell Sum
mers is currently circulating The State
ment In Opposition to the Railroad of
Darnell Summers as part of stepping up
the political offensive. The statement is to
be printed as a major ad in a Detroit
newspaper the second week of December.
The cost of placing this ad is S6,000, and
contributions are urgently needed. To
obtain copies of this statement,
brochures, or buttons, contact the Coali
tion to Free Darnell Summers. Call (313)
871-4616 or write to 2832 Grand
Boulevard, Room 324, Detroit, Michigan
48211.

Pick up (he Gflunltel!
Free Darnell Summers!

□
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SurvtvalUm

In ihis connection it is important to speak about the question of survival and
in pariiciilar "survivalism." It is a Fact that the ruling classes have made con
crete plans and are constantly attempting to update and sharpen their plans for
surviving a world war, even including major nuclear exchanges — surviving
not just in the literal sense, but in the political sense as well, emerging from such
a situation with the ability to enforce the economic, political and social rela
tions and the outlook and values characteristic of their system. In the U.S. in
particular, there is the phenomenon of sections of the imperialists' social base
also making active preparations for such survival — in general this is associated
with the right-wing fundamentalist supporters of imperialism, among whom
such "survivaiist movements" have sprouted. At the same time, and more
generally, it seems that one of the major themes being drummed into the
populace in the U.S., through all different vehicles, including popular cultural
works, is the notion of beinga "survivor." Theconcern of the ruling class here
is not so much that everyone be prepared to survive world war, including
nuclear exchanges. They recognize that this is not possible for everyone by any
means and they don't even consider it altogether de-sirablc in the case of sec
tions of the oppressed masses, precisely those who are most likely to be a social
base for sotous, even revolutionary opposition in a situation of tremendous
social disruption and upheaval. Their plans include sacrificing millions of these
inasses, both as soldiers and as part of the equation of nuclear exchange and
specifically the bombing of heavily populated urban areas (by both sides).
What the ruling class is counting on, what they are setting up with the building
up of "survivor" into a "spontaneous" part of the popular culture and mass
consciousness in the U.S., is the fact that in the final analysis they must depend
to a Istfge degree on the "survival instinct" to motivate both troops and

November 18,1983—Revolutionary Worker—Page 13

Thisarticle by Bob Avakian appeared recemty in RW No. 227, but v/e are re
printing (■; this week because ofthe wide disatssion of nuc/ear war bound to be
provoked by the ABC TV show. "The Day .After, "scheduled to air Sunday
night, November 20.

World War Must
, For a number of years our party has been drawing urgent attention to (he
danger of world war and concretely analyzing in many different details and
from many different angles the active and accelerating preparations of both
imperialist blocs for such a war. Because of this we have heard the accusation
— especially a few years ago and less so recently — thai wc are being
"alarmist" about the possibility of world war, that such a possibility, if it does
realty exist, is not in any sense an immediate one. As 1 said, this is a particular
accusation we hear less of these days.

At the same lime, we have consistently stressed that only revolution — only
ihescizure of power by the proletariat in large and / or strategic enough parts of
the world to qualitatively alter the whole equation of world relations — can
prevent world war, and on the other hand if world war does break out, with all
its terrible destruction, that will in fact heighten the possibilities for revolution,

'  whicn remaias inc only way forward out of all this madness and destruction.
Because of this we have heard the accusation that we despair of the possibility
of revolution unless there is world war and therefore, according to this perverse
logic, we actually woh/world war. To this it must be replied that, first of all, we
are no less aware than others what kind of devastation and long-term disasters
would be unleashed in a world war that would almost certainly involve nuclear
weapons — and this is something only truly deranged people would want. But
that raises the more fundamental point; whether or not there is a world war will
not depend on whether anybody, or any group or even any ruling class, wants

TR15 C? break out, unless it is prevented by rcv olulion, because in the world to-
day the ruling classes of ihc ImpgDalisi blocs need suvh a war and their most

1 class conscious and leading representatives prefer such a war to the alternative
I — to seeing their position in the world severely undermined and perhaps even

^  Ku th^ir rlviale nr hv rAVfAliirirtn-irv macc/acoverthrown by their rivals or by the revolutionary masses.
That is why the imperialist states (and their military alliances, puppet states

and so on) are indeed carrying out active and accelerating preparations for just
such a war. Thev can conceive of no other way out of the fundamental crisis of
the whole world system of imperialism and the objective and deep-going con-

between ihe two blocs; indeed there is noother way out — except through
the overthrow of the very imperialist system, with its basic economic relations
and its corresponding .social conditions and politics, of which these politicians
and statesmen are the agents. Even though they have a basic sense of the poten
tial destructive consequences, these gentlemen will issue the orders and push
the buttons that will bring this about because for them and their system the
world cannot much longer go on as it is anysvay — it must be forcibly recast in
order for that system to lurch ahead for a time once again and for their posi
tions to be strengthened and secured at the expense of their rivals and of the
masses of people in the world. To those who would tend to dismiss this as
rhetoric or dogma 1 can only say that it is rheopposiieof that — it is a concrete
and scientific determination based not only on observation of the major events
in the world but on an analysis of the fundamental motive forces underlying all
this — and especially given what is at stake here anyone who is awake and
aware enough to be concerned about this question has the responsibility, I
believe, to seriously study that analysis (and here I-epecifically urge study of the
forthcoming America in Decline: An Analysis of the Developments Toward
War andRevolution, in the U.S. and Worldwide, in the 1980s. Vol. I, by Ray
mond Loita with Frank Shannon [Chicago: Banner Press]). -

But if this analysis — or at least part of it — is correct, if if is true that the im
perialists will unleash World War Three unless this is prevented by revolution,
then is there any real hope for preventing world'war, in other words is there any
realistic expectation that revolution can advance far enough fast enough in the
world to prevent such a war? To this it must bestraightforwardly answered that
the trend toward war is more powerful than the trend toward revolution in the
world at this lime, and if there is a chance to prevent world warihrough revolu-
tion it will require intensified revolutionary work to accelerate the development
of the revolutionary movement and to transform political awakening, protest
and rebellion among masses into a conscious, determined revolutionary fo.rce.
It will require the seizing on key events, especially sharp turns and the eruption"
of crises, even crises which do not yet represent the emergence of revolutionary
conditions, whenever and wherever this occurs and particularly in strategic
parts of the world and strategic situations. It is only work of this kind that holds
the possibility of preventing world war through revolution, and it must be
stressed again, precisely on the basis ofa sober understanding of the destructive
consequences of a world war. that if war does break out, it is only work for
revolution and in (he final analysis only proletarian revolution itself that
represents a way forward out of such madness and devastation and toward a
world where the underlying causes of this have been uprooted.

Be Opposed
With Revolution,
Not Peace
by Bob Avakian

civilians to make the necessary — even the ultimate — sacrifice (their military
authorities openly acknowledge and discuss the imrlications of shiv): rnd they
count on the fact that this will merge with "spontaneous" itid ilie
notion of fighting to defend your home (both your country and your homeand
family literally) to ensure that the "survival instinct" will direct the fire of the
masses — both literally and figuratively, in ihe sense of political hatred — •
toward the"o[hcrside"inthewar.Wiihall this in mind it must be said that the
worst thing about "survivalism" would be that onlyihe imperialists and ihefr
social base thought and planned ahead for the rending and very possibly the
rupturing of the existing social fabric that would accompany world war. As
truly horrendous as world war would be, what would be even more horrible
would be for such a war to take place and For the only people who came
through it in a position to determine the future of society and enforce social
relations and conditions to be the very imperialists responsible for it and their
social base!

Narrow Thinking
Another thing which must be bluntly stated is that in the emphasis that is

given to the terrible destruction that a world war, including nuclear exchanges,
would let loose, there is often a kind of imperio-ccniric chauvinism thai is ex
pressed, consciously or even unconsciously. It is the case that the main and
most immediate destruction would be centered in the imperialist countries —
or in what is generally referred to as the ''Nohhern Hemisphere" — while in
the "Southern Hemisphere," where most of the world's oppressed nations are
cenceniraied, the destruction is likely to be less extensive, or certainly not as
immediately devastating. Especially among the better-off strata in the
imperialist countries, including the more bourgeoisified sections of the work
ing class, there is a tendency to act as if all would be right with the world if only
world war, especially major battles and nuclear exchanges, can be avoided in
these countries and that on the other hand the worst possibleihingwouldbefor
such battles and e.xchanges to take place m/AesafOHn/riGs. According to such a
viewpoint, the situation, and daily agony, of the billions of people in the "third
world," under the most extreme form of imperialist oppression and exploita
tion, can just go on as it is, or at least must not be opposed in such a way as to
drag the "advanced" countries into a devastatingconflagration. Opposition to
world war of this kind obviously runs counter to the advance of the revolu
tionary movement, in the "third world," where in general the conditions are
more favorable for revolution, and in the imperialist countries themselves,
where the development of a genuine revolutionary mass struggle is even more
difficult and can only be built by making the most radical rupture with
chauvinism. And in running counter in this way to the advance of the revolu
tionary movement, such opposition to world war in fact runs counter to
preventing world war.

