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The official story line was even shab-
bier than usual. The December 4 air-strike
by 28 U.S. war jets over Syrian positions
in Lebanon, U.S. officialdom insists, was
a'‘defensive measure." And for Secretary
of State George Shultz, “that is all the
justification it needs.” At the same time,
Shultz and others held that the atiack
was not a “'hostile” act. Said Shultz,
“we're not contending with anybody.
We're trying to be helpful. We're there[in
Lebanon] in a peacekeeping role."

In fact, the U.S. bombing raid was the
capper in a series of military and political
provocations. All last week, U.S. and
Israeli officials met in Washington, map-
ping out a program of “'strategic coopera-
tion” which, while grounded in a more
general mutual interesi, was specifically
designed to coordipate military and
political actions in order ta change “the
balance of forces on the ground" in
Lebanon. Lassithan 24 hours after Prime
Minister Yitzhak Shamir returned to
Israel from Washinglon, a squadron of
Israeli fighter-bombers swept over the
Shuf mountain region east of Beirut,
striking al Syrian positions (and by some
reports, Druse civilian areas). It was the
fourth Israeli air-strike in Lebanon in a
month and the first in which Syriap posi-
tions were openly declared to be the
target.

Shortly after the Israell attack, U.S.
reconnaissance planes flew over the
same lerritory.. L.&. officials, who have
disclaimed any foreknowledge of the
Israeli air-strike, have made much of the
factthatihereconnaissance planes were
unarmed and were fired upon. The U.S.,
after having spent the past week promis-
ing direct military coordination with
Israel, denied any such relation inrespect
lo Saturday's actions, even though the
U.S. reconnaissance flight followed the
Israeli air raid by less than one hour! No,
U.S. officials insisted that Saturday's
reconnaissance flights were "routine.”

It is true that U.S. reconnaissance
flights over Syrian-held territory in
Lebanon have increased in frequency
these past few weeks: this itself is a
measure of the growing provocativeness
ofthe U.S. profile in the area. No onehas
assumed that the F-14 jets carrying out
these missions, based as they areonone
of the largest war fleets assembled since
WW?2, are on the lookout for picnic sites.
But the circumstances ofthe Decembern3
reconnaissance flight mark it asthe most
deliberately provocative yet. It is hardly
surprising that the U.S. planes were met
by heavier than usual anti-aircraft fire;

Continued on page 14
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The Tomorrow Show

Continued from page 3

blocs, where their need to expand, both of them, is driving them head-on
toward each other (and that's everything from the pope’s visit, to:all the fuss
that was made aboul Soviet'lroops in' Cuba, which had been: there all the
time)—all this is their attempt to prepare people mentally while they are
preparing materially and militarily for World War 3. . .

We're not going to shed our blood, and we say the masses of people will not
shed their blood and have no interests in shedding their blood, to keep this
system going so'the next generation will have to confront World War 4. [f we're
going tohave to fight and die and even kill, we'regoing to fight and die and kill
for our own interests, to get rid of all'thisand move humanity beyond it. Simple
as that. L

Tom Snyder: Now, when the revolution comes, who gets it?

Bob Avakian: You mean, who becomes the recipient of the people’s upris-
ing?

Tom Snyder: Who 'gets shot?

Bob Avakian: First of all, when we're talking about a revolution, we're talk-
ing about something veryclear. As I'said, the ruling class in this country will not
altow a peaceful ¢change. They proved that in Chile where they murdered thirty
thousand people when the Allende government tried to bring in some reforms
under even a phony banner of socialism. And we're talking about genuine
communist revolution.

We have to defeat the armed forces of the capitalists, that’s what we're talk-
ing about. Our army representing the working class has to/go up against and
defeat their army representing the capitalist exploiters. That's what's involved
here. Now, whois in theirarmy? We have many veterans in our party, especially
from the Vietnam War, who learned from that experience of having to do the
filthy dirty work of those imperialists in Vietnam and Cambodia. They will
never light and die for those imperialists again; they will fight and die only to
overthrow them. And the same thing is going to happen when they call on the
young people asthey'realready.doing — suckering them in, saying you’ve gol

“two choices, unemployment or the army, or maybe jail or the army; suckering
them in, telling them they can get a career. You may have been in the army, |
wasn’'t. Bul many members of our party were and I have not found asingle one
of them who wouldn!t have shot their recruiter — if they got a chance to go
back and do it — forall the lies that were told to them.

