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already underway. The first shipments of
Pershing and cruise missiles have already
arrived in West Germany; Britain and
this week in Italy. By mid-December, the
first nine Pershing [IIs based at
Mutlangen, West Germany are scheduled
to become fully operational. They will be

.capable of reaching and destroying

targets deep in the Soviet Union.

The Pershing/cruise deployment has
for several years been a critical and cen-
tral strategic objective for the United
States, jointly with its NATO imperialist
allies in Europe. The deployment
represents an important concrete military
step in preparation for war with' the
Soviet Union, but more importantly, the
struggle over deployment emerged as a
key test of the solidarity and coordination
of the imperialist alliance headed by the
U.S, for the specific abjective of going up
against the Soviet Union' in a decisive
military conflict — a new world war. As
one U.S. news magazine put it: *‘no
Western government is the same today as
at the time of the Brussels decision (the
original 1979 NATQ decision to carry out
the deployments, taken at a meeting in
Brussels—R #W). Chancellors and
presidents have changed, the economics
of the Alliance have had their ups and

downs, but the member nations have car-
ried through on a major strategic
# action.” Knitting. together the various

Continued on page 11/
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Just a few weeks ago, according to'an
article in the Fillage Voice, even. as
Western media and politicians continued
to castigate the Soviet “‘barbarians’’ for
their “‘unparalleled’ brutality,”’ their
“horrifying act of violence’’ and
“‘senseless downing” of KAL Flight
007, etc., yet another civilian airliner was
blown out of the sky. One hundred and
twenty six people — men, women,
children, the entire-crew — were blown
out of the sky, apparently blasted by a
surface-to-air missile. There was not a
single survivor.

Where was the groundswell of con-
demnation? Where the thundering
denunciations of brutality, where indeed
even the slightest mention of the incident
in the [J.S. press?Where was therequisite
Nightline special with one of the humane
and thoughtful Mr. Koppel's typical ex-
pressions of regret that some govern-
ments remained in such a sorry state of
savagery? Would not one of those who
raced to the defense of civilization then
now rise to this new, egually horrible
threat? :

No indeed, they would not. For the
self-proclaimed perpetrators of thisact of
wanton violence — who in fact proudly
claim responsibility — were none other
than the U.S.-armed, U.S.-allied hope of
the West in Angola — Mr. Jonas Savimbi
and his UNITA forces.

For years, Savimbi and UNITA have .

functioned as unofficial yet important
frontmen forthe U.S. in'southern Africa,

maintaining constant military pressure

on the pro-Soviet Angolan government.
They have been openly financed by and
collaborating with the South African
government, and have received covert aid
from the U.S. similar to that of the Con-
tras in Nicaragua. In December 1981,
Savimbi, on a trip to the U.S. sponsored
by the New York-based Freedom House,
met with the acting Secretary of State,
Walter Stoessel, and with Chester
Crocker, Assistant Secretary of State for
African Affairs, in order to affirm and
highlight their working relationship.
Since then this alliance has borne its fruit:

From the

there are military raids into Angolan ter-
ritory where South African armor leads
the way, blasting anything in its path,
followed by Mr. Savimbi and UNITA,
mopping up and then erecting their pro-
Western regime; these raids are combined
with terror strikes on civilian'installations
like oil refineries — and now an airliner,
with 126 people dead; all apparently
Africans.

Savimbi’s U,S.-bloc mentors even had
a certain opportunity to distance

themselves from his action. The Angolan _

government press reported that the
airliner crashed because of technical
fault. Apparently, threatened by Savimbi
and his South African partners, and
squeezed between them and U.S. puppet
Mobutu's Zairean army in-the north, the
Angolan government perhaps chose not
to press the issue and simply helped to
downplay Savimbi’s threat to their own
territory. But rather than seize the chance
to go along with the Angolan story and
deny that a U.S. thug had committed a
007-scope atrocity, another tact was
chosen: *“‘high-ranking Western military
officials’’ are quoted inthe London Paily
Telegraph as stating that yes, indeed, Mr.
Savimbi probably did destroy the
Angolan Airline (TAAG) airliner, using a
missile captured from his Angolan op-
ponents — *‘that’s.our boy" —and so a
blood price is extracted from Angola,
and the U.S. screws tighten.
Simultaneously, in the U.S. itself this
murderous diplomacy is'met by a media
silence every bit as pervasive and or-
chestrated as was the chorus of denuncia-
tion of the Soviets a few weeks earlier.
After all, weren’t we told countless times
that the Soviets' shooting down of a
civilian airliner was a barbarism ‘‘un-
precedented”” and ‘“‘unparalleled” in
history — so how could an incident in-
volving the U.S. even be mentioned in the
same breath?! The 126 African dead, on
a flight number no one even knows, are
stark reminders that when it comes to
barbarism and hypocrisy the U.S. has yel
to be surpassed by anyone. il
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OVERRULE THIS,

MOTHERFUCKER

by Bob Avakian
Who Is Going To Do The Shitwork?

Man: | just wanted to ask you, after we fight the revolution and it’s all over,
how will you put everyone in their class? How will vou choose the people to do
theshit jobs? Because everybody will want the good jobs, how will you get peo-
ple to do the shitwork?

Bob Avakian: Well, one thing we will have to'do is start breaking down the
divisions so thai people are not just stuck with one job all the time. But there
will'be some things, for example, you'might have a sewer system that backsup
and runs all overithe place. Okay, you are going to have (o get the communists
to step to the forefront and go out and clean that up.

Man: What about the Rockefellers, why not them?

Bob Avakian: No, weare going to have to get the communists to doit. You
know why? Because otherwise everybody is going to say, “*Hell, I'm not going
todothat. Let somebody elsedoit.’ You are going to have to mobilize first the
people who have the highest consciousness and can see/that this has got'to get
done. By them stepping forward, then we will be able to mobilize other people
tosay, ‘‘Look, we've got todo this job, not because we like it, but because this
society belongs to our class now. Ifit is going to get cleaned up, we are going (o
havetoclean it up. Ifitis going to get changed, we are going to have to change
in."

Of course you can drag some of the old exploiters down and make them do
that, but you certainly can't rely on them. A communist has to be willing to go

. wherever the situation is the most difficult because otherwiseyou cannot break
out of the bourgeois thing of, **I've had it rough all my life; let somebody else
do'it.”” Then you get into all the arguments about who has had it harder and
you can’t resalve that. You are going to have to bring forward the most class-
conscious people to go to the forefront. Then people will say, **Hey, these com-
munists are different. They don’t just'sit around saying, ‘Let everyone else do
the hard work.” ' Then people will come forward and see this really is going 1o
be something different. The whole task of building the communist society is a
long struggle. It involves relying on the masses of people to 1ake up every
sphere and totransform it consciously in their interests. But inorder to do that,
the most advanced people are going to have to step to the forefront with the
most difficult things.

Under. capitalism the capitalists always say, **You go out and do that, and
we’ll give the orders.”” The people have to see that this new society really is dif-
ferent and they have got to get in on it because if things are going to get
changed, they have to change them. We are going to take the places like the
slums and ghettos that are the worst and'we will have to fix them up first. If we
don’tdothat, then'we arenot going lo beable to unite and move forward. Peo-
ple will say, ““This revolution is no different than before. I'm still on the bottom
where I have always beenand the people that got it a little bit better are still get-
ting more."

Under capitalism it is dog-eat-dog, everybody against everybody else. That
reinforces the me-first ideology. Under socialism you start things by taking
away the capitalist system of ownership and their ablility to force people to

scramble with each other just to work for them. But you still have all these dif-:

ferences that are left over. You have to bring the communists to the forefront of
the struggle to set an example of self-sacrifice in breaking down this me-first
stuff and fighting for the future.

There is going to be struggle among the communists, too. Some are going to
say, ““Man, we fought in the revolution. I got my arm shot off-and everything
else. Let some of these others — who stayed in the back for ten years while I was
gelting shot at, spit at, cursed, and:all that; who were throwing things at me
when I was out selling the newspaper five years ago— let them go out and dig
up/the damnsewers.'’ You have to'say no, because if we fall into that, it is just
going to be everyone for himself, and after a while we will be right back to

capitalism. Reception following Speech

in Chicago, Illinois

Is It Going To Your Head?

Woman: What do you think about having your face plastered all over these
posters and having people say that you are so neat and great and everything?

Bob Avakian: What do I think about it?

Woman: 1s it kind of going to your head or anything like that?

Bob Avakian: I don't think so. When [ see that particular poster I more or
fess look on it just like I did with the Mao poster (a poster publicizing the Mao
Memorial Month events called by the RCP in the fall of 1978). You know, it i§
something that we are doing; itis Jar[ of making revolution. At first it made me
a little uncomfortable, but at this boint I do not particularly look at it like my
face or something like:that, It is something we are putting out there thatis part
of making revolution. A comrade said something to me about this when we dis-
cussed this. She made the point that finally the party is giving the masses of
people a chance to relate to'some leadership and thatis important because peo-
ple want to know about this. Another one of our comrades told me that some-

This article is the fifth in a series of material.compiled from a 1979 speaking tour by
Bob Avakian, Chairman of the Central Cammitiee of the RCP, USA. This was the last
public speaking tour Bob Avakian has been able to make due (o international political
persecution, which continues to this day—ed.
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one he was working with on the job said to him one day; ‘‘Listen, you know
that guy, the Chairman of your party, do you think he can run the country?”’
The comrade told him, *'I think he can when the time comes’ and went on to
talk about how it was not just an'individual thing and not a one-man show. But
basically the comrade’s feeling was (and 1 agreed with him after awhile; at first
I thought it was kind of a wrong question) that people want to know who is
leading this thing and what do they have to say. People know it is going to take
leadership. So if putting my face out there helps to bring people forward to
hear what we have to say, calls upon them to get involved in this and become
conscious of their role in history and the role of their class, then that is good.

At this point I look at the posters more or less like any other poster. 1 do not
particularly think of it like ““That's me."" I am glad to see every one of them up
there and I look with interest whenever I see some of them ripped down. I
wonder who did it, but it does not particularly strike me as a personal thing.
When I see one of them defaced, 1 do not feel personally offended. I just look
at it like another poster such as the/ May Day poster, the Mao poster, the Iran
poster, or.the Moody Park poster. I do not look at it any differently than when
we had a poster with the picture of the Moody Park 3* on it.

Worman: Yeah, but everybody is kind of saying, ‘‘This guy is really neat, this
guy is great."

Bob Avakian: Well, that gives me a deeper sense of responsibility. It makes
me realize what difference it makes what we do.

Woman: Does it make you think, or don’t you ever think, ‘‘Wow, l am really
great’’ or ‘‘I am really neat,”” you know, like some people would react?

Bob Avakian: 1 think everybody is influenced by that to some degree or
another, sure. But ['think the main thing is that it makes me realize how serious
what we are doing is and how important it is that we stay on the right track. If
you are asking me if it ever goes to my head — yeah, sure. But 1 struggle with
that like everybody else. People criticize me if I get out of line. But I'feel I can
honestly say that the main thing it makes me feel'is that we have a lot of respon-
sibility and we better not mess up and throw the opportunities away,

Reception following Speech in
Cincinnati, Ohio

*Three revolutionaries and supporters of the RCP charged with instigating and leading
3000 proletarjans, mainly Chicanos, in the May 7, 1978, Houston Rebellion against na-

tional oppression, and police terror in particular,
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~ ceasefires in the recent Israeli invasion of

S

" bomb unit consists of a container filled |
¥ © with hundreds of bomblets or grenades.
| They can be detonated in a variety: of

(= .l-_, *

0 increase American military coopera- |

tion with Israel, including resumptionof ===
' delivery of American-made cluster bomb =
artillery shells, Administration officials &
* sgid today” — New York Times, Nov. =

29.

Ak

- s Amm audMohammed Sinunu, aged -"\. a
" 12 'and 14, are cousins. They live in the | =

Shatila refugee camp in the southern sub-
urbs of Beirut. During one of the many |

Lebanon the boys went out to buy food

. for their family. When they set out on &

their simple journey Amin and Moham-

med had no idea they would live out the |8

rest of their lives as cripples.
“Amin was standing close by when.
‘Mohammed picked up a small metal ball

that had/been lying in the street. The ball =

exploded, sending razor-sharp slivers of

"J_Presf__d:en; Reagan has approved steps = *

ways — in the air, on impact, delayed

" afterimpact, or when remoyed from their
| resting place. In this way, the method of &
" their fragmentation can be adjusted to
' permit the greatest possible destruction.

One of the U.S.-made cluster bombs used

by Israel in its Lebanon campaign is the
= CBU-58, a seven-foot metal cannister
_containing 670 bomblets, each slightly =&

_ smaller than a tennis ball. Released from =
| Israeli fighter craft, the cannister is usual-
- ly sprung open in mid-air, allowing fora *
wide dispersion of the bomblets. Most of ¥
these explode on impact, sending shrap- |
" nel flying at speeds of several thousand

feet per second. While the cluster bombs

provided Israel by the U.S. have been [E20
‘widely used against civilian targets, the |
Israclis were not entirely satisfied. The =
1U.S. weapons were designed to penetrate |
‘armor and light equipment, and Israel de- =
sired a purely anti-personnel (read: “‘anti- |
civilian’’)weapon, which they began pro- =8
* ducing themselves in the mid-'70s.
Before the carnage of the summer of |
. 1982, Israel had used cluster bombs a |&
| number of times in southern Lebanon, &5
hitting not only Palestinian military
 targets in 1976 but densely populated F= i
' villages and refugee camps during S8
1978-79. In late 1979, the Lebanese gov- |

o ey tearing apart his stomach, colon, small | % gsgzkiugﬂt;'ﬂ;;’iﬁgﬂn?eﬁ?ﬁ? :g?-a;:- %
gl -am};%t;:x::-. \f}:: aﬂ?e ?n;fe;d h;ol;:n;)mc:igs; | tacks and shelling. (During the same
JR onen vas w‘;;s._ :!I;'stro gan ; g_é :: | period it was also revealed that Isracl was
- . g P : hn-hié-smma}é; énd colc;-n - supplying cluster bombs and other u.s.
. _:%1?; handgsl'l[zt e b waé' weapons to the Ethiopian goyernment §
.~ pulverized. In addition Mohammied’s | for i inits campaigs against fhe Bric
" Face and one eye were severely burned.” | * trean people:) The U.S. State Dept. final- £2
e e B
B earingin the Journal of Palestine Stud- B thata violation in the LS. Isracll agree-: g
- pearl . ment “may have occurred, Nothing |

. fles, Fall 1982, The article predates the 1{.«5 ~ came of the matter, other than the fact ©
- Sabra and Shatila massacres.) i "~ that U.S. arms shipments to Israel con- |
~ Aminand Mohammed wereamongthe | tinued to grow: ‘o

= - many victims of the cluster bomb units == * From the earliest stages of their 1982 [
used by Israel in its invasion of Lebanon — invasion, the Israelis used cluster bombs

" rus shells, anti-personnel mines, and the

last year, weapons designed to not only
kill, but to permanently maim and cripple

a section of the population, letting their |
scars stand in mute testimony of the terri-
fying force of U.S./Israeli firepower. of
the tens of thousands of Lebanese-Pales-
tinian casualties last year, a very high
number came from such anti-civilian |
weaponry supplied Israel by the United
States — cluster bombs, white phospho-

like.
As news of the cluster bombs and their
devastating effects in Lebanon became

~widely known, and an international

clamor against their use mounted, U.S.
officials made a point of halting delivery
of an additional 4,000 cluster bomb units
in mid-July. U.S. officials took the op-
portunity to complain that Israel had
violated the “‘strict terms®’ of an agree-
ment with the U.S., which explicitly
stated that the cluster bombs were only to
be used in *‘self-defense’” and not direct-
ed at civilian targets. Theimplication was
that Israel was using the cluster bombsin
a way the U.S. never intended and could
not sanction.’ _
The idea is absurd on any level. The
U.S. itself became the world leader in
cluster bomb technology during the Viet-
nam War, and the bombs were widely
used in the saturation bombing of Viet-
namand Laos up until 1973. (To this day,
Laotian peasants are being killed and
maimed by bomblets they inadvertently

dig up when working their fields.)

And cluster bomb technology is such
that its indiscriminate use against civilian®

targets is all but ensured. A typical cluster

" widely — dropping them on villages,
refugee camps, and even hospitals. As
* Isracli forces closed in on the city of

Beirut, warships off the coast lobbed

shellsinto the heart of the city, and Israeli |

warplanes dropped cluster bombs on the

Burj al-Barajneh camp near the Beirut |

airport. In late June, a doctor at the
American University Hospital in Beirut

reported 1,100 limbs being amputated in

one day. A pediatrician at Berbir Hospi-
tal in Beirut described the carnage —
“It’s hideous. We're getting pieces of
people. We've never had that before.”