On the other hand, a kind of fatalistic nationalist sentiment that arises
among the oppre.ssed peoples and nations 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 better offas a result. This is akin to a

• tendency Lenin fought among the socialists in countries that were not involved
in (or not major belligerents in) World War I: "Tiiepcitysiriving of petty siaic-s
to stand aside, the petty-bourgeois desire to keep as far away as possible from
the great battie.s of world history... ." (see "The War Programme of the Pro
letarian Revolution," in Lenin on War and Peace, Three Articles [Peking:
Foreign Languages Press, 1966), p. 70; and Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 23, p.
86). The kind of fatalistic nationalism lam referring to here — part despairing,
part self-seeking — is even self-defeating from the narrow, self-seeking point
of view because in fact a world war and especially large-scale nuclear exchanges
would, to some degree immediately and to a tremendous extent over time,
bring devastation to the "Southern Hemisphere" as well, if forno other reason
than the fact that the overall ecology, the weather and atmospheric conditions,
etc., of the world asa whole would be radically altered, with di.sasirous conse
quences, leaving aside nuclear fallout and fallout "drifts" and soon. But more
fundamentally, and from the point of view of the revolutionary proletariat,
such an outlook and approach is not only narrow and shortsighted but ex
tremely harmful because it leads to political paralysis If not to bourgeois-
aspiring opportunism: because it holds back the revolutionary struggle against
imperialism, both in the "third world" and in the imperialist countries, where
directly and indirectly (through the large number of immigrants driven to the
imperialist citadels as well as through the influence in these citadels of revolu
tionary struggles in the oppressed nations) masses, especially revolutionary
masses. fromthe "third world" can and must play a major role; and because
therefore it strengthens i he hand of the imperialists in shaping the future of the
world and its people according to their monstrous naturcand in their grotesque
image.

What is Needed

What is needed, what is urgently demanded in opposition to ail this, is-a
Continued on page 19



Page 14—Revolutionary Worker—November 18.1983

Three Brief Reports

They're Preparing

and So Are We
In response lo the U.S. Invasion of

Grenada, the explosive situation in
Lebanon and the underlying acceleration
of the moves toward world war between
the U.S.-led imperialist bioc and their
Soviet counterparts, the party together
with class-conscious proletarians and
other revolutionary-minded and pro-
gressive/orces have leapt into the swirl of
widespread debate and protest. Essential
and central to this has been the increased

distribution and wielding of the RW as
part of intensifying preparations for
revolution. The following are afew brief
reports onjust a few of the that the
party together with others are responding
to the situation.

Seattle: In lightof recent developments, a
broad spectrum of political forces are ac
tively building for a teach-in, "Preven
ting Nuclear War and the Way
Forward," which is meeting with wide
spread interest throughout the area. The
teach-in is scheduled for November 22 (7
p.m. at C.A.M.P. Firehouse in Seattle)
and features as speakers; Sherry Klink
(Greenpeace*), Charles Meconis (Seattle
Religious Peace Action Coaiition*) and a
representative of the Revolutionary
Communist Pany. In addition to the
panelists, the event has been endorsed by
VVAW (A-I); Abraham Keller (Edu
cators for Social Responsibility*) and
Scott Smith (Physicians for Social Re
sponsibility*). The leaflet being cir
culated for the teach-in poses crucial
questions confronting those who are
agonizing over the prospect of world war
and what to do to prevent its outbreak —
how to analyze and assess the situation in
the world from the Geneva arms negotia
tions to revolutionary struggles in op
pressed nations and their relationship to
escalating moves cowards war; who are
friends and enemies in this situation; and
what are possible ways forward, posing
varying answers — elections: powerful
peace movement; civil disobedience;
revolution — what are the responsibilities
of those living in the U.S.? As the leaflet
for the teach-m concludes: "These are
tumultuous times. What we understand

and therefore what we will do will affect
world history in profound ways."

San Francisco: In responding to the par
ty's call to expand the distribution of the
/? IF, a team went to a neighboring city in
the Bay Area where there is a high con
centration of Black proletarians and
where recently political unrest brews
among the masses there around police
brutality in the neighborhood.
They started agitation and selling the

RW\n one of the busy shopping centers
where the proletariat congregates and im
mediately lots of interest and attention
was stirred up. There was a very broad
outrage against the invasion, particularly
the fact that the U.S. imperialists
deployed so much armed force in
crushing such a small oppressed country.
But more than that, there was a very in
tense apprehension of what this invasion
signifies — certain escalation towards
world war between two superpowers.

Some proletarians reported that they
already sensed something big in the mak
ing during the 007 airliner incident, but at
that time they thought also it was mainly
a big propaganda bluff to try to line peo
ple up to go down with the Soviets for a
war somewhat mo/e distant in the future.
This round around Grenada cleared some
of their illusions. One Black youth

(• listed for identification purposes only)

reported that lots of them are worrying
about the draft and already, even among
their relatives or friends, quite a few are
in the U.S. army stationed in different
pans of the world, especially Europe.
Another youth who just got discharged
from the army said that during the recent
bombing of the U.S. marines in Lebanon
he received repeated phone calls from the
army to re-enlist.

While there was more a grasp of the
urgency of the world situation and the
reality of the question of world war, par
ticularly among the youth, another ques
tion inevitably and repeatedly came up: Is
there a way out of all this, is there a way
to stop world war? Debate largely
centered around this question, and some
advanced expressed their angry frustra
tion that today there are only a small
number of people ready to go for revolu
tion but most are still relatively inactive.

Amidst discussion and debate, dozens
of RlVs, together with several bundles
went out.

In Silicon Valley — the surface calm
and the daily sweatshop grind of two elec
tronics plants was broken one week ago
when RK^ sellers went into the parking
lots during lunch break to expose the
U.S. invasion of Grenada and engage in
discussion with workers over the real
stakes involved in the invasion — World
War 3. These workers — many of them
"illegals" — are on the lowest rung in the
electronics industry working for
minimum wage or just a little above,
soldering parts and making chips to be
sold to larger plants. Groupings of Mex
ican electronics workers listened earnest
ly and took up Revolutionary Worker
papers as they grew more disgusted at the
hypocrisy of U.S. imperialism. This pro
voked further questions — What is the
link between the deployment of missiles
in Europe and the events around the 007
issue and now this blatant invasion of

Grenada? What is the road forward out

of this horror? is there a chance that we
can make revolution before the outbreak

of war? One Mexican guy pointed to the
front page article on Grenada and called
some of his friends over. He said that this

is another bloody crime of the U.S. impe
rialists — we can't be silent about this
outrage! He also mentioned that he had
been politically active in Mexico and par
ticipated in demonstrations in Guadala
jara and was happy to hear that there had
just been a demonstration of about I.OOO
people against the invasion of Grenada
near the University of Mexico. He told
his friends to get the paper and use it to
expose these maneuvers by the U.S. and
awaken others to the reality of what was
behind all these lies about how the U.S.

had to go in there lo save "American"
lives. Following this, he asked a question:
"Now tell me — what were the Cubans
doing there anyway?" Are they there
helping out the Grenadan masses or are
they the same as the U.S. marines? He
commented that he'd always thought that
Cuba is a socialist society — but now he's
got questions about that. At another
plant, another younger Mexican worker
flipped through the pages of the RW as
the focus of the discussion more honed in
on the importance of seizing on events
just like these to accelerate preparations
for revolution and what kind of respon
sibility rests on the shoulders of pro
letarians — especially living in the belly of
the beast. To this, he responded: "Yes, 1
do see thai I have a responsibility," He
then took up a bundle of papers and in
dicated greater interest in discussing the
only "realistic" solution and the pro
gram for attaining that goal.