One of our party'members, his brother is being told right now that he’s going
to get slammed down on because he refuses toirecite the following chant while
marching in his unit: “*One, two, three, four, send our battalion, we're ready
for war."" This is what these kids are being prepared for. But who are they?
They’re the kids from the working class, they're the kids from the oppressed
Black people andother minorities, they're the kids who have nothing to protect
and preserve under this system. And they're the ones we're going to fight
against, ves, but we're also going to be working from the inside to winthem
over and bring a large part of that army over to'our side. That's how we're go-
ing to defeat the capitalists.

Tom Snyder: But.[ mean, do we put the President and the Congress in jail

and do we lock up the Supreme Court?

Bol Avakian: Well, we have to smash and dismantle the oppressive appar-
atus the capitalists have. Its army, its police force, its bureaucracy — all that
government serves-and protects the capitalists.

Tom Snyder: How am | oppressed?

Bob Avakian: Well, ' mean, I can't speak for you personally.

Tom Snyder: Yeah, but howam | oppressed? You are asking a lot of people
to rise up and smash'what we have.

Bob Avakian: Let's face it, you're in a relatively privileged position in soci-
ety. Let’s be honest. :

Tom Snyder: That's true, very true.

Bob Avakian: Now, you'reina position where itis upto you to decide. We're
talking about the lives and'the struggles and the suffering of millions of people
— whal they are going through now and what the government and the ruling
class has in store for them as the economic crisis deepens (for which they’ve got
no solution other than going to war, trying to resolve this crisis by redividing the
world, beating out the Russians, and coming ouron top once more). That'sthe
conditions we are concerned about: If you want to choose to side with the
revolution, youare free to doso. if you choose to side with and go'down witha
dyingssystem, that's your choice and-the masses of people will evaluate what
you have done on that basis.

Tom Snyder: But I don’t-understand how 1 am oppressed yet.

Bob Avakian: You have to speak to your own conditions. I did not come on
here prepared to gointo the personal life of Tom Snyder. I will say one thing
though. If you are a person who has sensitivity, if youare a person who hasany
sense of justice, you have tobe outfaged at what is going onin thissociety every
day. You have to be outraged about what happened tp this Puerto Rican man,
Luis Béaez; the police murdered him on the spot, reloaded their guns, and
murdered him again. You have to be outraged at what just happened in South
Carolina where a young Black man, eighteen years old, was lynched and cas-
trated for going out with 4 white girl — today, in the year 1979 — and the \jvhole
state government of South Carolina all the way to the top is covering it up,
declaring it did not happen, and terrorizing people trying to fight back against
it, Now, it’s up to you to say. Aren’t you outraged by things like that?

Tom Snyder: Of course | am!

Bob Avakian: All right, well then. ..

Tom Snyder: But lidon’t think the answer is to tear down the whole system.

Bob Avakian: Butit’s the system that is responsible for that! The oppression
of Black people is extremely profitable for the capitalists and that's why it has
been maintained. 1t has done nothing for the interests of the workingclass. It
does nothing good for the working class. But: for. the capitalists to main{a?n
slum housing, to charge higher prices for the even more miserable conditions in
the segregated communities where Black people, Puerto Ricans, Indians,
Chicanos live— that's profitable. And it’s also politically beneficial to them to
keep the people divided, and they will do this until they are overthrown.

It’s like what happened over there in New Jersey; some guy's head was
crushed in on his job and the company — this is just typical — the'company
said (hat he died on the way to the hospital so they don't have to pay quite as
much insurance benefits when every worker thers knows he died right on the
job. Or Pinto — Ford comes out with Pinto, as 1'm sure you know, and'a study
is made which says that, look, this gas tank. . .

Tom Snyder: The gas tank is not safe, yes. &

Bob Avakian: Right, so what did they do? They made a calcula!cq. cold-
hearted study which said — because this is the law of capitalism, profit above

everything and to hell with the people — ““It is cheaper for us to pay a few law-
suits than to correct the gas tank."" That is capitalism, and that is why we have
to get rid of it.