-

-

With the barbarous nature of |

U.S./Israeli weaponry on display to the

world, no longer so concealable, the U.S.
at first attempted to muffle the outcries

through launching an “‘investigation."’

But even as President Reagan promised a
“review'” to determine ‘‘whether
American weapons sold (to Israel) were
used offensively and not defensively,”” he
added that the ‘‘situation is very am-
biguous,”” repeating the official Israeli
line that the invasion was itself entirely
“‘defensive’ in nature.

When the U.S. finally moved to halt
the cluster bomb shipments on July 17, it
was entirely as an exercise in public rela-
tions. As U.S. Senator Christopher Dodd
put it, the halt “‘provides a good vehicle
for a reprimand. That would satisfy those

‘who are critical of Israel without signifi-
cantly altering our basic relationship.’*

That “basic relationship’’ included
continuing active military coordination,
as well as the maintenance of the
U.S.-Israeli division of labor during the
remaintng siege of Beirut. U.S.

R |i

onslaught, and served to help shape the

- "1 political aftermath of the Israeli military | |

. conquest.
Among the examples of continuing

 U.S.-Israeli military coordination in Bei-
! rut was the use of the “‘vacuum bomb."’

- According to CIA renegade Frank Terpil
(who, in an interview in Penthouse, says

' hewasin Beirutduring the siege), “‘Beirut
was a testing ground for live experiments
weapons.- The vacuum bomb, for in- 5 g

with the latest developments of U.S.

stance. A vacuum bomb s dropped from |

an aircraft and explodes above the target.

. The air rush implodes the building, caus-

ing no damage to the surrounding area
but killing everything within that build-

ing. They used this flimsy excuse in Bei- '

rut: they ‘thought’ Yasser Arafat was in
the building. That’s total bullshit. Israeli
intelligence has been known to be more
exact than that. They killed 283 people,
mainly to prove that the vacuum bomb
was a feasible weapon,”'

Halting the cluster bomb shipments.

last year was a duplicitous ploy by the
U.8.; the many-sided *‘strategic coopera-
tion'" between the U.S, and Israel is far
beyond the sale and use of a particular
weapon. Still, it is far from incidental
that as the U.S. and Israel are today
“resuming’’ their strategic cooperation,

flaunting it as a terrible sword to be

brought to bear on the current Middle
East situation, the U,S. has now an-

‘nounced that cluster bomb shipments to

Jsrael are to be resumed, The weapon is a
perfect illustration of the imperialist
reality upon which those strategic inter-
- estsrest. (=]
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.



December 2, 1983—Revolutionary Worker—Page 5

Reports from the World Without Imperialism Contingent

Here are several reports from various
members of the “World Without Im-
perialism Contingent™ which recount
some af their experiences before, during
and after the demonstrations in Bonn,
West Germany on November 21 — the
day that the West German parliament
voted far deploymert of the Pershmg an
cruise miissiles. See next week's issue of
the Revolutionary Worker for full
coverage of these events.

Report/No. 1

To the RW:

Though 1 joined the World Without
Imperialism Contingent only five days
ago, within that brief time I've had some
coniaet with most of the political and
social forces involved in the opposition to
|mpcrtatm war preparauom. The situa-
tion here in West Germany is constantly
changing, exciting, and full of contradic-
tions as well as opportunities for advanc-
ing the cause of proletarian revolution.
I've been very impressed/by therole of the
Turkish:workers here and want to convey
some of the questions these advanced
elements have been struggling over. Even
though there is a “‘mass movement’" in-
volving many social straia and forces,
nothing happens here without political
struggle. _
- The World Without Imperialism Con-
tingent was part of an anti-imperialist
contingent to march in the “Siege of
Parliament™ demonstrations called for
by an array. of *“‘independent peace
groups.’ The Siege made the ruling class
pay a higher political price to rub-
berstamp their five-year-old decision to
bring in'the new missiles — they had to
meet behind barbed wire, water cannon,
and the largest police force yet assembled
for the “Hor Autumn.”’

The call for this anti-imperialist con-
tingent was signed by the RCP,USA;
Revolutionary Communist Youth
Brigade (USA); FighThAck; ATIF
(Federation of Turkish Workers in Ger-
many). (See R W No. 231 for the text of
this call.) This large group of
revolutionary-minded Turkish workers,
mdny of whom are well-trained in
Marxism-Leninism, has played an impor-
tant role in assisting the World Without
Imperialism Contingent — providing
food, arranging housing, even raising
funds for the Contingent and joining it in
working among the various political
forces here — Autonomen, the Greens,
feminists, squatlters,

These Turkish workers, in my view,
represent the most advanced political ele-
ments in West Germany today — a de-
tachment of proletarian internationalists
who will play a crucial role in (rans-
forming the struggle against the imperial-

ists into & battle for revolution. Never-

theless, among them there is much strug-
gle over political questions — in fact this
represenis one of their great strengths —
the determinationito struggle over politi-
cal questions and 1o win other sections of
'society'to a more advanced position.

I spent several hours at one of ATIF's
centers the day before the Bonn demo.

The meeting to discuss the plans for the

anti-imperialist contingent was scheduled
for evening, but vigorousdiscussion went
on all afternoon as people from several
cities gathered. Since [ can speak a little
Turkish they were very excited to find an
American who could talk and struggle
with them in their own language — a
sharp/contrast to imperialist philistinism
and the arrogance of West German na-
tionalism. They asked me 100 questions
about how people in the U.S. view the
war preparations, how strong is antiwar’
sentiment, what is the role of revisionists
inthe U.S. and in Nicaragua, what's hap-
pening in Peru and with the Sendero
Luminoso, how strong is the RCP, is it
well known? They were extremely in-
terested in the “*real proletariat’’ and the
many foreign-born workers in the U.S.
and the refugees from Haiti and Central
America, who, like themselves, are play-
ing a critical role in awakening broader
sections of society to the nature of impe-
rialism and the need for a revolution, A
discussion of Yilmaz Giiney’s film Yo/
went on for half an hour and went over
into the relation of art and politics. And
they told me dbout a group in Turkey
which has taken uparmed struggle and
showed me pictures of some guerrillas
recently murdered by fascists.

All this went on in three languages —

German, Turkish and English — as we

struggled to understand' one another. |
thought often how great it would be if
other people in the U.S. could meet with
these same revolutionary proletarians —
especially thosein the U.S. who want rev-
olution, who really hate imperialism yet
remain’unconvinced that there is the so-
cial base for revolutionary politics, a sec-
tion of the proletariat that takes up the
science of revolution. Well, it's here in
West Germany too — and in a damn
good place — right on the faultline be-
tween the two blocs preparing for war,
Before. the meeting started about 30
workers were sitting around, holding
copies of the newest issue of ATIFE's
paper Miicadele (which had published the

«call for a “World Without Imperialism

Contingent’ in three languages) when a
struggle broke out'about the role of the
Contingent — it has indeed been contro-
versial ‘everywhere. One worker asked
how could' ATIF unite other workers
when some women on the Contingent
had cut their hair in punk style and some
men had grown long hair and they

- dressed a little strange? While only a few

others were asking the same question, it
concentrated some important political
questions facing Turkish workers in West
Germany:' are there rebellious or even
revolutionary aspects of other social
classes that the proletariat can unite with
andlead? One worker put forward that
rock, disco, and punk were “‘alien’' to the
culture of workers from Turkey. An-
other, in response, pointed out that Turk-
ish folk music would also seem *‘alien’’ to
an American:punk. He ran down some
history of these musical trends, saying
that anyone who confuses rock with punk
hasn't done any analysis and is saying
that the only revolutionary thing in socie-
ty has a worker's cap and a mustache.

Others'pointed out that/the narrow view

was not only upholding certain ““feudal’’
relations but made it impossible for the
proletariat to play its historical role. Then
the discussion went over to what the pro-
letarians from Turkey would do at the
demonstration. The question was posed
first by the suggestion that shouldn't
they, while joining the contingent, mainly
distribute their material on political
repression in Turkey (in German). This
suggestion was struggled against by most.
Aren’t we mainly trying to unite people
there behind the contingent banner and
the -slogans against imperialism and
world war? Another person put it this
way: We've always gone out to West Ger-
man peace demonstrations with banners
and chants about Turkey — doesn’t im-
perialist war have something to do with
revolution in Turkey — aren’t we going,
don’t we have a duty to as interna-
tionalists? It was decided that most
members would concentrate on
distributing the 30,000 copies of the Con-
tingent's call in three languages and
struggle with demonstrators to join

In the Streets of Bonn
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behind its banner. Another question
came up — also reflecting somewhat the
struggle over the role of therevolutionary
proletariat in an imperialist country,
especially one that has conte from an op-
pressed country (like Turkey). What will
happen at the demonstration if the anar-
chistselash with the police? Won't that be
a threat to Turks who face deportation if
arresied? The discussion that followed
was appropriately. summed up by an ac-
tive member; if all hell breaks loose then
so muchi the better — it’ll be hell for the
bourgeoisie not for us!

The next morning | went with a few
members of the Contingent to the Bonn
train stationand from there to'the gather-
ing point. At 6:30 a.m. the first demon-
strafors: we saw were a group of pro-
letarians from Turkey leafleting people
coming from the train station. Of our 100
plus people that day, these proletarians
madeup the majority and from what [’ve
heard played a very active role, very
much on the frontlines that day.

A member of the World Without Im-
perialism Contingent

Report No, 2

A War Story
or Entering the Fray
RW:
Just before I arrived at Poppelsdorfer

" Alle; the morning gathering site for the

Belagerung (Siege) of the Bundestag, an
entire wave of protesters were forced
from the area by police. I heard later that
this first wave reached the *‘Bannmeile,
an enormous police perimeter around the
vicinity of the Bundestag, and 200-300
pierced it but were driven back.

Meanwhile, forces for the Siege,
autonomous (independent) groups,
bands of youth, peace people and
anarchists. continued to flow from the
train station to Poppelsdorfer and on.
Our group, the anti-imperialist
contingent, largely workers and students
from Turkey and the World Without
Imperialism Contingent members; mass
leafleted, formed our ranks and marched
off,

We approached the "*Bannmeile’’ and
encountered a group of people around a
makeshilt stage who greeted us in a

®

suspiciously  flattering manner. After
they politely applauded us, the speaker
started going on and on and it became
clear that he wanted us to stay. Scurrying
around giving directions was none other
than Jo Leinen, chief of the movement
cops, notorious for his connections to the
police. The people from Turkey picked
up on the foul odor of this scheme and
started shouting, “‘Sheisse!”* (Shit!) and
we moved on.

Just ahead lay the first major battle of
the day, Thousands of people faced off
what seemed an army of pigs in riot gear
at an intersection. In the middle,
hundreds of determined protesters linked
arms ‘in_a shoving match against the
police. Beyond both, lines lurked the
menacing gray cannons unleashing blasts
of chemically-treated water. People
around the corners jeered with each
assault of the cannons. Our contingent
entered the scene with thunderous chants,
*A World Without Imperialism, Not
Imperialist World War’ and “‘Down
With Pershing and' Cruise Missiles and
All ' War Preparations East and West."”
For a minute a lot of heads turned and I
could sce both excitement and
bewilderment in their eyes. After all, here
was a force that didn’t qguite fit into: the
traditional landscape of the antimissile,
antiwar moyement, yet was bringing a
broader, sharper international stand,
with a huge banner in Turkish, German
and English, with slogans targeting impe-
rialism.

Nothing much was happening on lhc
side we entered, people just standing
around cheering or jeering. The water
cannons were mainly shooting toward the
other side of theintersection. I'pushed my
way through the crowd to see the other
side. Stinging chemicals lingered in the
air, the protesters pressing the police lines
were being blasted by (he cannon and
hordes of youth, among them some in ski
masks and punks were running in all
directions, dodging the waterand'hurling
themselves onto the lines.

We planted the banner in the middle of
the wet chaos, and the people froin
Turkey, both men and women burst
forward and onto a point in the line

where pollce were getting the edge, chant-
Continued on page i3
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It seemed like everywhere you turned
last week, you couldn’t get away front
John F. Kennedy. It was the twentieth:
anniversary of Kennedy's assassination,
and there were Kennedy memorials,
Kennedy movies — an all-around Ken-
niedy mania. Interestingly, one themein:
particular that ran through the various:
testimonials was Kennedy’s “‘firimness, '
his rough and ready posture in confron-:
tation:with the Soviet Union: the point, if.
seemed, was that when it comes (o the
Soviets, a liberal, even a “reformist,””
can beas tough as a cowboy any day.

The significance of this remains to be
seen, but the hype was far from simply
nostalgic. It may still turn out that the
U.S. rulers require the image of the re-
maining Kennedy, or some Kennedy-
type, as the face of U.S. imperialism in
the coming days of crisis- In any event,
the Kennedy tale is still being spun. So,
we have excerpted an article which ap-

peared in the January 1980 issue of

Revolution magazine. The original arti-
cle, titled **‘Kennedy: Knight of the Liv-
ing Dead,”* was writlen on the occasion
of Teddy Kennedy’s bid for the Demo-
cratic Party presidential nomination in

the 1980 elections. It exposes the whole

- '

Kennedy myth and the invaluable ser- =

vices rendered to U.S. imperialism by the |
Kennedys. Our edited excerpts focus'

mainily on JFK.

The Kennedys. For mnearly two
decades the mystigue and the legend
have been carefully crafted and

cultivated: the champions of the under-

dog and the oppressed; the torch
bearers for the loftiest hopes and
aspirations of the people; the pro-
ponents of a strong and fearless
America, a strength based not just on
its military might, but on the purity of
its ideals and the justice of its society.
Here were men tested in the fire of per-
sonal tragedy. Here was a family that
has already sacrificed three of its sons
in the service of their'country, now will-
ing to offer up a fourth and last.
Glamourous, athletic, handsome,
wealthy and eloguent. They have been
painted as America's knights in shining
armour, The people of the U.S. and the
world have been told to remember that
“for one shining, unforgettable mo-
ment there was a place called
Camelot,”” where dwelled the best and
the brightest, King Arthur at the Round
Table with his noble knights.

But the tale of King Arthur was a
myth. And sois the legend of the Ken-
nedys. The knights of the middle ages
romanticized in the musical Camelot
were in reality mercenary soldiers,
brutal defenders of the feudal ruling
class. The knights of the modern era,
these Kennedys, are no less servants and
standard bearers of another dying rul-
ing class and their imperialist empire.
Their noble and progressive sounding
rhetoric has been completely intertwin-
ed with bourgeois counter-
revolutionary violence. If anything they
were characterized by a certain in-
novativeness in their use of the ruling
class weapons of force and decep-
tion... .

If the vaunted Kennedy magic seems
to have diminished in potency since that
shimmering chimera of Camelot first
rose on the horizon more than 20 years
ago, the fact that it still exists at all is
testimony to the bourgeoisie’s need of
it. In fact, dead the Kennedys are as
good, or better, for the bourgeoisie
than alive. And the legend’s endurance
is in no small measure due to the
assassin’s bullet (*...to think about
what might have been, is to die a little
bit all over again,"” wrote one Kennedy
imace maker). But it has been stroked

and nourished by 'a veritable army of
cyepphants, journalists and historians.

« never had the chance to. fulfill'his
own possibilities, which is why his
memory haunts so many of us now,™
Pulitzer prize winning historian

Writes

Arthur Schlesinger of Bobby Kennedy.

‘“Because he wanted to get things done,
because he was often impatient and
combative, because he felt simply and
cared deeply, he made his share of
mistakes, and enemies. He was a
romantic and an idealist, and he was
also prudent, expedient, demanding
and ‘ambitious. Yet the insights he
brought to politics—insights earned in a
labor of self-education that only death
could stop—Iled him to see power not as
an end in itself, but as the means of
redeeming the powerless.”” (Schles-
inger, Robert Kennedy and his Times)

It could be St. John the Evangelist
writing of Jesus Christ himself. A Ken-
nedy non-believer recently described
Schlesinger more aptly as’ *‘Camelot’s
resident groupie, a master of selective
history who for a wink or a smile can
justify any action, rationalize any
obscenity."’