Several days later the sellers went into a
residential area in Silicon Valley, hoping
to find more electronics workers. If one

enters into this area for the first time, he
would think that he was in Tiajuana. A
mile-long strip of boarded up apart
ments, along mud-filled pavement in
stead of sidewalks, and within these
apartments live hundreds of families of
Mexican "illegal" workers. By the time
the sellers arrived there in the morning
half the people were out. Among those
who stayed, they found Mexican workers
who labored in various tow-paid, most
dangerous jobs at different industries, in- ,
eluding electronics. People were very en
thusiastic in receiving the RW, outraged
by the invasion .but more than that, very
anxious to dig into the possibility of
revolution. In general, they viewed this
invasion as more a step towards world
war by two superpowers and viewed the
Soviet Union as the same as the U.S. It
was interesting to note that there,was not
the same demoralization over the setback

of revolution in Central America as com
pared to sentiments among the Central
Americans. Instead there was a strong
urgent desire that revolution will come —
but more spontaneously. More than 50
RW% were sold in a small area. As the

sellers got into the quetion of prepara
tion, some bundles of E Ws were gotten
out to those who wanted to get into this
question more.

Los Angeles; The U.S. invasion of
Grenada jolted many thousands in the
DamiSn Garcia Park area of Los
Angeles. In households, on screetcorners,
immigrant proletarians gasped in
outrage. Some, like an older advanced
proletarian said they felt like kicking in
the TV at the news. At the same time,
many serious questions were raised about
what the invasion represented and the
prospects in today's world for the revolu
tionary struggle for the proletariat and
oppressed masses. American patriotism
and chauvinism was being served up
every night on the news; reactionary
Cubans, a large number rumored to have
recently been brought to the Damiin
Garcia Park area from Miami, leapt out
with their condemnation of the Soviets
and Cuba; evangelists quickly added
Grenada as a topic in their sermons to
underscore that God is (and Central
America ought to be) on the side of the
U.S. imperialists; revisionists in the area
urged further support for the Soviet
brand of "liberation" as the only way
forward. Some of the advanced pro
letarians in the area sought out the party
and asked, "How do we respond?"
"What shall we do?" "We must respond
in a way that is more than normal."
On Sunday, November 6th the RCP

and advanced proletarians called a rally
under the slogans: "U.S. Imperialism,
Get Your Bloody Hands Off Grenada
and Lebanon," and "World Revolution,
Not World War," raising up the red flag
of the international proletariat. Even
before the scheduled 1 p.m. rally, hot
debate was spilling over between the
upholders and defenders of U.S. impe
rialism and imperialism's gravediggers.
Close to 100 people listened intently as
the speaker from the party at the rally ex
posed the underlying causes and con
tradictions facing imperialists of both
blocs which are sharpening as they move
coward inierimpcriaiist world war; and
the real opportunities and challenges to
the proletariat were underscored especial
ly to moiini the political stage to further

exposethebloody handof U.S. imperial
ism and step up preparations for revolu
tion — to join this party and take up and
wield the party's main weapon, the
Revolutionary Worker newspaper.
As soon as the party's speech ended, as

many as 300 joined in several mass
debates lasting over 3 hours on crucial
questions and programs raised up from
many directions by developments in the
world.

"Why not equally target the Soviets'
bloody hand in Grenada and Lebanon?"
— an' 'innocent" question posed by reac
tionary Cubans, who thought the inva
sion was just fine and who loved Batista
in Cuba. For some of the advanced this
same question was very real since they see
both the U.S. and the Soviets and their
blocs as equally imperialist bloodsuckers
preparing for war. People strained to
understand more deeply the party's
analysis and exposure of this invasion as
part of the U.S. stepping up their war
preparations against their Soviet im
perialist rivals and the responsibility
especially to those living in the belly of
this beast. More questions and debate:
"Even European countries oppose this
invasion — doesn't this show the U.S.

really isolated and exposed itself? But
why are the European countries so willing
to have missiles deployed in their coun
tries and why are they in Lebanon along
side the U.S.?" "Would the U.S. and

Soviets end up finding some other way to
work out their rivalry other than world
war?" To this last question, an advanced
proletarian raised the historical ex
perience with Kautsky and the theory of
ultra-imperialism using this to show the
only road out for the proletariat is world
revolution. Debate over the response to
the situation raged as well: "Is revolution
possible in a country like this? What
about all these American patriots?
Would the middle classes support the
proletariat?" Others fell the appropriate
response was to unite more firmly behind
the FDR and FMLN while others ques
tioned the wisdom given the increasing
Soviet influence in Nicaragua and El
Salvador, asking what kind of unity, with
whom and for what?
As usual, when events of this size and

character take place in a park, the
uniformed LAPD were there to in
timidate and harass people. And as usual,
they only manage to help expose the
hypocrisy of U.S. imperialism's
"freedom and democracy", the type
which their masters were so aptly
demonstrating with their invasion of
6,000 marines into Grenada. In fact, the
targeting of the Revolution Books
literature table and insistence that the

literature be moved from "blocking the
entrance to the park," clearly aimed at
keeping the proletariat ignorant slaves,
was.appropriaiely responded to when the
100 or so proletarians who had taken time
out from the raging debates and had
gathered around the table, moved right
with the literature display and more
eagerly bought up the books, in addition
to over 100 R Ws sold in the park and the
bundles taken for wider distribution.

For the advanced, the fact that this ral
ly with its revolutionary character had
taken place was a welcome opportunity
to dig into and more deeply understand
the complicated developments in the
world and on that basis further step up
preparations for proletarian revolution
and profoundly change the course of
events. More than a few comments"could
beheard: "This feels like May First!" □



Novembar 18.1983—Revolutionary Worker—Page 15

SPACE Al^inTmE

-••st-c'-isjr, ' •*

f  /i' -■

.>'i5
•v.'" :•.• •. tv'- .' •

'#1..

Some time ago, we printed translations of two important ar
ticlesfrom the Shanghai journal Dialectics of Nature. This jour
nal was published by Chinese revolutionaries from 1973 through
the end of 1975. The two articles were authored by Bian Sizu,
and tilled, "Matter Is Infinitely Divisible" (RVl No. I22)and
"The Universe is the Unity ofInfinity and Finiteness" fRW No.
135). The appearance of these articles aroused great interest,
sparking correspondence which can be found in RW issues 141,
214, and225.

Thefollowing is Frederick Engels' contribution to the discus
sion of the finite and infinite, written over one-hundred years
ago. It is taken from his great work. Anti-DUhring (Progress
Publishers, 1975).

NATURAL PHILOSOPHY. TIME AND SPACE

We now come to naturai philosophy. Here again Herr
DQhring has every cause for dissatisfaction with his pred
ecessors. Natural philosophy "sank so low that it hccame
an arid, spurious doggerel founded on ignorance," and
"fell to the prostituted philosophislics of a Schelling and
his like, rigging themselves out in tlie priesthood of the
Absolute and hoodwinking the public." Fatigue has saved
us from these "deformities"; but up to now it has only
given place to "instability"; "and as far as the public at
large is concerned, it is well known that the disappear
ance of a great charlatan is often only the opportunity for
a lesser hut commercially more experienced .successor ti»
put out again, under another sign-board, the products of
Ids predecessor." Natural scientists themselves feel little
"inclination to make excursions into the realm of world-
cncompasslng ideas," and conscqucnlly jump to "wild and
hasty conclusions" in the theoretical sphere. The need for
deliverance is therefore urgent, and by a stroke of good
luck Herr Duhrlng is at hand.

In order properly to appreciate the revelations which
now follow on the development of the world in time and
Us iimilalions in space, we must turn back ngaiiv to cer
tain passages in World Sc)ienmtisin.

Infinity—which Hegel calls bad infinity—is atlributed
to being, also in accordance with Hegel {Encijdopaedta,
§ 93), and then this infinity is investigated. "The clearest
form of an infinity which can be conceived without con
tradiction is the unlimited accumulation of numbers in a
numerical series.. .. As we can add yet another unit to any
number, without ever exhausting the possibility of further
numbers, so also to every state of being a further .stale
succeeds, and infinity consists in the unlimited begetting
of these states. This exactly conceined infinity has conse
quently only one single basic form with one single direc
tion. For although it is immaterial to our thought whether

or not it conceives an opposite direction in the accumu
lation of states, this retrogressing infinity is nevertheless
only a rashly constructed thought-image. Indeed, since thi.s
infinity would have to be traversed in reality in the reverse
direction, it -would in each of its slates have an infinite
succession of numbers behind itself. But this would involve
the impermissible contradiction of a counted infinite nu
merical series, and so it is contrary* to reason to postulate'
any second direction in infinity."

The first conclusion drawn from this conception of in
finity is that the chain of causes and effects in the world
must at some time have had a beginning: "an infinite
number of causes which assiunedly already have lined up
next to one another is inconceivable, just because it pre
supposes that the uncountable has been counted." And thus
a final cause is proved.