Tom Snyder: Now wait a minute, wait, Speaking of capitalism, I've gottodo
this. ;

(Station: Break)

Bob Avakian: Well, let me put it to you this way. Today, at the present time,
there are millions and millions of people who have a deep gut-hatred of this
whqle system and everything it does — the way they have to live, the way they
sec it treating other people, the whole hypocrisy of the rulers of this country,
their lying *‘concern’’ about human rights (while they support everything from
South Africa to every petty tin-horn dictator they can prop up, like the Shah of
Iran or Somoza in Nicaragua). And there are millions more people whose lives
are adaily grind in hell, who every day see their families exploded apartand the
American Dream explode in their faces, then live out their remaining years
drinking their lives away, what’s left of them, believing the lies of the American
Dream and therefore blaming themselves because they couldn’t be like The
Brady Bunch and these other ridiculous myths. Thisis what capitalism and its
ideology, its philosophy, does. It says that you’ve got to be the best, you've got
to'be Number One, you've got to:be scratching and claiwing. And even when
people try todo that, they can't live upto'what they’re supposed to and the lies
explode.

Tom Snyder: But what do you put in place of it, Bob?

Bob Avakian: Okay, whatwe putin place of it, [ think, is created through the
course of, we lay the basis for it through the course of the struggle we are
building. We need a society where the majority of people can actively be drawn
into the political life and. . .

Tom Snyder: Just a minute, they are trying to tell me something. Well the
man is not taking off his. . | his neckwear, now that'sit. Ifhe clanks, he clanks.
Isit okay with you'if you clank? With the bullets on your neck you ¢clank.

Bab Avakian: Yeah. '

Tom Snyder: Qkay, fine.

Bob Avakian: | know what's involved.

Tom Snyder: Okay,

Bob Avakian: If it clanks, it clanks. Nobody will blame you, okay?

- Tom Snyder: Okay.

Bob Avakian: Now, where were we?

Tom Snyder; We were al putting something in place of capitalism.

Bob Avakian: Right. lisiie

Tom Snyder: And you’re here to tell me thava pure communist society is go-
ing to alleviate all'the ills of humankind? J

Bob Avakian: You see, the thing is, it is not the *‘ills of humankind.”
Capitalism is a dog-eat-dog system, /it breeds a dog-eat-dog philosophy to re-
inforce it. Weare talking:about bringing forward people who today are locked
out of politics, who are worked to death and then told their role in politicsis to
vote for some clown and some slavemaster, to choose between one or the other
every four years. We are talking about them becoming really politically in-
volved, politically aware, becoming conscious, taking up the scientific ap-
proach' to society, which is. what Marxism is and what the communist philos-
ophy is, and really transforming society. But to do that first: we have to break
the stranglehold the capitalists have over society which subordinates everything
to the profits of a handful of competing cutthroats, as well as their whole
political system which keeps the people in a position where all they can do is
slave for capitalists or else they don't live. Now, when people are in that posi-
tion, how can they really take control of 'society, of politics, culture,
philosophy, science, economics, of every other sphere of society? We are talk-
ing about bringing them forward and developing the mass forms through
which they can do that.

Let's take a simple example. People work in auto plants, steel plants, and yet
each of them is compartntentalized, separated from each other, even within the
same factory. People are compartmentalized, stuck on the assembly line on
their own job, and they’re told, *It's not your province to think about what
we're producing, by what methods we should be producing, by what manage-
ment means we should produce it, how we can break down the divisions be-
tween intellectual and manual workers so that people learn to use both their
heads and their hands. All'those things,”" they say, ‘‘that’s not your‘business.
You just work, vou gel your paycheck and try to survive. And when it's time for
war, then we’llicall your kids, your daughters and sons, and they'll go off, fight
and die, and you try tosurvive underit.” We are talking about breaking all that
down.

Everybody knows that workers involved in production have lots of ideas
about how production.could be improved. But under capitalism'the suggestion
box is the lonliest, emptiest place in the whole plant. Under capitalism tech-
nology that should — and under a socialist system and ultimately a communist
system would — benefit people in society, make life easier, make labor less in-
tense, shorten the time that people have to labor manually so that they could
take up other things — wait a minute, let me finish, then you can exclaim and
whatever else — but under capitalism, you see, you cannot do it because
machinery kicks workers out the door. Under capitalism you have millions of
people from the South coming north, while thousands of plants in the North
are going south. People are coming from the South looking for work up north;
peoplein the North are laid of f while the plants go south wherethe workers can
be employed more profitably by paying them lower wages because they have
just come off the farms. . .

Tom Snyder: 1 know you think this is a conspiracy, but I've got to keep your
jacket open,

Bob Avakian: That’s all right, I know where the real conspiracies are coming
from. They’re not coming from you, they’re coming from the ruling class. But
the point is, this is the anarchy of capitalism, and it shows its bankrupicy.