V.1. Lenin, however, much more
accurately and profoundly analyzed
bourgeois academicians and
propagandists like Schlesinger, and by
extension, provides the basic standpoint
from which to view the Kennedys and
their role in American politics:

“‘Bourgeois scholars and publicists
usually come out in defense of imperial-
ism in a somewhat veiled form; they ob-
scure its complete domination and 1§
profound roots, strive to push into the
forefront particular and secondary de-
tails and do their very best to distract

Ve Remember

attention from essentials by means of
absolutely ridiculous schemes for ‘re-
form’ such as police supervision of the
trusts or banks, etc. Less frequently,
cynical and frank imperialists come for-
ward who are bold enough to admit the
absurdity of the idea of reforming the

fundamental characteristics of
imperialism.”’ (Lenin, Fmperialism the
Highest Stage of Capitalism). ..

Imperialist White Knights
Against the Storms

John F. Kennedy became President at
the beginning of a decade of tremendous
upheaval’and the rumblings of revaolu-
tionary storms that swept the U.S. and
the world. The U.S. imperialists were al
the pinnacle of their postwar power in
1960, but the ground beneath their feet
was already beginning to quake. In
Southeast Asia, in Latin America and
Africa, oppressed peoples were rising up
to seek liberation from colonialism. In
the U.S. the frustration and anger of
millions of Black people against genera-
tions of servitude and degradation; was
beginning to erupt in the streets. Ken-
nedy declared his candidacy on January
2, 1960. On February 1, four Black stu-
dents sat down at a *‘white only”" lunch
counter at a Woolworth store in Greens-
boro, North Carolina. Between then and
the clections in November thousands of
Blacks, mostly students, assaulied
Southern Jim Crow laws. Sit-ins and
school boycotts spread like wildfire—to
forty-eight cities in eleven states. There
were pitched battles with police and
racist mabs, foreshadowing what was (0

come. Police used fire hoses, dogs, in-
timidation and terror. But four hundred
years of slavery and brutal repression
had not beaten Blacks into submission
and the racist reaction of the Leander
Perezes and Bull Connors would prove
futile in stemming the growing tide of
freedom fighters.

And, more fundamentally, capitalism
could not even supply equality of exploi-
tation and oppression. The danger that
confronted the ruling class in the early
1960s was that the battle for “‘civil
rights’’ would get out: of control, that
this - challenge to: oppression, running
smack into the contradictions of the
system itself, would give rise to revolu-
tionary sentiments and leadership. This
is, of course, what happened. And when
it did the ruling class had no hesitation
about dropping the mask of reform and
marshalling their instruments of terror,
suppression and murder. _

The Kennedys understood the impor-
tance of the Black vote in the 1960 elec-
tion and shrewdly played their “‘savior’’
role. A good example was the much pub-
licized incident around the- arrest of
Martin Luther King, Jr. amonth before
the 1960 election. King and fifty other
demonstrators were arrested when they
tried to integrate an Atlanta department
store. King was sentenced to four mon-
ths in the Georgia state prison. At the
suggestion of his “‘civil rights'” advisor,
Harris Wofford, Kennedy phoned
King’s wife, expressing his sympathy
and support and promising to do all he
could to get him out. Robert Kennedy
called up the judge who had sentenced
him and King was freed on bail. The ac-
tion solidified the Black vote: behind
Kennedy. InIllinois, for example, where
he won by only 9,000 votes, he received a
quarter million Black votes.

The depths of Kennedy’s concern and
commitment to the struggle of Blacks in
America was more clearly indicated in a
comment to his man Wofford. As he
picked him up in his red convertible one
morning during the campaign, Kennedy
said, “Now in five minutes, tick off the
ten things that a President ought to.do to
clean up this goddamn civil rights
mess.”’ The quick solutions requested by
Kennedy for his campaign slogans con-
trasted sharply with the counsels for
delay and patience he urged on Blacks
after assuming office.

The first Kennedy response to the
mounting civil rights movement was
purely cosmetic. Get some Black faces
around’ the administration. Attorney
General Robert Kennedy, who was dele-
gated the tactical leadership of the Ad-
ministration’s civil rights activities while
his brother the President made the
speeches, wrote to the top law schools
asking them to send their best Black
graduates down to the Justice Depart-
ment.

The main thrust, however, was
around voting rights, the most per-
nicious of bourgeois deceptions.
(Although the struggle waged by the
masses of Blacks in the South around
voting has to be'seen in the overall pro-
gressive battle against Jim Crow segrega-
tion' laws.) “‘Robert Kennedy argued
that voter registration would be far more
productive than demonstrations...."
King concurred. ‘‘The central
front...is that of suffrage. The
vote would give us the concrete tool
with which we ourselves can correct in-
justice. This is the pattern for changing
the old South-and with'it the nationas a
whole.'' (Schlesinger) King had a
dream, all right,;more a hallueination,
which he tried to foist on the masses of
Blacks.

Many Black activists sensed what the
Kennedys were up to, “‘I felt that what
they were trying to do,” said one SNCC
leader, **was (o kill the Movement, bul
to kill it by rechanneling its energies."”
One Black intellectual charged that the
Kennedys were merely trying ''to get the
Niggers off the streets.”" 'In fact, this is

Continued on page 13



The Contras of the

A short drive down Mission Street
framithe forest of steel skyscrapers of San
Francisco’s Wall Street West brings you
into the vast Latin barrio of the Mission
District. Within the crowded wooden
flats, tundown hotels and apartment
buildings . that line its busy streets live
several hundred thousand immigrants
who've come north in the past several
decades to escape the misery of their
plundered homelands in Central
America, and more recently, the
upheavadls that have swept the region.
This is home to a large section of low-
paid proletarians who work in San Fran-
cisco’s fashionable hotels and restaurants
and clean the gleaming office towers.

The Mission came into the *80s-as a
hotbed of political turmoil and struggle
largely as a product of the upheavals in
Central America. Its 'dozen or so
bookstores are the public face for a varie-
ty of political trends and organizations —
feminists, social-democratic, pro-Soviet.
It is the base of operations of many of the
40 or so political groups which are active
in opposing U.S. mtervention in Central
America. In its coffeehouses local
political activists, young Central
American veterans of revolutionary com-
bat, and cynical Central American in-
tellectuals carry on discussion late into
the night. A wisit along one of the Mis-
sion's commercial streets offers a glimpse
of the intense polarization brought about
by imperialist contention in Central
America — an outspoken anticom-
munist, Cuban-run store down the street
from that of a Nicaraguan who pas-
sionately defends the Sandinistas; a
grocery store, owned by relatives of an ex-
president under Somoza, across the street
from the shop of a pro-Soviet
Nicaraguan. 24th Street and Mission, a
well-known intersection in the heart of
the barrio, has fong been a focal point of
intense political activity and debate and
was the site of a powerful May Day
march in 1981,

A changed atmosphere has taken over
the Mission of late. Aside from a recent
flurry of spraypainting that came in the
outburst of anger that foliowed the
Grenada invasion, the Mission walls are
unusually bare. Here and there a slogan
around El'Salvador can be seen through a
light ¢coat of paint. The political posters
and announcements that competed for
every available flar surface near the busy
intersections are far sparser now.
Political marches by Salvadoran pro-
opposition forces, quite frequent just a
year ago, are very rare today. Where once
political agitation reverberated among
the crowds of shoppers along Mission
Street, today the bombast of bible-
thumping evangelists denouncing sin and
communism is inescapable. All this seems
quite 3 contrast to the escalating tension
and conflict in Central America and has
many people wondering what is going on.
In fact, these changes have everything to
‘do with the changing international situa-
tion, especially the intensified U.S.
pressure on Nicaragua and on opposition
forces in El Salvador and elsewhere.

Early last spring the bourgeois press
reported a major stepup in the “*covert”
ClA-organized, funded and planned
Contra war against Nicaragua with its
now-defunct invasion deep into
Nicaraguan territory. Pentagon
spokesmen were publicly speculating on
the early fall of the Sandinista govern-
ment, predicting the Contras would
“rake Managua’’ by winter. Simul-
taneously, in the Mission, a series of
covert acts of intimidation, harassment
and sabotage were carried out against
local activists. On Marchi 20th the office
of a progressive newspaper, £l Tecolote,
was broken into, its typesetting equip-
ment was stolen and its Central American
files ransacked. Within several weeks the
Casa Nicaragua, the pro-Sandinista
cultural and political center was fire-
bombed shortly after a Casa member
received a life-threatening warning signed
“‘Omega 7' (a notorious right-wing
Cuban terrorist group). Then the office
of Casa El Salvador, supporters of the
FMLN, was showered with white paint.

On April 16th, the Conrras made their
first major public showing the Mission,
marching with' an assortment of reac-
tionary groups — the CID (Cuba In-
dependent and Democratic), FUF>

(Salvadoran United Patriotic Front,
operating out of Palo Alto and with ties
to the Unification Church), Moonies,
and various Nicaraguans associated with
Contfra groups. About 150 of them mar-
ched up'Mission St. to 24th in support of
stepped up Confra attacks on Nicaragua
from Honduras. Emboldened by the rat-
tling of U.S, swords and the belligerent
talk from their imperialist mentors, the
march burned an effigy of a guerrillaand
faced off against an angry
counterdemonstration organized to “*call
their (Contras”) bluff.” All of this went
on under the protective eye of the local
police.

More recently, coinciding with the

~massive buildup of U.S: troops and ships

“exercising”” in the immediate vicinity of
Nicaragua and the intensified round of
Contra attacks inside Nicaragua itself,
there has been an intensified round of
Contra attacks in the Mission as well. In
September, a local activist with a group
called the Nicaraguan Solidarity Comi-
mittee received threatening phone calls
and found that her phone number had
been printed in a-local sex magazine. She
came home one night to find her apart-
ment ransacked, with a message left in-
side: “‘Communists we know who you
are, out of Nicaragua!"’ Five similar at-
tacks on local activists have been reported
since, including gasoline splashed on
walls, and graffiti painted near homes.

Although no one has taken credit
publicly for arly of these specific acts, in-
dications are that the FDN (Nicaraguan
Democractic Force) is leading the reac-
tionary charge into the Mission. The
FDN'is the grouping of former Somoza
henchmen, assorted mercenaries, and in-
telligence agents brought to life by the
CIA to be the main Contra force attack-
ing Nicaragua. Despite an occasional in-
sistence that they are just ‘‘patriotic
Nicaraguans' with few ties 1o Somoza,
none but the hopelessly naive believe this,
or are meant to. All the FDN's leading
military 'men are former Somocista Na-
tional Guard commanders. Their deserv-
ed reputation as brutal assassins makes
them the ‘‘right stuff’’ to act as heavies in
the U.S. onslaught in Central America,
and in a more limited way in the U.S.
itself.

Their message in the Mission is clear:
to all those forces grouped around the
FMLN and Sandinistas, the sitakes are

- going up, and opposing U.S. pelicy in

Central America could get dangerous; to
progressive and revolutionary-minded
Central Americans — beware. Already,
several small business owners in the Mis-
sion have backed'off from taking a public
stand around some issues because of fear
that this could result in reprisals against
them. Reports have also circulated
through the Mission of Contra-types
fingering immigranis who have the
“wrong’’ political orientation to the im-

- migration authorities.

The Contras have not stopped with in-
timidation. They have tried to develop a
more overall political presence, pushing
out despite their very narrow public base
of support. They have worked to
establish an open face in the Mission. The
FDN has a public office, where it coor-
dinates its actions with other rightist
groups, -and where- it puts together its
newspaper and magazine, both called
America Libre. lts telex machine pro-
vides the latest line on Contra activities
from Tegucigalpa, which'it prints along
with its crude message of anticom-
munism and religion. Two local Spanish
language newspapers also promote the
Contra cause: £l Bohemio and the
“moderate” and equally reactionary
Tiempo Latino, formerly a bankrupt lit-
tle paper that was brought from the brink
of ruin by the CIA shortly after the
Nicaraguan revolution. Today it is a
rather slick-looking weekly with its own
fleet of delivery trucks and a'large staff.

The Contras haye done other kinds of
“newspaper’" work as well — on Oct.
31st a half-dozen Confras came uninvited
to a press conference of Central
American left trade unionists in San
Francisco, and, according to the
organizers of the press conference,
promptly stole a list 'of names and phone
numbers of the journalists in attendance.
None-too-subie  poves work,'" given the
Contra’s taste for intimidation and ter-

.
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ror.

Any doubt as to the importance given
to Contra efforts in the Mission by the
top U.S. imperialist leadership was
dispelled on Nov. 5th, the date of a Con-
tra march to oppose a San Francisco
referendum opposing U.S. intervention
in El Salvador. Ronald Reagan himself
sent a personal message to the march,
congratulating the organizers on their ef-
forts.

Ivaliadds upito quite a picture: thesort
of undeclared political war by the U.S.
government in the Mission District, part
of a larger offensive that is concentrated
in Central America. The Mission has
been included in this war because it has
historically acted as an important
political base area'for the revolutions in
Central America, and it has long been
closely tied to the forces leading the strug-
gle there, Before the victory of the San-
dinistas, San Francisco and the Mission
were either the home or the favorite
resting grounds for a number of activists
who today hold important positions in
the Sandinista government.
Ortega, the present coordinator of the
Sandinista junta, and his brother
Humberto, the Nicaraguan defense
minister, were frequent visitors to the
Mission. Roberto Vargas, who today
heads the Nicaraguan embassy in
Washington and Walter Ferretti, present-
ly the leader of the Nicaraguan popular
militias, were activists in the Mission
prior to Somoza’s fall. A local
spokesman for the Contra group ARDE
{Democratic Revolutionary Alliance)
said recently, “In 1979, San Francisco
was the most Sandinista city in
America.”” Since that revolution, San
Francisco and the Mission have con-
tinued to be important strongholds for
the Sandinistas. Wounded Sandinista of-
ficers have at times been sent back to San
Francisco for medical treatment, and
many U.S.-born professionals have been
recruited from here to work in
Nicaragua.

The Mission' remains an important
political base of the Sandinistas and the
FMLN, and this is the principal reason
for the current Contra attack. The Con-
rras want to challenge that base and/or
severely restrict the ability of the forces
gathered there to influence political af-
fairs in Central America and inside the
U.S. But the class forces in the Mission
have also changed in the years since 1979,
in several important ways; on the one
hand, the increased dominance of the
pro-Soviet revisionist forces in Nicaragua
and the FMLN have been reflected in'the
Mission; on the other hand, especially
among the Nicaraguan masses.in the Mis-
sion, the people have changed and their
reasons for being in the-UJ.S. have chang-
ed as well. In 1979, sentiment in the Mis-
sion'was: overwhelmingly in support of
the Sandinistas; one Salvadoran describ-
ed the popular mood at the time of
Somoza's defeat as ‘‘mass euphoria.’’
Today, one ardent Sandinista supporter
describes Nicaraguans in the Mission as
increasingly critical of the Sandinista
government.

The repeated U.S, efforts to sabotage

the Nicaraguan economy, and to split off
pro-U.S. capitalist forces inside
Nicaragua from their alliance with the
revisionists in the Sandinista leadership,
has had its effect. While many of the
more dedicated Sandinistas returned to
Nicaraguain 1979, especially after 1981 a
new wave of immigrants came to the
U.S., mostly from the professional and
small owning classes — people who saw
in the several years following the reyolu-
tion a shattering of their hopes for im-
provement in their condition,

The responseof many of these has been

" bitter cynicism toward the revolution.

“Under Somoza we ate shit, '’ poesa fair-
ly common remark, ‘‘but at least we
ate!" Often thisis linked with stories of
plunder of Nicaragua by Cubans and
Soviets: — undoubtedly in' most cases
greatly exaggerated, but at the same time
reflecting some of the broader discontent
among the petty bourgeaisie with Ihcf'irb
creasing political influence of revisionism
‘in the Sandinistas.

As this new section of Nicaraguans has
percolated into the Mission's social and
political scene, the Conrras and their im-
perialist mentors have seemed to sensean

Daniel .

Mission

opportunity. Yet, for the most part, even
these newly arrived Nicaraguans have not
joined with oreven, ingeneral, supported
the Contras in the Mission. The Coniras
have pushed out politically, and inten-
sified their attacks and harassment, but
their social base is not widened much
beyond the hardcore of rightists who will
demonstrate for ‘‘death-squad
democracy’ or whatever the latest foul
U.S. maneuver in Central America hap-
pens to be. Nonetheless, the U.S. would
like to win the middle forces in the Mis-
sion'over toitslcamp — to use:as a further
lever against the Sandinistas.