The second conclusion is "tlic law of definite number:
the accumulation of identities of any actual species of in
dependent things is only conceivable as forming a definite
number. "Not only must the number of celestial bodies
existing at any point of time be in itself finite, but so
must also the total number of all, even the tiniest inde
pendent particles of matter existing in the world. This
latter requisite is the real reason why no composition can
be conceived without atoms. All actual division has al
ways a definite limit, and must have it if the contradic
tion of the counted uncountable is to be avoided. For the
same reason, not only must the number of the earth's
revolutions round the sun up to the present time be a
finite number, even though it cannot be stated, but all
periodical processes of nature must have had some begin
ning, and all differentiation, all the mullifariousness of
nature which appears in succession must have its roots
in one self-equal state. This slate may, without involving
a contradiclion, have existed from eternity; but even this
idea would be excluded if time in itself were composed,
of real parts and were not, on tlie contrary, merely arbi
trarily divided up by our minds owing to the variety of
conceivable possibilities. The case is quite different with
Ilje real, and in. itself distinguished content of time; this
real filling of lime with distinguishable facts and the
forms of being of this sphere belong, precisely because
of their distinguishability, to the realm of Ihe countable.
If we imagine a state in which no change occurs and
which in its sclf-equalily provides no differences of suc
cession whatever, the more specialized idea of time trans
forms itself inlQ the more general idea of being. Wliat the
accumulation of empty duration would mean is quite un
imaginable.

Continued on page 18-
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The Blade in the East
Continued from page 1

We can become a powerful partnership
for good — not just in our own countries,
not just in the Pacific region, but
throughout the worid." It was a call for
Japan to play a much more open, active
and all-around role for the U.S. imperia
list bloc.

Partners

On this point, there was no disagree
ment from Premier Nakasone and the

Japanese imperialists, who in fact have
been leaping out quite aggressively on the
international stage of late. At the
WilUamsburg Summit of Western impe
rialist powers in June of this year, Japan
took an unprecedented step of signing the
joint declaration which reaffirm-s
NATO's resolve to go ahead with the
deployment of cruise and Pershing II
missiles in Europe. The action raised
"Japan's foreign profile to a postwar
high," commented the Far Eastern
Economic Review. Japan went a step fur
ther in its "high profile" by suggesting an
addition to one of their Wiltiamsburg
statements which read; "The security of
our countries is indivisible and must be

approached on a global basis. Attempts
to avoid seriou.s negotiations by seeking
to influence public opinion in our coun
tries will fail.'' This was an unmistakable

slap at the Soviets, who have been at
tempting to create divisions between
Japan and NATO by raising the possibili
ty of moving someof the SS-20s from the
European side of the Urals to the Asian
side and by pointing out that Japan is
particularly vulnerable to nuclear attack
because of its high concentration of
population and heavy industrial struc
ture.

Another example of Japan stepping
out much more actively on the interna
tional stage is its role in the Iran/Iraq
war. In August of this year, the Japanese
foreign minister visited both Iran and
Iraq to urge them to end their war. In
part, Japan was acting out of a necessity
to protect and expand its own imperialist
interests in the area. Japan has poured
significant investment and aid into Iran,
and Iran and Iraq together supply almost
one-quarter of Japan's crude oil imports.
But the Japanese imperialists realize that
with the heating up of the contradictions
internationally, the situation in the Per
sian Gulf is becoming increasingly
dangerous and untenable for the U.S.
bloc as a whole. According to the Chris-
tian Science Monitor, Japanese officials
said at the time of the foreign minister's
trip that "Tokyo has strong links with
both Iran and Iraq, making it the only
country in the Western bloc capable of
undertaking such a difficult role,"

Japan's connections with Iran il
lustrate an important aspect of its inter
national activity — the extension of in
fluence through economic "aid."
Already in the '70s, Japan supplanted the
U.S. as the major source of such aid to
South Korea and Southeast Asia. By
1980, Japan overtook France in total
amount of foreign aid doled out annual
ly, and soon will overtake West Germany
to become No. 2 behind the U.S. Earlier
this year, Japan finalized a huge S4
billion aid and soft loan package to the
Chun regime. Considering South Korea's
military/strategic significance to Japan.
thU S4 billion could well be considered a
part of the Japanese defense budget.
Japan has concentrated its foreign aid ef
forts in East and Southwest Asia in the
past, but it has been broadening its
targets in recent years by moving into the
Middle East, Africa, and Latin America.
And in accordance with this stretching of
its tentacles, Japan has announced that it
would double the amount of foreign aid
over the next five years. In the Persian
Gulf. Japan is financing airports and
other installations that can be used by
U.S. and Western forces in times of crisis.
And it is paying particular attention to
stepping up aid to countries like Egypt,
Turkey and Pakistan that play key roles
in strategic plans of the U.S. bloc.
With the quickening pace of

developments internationaliy and within
Japan itself, the lime may not be far off
when Japan will go beyond ostensibly
diplomatic and economic activity to play
an overtly military role. One sign of this

was a recently released "private" study,
commissioned by the Japanese govern
ment, which gave recommendations on
improving UN "peacekeeping
activities." One of the study's proposals
was for Japan to take a more direct role in
the "peacekeeping activities," including
the participation of Japanese troops.
Although the proposal was finally taken
out of the study due to the political furor
it caused in Japan, the chairman of the
study group remarked that the report
opened the door to future debate over
Japan's role in international "peace
keeping" operations.

In line with the emphasis on broad and
strategic issues of Japan's global respon
sibility, the Reagan-Nakasone talks were
described by the New York Times as
marked by "cordiality." On the surface
at least, there was none of the harshly
worded attacks that the U.S. has been

directing at aspects of Japan's economic
and military policies. There do, of
course, exist real and at times sharp con-
tradictioits between Japan and the U.S.
Economic frictions, for example, reflect
the imperialist nature of both countries
which In the global context must strive for
spheres of influence, and contend even
within each other's home markets. But
before and during the Reagan trip, both
Japan and the U.S. went to some lengths
to minimize these frictions. Japan agreed
to extend its "voluntary" curbs on car ex-
pons to the U.S. for one more year and
took further measures to ea.se import
restrictions. While telling Japan that
"Americans believe their markets are less
open than ourSj" Reagan also pledged to
"combat protectionist measures" in the
U.S. While contradictions will continue
to flare up and even intensify over
economic and military matters (over how
the war will actually unfold, the character
and pace of the Japanese military
buildup, the control of weapons, etc.),
Reagan's trip reflects the fact that these
are contradictions among "partners"
alright, but partners in crime — that is,
the friction is located within the
framework of a bloc actively preparing
for war with its rival.

"Big Aircraft Carrier"

Even the usual criticism by the U.S.
that Japan is proceeding with military
buildup at a snail's pace was largely toned
down during Reagan's visit. The closest
Reagan came to pressing Nakasone on
this point was his remark that "The
United States remains convinced that the

most important contribution Japan can
make toward peace and security in Asia is
for Japan to provide for its own defense
and share more of the burden of our
mutual defense efforts."
The U.S. will continue to prod Japan

to -"rearm" faster and bigger. But
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overall, the U.S. is quite happy with the
progress that the Japanese imperialists
have made in the past several years, both

.  in terms of aggressively stirring up public
opinion for war as well as in stepping up
actual military preparations. It was in
i981 that the U.S. let out "leaks'' that for
the past couple of decades U.S. warships
and planes have been carrying nuclear
arms in and out of Japan under a secret
agreement between the U.S. and
Japanese governments. This was a way of
breaking the dam, forcing the debate
over the military buildup and nuclear
arms much more into the open. By the
following year, a foreign ministry official
could declare in testimony before the
Japanese Diet that Japan would allow the
U.S. to respond to a conventional attack

,  on Japan with the use of nuclear
weapons. Of course. Japan has existed
under the U.S. nuclear umbrella for
many years, but until recently it preferred
not to advertise this fact, but rather offer
it behind a big shield of "pacificism."
Now Japan openly flaunts the threat of
massive nuclear reialiaiion in the face of
the Soviets.

In his visit to the U.S. earlier this year,
Nakasone declared that his goal for
Japan was to make it a "big aircraft car
rier putting up a tremendous bulwark of
defense against the infiltration of the
(Soviets') Backfire bomber," to gain
"complete and full control of the four
straits that go through the Japanese
islands so that there should be no passage
of Soviet submarines," and to defend
sealanes 1.000 miles out from Japan. To
fulfill these goals (and, of course, others).
Japan is working on, expanding its
already impressive fleet of antisubmarine
ships and securing antisubmarine and
early warning aircraft. Japan and the
U.S. have started 24-hour patrols of the
Soya Strait between the Soviet island of
Sakhalin and the northern Japanek
island of Hokkaido. One by-product of
the Korean jet Incident was that it shed
some light on one rarely discussed aspect
of Japanese military responsibilities. Ac
cording to the Far Eastern Economic
Review, "One area that may not be
underestimated in the future is Japan's
electronic surveillance capability.
Reliable information on this sensitive

subject is hard to confirm, but Japanese
press reports cited government sources
who claimed: 'Self defense forces played
a central role in uncovering the facts of
the case.' If true, that assessment under
cuts a long-standing view by many
foreigners and Japanese that Japan's
defense monitoring system was
dangerously poor." Naturally, the "facts
of the case" here refers to the version of
events offered up by Reagan and com
pany. But some glimpse was obtained of
Japan's special responsibility in
surveillance of the Soviets.