Tom Snyder: Wait a second, wait a second. I've just got to challenge
something.

Bob Avakian: All right.

Tom Snyder: You say that the suggestion box is the emptiest box in the
building. _

Bob Avakian: Yeah, only a fool would put:anythingin there and get yourself
suggested right out of work,

Tom Snyder: And you say that the workers have no input in the technology,
and the whole system, therefore, isn't working because the production people
have no say about what the ultimate product will be.

Bob Avakian: Capitalism is based on the separation of the people who do. . .

Tom Snyder: Except that, when we look around the world we happen to
have, for example (and I'm sure you’ve been out of this country), the best tele-
phone system in the world in this country. Our technology and our workers and
our people — not our management, but our workers — have suggested ways o_f

Continued on page 10
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There have been few more adamant in
apposing directions betng taken by the
U.S. rulers’ military buildup in the past
few years than Admiral Stansfield Tur-
ner. Though he can hardly be called a
Freezer, and has eschewed the easy
““doomsdav’1alk which masks many an
official warmonger-for-peace, Turner
las written exrensively insuch prestigious
publications as Foreign Affairs and the
NoY Times Magazine lambasting the
LLS. for going in for “higger and
badder’' militany hardware, for focusing
ona massive military buildup in Europe.
4 and for pursiing a first-strike capability
with such things as the MX missile. We
muist, he has argued, ““reduce the
clements-of instabilityiin the American-
Sowvier nuclear canfrontation.””

Such views are, perhaps, a bit strange:
foraNavy lifer who, amongother things,
commanded a puided-missile {rigateioff
the coastofi Vietnam inithe ldte "60s, was
named) president of the Naval War Col-
lege in 1971, and served as commander of
NATO's Atlantic Strike Fleer as well as
commander-in-chief of the Allicd!Forces
Southert Europe in the mid="70s. And
then he was the head of the CIA from
1977 1o 1981, presiding over covert
LLS.-directed murder and repression in
places like Iran and Central America. But
then this does seem to be a requisite
background for becoming a prominent
official U.S. peace spokesman these
days. And, i the eyes aof same, il merely
serves tarender Turnier's recent transfor-
“mation {rom military stalwartinto milita-
ry “‘reformer™ all the more conyincing
and responsible. e

Who could question the peace creden-
tials of a man who has, after all, sharply
criticized the building of giant aircraft
carriers, questioned (he rationale for éver
' more deadly high-performante jets like
the F-15 and heavy hitters like the XM-1
tank, and vigorously condemned the MX
missile as unnecessary and a “‘destabiliz-
Jing factor' in the spiraling arms race?
Las| year Turner became the acknow-
ledged darling of liberal congressional
Lopposition Lo the Reagan administration’s
MX plans afier the publicationin the N Y.
Times of his article, “The ‘Folly® of the
MX Missile™ in which' he blasted the ad-
wvocates of - the *‘nuclear war-fighting
=chool.™" 1ff we don’t waich out, he'has
'been known to warn, ‘‘the think-tanks
will be doing our thinking for us,™

The lines along which the good Admi-
ral himself has been thinking have been
claborated in a number of places in his
call for a *‘new defense strategy.’" As he
put it in Foreign Affairs: **. . .a majon
‘element in the new strategy should be to
retrainand re-equip the Army and the Air
Force with the flexibility for worldwide
intervention in mind, rather thun just the
statie defense of Europe and Korea.'" It
<eems that such things as *‘rapid deploy-
ment,'” “*forcible entry,” and ‘“‘seizure
operations’ (the latter being “‘the forie
and raison d'étre” of (he Navy and
Marines, s Turner proudly puts i) have
all been sadly neglected.. Thus, “The
Marines should keep their large-scale
assault plans dusted off but they should
he tiuly ready 10 move fast and travel
light.™

Considering: this, some of Turner's
specific’ abjections (o various weapons
trends become clearer. For example,
“Having not enough 10 go arotind is the
price weare paying fora peliey of procur-
inga few giant carners rather than-many
small ones. " Besides swhich, '‘an enemy'is
almost bound to seek out and atack these
high-yalue ships. ... I a naval task force
were denuded! of its carfiers ‘today, i
wonld have no offensive striking power
feft. For simple survival our naval power

.

i
must be distributed over more ships.™”

The only reason for the big carriers any-

way, he notes, is to provide platforms for
‘highly maneuverable jets like the F-15%s

which are unnecessary in an era where
dogfights are largely a thing of the past.
We need to rely less on the high-perfor-