It is becoming evident that a political
force is required by the U.S. whose hands
are nol so'clearly dripping with blood, a
force less spoiled by abject subservience
to the U.S. as are those motley, ex-
Somocista elements connected to the
FDN: Thisis therole the U.S. imperialists
would like ARDE to play. ARDE’s
political wherewithall rests with: Eden
Pastora, who opposed Somoza since
1970 and joined the Sandinistas in 1977,
As a national bourgeois element longing
for an independent Nicaragua which his
class alone could exploit, Pastora oppos-
ed the Soviet hold on Nicaragua and quit :
the Sandinista junta in June of 1981. By
declaration, Pastora opposed both the
U.S. and Soviet blocs, but within less
than a year, he had joined forces with the
U.S.-backed Alfonso Robello (himself a
former Sandinista junta man) to form
ARDE, a clear move into the U.S. camp
for Pastora. ARDE's military efforts
against Nicaragua have been backed by
the CIA. After a brief split with ARDE,
Pastora recently rejoined the fold and is
now ona tourofthe U.S. todrum up sup-
port, a tour which includes a visit to San
Francisco.

It should be interesting to see the
response of the revisionists in the Mission
to Pastora’s visit. So far their silence in
the face of the Contra offensive in the
Mission has been deafening — and there
have been many who are enraged and
wondering why there has been so little
done even to expose, let alone to actively
oppose, what the Copnras are up to. In-
deed, the revisionists in the Mission have
doné more than their fair share in
deadening the political climate in the
area. Onespokesman for Casa Nicaragua
offered this explanation in the pages of
the San Francisco Bay Guardian.
‘‘Before the revolution tactics were dif-
ferent. But because of theclimate we'rein
now we're trying to win as much broad
support as possible, and [ don’t think we
can doit by demonstrations in the streets.
If we go with the militant strategy, we're
going to play directly into the hands of
Reagan.’’ The Casa Nicaragua
spokesman then pointed to an initiative
on'the San Francisco ballot (which subse-
quently passed) urging the U.S. to cut off
aid'to the government of El Salvador. *'I
think there’s going to be real struggle over
that. I'm hoping that our liberal friends
— the mayor, Art Agnos, Willie Brown,
Sala Burton — will stand by us. Maybe
they!ll just stand back and see what
emerges.”’

This stance should not be taken as in-
nocent reformism. Rather, these tactics
are dictated by the revisionists’ global
strategy of historic compromise, con-
solidating and protecting political posi-
tions:in countries like Nicaragua (and in
this country as well), with.a view towards
utilizing these positions in: the actual
showdown with the U.S. At the moment,
for pro-Sandinista forcesin the U.S., this
has. clearly meant low-profile electoral
tactics and no aroused sections of im-
migrants in the streets, even in response
1o open terror tactics’ by the Contras. And
this is fully compatible with the overall
aims of the revisionists who have in mind
another form of imperialism and not pro-
letarian revolution!

The efforts of pro-Soviet elements
have thus combined with those of
pro-U.S. Contra-types in a Kkind of
double-fix on'the Mission right now. But
with events in Central America and the
world changing and accelerating as rapid-
ly as they are, the pn'* wal future of this
highly political neigiivorniood is not at all
finally decided., <
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**Our time has come! From the slave-
ship to the championship— our time has
come. From the outhouse 1o the White
House — our time has come.”’ It was in
this. manner that Jesse Jackson ended
months of flirting with running by for-
mally announcing that he would be a can-
didate for the Democratic nomination
for presidentata press conference attend-
ed by 2,500 supporters. He sounded twin
themes for his campaign “‘to remove the
regressive Reagan regime and to work for
parity for Blacks in white society.”’ He
also declared that *‘1 don’t sympathize
with the poor. It'sallinthe blood. We're
talking about a campaign for the poor

and abused and the locked out.””
Whose Time?

. Newsweek magazine, in a recent cover

- story on Jackson's announcement, aptly

called his chant “‘Our Time Has Come’’ a
“‘rousing, revivalist war cry.” What this
campaign is all about is certainly not a
crusade to improve conditions. for the
majority of the Black masses who have
been further ground down since the '60s
by intensifying national oppression and
generally deteriorating conditions. In
fact these masses are most often referred
to by Jacksonas ‘‘chips’’ that heneeds to
make his “‘bid,"* and unregistered Blacks
are referred to as ‘‘rocks layin' 'round”
that need to be picked up and thrown at
Ronald Reagan. In other settings, JTesse
more clearly identifies those who are to
really benefit from his campaign: **, , . we
have gone from no Black elected officials
105,160, but we hold less than one per-
cent of these offices. In other words we
are 53,000 public officials short of our
share."" Or, ‘“We want to get to the finish
line first, but not with an empty wagon,
We want our wagon to be full of other
candidates as well.”’ -

If anybody wants to trot out the shop-
worn lie that the surest way to Black pro-
gress is through increasing the number of
Black elected officials, they have to deal
with some reality. Over the last 18 years,
the unemployment rate for Blacks has re-
mained twice that for whites and the
average income for Blacks has remained
little more than half that of whites. Since,
1965 the percentage of Blacks living
below the poverty line has increased by
15%. Forty-seven percent of Black
children are impoverished. The infant
mortality ratein the ghettos equals that of
countries like Honduras. And one out of
every thirteen Black people is arrested
each year. Among Black people, those
who havegained since the '60s are a small
stratum of better-off Blacks who have
approached parity in white society while
the majority of Black people have been
further ground down.

The backdrop for this campaign is set
by what time it is for the imperialist
rulers. Facing an overall showdown with
their equally imperialist Soviet rivals for
-world domination, they are compelled to
prepare for war. However, they face a
profound contradiction in doing this.

. The operation of their system has driven
a huge section of the masses, including
many Black masses, to the point of feel-
ing left out of the system. And the steps
the rulers need to take to get ready for
war will mean grinding these masses fur-
ther down. Yet they and many others
have to be rallied to fight and die for the
empire.

Jackson's candidacy is aimed at help-
ing deal with this contradiction. Born out
of the class interests of the Black
bourgeoisie (even though many of them
are critical ‘of his running) who seek to
utilize sections of the masses as political
capital for their own bourgeois aspira-
tions, this candidacy is being promoted
by the imperialist ruling class in a big
way, precisely because it is a vehicle for
shoving new levels of American Dream

. garbage and Black American patriotism
down the throats of the masses. Jesse
stated it well himself in an interview in
Detroit. “*Ours is a candidacy to take
those who feel that they have nostake in
the system and restore to them the feeling
that they do have a stake.”" At the same
time that imperialism intensifies its op-
pression of Black people, the imperialists
and their lackeys step up their promotion
of “historic¢ Black firsts.”’ As/Jesse putit
recently, ‘‘Look at what's happening
now. A Black astronaut, a Black Miss
America. There is room for another

Jesse's European Tour: at the Berlin Wall-(above) and signing .
up the troops to vote (below).




historic breakthrough. '’

Viewed in this context, Jesse's run rep-
resents the coincidence gf the interests of
two forces. On the one ' hand the imperial-
ist rulers, driven towar and out to¢ash in

on the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois

strata among Blacks it has propped up
since the 1960s. Their way of doing this is
unleashing these forces around the pro-
gram of “‘Get yours in America’’ and
through them dragging a section of the
Black masses and others back into the
electoral process-and the trenches that lie
behind the voting booths. On the other
hand, the Black bourgeoisie and petty
bourgeoisie — driven by their class posi-
tion to want to get into the system and
angling for a better 'seat at the master’s
table and maybe some exira crumbs.
How his campaign has been handled
helps reveal the real aims that underlieit,
The pational media has promoted Jack-
son and his campaign very heavily.
Newsweek, in ils recent cover story on
Jackson, called hisrun *‘far and away the
most intriguing element of election year
84" and said that he **has every possibili-
ty of becoming the first Black to attain
credibility and political impact as a ge-
nuine presidential contender.”” Even
months before he announced, his possi-
ble candidacy was given feature coverage
by the national media. (At the same time
they all admit that he has no chance of
winning. [f this “‘symbolic'" candidacy is
the most exciting element of election *84,
that certainly says something about how
sham theirwhole electoral process actual-

Iy is5.)
Maverick

One of the major themes of all this
coverage has been to speculate about the
danger and uncertainty associated with
Jackson's campaign. Talk of him being a
maverick and an outsider who will run a
radical crusade has flown thick and fast.
The New York Times in a November 6th
editorial srated: *“The real unknown
about Jesse Jackson is where the practical
politician ends and the radical crusader
begins in his makeup. In his announce-
ment speech, the radical crusader often
had the louder voice.”" Also in the
Newsweek cover story, a top Mondale
staffer was quoted as saying: *‘If he or his
supporters feel he’s subjected to unfair
treatment in any way, then that could be
very dangerous. No one could predict
where all that energy would turn or what
it would turn against and no one could
control it."”

Jesse Jackson a maverick and a
radical? His campaign a potential danger
to them? Don’t make us laugh. Time
magazine all but anneinted him Martin
Luther King, Jr.’s successor as leader of
the Black movement 13 years.ago, which
reflects both Jackson’s acceptability to
the U.S. rulers and the fact that he shared
King’s political approach of trying to
stop the Black masses from rising up in
rebellion. During the 1970s, almost every
major national publication did favorable
feature stories on him. This past summer
the U.S. army took him on a tour of
military bases in Europe. The State
Department has given him classified
briefings, and the Secret Service recently
began giving him protection. Moreover,
Jesse has always stood for slavish service
to imperialism, internationally and here
inthe U.S. In 1968 at Chicago and again
in 1980 in Miami’s Liberty City, Jesse
was imperialism’s willing fireman mainly
trying to pour cold water on the righteous
anger of rebelling Black youth. Since the
'60s, his approach to furthering the
movement of Black people has been to
promote the development of a Black buf-
fer strata thoroughly tied 1o the ruling
class throtigh backroom deals with politi-
cians and corporate heads. When
necessary (he masses were used as foot
soldiers in the fight to secure his seat at
the table.

In 1979, when the U.S. was exploring
the possibility of an opening to the

Palestinians, Jackson visited the PLO
and was even photographed hugging
Yasser Arafar. This visit is often used by
those who want to portray Jesse as a
radical. Actually, in making this trip, he
was serving as an unofficial emissary of

the Carter adminstration. (The fact that

Jesse was entrusted with such a role helps
reveal how the rulers actually view him.)
Around the same time, Andy Young, the
U.S, ambassador to the U.N. during
Carler’s presidency, was carrying out
discussions with' the PLO. While in the
Middle East, Jackson challenged the
PLO to recognize the right of the Israeli
state to exist. Also he made clear what
support for the Palestinian people meant
to him. “*Fighting for Palestinian justice
is-a way of fighting for the security of
[srael.”

This trip:and his whole history is quite
consistent with therole Jacksonis playing
for 1.8, imperialism today in his cam-
paign. One of the Chamber of Commerce
types who came to:the fore as the revolu-
tionary upsurge among Black people ebb-
ed inthe '70s, Jesse hasalways had a keen
sense of the needs of imperialism and a
willingness to work in its interests in a
militant way. Heis well qualified to actas
4 point man rallying a section of the
Black petty bourgeoisie around ‘‘getting
theirs”” in America. All this talk about
mavericks and radical crusades is design-
ed to wrap him up in animage that would
prove more attractive, particularly to
militant reformists among the petty
bourgeoisie including those who are in-
fluenced by revisionism.

Loyal Opposition

Jackson is a part of the political array
of forces grouped around the Jobs, Peace
and Freedom programme of the August
27th March on'Washington. Such forces
are an important part of what imperial-
ism requires to prepare for war. In addi-
tion to the John Wayne-types to rally a
social base of neanderthals around nu-
clear saber rattling and naked imperialist
power projection, the imperialists also re-
quire spokesmen who come forward as
critics and rally the masses arotind
schemes to reform this or that ugly
feature out of existence while leaving the
beast essentially intaet. Such a loyal
opposition (loyal to imperialism) is
important tc ensuring the peaceful sub-
mission of the masses to the imperialist’s
war plans.

To talk about jobs, peace and freedom
under imperialism is to promote an illu-
sion. Moreover, to promote it-as the im-
perialists are driven to war is to try (o
hoodwink sections of the masses into de-
fending the empire. (See RW No. 225,
“The American Dream Roadshow and
the Real Way Out of The Nightmare,"")
That the Black bourgeoisie would play
such a role isn’t surprising. In the two
previous world wars, Black bourgeois
forces worked overtime to get the Black
masses to do their patriotic duty by
pushing the line that “Black people had
to show that they were worthy of a place
in America.”’ Thisitime around they have
to update the lie in order to push it,

Jesse is a quite active part of this loyal
opposition. He has crisscrossed the coun-
try this vear talking about Blacks register-
ing and voting and bringing a new genera-
tion into the American political process.
He spoke at the August 27th rally and
also addressed a rally in D.C. in opposi-
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tion to the .S, role in Central America.
Also Jackson signed an ad in the Village
Voice newspaper condemning the inva-
sion of Grenada.

At the same time, within this grouping
Jesse plays a particular role. He combines
his critique of administration policies and

concern for the poor with naked America
Number One chauvinism and he doesitin
astyle thatis suited tothe role heis out to
play. In fact, his style, a rough cross be-
tween a country preacher and a street-
gang leader (now sporting a three-piece
suit), isa very important ingredient of his
run. It figures into his ability to speak for
a section of the Black elite that goes for
militant reformism. It also enables him
and his social base to promote this crap
among those sections of the masses who
have been left out of the political process.

Last vear in a meeting with George
Wallace, Jackson said that ‘‘America is
going to need the-contribution of Black
people if it is going to beat out the
Japanese,’" and that ““Blacks and whites
in this country have more in common
with each other than with the Japanese.”
In 1980, as the U.S. nervously eyed the
prospect of Black people developing sup-
port for the Iranian revolution, Jesse
sleaped into the breach. Avarally in D.C.
he declared, *“‘Black people have more
reason to want to keep the U.S. No. l'in
the world. If Americais.unable to get oil,
Black peoples’ homes will be the first to
go without heat.”

In a 60 Minutes interview on October
30, when asked why he had called for the
marines to be withdrawn from Lebation,
he said, ‘‘If their. role there is combat,
there aren’t enough of them. If it's
suicide, there are too many of them. So
they should come out.’" This same crap
about pulling them out because
**American boys are dying"’ was run out
by several of the other Democratic can-

. didates for president, not to mention

every Congressional liberal who voiced
the same criticism while fully supporting
the beefing up of U.S. forces in their in-

vasion of Lebanon. And Jesse amplified

on his position at the November 12 rally
in' Washington, D.C., giving a real lesson
in'his U.S.A. No. I 'nonyiolence, stating,
““We are here protesting an American
foreign policy that is increasingly using
military might asa first resort rather than
a lasrresort.”’ In other words, just like his
mentors Mahatma Gandhi and Martin
Luther King, Jr., Mr. Jackson knows
how to divide one into two. His non-
violent ideology amounts to non when it
comes (o revolutionary  violence and
violence when it comes to imperialist war
(but like any common liberal, only as a
last resort, of course). How dialectical!

During a recent trip to Europe, the
[J.S. army took him from base to base to
meet with the troops. In meeting after
meeting Jesse urged them to “‘take ad-
vantage of the freedoms you worked so
hard to protect for others’" by registering
and ‘voting. How democratic —
preaching this to the cannonfodder for
U.S. imperialism! He also pointed out to
them that they were ‘‘in one of the few
military.organizationsin the world where
you canelect your commander-in-chief."’
(Remember this is the U.S. army which
is,. according to many of their own
studies, quite concerned about whether
Black Gls would feel that they had a stake
in America that was worth fighting and
dying for.)

Then this proponent of nonviolence
(who is currently making a bid for
commander-in-chief of the U.S. im-
perialist armed forces!) climbed into an
army tank and posed for pictures.
(Another noted man of peace, Ron
Dellums, was standing beside the tank.)
Just in case all of this was too subtle for

anyore, after visiting the Berlin Wall,
Jesse stated that'the Wall represented the
dividing line between freedom and tyran-
ny, with freedom on the U.S. side and
tyranny on the Soviet side,

And this theme was echoed when he
remarked after the 007 incident that
*“The apparent unprovoked attack by a
Russian jet fighter against an unarmed
South Korean commercial airliner carry-
ing 265 innocent civilian passengers con-
stitutes an insensitive act of horror and
terrorism. We must stand against that
type of behavior anywhere in the'world.”
Who says Jesse doesn’t have the “‘right
stuff’” — for U.S. imperialism?