All this is being done in the name of
Japan's "self-defense," but in reality
they are crucial elements in the U.S.
bloc's strategy of fighting and defeating
the Soviets. The main base for the Soviet
Pacific fleet is in Vladivostok, and in
order for the Soviet ships and subs to get
out to the Pacific, they must pass through
precisely those straits that Nakasone
pledged to control. Furthermore, since
the Soviet Backfire bombers stationed in

Siberia can reach U.S. bases as far away
as Guam and the Philippines, Japanese
air defense and surveillance takes on a

strategic significance.
The recent pace of militarization in

Japan is indeed striking, but it would be
wrong to think that Japan suddenly
transformed itself from a "pacifist"
country into an emerging military power.
Shortly after World War 2, the U.S.
began to have an interest in building up a
"strong" Japan as a reactionary bulwark
against the then-socialist Soviet Union,
and later China. With the Korean War,
Japan's munitions industry was put into
full gear, and thousands of former im
perial army troops went to Korea to fight
under the UN command in their old
stomping grounds. Then with the Viet
nam War, Japan served as a base area for
U.S. force.s and as a major supplier of
such weapons as the "smart bombs" and
a reported 90% of the napalm used by the
U.S. in Vietnam. Meanwhile through the
'70s, Japan was increasing its own
defense spending by 7% annually, far
surpassing the rates in NATO countries,
and now has the seventh largest armed
forces in the world. And its armed forces
have the capacity to expand very quickly
on short notice. This has all taken place

under the much-touted "peace constitu
tion" which renounces war "forever"
and forbids possession of an armed
force.

However, it is true that the Japanese
imperialists have taken some leaps in war
preparations in the past few years, and
the intensifying situation internationally
is bound to necessitate even further leaps,
including the possibility of more open
presence of U.S. nuclear weapons in
Japan or even Japan going nuclear itself.
Of course, one of the obstacles to military
buildup in general and development of
nuclear weapoas in particular in Japan
has been the broad antiwar and anti-
nuclear sentiments of the Japanese peo
ple, rooted in their experiences during
World War 2. However, Japan already
possesses a huge and highly sophisticated
industrial structure that can be quickly
converted into not only high gear conven
tional military production but also
nuclear arms production. It is estimated
by some that Japan, highly developed in
nuclear technology, can carry out a con
version program to put nuclear warheads
into present conventional missiles in less
than one year.

There is also work being done on the
public opinion front to tackle the
Japanese "nuclear allergy." U.S. and
Japanese strategic and foreign policy
analysts carry out discussions about how
and under what circumstances Japan
would drop its "nonnuclear" policy, who
would control the key to the weapons
systems, and so forth. The New York
Times quoted a top Japanese ihirik-tank
saying, "There is a growing frustration"
among Japanese about constraints on
Japan's international -'infiuence and ac
tivity: "More people are becoming self-
confident and evep a bit arrogant. Some
young hawks are talking about going
nuclear; of course, they are still a minori
ty. Bui just a few years ago talking about
nuclear weapons was completely taboo."
As the serai-official coddling of ultrana-
lionalist groups indicates, this reactionary
social base is being mobilized by the
Japanese rulers to pave the way for fur
ther gearing up for war.

In this light it is significant that Reagan
spent quite a lot of time dwelling on
nuclear weapons in his speech to the
Japanese Diet. Declaring that "our
dream is to see the day when nuclear
weapons will be banished from the face
of this earth" (the U.S. began deployment
of cruise missiles in Britain immediately
after Reagan's return to Washington).
Reagan vowed that the U.S. will not ac
cept any agreements that would allow
transfers of Soviet SS-20 missiles from
the European theater to the Far East.
Nakasone has not only made the same
point but has gone a step further by de
manding that the Soviets dismantle all
SS-20s in Asia, now estimated in numbers
somewhere over 100 and capable of
reaching China, South Korea and Japan.
This focus on the Asian SS-20s is intend
ed to achieve several effects: To put
greater pressure on the Soviets on the
intermediate-range nuclear forces ques
tion by showing the unity of the bloc
against all SS-20s; to steer attention away
from the hundreds of U.S. nuclear war

heads already deployed in South Korea
and on ships and aircraft in the Pacific; to
pose the specter of Soviet nukes as a
justification for possible buildup of U.S.
nuclear forces in the region. U.S. defense
officials have recently even raised
speculation about the possibility of bas
ing cruise missiles in South Korea, Japan
or other sites in Asia.

Korea

Reagan's swing through South Korea
could have been titled "The commander-
in-chief goes to the frontlines." The
whole show was calculated to project the
U.S. as brash and swaggering, ready to
run over anybody that dares to challenge
it. South Korea was already in a state of
full military readiness, as ordered by
Chun Doo Hwan after the bombing in
Burma. Wearing an olive drab battle
parka, Reagan ventured inside the DMZ
(against Nancy's wishes and over Chun's
objections, so it was said). The press
dutifully pointed out that no previous
presidents had "dared" go into the
DMZ. There were constant reminders
I hat Reagan suppo.sedly risked the danger
of attack by North Korea, "an unpredic
table enemy with no regard for human
life" — this was no movie. His speech to
soldiers in battle fatigues and with M-16s

Continued on page 17
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A Voice That Must Be Heard
Continued from page 10

application of Mafxism-Lenlnlsm, Mao
Tseturig Thought. When generalized
rhetoric and simplistic statements
could be utilized to mask uncertainty.
Chairman Avakian has been forthright in
avoiding this, much to the dismay of his
critics.

When t first began reading Bob's
writings (t struck me that here is some
one who is very specific in detail and
determined to apply dialectical
materialism and bring it to bolh the ad
vanced and the masses. To study and
understand these wrilirigs requires
determination, tenacity and the motiva
tion and desire for revolutionary
change. Those who criticize and label
his writings as simplistic and rhetorical
have lost their scientific obiectivity and
are muddied in their revisionist subjec
tivity. This all the more emphasizes the
importance of Chairman Avakian's con
tinued leadership.

In these times when the Idea of war is

more powerful than the idea of revolu
tion I am reminded of Lenin's stead
fastness in a similar time more than 60
years ago. Lenin brought forth then and
Bob Avakian brings forth now (hat kind
of determination that is essential in
understanding the historicai cir
cumstances and the rising of the
masses in revolution, in a time when
reactionary forces and opportunists
would deny him, Chairman Avakian's
determination must be here and con
tinue to bring forth revolution. Let this
letter be a heralding call to all the
pollticaily advanced among the pro
letariat, intelligentsia and all who seek
world change. Step out and come forth
and join the battle. Slop the forces that
would deny Bob Avakian from continu
ing his most far reaching and historical
ly important leadership. Revolution in
the "803 — Go For It.

A revolutionary ex-navy medic
Buffalo. NY

To the RW:

From my experience i have found that
the RW Is quite different in comparison
to bourgeois newspapers. The
newspaper calls on us to become con
scious and prepare ourselves for the
morrow.

As a Salvadoran, I invite all readers of
the RW to lake part in supporting any
kind of struggle in the U.S. and any part
of the world, i know we are part of
society and must not stand aside with
folded arms like simple spectators. In
such a sitution I also recognize that
people who don't lake such a position
are soldiers in service of injustice, i
know it is hard to sacrifice to make the
decision to struggle, but what would
happen or will happen if the corrupt and
ambitious governments drag us into a
third world war? Only the people united
can stop any war whenever it comes. A
short time ago I was visiting some
apartments asking for money and

signatures In support of the chairman of
the parly, Bob Avakian — the money
was to print an advertisement in the
bourgeois press (see New York Times
ad reprinted in RW No. 230) and de
nounce the U.S. government and the
French government who injoint col
laboration are'trying to extradite Bob
Avakian from France. The majority of
the people I visited were Salvadorans. I
explained to them the nature of the
fight and to my surprise many agreed
and told me we should continue for
ward. But also healed discussions
broke out with some others who said

they want nothing to do with com
munism and threw me out of their apart
ment. It's a bit hard, but the way for
ward is forged through making it.