There is ‘a social base for this pro-
gramme of “we’ll get ours by sticking
with America and doing our part to keep
it No. 1."" Itis the Black bourgeoisie, and
in a more contradictory way, the petty
bourgeoisie whose ranks were greatly ex-
panded since the '60s by the rulers as a
buffer between their system and the
rebellious Black masses. These forces are
compelled by their position in society to
want to getinto the system. And given the
overall situation U.S. imperialism faces,
these forces see the way to do that as
delivering a section of the Black masses to
the rulers’ electoral process.

Jackson’s particular approach is best
suited 'to' the interests of that section of
the Black petty bourgeoisie which has
based its careers on pimping the Black
masses and marshaling them as chips in
their bid for getting their seat at the table.
As Newsweek put it recently, “‘He (Jack-
son) is the champion of those Black
politicians who want to play hardball
with the party and its eventual nominee. "
In addition to politicians, there are the
preachers: and poverty pimps who see
Jesse as speaking for them when he cries
“‘Our time has come.”” (One problem for
these forces is that the U.S. rulers are
more interested’ in cashing in on the
bourgeoisified forces they’'ve propped up
over the past decade than_on expanding
their ranks.) Indeed, Jesseisarming them
with the line to run as they go out to take
up the real crusade of the '80s: To pro-
mote ‘‘rallying around America’ broad-
ly among the oppressed and to surround
those who have dropped out of the
bourgeoisie’s political process, drag a
section of them back into it and isolate
and silence the rest.

Debate

There has also been a major debate
launched among the ranks of the so-
called Black leadership family over
Jesse's run. On the one side are the
realists whose ranks include mayors An-
dy Young of Atlanta, and Coleman
Young of Detroit and the heads of the
NAACP and Urban League. They cry
that Jesse’s run is only symbolic and that
Black people can't afford to throw: their
votes:away on it. Further they argue that
he will hurt the chances of the electable
candidate most faverable to Black in-
terests (read: Walter Mondale) and only
aid Reagan’s chances of re-election. The
logic of this position was baldly stated by
Julian Bond, who was quoted in the New
York Times Magazine as follows:
“Bond, who has endorsed Walter F.
Mondale’s candidacy, is concerned that if
other candidates in the primaries ‘let
Jesse have the black vote, we've got to
lose in the end because the winner is going
to be one of the white guys, and' he will
have won without the help of blacks.
There would be nothing forus.” "' Onthe

Continued on page 12
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Translations
(continued)

Missile Deployments

With a Screech
.. .and a Growl

Continued from page |

and often conflicting interests of the
NATO bloc countries, all old-line im-
perialists in their own right, has indeed
beena critical necessity in confronting the
Soviets.

Pipeline

The “solidarity”” of these bloodthirsty
imperialists does contrasi in imporiant
ways with, for example, the family
squabbles which broke out over the
Soviet-Europe Trans-Siberian pipeline
project in 1981-1982. Ar this time,
Washington encountered stiff opposition
when it insisted that NATO countries
with pipeline contracts back out of the
‘deal, in order to underline NATO con-
demnation -of the Sowviet invasion of
Afganistan and to ratchet up Western
economic pressure on the Soviets. The
U.S., which was in the position of casting
about for ways to assert its leadership,
lost that argument. But the shorter-term
economic stake of the West Europeans in
the pipeline is one thing; the missiles are
entirely another. Ona basic level, the dif-
ference between the earlier pipeline dif-
ficulties and the successful deployment
reflects the bottom-line understanding of
all the NATO powers that there is no way
to reverse the downward spiral 'of crisis
except through world war. The present

(10) Firebombs and bombs with fuses are
dropped. Residential districts are not
spared. Heavy bombers reach faraway
goals. They fly at tremendous heights. The
bombs have remole control, ¥

(11) These soldiers are completely
demoralized. They give up resisiance, After
this capture, our troops proceed further.
They go far inte enemy terrilory.

{12) Nuclear War: the enemy launches
ballistic missiles with nuclear warheads.
The target of these missiles are our major
cities. Our radar and observatories follow
the flight paths of the enemy missiles.

(13) Projectiles of the missile defense
blast off. They intercept the enemy
missiles. They cause them to detonatein
the stratosphere.

{14) Despite this some enemy missiles
reach their target. They cause tremendous
«damage.

(15) A series of illustrations which con-
tinue at this point were not available o us.
The captions portray the fighting abilily of
American forces as intact despite the
nuclear strikes. After the nuclear interlude,
the language instructors breeze through
naval warfare, amphibious landings, guer-
rilla warfare and street fighting. And all
this, the Gl student is supposed to believe,
is to be accomplished nat through nuclear
counlerattack, but conventionally with
greal emphasis on hand-lo-hand combal
with grenades and bayonet! (Apparently the
folks over in Monterey just haven't heard
that official U.S. doctrine In Europe calls for
first-use of tactical nukes.. ..}

(18) Our armored troops penetrate the
enemy capital. The tanks give cavering fire.
A soldier sprays a house with machine-gun
fire.

(17) An enemy sniper sitsiin his hiding
place, An alert soldier shoots him with'his
pistol. The partisan falls down, out of the
free.

(18) Now all the civilians are searched for
weapons. Soldiers approach seemingly
empty buildings with care. Every house
coulld be a mine-trap.

(18) The soldiers root out the last nests of
resistance in hand-to-hand combat. The
capital gity lies in ruins. Our troops oceupy
the center of the city.

(20) The resistance of the enemy col:
lapses. The capital city/lies in ruins: The
civilian poptlation comes backoul of their
varioushiding places:

{21) The comimander receives thevictory
parade, Deserving soldiers receive medals.
The population an the stage celebrates.

(22}, The dead of the war are honared. The
grave of the unknewn soldier|s decorated
with wreaths. )

(23) The soldiers return te:their familias.
Many are also promoted. Flag-bearing con:
tingents march at the front of thevictory
parades.

international framework does not allow
for economic recovery — on this thereis
unity, even though each imperialismcon-
tinues to guard its own self-interests
within the wuverall “marmage of conve-
nience’” that is any imperialist alliance,
The important strategic step represented
by deployment of the Euromissiles has
fairly demanded unity of will. European
NATO isn’t “‘doing the United States a
favor’ by forging ahead with deploy-
ment; they need the missiles, and support
the policy of using the missiles to weld the
alliance more firmly together, because
they are pursuing their own long-term im-
perialistinterests within the contextof their
military and political alliance with the
United States. It was no fluke that West
German Chancellor Helmut Schmitt, not
the United States, first proposed the Per-
shing/cruise deployment back in 1979,

U.S. View

It is clear that most U.S. analysts and
the Reapan administration believe that
the United States has scored important
foreign: policy gains in the recent period
— symbolized by the deployment — and
that the Soviets have suffered some
serious setbacks. In a typical analysis,
headlined, *‘From the Kremlin, The View
is Bleak on Many Fronts,” Serge
Schmemann of the New York Times
reports from Moscow that:

““Moscow had expended great energy
over two years in wooing, cajoling,
threatening, and bluffing the Europeans
not to accept new American medium-
range missiles. The Russians staked their
campaign on a vision of Europe grown
disillusioned with the United States and
panicked by the notion.of more megatons
of destruction, and on an image of Russia
too mindful of its tragic past ever to con-
template a threat to anybody. else.

“In the end the effortfailed. ... Even
before the West German Bundestag
voted last week to accept new Pershing 11
missiles, the Russians had realized
that...nothing had undermined
NATO’s determination to counter the
Soviet SS-20 missiles.

“‘Moscow also faced a problem’ of
future relations with Western Europe.
The long and bitter campaign over the
missiles did leave Europeans far less
united thanin the past on issues of dissent
to nunclear arms, and the Russians were
certain to make the most of the divisions
in the future. But in the aftermath of the
Bundestag vote and the Soviet walkoutin
Geneva, it was clear that Moscow had
lost a major round in the East-West
struggle.”’

Schmemann goes on to recite a litany
of supposed Soviet stubbed toes,
blunders, pratfalls and setbacks around
the world, from Afganistan to Central
America to Vietnam to Angola to China
to Iran to Japan, et¢. Schmemann’s
analysis is not unique in its tone of crow-
ing over Soviet misfortunes and com-
placency over U.S. “‘successes’ over the
past year or so: it joins ABC’s eight-part
series dourly assessing the Soviets in like
manner and innumerable newspaper
pieces on the subject.

Of course, this view of ‘a fumble-
fingered Kremlin repeatedly burned by a
resurgent ‘‘can do’’ Reagan’s America is
extremely vulgar, one-sided, and
politically motivated. It takes its place
next to the fashionable portrait of a few
years ago which depicted an enervated,
soft and cowardly United' States in full
flight from its “‘global responsibilities"”
and sinking into the long night of im-
perial decadence while the lean and
hungry Soviets flexed their military might
in preparation for a dash to the Persian
Guif and the subjugation of a servile and
supine Western Europe. The earlier por-
trait obviously was meant to preside over
and justify the new U.S. effort to shift to
war footing; the current opposite visage
has equally cynical political motivation
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— specifically, it is part of the arrogant
challenge being hurled atthe Soviets in all
forms right now. The U.S. is even
downplaying — perhaps temporarily —
the military efficacy of the Soviet
countermoves — they were expected,
they were long planned, they represent no
greater threat to the U.S, and so forth.
The picture is supposed to show a Soviet
Union impotent and isolated in the
world.

However, both caricatures do repre-
sent in rough, broad form actual
assessments of “*how things are going,"”
the momentum of events, which side is
gaining the upper hand, who seems to be
calling the shots and picking the time:and
place of the next battle.

And viewed in this broad sense, it is a
fact that the United States has established
a definite momentum, not simply
because the NATO powers ‘‘deployed
them on a schedule’ as is pronounced of-
ficially but because this was made the
centerpiece of a whole series of tough
moves worldwide on the part of the U.S.
this fall. The U.S. hasset a strategic agen-
da for preparation for global war; it is
bearing down on that agenda, and this
has succeeded in putting the Soviet Union
on the tactical defensive in a number of
respects. After mounting a trillion dollar
defense buildup program, it has launched
anaggressivecampaign, of which the 007
affair was a key blow. It has
demonstrated a “‘willingness to use
force.” It sponsored the Israeli invasion
of Lebanon last year, then got up a posse
including France, Italy, and Great Britain
and charged into Lebanon with its own
military forces. It has supported, en-
couraged, and challenged other NATO
countries to themselves adopt the tactic
of military intervention: Great Britain in
the Falklands, France in North Africa.
The invasion of Grenada brought back
images of a United States restored to
““pre-Vietnam'' stature, swaggering
about its'own hemisphere enforcing law
and order frontier style.

In sum, the consensus assessment in
Washington appearstobe that the United
States has been taking it to the Soviets
with some success as late; there is some
truth to this — the U.S. is on a roll.

Soviets and Europe

For the Soviet Union, their decision to
break off the missile talks and the new
round of *‘palisading’’ missiles on both
sides of the iron curtain does not mark
the end of its basic European strategy
combining a threatening nuclearand con-
ventional military buildup with offers of
**peaceful cooperation,’” and utilizing
every available economic and political
avenue to increase its influence in
Western Europe while driving wedges
between Europe and the United States,
Intimidating ‘and cajoling Western
Europe is an essential part in the Soviet
approach and indeed, the need to in-
fluence Western Europe in this manner
has informed Soviet foreign policy to an
extraordinaryextent, and itsstanceandac-
tions in major matters have often been
tailored to the strategy of wooing (and at
other times threatening) the Europeans.

This is a basic point of Soviet strategy,
and will continue to be so right up until,
and into, the actual showdown with the
U.S. But the context of this will need to
be different — the Soviets will need to lay
the groundwork to come back for some
slugging after their own. A certain com-
parison can be made to the latter 1970s,
when the Soviets pushed out aggressively,
including in Europe with the S5-20s, and
at a time when strategic parity between
the Soviets and the U.S. made the
previously superior U.S. nuclear um-
brella much less comforting to the Euro-
peans. It was this period which laid the
basis for the Soviets’ oh-so-peaceful posi-
tions of the 1980s, which built upon
nuclear fears by seizing the ‘‘high
ground’’ in the peace-wars propaganda
game, advocating no-first-use of nuclear
weapons, freezing of nuclear arsenals,
and nuclear-free zones in central Europe,
among other proposals (of course, these
were to be contingent on acceptance by
the U,S. which, as the Soviets well knew,
on these particular proposals was not
about to acquiesce).

Tough Stance

The Soviets haye reverted to a tough
stance indeed at the moment. Above all
the Soviets cannot be seen as weak in the
face of the U.S. challenge. Any other but
an appropriately vicious, appropriately

imperialist stance now must endanger
their world status as a power equal'to the
U:S., able to field its own '‘umbrella.””
So in the near term, the recent Soviet
*‘peace offensive’ is almost certain (o
take a back seat in the' Soviet repertoireto

a series of bloody demonstrations of

Moscow’s: missile-rattling. know-how,
Yuri A. Andropov's statement of
November 24, apart from announcing
the cessation of Soviet participation in
the medium-range missile talks, the new
short-range missile deployments in
Eastern Europe, and the stationing of
submarine-launched cruise missiles off
the East coast of the United States, bristl-
ed statements like, ““During the two
world wars the flames of destruction
spared the United States of America.
Now, too, the people in. Washington
would like to think that by deploying
their medium-range missiles in Europe
and creating thereby an addition nuclear
threat to the socialist countries, they
would be able to divert the return strike to
their house.”” He also warned of a ‘‘real
danger that the United States will bring
catastrophe upon the peoples of
Europe.” Richard S. Oyinnikov, the
Soviet Union’s Deputy Ambassador to
the United Nations, told reporters that
the United States had ‘‘absolutely
murdered detente’ and had brought the
world *‘to the brink of nuclear war.""

The announced Soviet ‘‘counter- '
deployments’’ declared first that the
Soviets would break off the Geneva talks
on Intermediate Nuclear Fortes (INF)
and continued:

‘‘Second: being cancelled by the Soviet
Union’s unilateral obligations which had
for their purpose the creation of more
favorable conditions for success at the
talks. Thereby the moratorium on the.
deployment of Soviet medium-range
nuclear weapons in the European part of
the USSR 'is abrogated.

“Third: on agreement with the govern-
ments of the GDR and Czechoslovakia
the announced prepatory work to deploy
on the territory of these countries opera-
tional tactical missiles of increased range,
that was started sometime ago, willbeac-
celerated.

“Fourth: since by deploying its missiles
in Europe the United States increeases the
nuclear threat to the Soviet Union, the
corresponding Soviet systems will be
deployed with due account for this cir-
cumstance in ocean areas and in seas.”’

The U.S. response has been to shrug
off the counterdeployments for ils own
reasons, as stated. But this is specious.
The Soviet deployments are steps toward
important political and military prepara-
tions for war. The Soviet statement about
‘‘ocean areas and seas’' certainly means
new nuclear-capable naval forces, pro-
bably submarines off the U.S. coasts.
Soviet submarines now deployed off U.S.
coasts are armed only with a short-range
cruise weapon, while the new ones would
probably be armed with modern cruise
missiles with a range up to 1500 miles, or
with ballistic missiles programmed for
‘“‘depressed trajectory,’” a way of launch-
ing missiles which cuts down drastically
the time from launch to target.

The Soviets have been forced, in other
words, to drop their pose of “‘guardians
of the flame of peace’’ and shift to con-
juring *‘flames of destruction.”” In this
sense their hand has been forced by the
UJ.S. The U.S. could also benefit from the
Soviet counterdeployments in a perverse
way by using it as an example of “‘risk-
sharing,’’ of showing that theU.S. is will-
ing to risk its own territory in the coming
war. Yet, from another angle, it is the
Soviets who have been provided with the
framework — with the excuse, if you will
— for carrying out their own necessary
preparations for the coming conflict, and
furthering their own interests. Clearly the
Soviets decided long ago tomake as much
hay as possible out of the Pershing/ cruise
deployments, this current series of moves
being a major part of that. Indeed, whata
windfall for the Soviets who have been
able to tear into some vicious war
preparations and even carry out a drastic
change in their *‘peaceful and defensive”’
posture, all under the signboard of
“responding’’ to the U.S.!