An internationalist Salvadoran
Houston, October 20,1983

(Translated from Spanish by the RIV)

The Blade

Continued from page 16

.slung over their shoulders was given in a
mortar bunker surrounded by sandbags
and camouflaged netting. Recalling (he
last two U.S. soldiers killed in the DMZ
in 1976, Reagan warned North Korea in
his speech to the troops; "Let roe state for
the record: nothing like that had better
happen again.*' With the defense of the
U.S. actions in Grenada contained in the
same speech, the message was loud and
unambiguous.
In his speech to the South Korean

parliament, Reagan attempted to draw a
clear contrast between North and South
Korea. While the south has achieved an
"economic miracle," said Reagan,
"North Korea is one of the most
repressive societies on earth. It does not
prosper, it arms. Let the world look long
and hard at both sides of the 38th Parallel
and then ask: which side enjoys a better
life?'-' South Korea — a virtual paradi.se.
One of the most brutal examples of what
life under the U .S. puppet regime means
took place in the city of Kwangju in May
of 1980. Hundreds of thousands of peo
ple, mainly youth, had risen up in revolt
against the Chun regime and taken over
the city. Thirty thousand govemmeni

troops were sent to Kwangju. and (hey
conducted a bloody suppression of the
rebellion, murdering hundreds. It should
be noted that South Korean troops are
under the ultimate command of the U.S.

forces commander in South Korea. Thus,
the bloodbath in Kwangju couldhoi have
taken place without the U.S. military's
knowledge, if not direct approval. And
these very same U.S. imperialists gnd
their South Korean henchmen howl in in

dignation about the "barbarity" of the
Soviets in shooting down a planeload of
"innocent civilians." Point for point on
the barbarity .score, the U.S. and its
lackies are way out in front.
The security measures taken by Chun

around Reagan's trip also show the reali
ty behind the contrast between
"repressive" north and "free" south.
Chun ordered hundreds of known anti-

regime activists to be held under house ar
rest, and demonstrations on university
campuses protesting the Reagan visit
were violently broken up by riot police.
Ever since the 007 jet incident and

especially the Burma bombing. South
Korea has been pictured as a snarling at
tack dog, itching to strike back at the
Russians and the North Koreans and

barely restrained by the U.S. In
Washington, before embarking on the
Asian trip, Reagan referred to the Burma
bombing and told South Korean

reporters: "I admire your government's
restraint under this extreme provocation.
It's very easy, and I know it's only
human, to want to strike out in retalia
tion." Such a mad dog role is precisely
the role that the U.S. wants South Korea

to play. Perhaps ne.xi time, the leash will
not be strong enough to restrain South
Korea. (It is still unclear what lay behind
the Burma bombing, which is serving as
the main pretext for the latest round of
condemnations and threats against North
Korea. Recently, Burmasaidit had "con
clusive evidence" that North Korea was

responsible, but so far no hard evidence
has been made public. It should be
pointed out that before the bombing
there was a purge of the No. 2 man in
Burma and his followers. The bombing
could possibly be related to this. One also
cannot rule out the possible connections
with internal struggles within the Chun
regime. After all, Chun himself came to
power after his predecessor Park Chung
Hee was murdered as a result of just such
an internal struggle.)
The Korean Peninsula is one of the

most heavily militarized areas in (he
world. There are 600,0(X>-800,(X)0 troops
in the north, and 400,(X)0-5(X),000 in the
south (of which more than a third have
combat experience in Vietnam). Forty
thousand U.S. troops are stationed in the
south, where more than 600 tactical

nuclear weapons dot the landscape. The
U.S. Seventh Fleet offshore also has air
craft capable of delivering nuclear
warheads to Korean battlefields. (The
U.S. has the gall to condemn North
Korea for being "heavily armed" and
"on a war footing"!)
The heavily militarized situation in

dicates the high tensions that exist in
Korea. Although the cat and dog rela
tions between i he north and thesout h are a
factor in this, much more funclanjemally
the tensions are rooted in the fact lhat rhe

Korean Peninsula is the point at which
the strategic interests of the Soviet Union,
the U.S., Japan and China collide. The
U.SUJapanese communique notes that
"the security of the Republic of Korea is
essential to the security of Japan." The
Chinese revisionists have stepped up ef
forts to try to woo North Korea away
from Soviet influence. Foryears, the revi
sionist leaders of North Korea have at
tempted to follow a "centrist" path be
tween Moscow and Peking. As can be
seen from all this, the situation in- the
Korean Peninsula is complicated, with
many forces at work. But one thing is cer
tain. As the contradictions in the interna
tional sphere continue to sharpen, the
tensions in Korea can only mount closer
to a breaking point. □
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Thus far Herr Diiliring, and he is not a lillle edified by
the significance of Ihese revelations. Al fi rst he hopes that
they will ""at least not be regarded as paltry truths"; but
later we find; "Recall to your mind the extremehj sim
ple methods hy which lue helped forward the concepts of
infinity and their critique to a hUJierto unknoivn import ...
the elements of the universal conception of space and
lime, which have been given such simple form by the
sharpening and deepening now effected."

We helped forwardl The deepening and sharpening now
effected! Who are "we," and when is this "now"? Who is
deepening and sharpening?

"Thesis; The world has a beginning in time, and with
regard to space is also limited.

"Proof; For if it is assumed that the world has no be
ginning in lime, then an eternity must have elapsed up
to every given point of time, and consequently an infinite
series of successive states of things must have passed
away in the world. The infinity of a series, however, con
sists precisely in this, that it never can be completed by
means of a successive synthesis. Hence an infinite elapsed
series of worlds is impossible, and consequently a begin
ning of the world is n necessary condition of its existence.
And this was the fi rst thing to be proved.

"With regard to the second, if the opposite is again
assumed, tlien the world must be an infinite given total
of co-existent things. Now we cannot conceive the dimen
sions of a quantum, which is not given -within certain
limits of an intuition, in imy oliier way than by means
of the synthesis of its parts, and can conceive the total of
such a quantiun only by means of a completed synthesis,
or hy the repealed addition of a luiit to itself. Accordingly,
to conceive the world, which fills all s|)aces, as a whole, ihi:
succc.ssive synthesis of the parts of an infinite world would
have to be looked upon as completed; that is, an infinite
time would have to be regarded as elapsed in the enu
meration of all co-existing things. This is impossible. For
lliis reason an infinite aggregate of actual things cannot
be regarded as a given whole nor, therefore, as given at
the same lime. Hence it follows that the world is not in
finite, as regards extension in space, but enclosed in limits.
And this was the second thing to be proved."

These sentences are copied word for word from a well-
known book which fi rst appeared in 1781 and is called;
Critique of Pure Reason, hy /mmanucf Kant, where all
and sundry can read them, in the first part, Second Divi
sion, Book II. Chapter II, Section II; Tiie First .Antinomy
of Pure Reason. So that Herr Dfihring's fame rests solely
on his having tacked on the nnmc—Law of Definite Num
ber—to an idea expressed by Kant, and on having made
the discovery that there was once a time when as yet there
was no time, though there was a world. As regards all
the rest, that is, anything in Herr Duhring's exegesis which
has some meaning, "We"—is Immanuel Knnl. and the
"now" is only ninety-five years ago. Certainly "extremely
simple"! Remarkable "hitherto unknown import"!

Kant, however, doc-s not at all claim that the above prop
ositions are e5labli.sbed by his proof. On the contrary; on
the opposite page he stales and proves the opposite; that
the world has no beginnuig in lime and no end in space;
and it is precisely in this that he finds the aniiuomy, the
insoluble contradiction, that the one is just as demon
strable as the other. People of smaller calibre might per
haps feel a little doubt here on account of "a Kant" hav
ing found an insoluble difficulty. But not so our valiant
fabricator of "from the ground up original conclusions
and views"; he cheerfully copies down as much of Kant's
antinomy as suils his purpose, and throw.s the rest aside.

The problem itself has a very simple solution. Eternity
in time, infinity in space, signify from the start, and in the
simple meaning of the words, that there is no end in any
direction, neither forwards nor backwards, upwards or
downwards, to the right or to the left. This infinity is some
thing quite different from that of an infinite series, for
the latter always starts from one, with a first term. The
inapplicability of this idea of series to our object becomes
clear directly we apply it to space. The infinite series,
transferred to the sphere of space, is a line drawn from a
definite point in a definite direction to infinity. Is the in
finity of space expressed in this even in the remotest way?
On the contrary, the idea of spatial dimensions involves
six lines drawn from this one point in three opposite direc
tions, and consequently we would have six of these dimen
sions. Kant saw this so clearly that he transferred his nu
merical series only indirectly, in a roundabout way, to the
space relations of the world. Herr DQhring, on the other
hand, compels us to accept six dimensions in space, and
immediately afterwards can find no words to express his
indignalion at the mathematical mysticism of Gauss, who
would not rest content with the usual three dimensions of
.space.