East Bloe

The Soviets are seizing the moment to
hammer their own bloc into further war
readiness. The fact that East Germany
and Czechoslovakia will be hosting new
nuclear weaponry demonstrates a unity

Continued on page 12
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Jesse Jackson: The

“Right Stuff”
For Them

Continued from page 9

other side there’s Jesse and his fellow **vi-
sionaries”” who include Congressman
Ron Dellums and Mayor Hatcher of
Gary, Indiana. They ‘‘dare to'dream the
impossible dream of a Black in the White
House." (In more ways than one this
dreamis impossible. Especially if this was
a campaign by someone who really
wanted to make fundamental im-
provements in the situation of the Black
masses, it wouldn't happen. The oppres-
sion of Black people is'an integral part of
imperialism and can't be ended without
the overthrow of imperialism.)

Some debate! Both the bourgeois *‘vi-
sionaries’’ and the bourgeois “realists”
are compelled by their class position to
want to get into the system. Also both
sides admit that he isn’t running to win
but to build up .the ranks of the
Democratic party and aid in dumping
Ronald Reagan. So what is all this
“clout’ and *‘bargaining power' and
‘“Black power™ they are talking about?
Nothing but a scam to get the Democratic
candidate elected, whichever ruling class
spokesman it turns out to be. This debate
reduces 1o an argument within the Black
elite over how best 1o prove their worth to
the master by delivering a section of the
Black masses to the voting booths and the
imperialist war that lies behind them.
Jackson’s approach is to run through the
primdries, talk a lot about winning for
Black people a new place in America and
through that deliver several million new
Black voters to the ranks of the
Democratic Party; his eritics, the
“‘realists, '’ plot a course of latching onto
Walter Mondale and pointing the finger
at Reagan for the plight of Black people
as the best way to rally Blacks to the
Democratic Party. And here it must be
said again that, to the oppressed, ii
doesn’t matter which representative of
imperialism is chosen io preside over
what they are being forced to prepare for
and carry out in the "80s. (The role of the
CPUSA in all this deserves some men-
tion. The CP has influence among forces
grouped on both sides of this debate.
Apparently they plan to use their usual
“three-legged stool'" approach to elec-
tions with an eye to gaining the most

influence among various sections of the
bourgeoisie. They plan to run their own
candidates, support so-called “‘pro-
gressive independents,’* and be active in
the Democratic Party both in support of
Jackson's campaign and in.opposition to
it.)
Agenda for War

This debate also: plays a real role in
allowing the rulers to set the terms of
debate around this question.: “‘If you
think that all this shit sucks, then cast
your lot with:the ‘visionary’ and ‘radical
crusader,’ Jesse Jackson.'' Thiswould be
quite safe for the imperialists. They want
to, and desperately need to, rule out of
bounds debate over whether to throw
down in the streets or line up at the ballot
box in the '80s. Actually both Jackson
and his critics push the line of the ballot
box as where it’s at for the Black move-
ment. For those who go for this crap of
getting theirs in America, both their ap-
proaches are quite realistic. Andlequally.
reactionary. Under any circumstances
this business of **getting into and becom-
ing somebody" in America comes down
to fighting for a ‘‘share” of the world-
wide plunder of U.S. imperialism. And
with the stakes what they are today, with
world war shaping up, an inter-
imperialist bloodfest which portends un-
told oppression for the masses of the
earth, this chauvinist garbage that is be-
ing run out to the Black masses — who
are an important component of pro-
letarian revolution in the U.S. — s
sickening. And when what is required
above all'is a proletarian internationalist
outlook so that the masses can make the
greatest contribution to revelution
waorldwide, including the liberation of the
Black people, those who make it their
business to narrow the sights of the
masses to “‘what'sin it for Black people’’
are truly degenerate. This is the outlook
of the petty bourgeoisie at its most nar-
row — “‘me’’ and “‘mine,’’ ‘‘they grabb-
ed, now let me have a go'' — although
sections of these class forces can and will
be won to a different outlook as allies of
the proletariat. (And we might add that'in
a different period and a quite different
international situation, some of those
forces now influenced by this reactionary

ideology demonstrated that their sights
could indeed go far higherthan this back-
ward stuff.) To put this stuff out to the
oppressed is simply to spit in their face.
We stated earlier that there is a.social
base for this crap. But it doesn't jive at all
with the conditions of the majority of the
Black masses. While the rulers were prop-
ping up a buffer section among Black
people, the majority were being ground
further down. These conditions give
many of the Black masses (and others
among the oppressed as well) the poten-
tial to develop powerful feelings of wan-
ting out of, not into, the system. At the
same time that the imperialists are trying
to drag sections of these masses into their

plans to win a showdown for world

domination with their Soviet rivals, these
conditions of existence provide the objec-
tive basis for the development of pro-
letarian internationalism among a section
of the working class in this country. For
such people there is a programme which
15 both realistic and visionary, preparing
to'lead millions in rising up and ending
the criminal rule of U.S. imperialism.
And the very contradictions that are forc-
ing the imperialists to try to drag a section
of the dispossessed back into their

political process are also working to

create a situation where the actions of a
class-conscious section-will have greater
potential to influence millions toward the

. reyvolutionary position. This points to

why the imperialists desperately need to
work overtime to promote their crap.

In spite of all this there are those on the
“left’" whoargue that Jackson'should'be
supported because of the progressive
agenda he is injecting into the campaign.
Thisissorry politics indeed. Hisagendais
nothing more than one-part-marshaling a
section of the Black masses as chips in his
bidto wina few more seats at the table for
some among the Black bourgeoisie and
petty bourgeoisie and one-part naked
American chauvinism. What can there be
progressive in any of this?

There are also those who see big pro-
blems with Jesse and his program (who
will ‘cynically admit he's a demagogue
and a stone opportunist), but still say that
his campaign should be supported. Their

_argument is generally that it represents a

step: forward' because it can set large
numbers of people into motion:during a
period of overall political retrenchment
and through that they can learn the
limitations of the electoral process and
moye forward. Now, the fact that the im-
perialists are compelled to drag the
masses of Black people into political life
isa good situation, signaling as it does the
sharpening of the contradictions in the
world, but the question for revolu-
tionaries is what to do. Tail behind the

bourgeois and petty-bourgeois forces? Or
use the situation to expose the workings
of the imperialist system, its electoral
sham and the class interests at work, and
spread revolutonary — not reformist and
chauvinist — thinking?

Really, isn’t this “ballot box’’ move-
ment like some kind of obscene con
game? Today, registering to vote is a
“‘movement’’ that is being supported
whole hog by the rulers. The New York
Times promotes itin their editorial pages.
The Demogratic Party is helping to
finance it. The state of Georgia changed
its laws so that corporations in the state
could registér voters on their premises.
The Justice Department has provided
additional federal registrars to register
voters in some southern states. In New
York City, employees in city agencies
were made part-time voting registrarsand
registered 42,000 people as they sought
public assistance. The organizers of this
experiment are attempting to institute it
nationwide, and the Republican National
Committee has endorsed the idea. This
line-up of forces behind the ““movement”!
to get Black people lined up at the voting
booth is nothing but a line-up of zombies
outside some pornographic horror show.
Haying once fought for the right to vote,
the Black masses must now develop the
political sophistication and awareness
not to use:it,

The trouble with Jesse, Jackson isn’t
that he can’t deliver on his proinises, but
thatheis working to draw a section of the
oppressed into a crusade to extend the
U.S.’s holdings in a worldwide show-
down with the Soviet social-imperialists.
He’s offering the Black masses and
others to “‘be somebody,'" on the front-
lines of World War 3. Can anybody call-
ing themselves a revolutionary tail this
kind of motion?

This campaign represents something
that must be exposed. Its sham nature
and the reactionary aims and interests
beneath it must be dragged into the light
of day. It won't do just to be clear thatit’s
bullshit or merely avoid being sucked in
by it. Such exposure will play a eritical
role in preparing for the only real way out
of this system and all the putrid shit that it
means for people all over the world. The
necessity to make all-around preparation
for proletarian revolution must be
powerfully advanced into the debate that
is swirling around Jesse's run.

Jesse Jackson is fond of saying, “‘If
you run, you may lose, but if you don’t
run you're guaranteed to lose.” But those
who have truly nothing to lose but their
chains havea different view: If yougo for
revolution you might lose, but those who
go for the road of trying to get into this
system havealready lost. [

a Screech

Continued from page 11

of will on the part of the Warsaw Pact
fully corresponding to that of NATO.
While the two Pact countries have had
tactical (battlefield) nuclear weaponry
for some time, these new missiles —
reportedly SS-21, S5-22, and SS-23 are
much longer-range (though teéchnically
short-range compared to the S8-20) and
far more modern. Moreover, when the
Warsaw Pact meels soon in Sofia,
Bulgaria, it will be considering a deploy-
ment in that country as well, something
which would certainly draw Bulgaria into
anuclear staredown in the Balkans where

Turkey has already been nuclear-armed -

by NATO. The Soviets, who have
previously staked much on their peace
proposals, such as a nuclear-free zone'in
the Balkans, now seem to be going with
their own version of the *‘peace through
strength’’ argument to'their own bloc.

Tensions

Much has been made in the Western
press of tensions between the Soviets and
their Pact allies as a result of these plan-
ned new deplovments in Eastern Europe,
In East Germany, peace forces attempled
to stage actions coinciding with the West
German antimissile demonstrations
targeting both Soviet and U.S. arms.
While this has had a history, what is new
is the apparent official sanction for at
least some antimissile sentiment; East
German newspapers published two let-
ters criticizing the planned new Soviet
deployments, while DDR head of state

Erich Honecker stated that the new
Soviet missiles would be **no cause for re-
joicing’; 'more predictable was ithe
Romanian call for the Soviets to ‘‘recon-
sider” the counterdeployment, but very
untypical was the public reluctance of
Bulgarian President Todor Zhivkov to
bless Soviet missiles.in his nation.

Certainly there must be genuine horror
and disgust among the masses of Eastern
European countries at the Soviet actions.
It is also not outof the question that there
is some real tension stemming from the
intense discomfort of the East European
bourgeois ruling classes at being made the
nuclear sponge for the Soviets on the cen-
tral front. But.considering the power rela-
tionships between the Soviets and the
Pact countries, the political history of
these leaders, and the basic fact that these
countries must pursue their interests
through the bloc, more likely these *‘ten-
sions’” reflect a division of labor in the
East blog, with the Soviets acting the
tough guy'and the Honeckers” et al. giy-
ing some vent and showing ‘‘concern™
for peace sentiment among the masses.
Moreover, the division of labor may also
represent another way the Soviets con-
tinue to work on the Western alliance, in
other words, to play to West Europe. The
antimissile statements by East Europeans
may be a signal by the Soviets to Western
Europe that while the Soviet Union itself
cannot now show much flexibility, the
Eastern bloc is still open'to “‘lessening of
tensions'' and to contact of various sorts
with Western Europe.

Overall, then, while to some extent
their hand has been forced, the Soviets
have immediately moved toout-flank the
1.S., to work toregain theinitiative. The

scaffolding for this seems tobe built upon
three supports: a significant strengthen-
ing of their own military and political
alliance in Europe; continuing to work on
Western Europe, mainly at this point by
applying heavy pressure in various ways,
not'only with such pressure, but with the
real option of opening up another round
of “‘peacewars’ in the future if their in-
terests would thus be served; and by
greatly stepped-up, practical prepara-
tions for military confrontation.

On the part of the U.S. it is clear that a
certain phase has been reached in war
preparation, the deployments represen-

“ting a turning point. As for the future of

the U.S.’s double-track of peacetalks and
war moves, this is surely being debated out
within the U.S. bourgeoisie. As part of
this, the liberalbrand of warmongering is
being given a full airing at the moment:
now that force has been decisively applied
in Grenada, with the deployments in

Europe and so on, so the liberal argument
goes, it is time for diplomacy and talk of
peace or at least “‘stability.”’ As Leslie
Gelb wrote in the New York Times
Magazine:

“The buildup and deployment of
forces is'a valid tool of diplomacy. It can
be a crucial means;of creating incentives
to negotiate. But it cannot stand
alone. ... force cannot stand by itself.”" A
fine exposure of the role that imperialist
diplomacy plays, twisted as always and
based on the vicious exercise of force.
On the other hand, liberal calls for a
round of peace proposals at this point are
certainly not the only, or the most likely,
possibility. In fact, as'a whole, the com-
ing period will be characterized by moves
and countermoves in every global
theater. Both imperialist blocs are pro-
ceeding apace — at a rapid pace — in
preparing an order of battle for global
war, ]
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Bonn Continued from page 5

ing “‘Hochdieinternationale Solidaritdt!"
The lines of protesters were inspired and
joined in the chant. The police too were
inspired — enough 1o turn' the water
cannon on'the people from Turkey andthe
World Without Imperialism Contingent.
A few moments later, the cannon turned
its sights on our banner and fired,
knocking it and these holding it/ 1o the
ground. Immediately, some West German
vouth snatched itup and raised it again. In
the middle of all this three World Without
Imperialism Contingent members got
swallowed up by the police lines.

Afiter taking the beating of thecannons
for some time, groups would reireat and
others would spontaneously take their
place. | realized then — never having
beenina scene with warer cannons — just
how effective they can be in a “‘hold-the-
line’ blockade-tvpe of action: you slowly
wear down the crowd, targeting key
forces and'making examples of a few, like
the'guy they blasted in/the chest and Sent
sprawling along the pavement for,ten
feet. They even mercilessly flatiened a
couple of Buddhists in robes who were
beating on drums! Occasionally an
ambulance would race in and out.
Nevertheless, what was happening
reflected fhe sirategy of the rulers and
their police for rthe day — massive
presence and threat of force, the limited
use of force to break momentum (except
for brutal attacks on some of the radical
forces like our contingent later that
night). One thing for sure, the usual law
and order of Bonn, which the rulers of the
BRD hoped like hell ro maintain, receded
into Lthe shadows as different forms of
protest erupted throughout the city, with
busloads of police racing around to
comtain them. Insomeareasit looked like
martial law in Poland.

Frustration filled the air. People were
trying to figure wavs to break out of the
situation, (o get beyond not only
tactically, but in my opinion politically
also. Some groups came up to uswith the
idea: of marching into the city's center.
Others started regrouping and with the
lines getting pushed back the march
started to form and head off. We joined
in. In all, about 500-700 seized the streets
and marched over a bridge toward
downtown.

The first place some peace people
pointed out was the El Salvadorembassy.
The crowd massed in front jamming the
intersection and after the peace people
gave a rap a couple from our group (one
Turkish) stepped to the fore and cut in
some agitation. They not only talked
about El Salvador, but also Grenada,
Lebanon, Chileand Afghanistan; related
tothat, world war preparations of theim-
perialist blocs, and the struggle of the
oppressed to break through all this. The

guy from Turkey exposed West
Germany’s role in Turkey and Brazil.
Much of the crowd was aroused, clapping
and whistling.

The march moved on. At this point

with our banner at the front, ski-masked

youth, punks and anarchists right behind
and further back autonomous forces
from Koln, peace people and some
Greens. Along with ours, other good
slogans were raised: *‘German money,
German guns, murder people aroundithe
world!'" and *‘Down with NATO, Down
with the BRD army!"

Police finally managed to catch up
with the march and blocked off the sireet
ahead of us. We doubled back, cut
through the tniversity law school chant-
ing and whistling and onto a smaller
parallel. street. There too the police
formed a line. Struggle broke out over
which way togo, what to.do. Some vouth
were moving cars into the street. Once
again the march doubled back in search
of another way. Forces started 1o split.
Someone suggested weall gotoacafeand
“‘discuss the problem. ' Scheisse!!! Some
forces were lost, but:we went on, finally
piercing the city center. ..
Report No. 3 ERAG

Feminists of Koln

The call toraction in Bonn against the
Bundestag (Parliament) under the ban-
ner, “‘Down With the Pershing and
Cruise Missiles ‘and All War Prepara-
tions, Both East and West!"" and *'A
World Without Imperialism, Not An Im-
perialist World War!"" set off struggle
among all sections of West German peo-
ple. Among them have been the Frauen
(women) from a few women's organiza-
tions. The Contingent was received witha
certain curiosity. We were asked if men
were part of the contingent — sort of
reflecting the line that sees men as the
target of women’s liberation, but that
question was overshadowed by the Con-
tingent's stand against worldwide impe-
rialism. A series of meetings with the
women were sel up, there was intense
struggle around what the root cause of all
oppression was. One: woman expressed
that a group of ithem had taken indepen-
dentactions against Pershing missiles and
war preparations as their role as women
became effused in the larger peace move-
ment. In the spirit of Seneca and

Greenham Commons, they have been*

camped at a military base north of Koln.
The police had breken up their camp dur-
ing the Week of Action— but they/set up
camp again until the actual deployment
comes down.

While agreeing that imperialism was a
cancer worldwide — some women see il
as the militarism in the main'with men be-
ing the dominants of this system and
women being dociles in society. They
summed up that men still look down on
women when they become militants inia

]
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political movement. The question around
what it's going to take (o go up againsi

‘war preparations was struggled out with

Turkish' women from ATIF who were
there as part of the anti-imperialist con-
tingenl. These women sharply exposed
the role of the West German bourgeoisie
in Turkey. This is the first time in a long
time that German women were con-
fronted and joinedin struggle with people
from Turkey because of the social
chauvinism spread by the West German
government, “The trade unions are part
of this — they told the workers to stay
away from the protests,'® remarked one
of the West German women.

While there were disagreements, one
important point was agreed — that the
masses need o understand what’s going
on in'the world — that consciousness was
important in order to move forward.,
There's one Frauenbuchladen (women'’s
bookstare) in Koln and contingent
leaflets were taken, as well as a consign-
ment of RCP literature. The women are
seting up more meetings tao assist the
Contingent in raising funds, and tohave
other women meet our comrades,

A member of the World Without
Imperialism Contingent

Report No. 4

Several people were arrested at the
morning blockadein Bann on November
21st. The police consciously busted
several people from the various groups.
Three of us from the World Without Im-
perialism Contingent were arrested
together while taking part in the
blockade: We were taken to the police
station. There they took our pictures and
fingerprints. A police woman strip-
searched us.; | had on my RCYB shirt
which was a lopic of conversation
amongst the pigs. The men and women
were segregated. The men were pul into
one room and the women into another.
Moest of the women were students. There
were only a few women who could speak
English. We talked'about the Contingent
with the women. A lot of the women were
pacifists or anarchists. Some of the
women said that they were sympathetic to
groups against imperialism. One woman
thought we were ‘fanti-imps’" (pro-
Soviets). We got into a short discussion
about the Easterniand Western imperial-
ist blocs’ «drive towards world war and
West Germany’s role in Lthe NATO bloc.

The women were rebellious. They tore
the molding off of the walls and one
woman wrote Schweine on the wall. The
men and women'communicated by bang-
ing on the walls and pipes.-The women
sang songs calling the pigs Schweine and
fascists. Some of the women agreed that
the pigs worked for the ruling class but
felt that the pigs were unconscious.ofithis.
The relationship between the women and
pigs was very contradictory. One minute
the women were unruly and calling the

pigs every name in the book and the nexi
minute the women:would 1alk to the pigs
like they were the best of friends. When
we had 1o go toithe bathroom we had to
knock on the door to be let out of our
room: because the bathréom was out in
the hall, One woman who was arrested
was handicapped. She used two canes to
walk with. Whénishe returned from the
bathreom she would: refuse to'walk back
into our room. She would go limp andthe
pigs would have to drag her back into the
room, After the pigs closed the door she
would bang on the door with her caneand
yell at the pigs. The pigs treated the
women like bad little children. They told
the women to elean up the roomior they
would nat eal supper. When' the pigs
brought supper they told the women that
if they started (o make'a mess they would
stop serving them their meal. The women
were laughing and clowning later in the
evening. They would knock on the door
to harass:the pigs. The pig told us that if
we didn’t clean up our room we weren't
going to be released. Most of the women
laughed at this: They released us about
10:30in the evening. Two peopleat a time
were letout toclaim their belongings and
they were taken (o another room Lo wait
for everyone else. The walls in this room
were clean and white. People started
writling; political messages on the walls.
Statements like ‘‘resistance,”
“‘anarchy,'' “‘peace is the only way.'" I
wrote “‘Pershing/Cruise Missiles, There
Is No Solution But Revolution. Down
With All Imperialist War Preparations
Both East and West. A World Without
Imperialism, Not An Imperialist World

War." Most of the people liked .it, -

everyone was passing markers around
and they were writing and drawing pic-
tures on the walls. A lot of half-red and
black stars appeared on the walls. One
man wrote “USA Out Of Nicaragua, El
Salvador, Lebanon, Grenada.'' I asked
him why he didn’t put **‘BRD Out of
Turkey and Brazil,"" Hesaid the USA op-
presses these countries more openly. |
said all the more reason to put down
Turkey and Brazil. Before we were releas-
ed I'changed his message to **USA, BRD
and NATO out of Nicaragua, El
Salvador, Lebanon, Grenada, Turkey
and Brazil.”" This caused a lot of people
to look. The Contingent’s line got out in
jail. It caused a lot of controversy and
opened up more questions on how to pre-
vent world war.

A proletarian youth

P.S. One woman who was arrested with
us had no intention of going to any
demonstrations in Bonn. The police had
a picture of her in front of a missile fac-
tory. She was standingin the HBF plann-
ing to go shopping. The police matched
her face to the picture and arrested her.
They also arrested a friend of hers and
one man who had just come from the
hospital and was waiting for the train,

Kennedy

Continued from page 6
precisely what they were trying to do.

In the next development in the drive to
break down Jim Crow laws, Freedom
Riders rode into Southern cities. In Bir-
mingham and other cities they wereclub-
bed and beaten by Klan thugs who were
egged on by local police while the FBI
stood around and took notes.

The Kennedys® activities around the
Freedom Rides is a clear example of the
role they played for the bourgeoisie and
their administration of the dual tactics of
liberal reformism and naked force. Their
first instinct was to try to put a stop to
things. “‘Tell them to call it off,"” JEK
ordered Harris Wofford. “Stop them.""
““This undue militancy,”” explains
apologist Schlesinger, “‘threatened the
strategy of suasion.”’ But the Kennedys
could not keep the people out of the
streets. Enter the FBI (who had their
own agents in the Klan), who let the
KKK know where the Freedom Riders
were going, where they were planning to
stop, in other words, setting the whole
thing up, and then looked sideways
while racist goons attacked the buses and
beat the Freedom Riders bloody. The
FBI, of course, is part of the Justice
Department, theén headed by Atiorney
General Robert Kenstedy. The ruling
class demonstrated the co-ordinated use
of its *‘good guys'’ and “‘bad guys." (In
this case the “bad guy'' J. Edpar Hoover

was “‘good guy' JFK’s first appoint-
ment.) At this point the Kennedys could,
and did, step in with their ringing
rhetoric as the situation became more in-
tense and explosive and take some ac-
tions that could restrain the momentum
of the civil rights actions and put the
White House and approved *‘civil rights
leaders’' at the head of the march. Their
most dramatic action occurred when
Kennedy sent in Federal troops to force
James Meredith’s enrollment at the all-
white University of Mississippi.

The Kennedys’ concern in controlling
these confrontations in the South: was
more than domestic. The struggle in the
South coincided with U.S. efforts to
make inroads in the neo-colonial control
of the former European colonies, and
was a particular problem! for the U.S.
image in Africa. Schlesinger reports
that, ‘‘around the world the use of
troops [in Mississippi] dramatized as
nothing else could have dene the com-
mitment of the administration to the
cause of racial justice.”” He records the
statement sent by a U.S. ambassador 1o
Robert Kennedy: ‘‘This was a battle
which had to be won...What might
have been a severe setback 1o our pres-
tige in Asia and Africa was turned into a
gain."’

Historian Schlesinger is remarkable in
his selective candor, He frequently does
not shy away from some of the most
damning indictments of the Kennedy
role. What he does instead is to give
them the “‘correct interpretation." So,

for example, he explains Kennedy’s ap-
pointments to the federal judiciary in'the
South. A notable example was Harold
Cox, a buddy of Mississippi’s Senator
Eastland, As soon as he mounted the
bench Cox began to throw ‘out civil
rights suits. At one point he roared at the
Black people in his courtroom: ‘‘a bunch
of niggers. . .acting like a bunch of
chimpanzees.”’” Other Kennedy ap-
pointees were not much more subtle in
their racism. One called’ the 1954
Supreme Court school desegregation
decision ‘‘one of the truly regrettable
decisions of all time.”" But after all,
argued Schlesinger, Kennedy couldn’t
just ignore the influence of the Southern
Senators in his appointments. ‘‘Indeed,
the final Kennedy record of Southern
judicial appointments was...
comparable to that of the Eisenhower
administration.”’ [ndeed!

Yet Kennedy was no Eisenhower, and
had he been, the bourgeoisie would have
been in a lot more trouble. He could
speak with some credibility among the
masses. He could inspire hope that
justice could be achieved' in capitalist
America. Yet for all the efforts of the
Kennedys and people like King, the
struggle continued to escalate and con-
stantly burst beyond their control. Each
time they scrambled to respond with a
new ‘promise, 'a new aclion, a new
maneuver. After George Wallace made
his stand blocking the door to Black
students at the University of Alabama;
and then backed down in the face of the

steamroller pressure of the movement
and'the government’s fear that an.explo-
sion might erupt, President Kennedy
went on television to try to define the
terms of the struggle and propose his
solution.

*“We are confronted primarily with a
moral issue. It is as old as the Scriptures
and is as clear as the American Constitu-
tion.... If an American, because his
skin is dark, cannot eat lunch in a
restaurant open to the public; if he can-
not send his children to the best public
school available; if he cannot vote for
the public officials' who represent him;
if, in short, he cannot enjoy the full and
free life which all of us want, then who
among us would be content to have the
color of his skin changed and stand in
his place? Who among us would then be
content{ with the counsels of patience
and delay.... We face, therefore, a
moral crisis as a country and a people. 1t
cannot be met by repressive police ac-
tion. It cannot be left to increased
demonstrations in the streets. It cannot
be quieted by token moves or talk. Itis a
time to act in Congress, in'your state and
local legislative bady, and above all, in
all of our daily lives...."

Never mind that he himself had been a
principal advocate of patience and delay
since his inauguration. Never mind that
Bible Belt segregationistsi—and Bible
thumpers in the North as well—had

Continued on page 14
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quoted the scriptures vehemently and ex-
tensively in support of racism and na-
tional oppression, Never mind that the
American Constitution from the begin-
ning had counted Blacks as 3/5 of a per-
son and for almost two centuries had
been just as much a prop of Jim Crow
and exploitation as the Bible. Never
mind that the basis of national oppres-
sion is capitalism itself. ... And most of
all, never mind those demonstrations! It
can’t be left to the people in the streets!
And police repression won't work (well
enough). Only legislation in Congress
can solve the problem and save the na-
tion!

As even Schlesinger admits, ‘‘the
Blacks were in the streets, moreover, and
the President felt he would lose control
over an increasingly dangerous situation
unless he exerted leadership.”” Robert
Kennedy was as candid: It was necessary
to: get

‘. ..not only the passage of legislation,
but what in my judgement was even
more importiant, to obtain the con-
fidence of the Negro population in their
government. ... I thought there was a

great danger in losing that unless we )

took a very significant step. , .. There’s
obyiously a revolution within a revolu-
tion in Negro leadership. We could see
the direction of Martin Luther King go-
ing away from him to some of thase
younger people, who had no belief or
confidence in the system of govern-
ment, ..and thought. . .that the way to
deal with the problem is to start arming
the young Negroes and sending them in-
to the streets, which I didn't think was a
very satisfactory solution....”
(Schlesinger)

As Malcolm X said, *‘the Negroes
were out there in the streets. They were
talking about how they were going to
maich on Washington. Right at that
time Birmingham had exploded, and the
Negroes in Birmingham — remember,
they also exploded. They began to stab
the crackers in the back and bust them
up 'side their head — yes, they did.
That’s when Kennedy sent in the troops,
down in Birmingham. After that, Ken-
nédy got on the television and said ‘this
is'a moral issue.’ That's when he said he
was going to put out a civil-rights bill.
And when he mentioned civil-rights bill
and the Southern crackers started talking
about how they were going to boycott or
filibuster it, then the Negroes started
talking — about what? That they were
going to march on Washington, march
on the Senate, march on the White
House, march on the Congress and tie'it
up, bring it to a halt, not let the govern-
ment proceed ... It was the grassroots
out there in:the street. It scared the white
man to death, scared the white power
structure to death.”” (Malcolm X,
Malcolm X Speaks)

And Martin Luther King said, the
Blacks were already in the streets; better
that they march under nonviolent lead-
ership. Kennedy said call the march off,
that’s not what we want, that's not
what we need. But King said that if they
called the march off the people might

turn to new and desperate leaders. -

(Schlesinger)

Malcolm called it the ‘‘Farce on
Washington.”® Schlesinger admits that
“if the march could not be headed off,
the Kennedys decided that it would
have to be made a success.”" Malcolm
called it for what it was:

**¢Call it off,” Kennedy said, ‘look, you
all are letting this thing go too far.' And
0Old Tom said, ‘Boss, I can’t stop it,
because I-didn’t startit.” I'm telling you
what they said. They said, ‘I’'m not even
in it, much less at the head of it.” They
said, ‘These Negroes are doing things
on their own. They're running ahead of
us.” And that old shrewd fox, he said,
‘If you all aren’t in it, I’ll put you in it.
Il put you at the head of it. I'll endorse
it. P’ll welcome it. I’ll help it. I’ll join
.![-' "

And that’s exactly what the Kennedys
did. Robert appointed a man at the
Justice Department to set up a téam (o

plan and coordinate every aspect of the |

March on Washington that August in

1963. E

The Kennedys wanted to make sure
that King stayed at the head of the civil
rights movement, and that they were
right there surrounding him. “‘Bobby,
Martin and John” droned the maudlin
song a few years later. And as usual
they wanted to be absolutely sure that
revolutionaries who' could dispute this

leadership, who might lead it away

from the dead-end street of bourgeois
reformism were iced out. When J.
Edgar Hoover warned that there was a
communist close to King, the Kennedy
brothers took the warning seriously.
JFK took King aside in the White
House rose garden and told him that he
had to get rid of Stanley Leyinson, a
wealthy, liberal East Coast lawyer who
had become a King aide and who was
by no stretch of the imagination a real
communist, and most unlikely even a
member of the Communist Party.

King dumped' Levinson, but Hoover
was still insistent. He wanted to put a tap
on King to make sure that he had no
“‘subversive’’ contacts. The Kennedys
seemed -at first reluctant to risk such a
move, but eventually agreed it was a
good 'idea and on July 24, 1963, Robert
Kennedy authorized the tap. They didn’t
even need the “‘liberalized’”” wiretap
legislation that JFK had voted against
while in' the Senate! The fact that
Hoover kept the tap on King for the next
five years, recording his bedroom adven-
tures and playing them for his own en-
joyment and that of the various govern-
ment officials to whom he circulated the
tapes, was “‘explained’’ by Schlesinger as
something of an oversight. Bobby didn’t
realize that the tapping went on beyond
the time period he had authorized. Oh,
okay. ...

“*New Frontiers’’ — From
Bay of Pigs to Vietnam

The Kennedys were establishing a new
style, if not new strategy, for American
political leaders. Recognizing the im-
possibility of ignoring the mounting
pressures of the mass movements of the
time, they rejected as futile solely relying
on the approach of open force and in-
timidation to quell the movement of the
people although they demonstrated time'
and'again the readiness to use force and
violence. They moved to declare their
sympathy and support for such
movements, to put themselves at the
head of them in order to determine their
pace and direction.
~ The international situation presented
the U.S. imperialists and their bright
young:spokesmen with new opportuni-
ties and grave threats in the early years
of the 1960s. Here as well as domesti-
cally the Kennedys employed the same
pattern, although because of the sharp-
ness of the contradictions it stands out
more clearly as a one-two punch: the
words of liberation to veil the weapons
of war and repression.

In the immediate post-war period
conditions seemed extremely favorable
for the American Empire. Although
they had suffered some reverses in East-
ern Europe, the U.S. exercised power-
ful influence in the war-prostrated
countries of Western Europe. And the
U.S. imperialists moved quickly to grab
for themselves the dominant role in the
colonies and former colonies of the

‘European powers. In the wake of the

war, the liberation movements in these
underdeveloped countries' signaled an
end to the days of free-wheeling Euro-
pean colonialism and promised new
possibilities for American neo-
colonialism, which would attempt to
march into the countries of Asia and
Africa under an *“‘anti-colonial’’ ban-
ner. “‘The world-wide struggle against
imperialism — the sweep of nationalism
is the most potent factor in foreign af-
fairs' today,”” John Kennedy said in
1960. He spoke against continued
French efforts to hang onto: their col-
ony in Algeria and had opposed John
Foster Dulles® arguments for continued
1.S. aid to France's failing colonial war
in Indochina.