As applied to lime, the line or series of units infinite in
both directions has a certain figurative meaning. But if we
think of time as a scries counted from one forward, or as
a line starting from a definite point, we imply in advance
that time has a beginning; we put forward ns a premise
precisely what we are to prove. We give the infinity of time
a one-sided, halved character; hut a one-sided, halved in
finity is also a contradiction in itself, the exact opposite of
an "infinity conceived without contradiction." We can only
gel past this contradiction if we assume that the one from
which we begin to count the series, the point from which
we proceed to measure the line is any one In the series,
that It is any one of the points in the line, and that it is
a matter of indifference to the line or to the series wlierc
we place this one or this point.

But what of the contradiction of "the counted infinite
numerical series"? We shall be in a position to examine
this more closely as soon as Herr DQhring has performed

for us the clever trick of counting it. When he has com
pleted the task of counting from — (minus infinity)
to 0 let him come again, it is certainly obvious that, at
whatever point he begins to count, he will leave behind
him an infinite series and, with it, the task which he is
to fulfil. Let him just reverse his own infinite series
1+2+3-1-4... and try to count from the infinite end back
to 1; it would obviously only be attempted by a man who
has not the faintest understanding of what the problem is.
And again: if Herr DQhring states that the infinite series
of elapsed time has been counted, he is thereby stating
that time has a beginning; for otherwise he would not
have been able to start "counting" at all. Once again, there
fore, he puts into the argument, as a premise, the thing
that he has to prove. The idea of an infinite series which
has been counted, in other words, the world-encompassing
Diihringian law of definite number, is therefore a confra-
dictio in adjecto, contains within itself a contradiction, and
in fact an absurd contradiction.

It is clear that an infinity which has an end but no be
ginning is neither more nor less infinite than that which
has a beginning but no end. The slightest dialectical in
sight should have told Herr DQhring that beginning and
end necessarily belong together, like the North Pole and
the South Pole, and that if the end is left out, the begin
ning just becomes the end—the one end which the series
has; and vice versa. The whole deception would be impos
sible but for Uie mathematical usage of working with in
finite series. Because in mathematics it is necessary to
start from definite, finite terms in order to reach the in-
deflnile, the infinite, all mathematical scries, positive or
negative, must start from 1, or they cannot be used for
calculation. The abstract requirement of a mathcmaLician
is, however, far from being a compulsory law for the world
of reality.

, For that matter, Herr DQhring will never succeed in
conceiving real infinity without contradiction. Infinity is a
contradiction, and is full of contradictions. From the out
set it is a contradiction that an infinity is composed of
nothing but flnites, and yet this is the case. The limited-
ness of the material world leads no less to contradictions
than its unlimitedncss, and every attempt 16 gel' over these
contradictions leads, as we have seen, to new and worse
contradictions. It is just because infinity is a contradiction
that it is an infinite process, unrolling endlessly in time
and in space. The removal of the contradiction would be
the end of infinity. Hegel saw this quite correctly, and for
thai reason treated with well-merited contempt the gfen-
tlemen who subtilized over this contradiction.

Let "us pass on. So time had a beginning. What was
there before this beginning? The universe, which was then
in a self-equal, unchanging state. And as in this stale no
changes succeed one another, the more specialized idea of
time transforms itself into the more general idea of being.
In the first place, we are here not in the least concerned
with what ideas change in Herr Duhring's head. The sub
ject at issue is not the idea of time, but real time, which
Herr DQhring cannot rid himself of so cheaply. In the sec
ond place, however much the idea of time may convert
itself into the more general idea of being, this does not
lake u.s one step further. For the basic forms of all being
are space and time, and being out of time is just as gross
an absurdity as being out of space. The Hegelian "tune
lessly past being" and the neo-Schellingian "unpreconceiv-
able being" are rational ideas compared with this being
out of lime. And for this reason Herr DQhring sets to work
very cautiously; actually it is of course time, but of such
a kind as cannot really be called time; time, indeed, in itself
docs not consist of real parts, and is only divided up at
will by our mind—only an actual filling of time with dis
tinguishable facts is susceptible of being counted—what
the accumulation of empty duration means is quite unim
aginable. What this accumulation is supposed to mean
is here beside the point; the question is, whether the world,
in the state here assumed, has duration, passes through a
duration in time. We have long known that we can get
nothing by measuring such a duration without content just
as we can get nothing by measuring without aim or pur
pose in empty space; and Hegel, just because of the wear
iness of such an effort, calls such an infinity bad. Accord
ing to Herr DQhring time exists only through change;
change in and through time does not exist; Just because
time is different from change, is independent of it, it is pos
sible to measure it hy change, for measuring always re
quires something different from the thing to be measured.
And time hi which no recognizable changes occur is very
far removed from not being time; it is rather pure time,
unaffected by any foreign admixtures, that is, real time,
lime as such. In fact, if we want to grasp the idea of lime
in all its purity, divorced from all alien and extraneous
admixtures, we are compelled to put aside, as not being
relevant here, all the various events which occur simul
taneously or one after another in lime, and in this way to
form the idea of a lime in which nothing happens. In
doing this, therefore, we have not let the concept of time
be submerged in the general idea of being, but have there
by for the first lime arrived at the pure concept of time.

But all these contradictions and impossibilities are only
mere child's ploy compared with the confusion into which
Herr DQhring falls with his self-equal initial slate of the
world. If the world had ever been in a stale in whtcli no
change whatever was taking place,' how could it pass
from this slate to alteration? The absolutely unchanging,
especially when it has been in this stale from clernityt can
not possibly get out of such a slate by itself and pass over
into a state of motion and chonge. An initial impulse must
therefore have come from outside, from outside the uni
verse, an impulse which .set it in motion. But ns everyone

Continued on page 19
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knows, llie "initial impulse" is only another expression for
God. God and the beyond, which in iiis world schematism
Herr Dulurlng pretended to have so beautifully unrigged,
arc both introduced again by liim licro, sharpened and
deepened, into natural philosophy.

Further. Hesr Duhring says: ■Where magnitude is nllrib-
iiled to a constant element of being, it will remain un
changed in its delerminalcness. This holds good .. .of
matter and mechanical force." The first sentence, it may
be noted in passing, is a precious example of Herr Diih-
ring's axiomatic-tautological grandiloquence: where mag
nitude does not change, it remains the same. Therefore tlie
amniml of mechanical force whicli cxisis in the world re-
main.s the same for ail elernity. We will overlook the fact
1hat. in so far as Lhi.s is correct, Descartes already knew
and said it in philosophy nearly three hundred years ago ;
that in natural science the theory of the conservation of
energy has held sway for the hist twenty years; and that
Herr Dfthring. in limiting it to wechankal force, does not
in any waj' improve on it. But whore was the mechanical
force at the time of the unchanging state? Herr Diiltring
obstinately refu.ses to give us any answer to this question.

Where, Herr Duhring, was the eternally self-equal me
chanical force at that time, and what did it put in motion?
The reply: "The original state of the universe, or to put it
more plainly, of an unchanging existence of matter which
comprised no accumulation of changes in lime, is a ques
tion which can be spumed only by a mind that sees the
acme of wisdom in the self-mutilation of its own genera
tive power."

Thercfnie; either you accept without exammalion mv un
changing original stale, or I. Eugen Diihring. the posses-
-sor of creative power, will certify you as intellectual
eunuchs. That may, of course, deter a good many people.
But we. who have already seen some examples of Herr
Dfihring's generative power, can permit ourselves to leave
this genteel abuse unanswered for the moment, and ask
once again; But Herr Duhring, if you please, what about
that mechanical force?

Herr Diihring at once grows embarrassed. In actual
fact, he stammers, "the absolute identity of that initial
extreme state does not in itself provide any principle of
tran-sition. But we must remember that at bottom the po
sition is similar with everv' ,new link, however small, in
the chain of existence with which we are familiar. So that
whoever wants to raise difficulties in the fundamental case
now under considcrnlion must take care that he does not
allow him.sclf to pass them by on less obrious occasions.
Moreover, there exists the possibility of interposing suc
cessively graduated intermediate stages, and also a bridge
of continuity by which it is possible to mo\-e backwards
and reach the e.xtinction of the process of change. It is
true that from a purely conceptual .standpoint this contin
uity does not help us past the main difficulty, but to us
it is the basic form of all regularity and of every known
form of transition in general, so that we are entitled to use
it also as a medium between that fi rst equilibrium and
the disturbance of it. Rut if we had conceived the so to
speak (!) motionless equilibrium on the model of the ideas
which are accepted without any particular objection (1) in
our present-day mcthanics, tliore would be no way of
c.xplalntng how matter could have reached the process, of
change." Apart from the mechanics of masses there is,
however, we are told, also a tran.sformation of mass move
ment into the movement of extremely small particles, but
as to how this takes place—"for this up to the present we
have no general principle at our disposal and consequently
we should not be surprised if in the end these processes
lake place somewhat in the dork."