But when that struggle against im-
perialism, and the sweep of nation-
alism, threatened to deprive the U.S. of
‘one of its own most cherished colonies,
Cuba, Kennedy did not hesitate to use
force to keep it. Before his election

Kennedy had described Castro as *‘part

of the lepacy of Bolivar,” and the
Cuban revolution as the result “‘of the
frustration 'of that earlier revolution
which won its war against Spain but left
largely untouched the indigenous feudal
order,'" After his election, Kennedy
stepped right into the U.S. government
plot to invade Cuba with a rag-tag CIA-
trained army of Cuban exiles. Robert
Kennedy later tried to justify the plan
which.ended in disaster for the!lU.S. im-
perialists at the Bay of Pigs: the ad-
visors on the plan, he said, ‘‘had been
trusted by his [JEK’s] predecessor, so he
thought that he could trust them and
when they said it was much more apt to
succeed than Guatemala [where the
CIA had overthrown the popularly
elected government of Arbenz in 1954
and installed a pro-U.S. military dic-
tator], when the military looked it over
and said it was a good plan, then he
went ahead." So much for their ap-
preciation for the *‘legacy of Bolivar."'

But Bobby had an even more amus-
ing rationale for his brother's decision
on this attempt to overthrow Castro:
“there really wasn’t any alternative to

accepting it. These men [the exile army -
of invaders] had to be gotten out of '

Guatemala and Nicaragua [where they
had been trained by the CIA}; and if we
brought them back to the United States
and turned them loose, it could be a
tremendous problem both here in this
country and abroad.”” So, according to
Bobby; the tail wagged the dog — an
aberration of nature that was to become
a real hallmark of Kennedy zoology.

But- if the Kennedys were at all
chastened by their defeat at the Bay of
Pigs, it did not stop their various hare-
brained and murderous schemes to dis-
patch Castro. Robert Sherrill describes
JFK closeting ‘‘himself time and again
with political cronies to discuss
whether, and how, to kill
Castro—poisoned candy? Juju?
Sabre?”" Schlesinger goes to elaborate
lengths to deny that the Kennedys knew
anything about the CIA’s numerous at-
tempts to assassinate Castro after the
invasion debacle. But in fact; putting.an
end to this challenge'to U.S. hegemony
in the Americas became an obsession.
The Kennedy brothers called in General
Edward Lansdale, at one point CIA sta-
tion chief in Vietnam and the operative
who had worked with Ramon Magsay-
say in the Philippines to develop
counter-insurgency plans against the
communist-led liberation forces in the
1950s. Said Robert Kennedy:

“My idea is to stir things up on the
island with espionage, sabotage, gener-
al disorder, run and operated by Cu-
bans themselves with every group bit
Batistaites and Communists. Do -not
know if we will'be successful in over-
throwing Castro but, we have nothing to
lose in my estimate.”*

The plan, dubbed Operation Mon-
goose, was finally aborted withi the es-
calation of events around the Cuban
missile crisis in October of 1962.

The U.S. imperialists were faced
with. .. threats internationally, which
they linked together.... Since the
seizure of state power by Khrushchey
and his fellow revisionists after the
death of Stalin, the Soviet Union had
been launched on a course of capitalist
restoration and imperialist expansion.
Despite the fact that the New Czars in
the Kremlin were in no position at that
point to challenge the U.S. to'a head-on
confrontationt — their policy in that
period was accurately characterized by
the Chinese as principally one of collu-
sion, although they pointed out that
this was also a form of contention —
they were ‘definitely pushing out and
having some success as in Cuba, where
the revolution that had driven out the
U.S. degenerated and became a pawn
of the USSR.

The second (and, at thetime, principal)
threat came from the national liberation
struggles in Africa, Asia, and Latin
America, which posed a danger 10 the
U.S. imperialists’ determination to hang
on to their own neo-colonies and firmly
plant the American' flag in the postholes
dug by the European colonial powers.
The Soviets. . .were equally as anxious to

make inroads into these countries, ...
Both were trying to get their meat hooks
into thp masses. in these regions. At the
same time, any efforts of these countries
to win real economic and political in-
dependence were inimical to both im-
perialist powers,

Kennedy may have been a new breed of
Cold Warrior, but he was a Cold
Warrior nonetheless. In his election
campaign and afterwards he emphasiz-
ed the importance of negotiations (*‘we
will never fear to negotiate’) and spoke
in “‘enlightened’’ terms of “meeting at
the summit rather than at the brink."
Since the U.S. had decisive military su-
periority over the LISSR at that time,
there was a reason for such *‘summit
conferences’’ — the Soviets could be
bullied. In Laos in 1962, Khrushchev
backed down in the face of U.S. threats
to intervene militarily and pressured the
Pathet Lao, who controlled'most of the
country, to accept a pro-U.,S. “neutral-
ist”* government. In Cuba, Khrushchey
withdrew: Soviet missiles, much to
Castro’s apparent chagrin. But of
course, even winning these confronta-
tions made the U.S. realize it faced a
growing rival — and made it all the
more bloodthirsty. Kennedy launched a
massive arms build-up almost as soon
as:he took office.

Even Kennedy’s much:heralded inau-
guration speech, which has been most
promoted for its lofty calls to “‘ask not
what your country can do for you, but
what you can do for your country,”
was as fine a piece of Cold Warmonger-
ing as had ever been issued. ... Ir.was
addressed almost exclusively to foreign
affairs. This was the “hour of max-
imum danger,’’ he declared. *‘Lel every
nation know, whether it wishes us well
or ill, that'we shall pay any price, bear
any burden, meet any hardship, sup-
port any friend, oppose any foe, in
order to assure the survival and the suc-
cess of liberty’’ (read: U.S. imperial-

- ism). (Schlesinger)

His main divergence from Eisen-
hower and John Foster Dulles was that
he opposed complete reliance on nu-
clear weapons. Kennedy and his advi-
sors argued for the necessity of up-
graded and expanded U.S. convention-
al forces that could be used against the
Soviets in Europe or in local wars any-
where in the world. In a speech nine
months after his inauguration Kennedy
had'declared that ‘‘the United States is
neither ‘omnipotent nor omniscient — .
that we' are only six percent of the
world’s population — that we cannot
right every wrong or reverse each adver-
sity — and that therefore there cannot
be an American solution to every world
problem.'" But of course, in the im-
perialist view JFK’s rhetoric was com-
pletely compatible with the demand made
during the campaign that “We must re-
gain the ability to intervene effectively
and swiftly in any'limited war anywhere
in the world.™

The headlines were given over to the
promises. ‘‘Africa for the Africans,"
declared Kennedy's Undersecretary of
State Soapy Williams. ‘““Who else
should it be for?" the President asked
with a straight face. At the UN Ken-
nedy raised hopes when he had Ambas-
sador Adlai Stevenson vote in favor of
a resolution introduced by African and
Asian states to investigate Portugal's
war to beat back the liberation forces in
Angola. Why not do:a little exposure of
those awful European imperialists?

Perhaps Kennedy's most famous *in-
novation’' in the area of promoting the
U.S. good guy image abroad was the
Peace Corps. Thousands of idealistic
young college students, along with hun-
dreds of CIA agents, were sent abroad
to prepare the infrastructure of these
underdeveloped countries for the great-
er penetration of U.S. capital....

In Latin America the Alliance for
Progress was given top PR billing. It
promised to effect an economic and so-
cial revolution in the countries of the
southern hemisphere. “‘If the Alliance
for Progress goes into operation fully,"
said Robert Kennedy in 1963, “‘if re-
forms, social, economic and political
are put into effect, then Communism
and Castroism will collapse in Latin
America.'" According to the Kennedy
scheme of things, the way to blunt the



anti-yankee imperialist sentiment
among the masses was to promote gran-
diose promises of reform and economic
aid, and to bring about conditions fa-
vorable (0 an even more massive U.S.
economic penetration.

Chile was chosen as a pilor country in
which to test the Alliance. Chilean re-
volutionary leader Jorge Palacios ana-
Ivzed its:objective:

“Two fundamental objectives were
pursued through this policy: on'the one
hand, to contribute 1o the development
of dependent capitalism, putting the
most profitable sector of manufactur-
ing indusiry under the control of U.S.
investors; en the other hand, on the
basis of this capitalist development
subordinated to monopoly capital, to
enlarge the market for machinery, tech-
nology, raw materials, spare parts, etc.
for certain sectors of U.S. industry. On
the paolitical level it was a question of
using the reforms necessary for this
capitalist development (some of which
went against the interests ef the landed
oligarchy and of certain national mono-
polies) to develop a populist movement
through intensive demagogic publicity.
This movement would act as a brake on
any revolutionary opposition and on
the exacerbation of nationalist anti-
imperialist tendencies.'" (Jorge
Palacios, Chile: An Attempt At
Historic Compromise, The Real Story
of the Allende Years)

Where they could not find suitable par-
ties to aet as instruments of their
*‘reforms’’ the Kennedys created them
with the aid of the CIA. In Chile, the
Christian Democratic Party of Eduardo
Frei was built with CIA funds. *“This
despite the fact that many of its sup-
porters come from the ranks of the peo-
pie. Deceived by multi-million 'dollar
propaganda, they must have been the
most surprised to learn the origin of the
economic resources which their leaders
spent to make the CDP the largest party
in'Chile bothin influence and in-elec-
toral strength.’” (Palacios)

But the Alliance did not bring the re-
form that it promised, nor did it fore-
stall the growth of radicalism in Latin
America. It did bring increased profits
(for imperialism) and its promise
enhanced the Kennedys' personal
popularity in the region, at least for a
while among some sections of the petty-
bourgeoisie.

*“Those who make peaceful revolu-
tion impossible make violent revolution
inevitable,”” said Robert Kennedy in
Brazil. Unfortunately for the Kennedys
and all their friends in the ruling class,
it is imperialism itself which makes
peaceful revolution impossible. All
their efforts to *‘distract attention from
essentials by means of absolutely ridicu-
lous schemes for ‘reform’ ** could not
change the fact that it was imperialism
that needed and propped up the reac-
tionary regimes in Latin America that
strangled the masses of people to the
point of rebellion.

They also had a plan for dealing with
the uprisings and rebellions of the
masses, however. They called it
“counter-insurgency.'’ In reality it was
counter-revolutionary violence. In the
words of another of Schlesinger’s nau-
seous apologeties: “Kennedy in 1961
saw counter guerrilla action as the way
to plug the great gaping hole in the fa-
bric of peace.”’ Special forces for gier-
rilla warfare were added to Kennedy’s
plan for beefed-up conventional forces
for local wars. In March he told Con-
gress that “‘guerrilla warfare had been
singe 1945 the most active and constant
threat to Free World security.”

John Kennedy took two immediate
measures to deal with this.threat to U:S.
imperialism. The first was the forma-
tion of @ Counterintelligence (CI)
Group, in which his brother Robert
took a leading role. l1s task wasto over-
soe the “prevention'” of wars of libera-
tion in key countries and regions. ‘It
wasn't just a case of getling out and
shiooting guerrillas by any manner or
means,” said General Maxwell Taylor,
another member of the group: *‘For the
first time I, a least, sensed the tremen-
dous political and social aspects to this
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problem.’" As part of their social task
of “‘prevention,’” the CI Group esta-
blished schools in Washington and Pa-
nama to train police from throughout
-Latin America in “‘riot control.”
Another, less publicized course at these
schools was in interrogation by torture.

The second measure was the enlarge-
ment of the U.S. Special Forces at Fort
Bragg. John Kennedy took particular
interest in this counterinsurgency unit,
traveling to the base to give them pep
talks and dressing them in their infa-
mous green: berets. ““By June 1963 the
Special Forces numbered nearly 12,000
men, counterinsurgency training had
been given to 114,000 American of-
ficers: and nearly 7,000 from foreign
countries.” (Schlesinger) The mission
of this highly' trained batch of social
reformers was “‘to win the hearts and
minds'" of the masses of people who
had been so mistaken as to rise up in
armed struggle against their oppressors.
The Green Berets themselves were not
terribly taken with the illusions of their
““noble’” role. Their adaptation of this
slogan was much more appropriate for
this gang of murderers unleashed by
U.S. imperialism: ‘‘When you’ve got
‘em by the balls their hearts and minds
will follow.""

The crucial test of the Kennedys’
counterinsurgency theories was Viet-
nam. They failed miserably.

When John F. Kennedy took office

in January 1961 there were 685 *‘mili- -

tary advisors' in Vietnam. When he
left office and this world there were al-
most 17,000 American troops there.
Kennedy put the war in Vietnam
squarely in the context of the Cold

War, the isolation of China, the block-
ing of Soviet influence and overall'U.S.
strategic interests. Schlesinger records
that Kennedy was ambivalent and hesi-
tant about a major commitment gf U.S.
troops 1o a land war in Asia. And well
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he might have been! He had been im-
pressed with the toughness and dis-
cipline of the French troops upon his vi-
sit to Indochina in 1951. He had been
even more impressed by the shellacking
they took at the hands of the Vietna-
mese, General Douglas MacArthur,
who certainly had plenty of first hand
experience to draw from, advised him
against it.- Any hesitation on his part
was whether the war would be worth
the price. But Kennedy was determined
not to ‘“‘lose Indochina to the commu-
nists’’ and he thought that he had a
plan, If he had any serious vacillations
they weren’t about the necessity of the
U.S! to hang onto Vietnam and they
were not expressed in his public
statements.

““We: are not going to withdraw from
[bringing about a stable government
there, carrying on a struggle to main-
tain' its national independence]. In my
opinion, for us to withdraw from that
effort would mean a collapse not only
of South Vietnam, but Southeast
Asia. ... We can think of Vietnam as a
piece of strategic real estate. It’s on the
corner of mainland Asia, across the
East-West trade routes, and in a posi-
tion that would make it an excellent
base for further Communist aggression
against the rest of free Asia,"" (JFK
speech, July 17, 1963)

And on September 9 he added:

““I believe [‘the domino theory']. I think
that the struggle is close enough. China
is.s0 large, looms: up high just beyond
the frontiers, that if South Vietnam
went, it would not only give them an
improved gcographic position for a
guerrilla assault on Malaya, but would
also give the impression that the wave
of the future in Southeast Asia was
China and the Communists.”

" JFK fnspécrs airborne troops at Fort Bragg, 1961.

‘Robert Kennedy had added his hurrahs
in February 1962:

“*We are going to win in Vietnam. We

will remain there until we do win.... I
think the American people understand
and fully support this struggle.’.. I

think the United States will do what is
necessary to help a country that is try-
ing to repel aggression with its own
bloed, tears and sweat.”

The heart of their *‘special war’ in
south Vietnam was the *‘Strategic Ham-
let Program,’’ the forerunner of Lyn-
don Johnson's ‘‘pacification
program.’’ Step one was to ‘‘clear and
'hold’” strategic villages; which were
cordoned off and turned into virtual
concentration camps, supposedly to
keep the NLF out. Meanwhile the ton-
nage of arms and equipment shipped to
the Diem regime increased monthly.
But it wasn’t working, Kennedy sent
delegation after delegation of his top
level'advisors over to see what the prob-
lem was. A consensus began to develop
that the problem was Diem, their pup-
pet dictator who was hated by nearly all
Vietnamese. But opinion was split in
the administration over what to do
about him. Most of the military brass
seemed to argue that **heis our boy and
we have to support him to the hilt."”
Others, including Henry Cabot Lodge,
U.S. Ambassador in Saigon, argued
that he had to be dumped. Lodge work-
ed closely with a band of South Vietha-
mese generals to carry out the deed.
Finally on November 1,1963, Diem and
his brother were murdered. To the dis-
may, of the U.S. imperialists it turned
out that Diem wasn't the problem after
all, Kennedy's strategic hamlet program!
and the whole counterinsurgency plan
collapsed after the death of Diem. The
next step was full-scale U.S. military
interyention., .. £l
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DR AGONS

On the ““Crisis of Marxism’’

and the Power of Marxism
—Now More than Ever

By Bob Avakian

““We, in our turn, must also understand the specific features and tasks of

the new era. Let us not imitate those sorry Marxists of whom Marx said:
‘I have sown dragon’s teeth and harvested fleas.”*’ VI Lenin

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

1983 marks the one hundredth anniversary of the death of Karl Marx. Over this
past century -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 oceasion 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
course and development of Marx’s thought, in particular the relation of Marx’s early
writings 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
Soyiet 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. el g =

This essay appears at a time of a widely proclaimed *‘crisis of Marxism'’ — when
the labor theory 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 invigorating 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 Of Dragons is itself striking testimony to Marxism's
continuing vitality.

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