That is all Herr Duhring has to say. Ami in fact, we
would have to see Ihe acme of wisdom not only in the self-
mutilation of our generative (jower. but also in blind, im
plicit faith, if wc allowed ourselves to be put off with tliesc
really pitiable rank subterfuges and circumlocutions. Herr
Diihring admits that absolute identity cannot of itself ef
fect the transition to change. Nor is there any moans
whereby absolute equilibrium can of itself pass into mo
tion. What is there, then? Three lame, false arguments.

Firstly: it is just as difficult to show the transition from
each link, however small, in the chain of existence witli
which wc are familiar, to the next one.—Herr Diiiiring
seems to think his readers are inl'nnls. The establishment
of individual Iransitions and connections between the ti
niest links in the chain of existence is precisely Hie con
tent of natural .science, and when there is a hitch at some-
point in its work no one. not even Herr Duhring. thinks
of explaining prior motion as having arisen out of noth
ing, but always only as a Irnnsfcr. trnnsformiUion or trans
mission of .some previous motion. Rul^ here the issue is
admittedly one of accepting motion as iiaving arisen out
of Immobility, that is. out of nolhin(}.

In the second place, we have the "bridge of continuity."
From a purely conceptual standpoint, this, to bo sure, does
not help us over the difficulty, but all the same we are
entitled to use it as a medium between immobility and
motion. Unfortunately the continuity of immobility con
sists in not moving; how therefore it is to produce mo
tion remains more mysterious than ever. And however
infinitely small the parts into wlildi Herr Diiiiring minces
liis transition from complete non-motion to universal mo
tion, and however long Hie duruHon lie assigns to it, we
have not got a ten-thousandth part of a millimetre further.
Without an act of creation we can never get from nothing
to i^omething. even if the something were as small as a
mallicmalical dilTerential. The bridge of continuity is there
fore not even an asses' bridge'^ it l.s passable only for Herr
Dfihring.

Thirdly: so long as pre.senl-day mechanics holds good—
and this science, according to Herr Drdiring, is one of
the most essential levers for the formation of thought—it
cannot he explained at all how it is possible to pass frorrt
immobility to motion. But the mechanical theory of heat
shows us that the movement of masses under certain con
ditions changes into molecular movement (although here
too one motion originates from another motion, but never
from immobility); and this, Herr Duhring ,shyly suggests,
nmy possibly fiimi.sh .n bridge between the slricHy static
(in oqiiilibrium) and dynamic (in motion). But these proc
esses take place ".somcwluit In Hie dark." And it is in the
dark that Herr Diihring leaves us sitting.

This IS the point we have reached with all his deepen
ing and sharpening—that wo have perpeiually gone deep
er into ever sharper nonsense, and fi nally land up where
of necessity wc had to land up—"in the dark." But this
does not abash Herr bOhring much. Right on the next
page lie has the effronlery to declare that he has "been
able In provide a real content for the idea ot self-equal
sl.abilily. directly from the beliavimir of matter find ihe
mechanical forces." .\nd this man describes other people
as "charlatans"!

Forlunaleiy, in .spite of nil this helpless wandering .and
confusion "in the dark," we are left with one consolation,
and this is certainly edifying In the soul: "The mathemat
ics of the iiiliabilnnis of other celestial bodies can rest on
no other axioms than our own!"

In llio original a pl.ay on words; Esi-lsbriicke (asses' bridge)
means in German niso an imniilliorizcd aid in study used by dull-
beaded or lazy sludents: n crib or pony.—Ed.

Revolution Continued from page 13

revolutionary struggle against imperialism, based on a firm internationalist
foundation. Specifically with regard again to the question of world war, there
is no way to fundamentally oppose it except through building a revolutionary
movement against imperialism and for its overthrow, and in the imperialist
countries in particular this means directing the spearhead especially against
"your own" imperialism whileai the same time exposing the imperialist system
as a whole and opposing ail imperialisms. There is no way to really oppose
world war without opposing your own imperialist bourgeoisie, your own
govemmem, in its preparations for war and, if war does break out. in its carry
ing out of that war. Almost literally everyone, including the leaders of the
imperialist countries, are opposed to world war, and particularly nuclear war,
in words and in the abstract; but these imperialist leaders are, andean only be,
in favor of such a war in the concrete, faced with the actual world relations and
conuadictions that confront them.

A dramatic example of the principle involved here — and a powerful refuta
tion of the politics of tailing (he mainstream — was provided by the incident in
volving the Korean airliner doubIc-0-7 and the events in its aftermath. Where,
in a situation of a clearly contrived and pre-planned provocation by Ihe U.S.
government (working with the South Korean and Japanese governments),
designed to elicit exactly the response it did from the rival gangsters in the
Soviet Union — where in the U.S. was the outpouring of mass protest from the
pacifists and others who hope to avoid nuclear war by persuading the ruling
classes that it is insane, unwinnabte and so on? Not long ago, at the time of the
UN conference on disarmament, when everybody spoke out against nuclear
war and ruling class representatives spoke at rallies to oppose nuclear war, hun
dreds of thousands of people came out; but when Reagan spoke at the UN
recently, in the wake of — riding the crest of — the double-0-7 incident, where
were those hundreds of thousands, why were they not out protesting and
demonstrating all the more urgently against nuclear war? Or take the situation
in England recently. When the Falklands War was utilized by the ruling class
(here to make stepped-up preparation, materially and ideologically, for Bri
tain's contribution to Western imperialism's showdown with the Soviet-led
bloc, where then were the hundreds of thousands who had been protesting
against the danger of nuclear war and especially against England's being in
volved in it, why were there only a small number protesting, why were not those

hundreds of thousands out in mass exposing and opposing British imperialism
in that concrete and very important act of gangsterism and prcparation'for
world war? To a significant degree what is involved in these instances is the
chauvinism with which large sections of the people in the imperialist countries
have been saturated. But especially in regard to those who do oppose at least
many of the crimes perpetrated by "their own" imperialist ruling class and
who do oppose nuclear war mainly for reasons other than a desire to preserve a
privileged existence for themselves, what is also of significance is the truth that
Lenin stressed:

"People always were and always will be the foolish victims of deceit
and self-deceit in politics until they learn to discover the interests of
some class or other behind all moral, religious, political and social
phrases, declarations and promises. The supporters of reforms and
improvements will always be fooled by the defenders of the old order
until they realize that every old institution, however barbarous and
rotten it may appear to be. is maintained by the forces of some ruling
classes." (Lenin, "TheThree Sources and Three Component Parts of
Marxism," in Marx Engels Marxism (Peking: Foreign Languages
Press, 1978], p. 73, emphasis in original)

In the period ahead, with the gathering and exploding of the world con
tradictions of the imperialist system, it will not be possible, nor desirable, to
avoid tremendous upheaval and radical ruptures in world relations and in
many societies, nor can all this change come about any way except violently.
But it may be possible to prevent through revolution a world war which would
be senseless carnage and destruction of the greatest magnitude, unprecedented
bloodletting and devastation solely in the interests of perpetuating the very
system that has produced such a monstrosity, along with all the other evils
deriving from and characteristic of such a system, and solely to determine
which set of plunderers would preside over and gorge themselves on the after
math. Even if we are not able to prevent world war through revolution, such a
war will further expose and strain to the limit the imperialists on both sides and
bring to the forefront as an urgent task the turning of imperialist war into
revolutionary war against imperialism, to emerge from all this with the con
quest of power by the proletariat in at feast significant parts of the world and a
greatly strengthened basi,s to carry forward the struggle to finally abolish all
such monstrosities along with all the social relations and conditions of which
theyarcaconceniratedexpression, D
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1983 marks the one hundredth anniversary of the death of Karl Marx. Over this
reniury 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
investigations in the realms of philosophy, history, economic theory, and politics
He then proceeds to examine some of the controversies that have swirled around the
coui;se 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 scholars 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 Marxistn" — 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
called into doubt. But Avakian's defense of Marxism is no mere liturgical reaffirma-
tion. He stresses that Marxism is a dynamic system, that it advances precisely in con
nection with the new problems posed by developments in the world, and that there is
both an mvigorating Marxist tradition to uphold as well as a deadening "conventional
wisdom" to renounce. Avakian argues powerfully for the contemporary relevance of
Marxism. Indeed, For A Harvest OfOragony is itself striking testimony to Marxism's
continuing vitality.
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