‘manee characteristics of aircraft and

more on sophisticated  weapons (like
“‘smart'* bombs, etc.) fired from them.”
Inia similar vem, the XM-1 tank is oo

heavy tobetransported any *‘meaningtul

distance,” And lighter, more accurate
combat equipment suitable for **Third
Waorld terrains'” would by no means de-
tract from, but “‘actually improve, our
European defense posture, " €lc., ele.
As forTurner’sconeeptionof the **fol-
Iv'* of the MX missile, he wonders

whether deploying the MX would not be

“‘dangerous 1o oupsecurity’” since, as he
explains, in today's nuke-laden world a
genuinely pre-emptive [first Strike by
either side 18 an extremely questionable
undertaking anyway — and having such
weaponswould only “make the'Russians
nervous and their finger. too, would be
on the (rigger." What we need 10 do in-
stead, he proposes, islao “recammit our-
selves to a doctrine of assured retaliation”
and thiswill make for “‘greater stability in
the *balance of terror’. ..."" As Turner
notes: “Itisfolly totalk, as thewar-fight-
ers do, of prolonging intercontinentalnu-
clear exchanges until the Soviet side was
exhausted. ... Neither nation would be
thinking of ‘victory' aften sustaining
8.000 nuclear blasts. . . long before [that],
a nuclear war would become entirely un-
manageable:;’*

Lest anyone believe that Turner's posi-

tion here reflects anguish over the horror

of ‘nuclear devastation or that il is, at

‘worst, ananachronistic throyback to the

MAD doctrine of the '60s and early *70s,

hey would be well advised to think again, |

Without (rying to pinpoint precisely

‘where his theories are situatediin the U.S,
nuclear strategic spectrum, it-should be.

clear that Turner does not at all oppose
nuclear war, but advocares a particular

viewpoint about how to conduct a nu-
clear war, For one thing. his opposition
‘to the MX is predicated upon his conten-

tion that instead of relying on such *‘de-
stabilizing'” land-based 1CBMs, the U.S.

should be going with *‘large numbers of

small, multi-based cruise missiles." As he
judiciously points out, the cruise’s mobili-
ty and concealability would makethe UiS.

nuclear arsenal *‘moresurvivable' and; in.

any case, when combined with submarine-
launched missiles: and: bomber-launched
missiles *‘would also give us as muehiassur-

‘ance as possible that our weapons would

penetrateany Sovietdefense.” Turner will

.certainly get no argament from the war-

fighters here since they are all for such
creative innovations in “force resiruetur=
ing"* like developing the more flexible and
“qurvivable single warhead Midgetman
missile, as well'as continuing to deploy the
cruise, it addition (o 1he MX!

In this light, it becomes apparent that
Turner’s concern with the “folly’" and
“unmanageability’* ofiithe sorl ©f pro-
tracted nuclear war envisioned by the
warfighters’ school is that the wear and
tear may be sogreal that the U.S. won't
have the nerve to finish'it! The warfight-
ers” contention, he notes, 18 *“thal no
American: president would be likely to
implement the longstanding doctrine of
retaliation against Sowviel cities because
this would invite devastation of Ameri-

can cities. In my view, the d_oc.l-rine'of-
nuclear war-fighting is wrong in denying.

the credibility of the threat of retaliation

against Sovier cities and industry.?* “Our
objective,”” Turner adyises, “*should be

Conltinued on page 15
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Editorial from
Miicadele

Continued from page 7

WORLD FREE OF IMPERIALISM
AND SOCIAL-IMPERIALISM, with
proletarian internationalist exuberance
— since such a proletarian’ interna-
tionalist stand can only be saluted with
proletarian internationalist exuberance
and respect.

The West German imperialists: may
send the president of their imperialist
state, Carstens, to the U.S.A. and have
him giving speeches of “BRD and USA
unity’ — more than ever!!" and paying
hommage to bloe unity all they want, but
“A World Without Imperialism Con-
tingent'" manifestsdefiantly that the pro-
letariat and the oppressed of both coun-
tries. shall’ not follow the imperialist
gangsters in order Lo satisfy the insatiable
appetite of capital. The contingent shows
and indeed proves that proletarian inter-
nationalist forees exist and that they dare
to unleash bold and courageousinitiative
for/the only way out of this goddamn
slaughterhouse: revolution!

Asthe preparations of two rival blocs,
one headed by the U.S. imperialists.and
the other by the Soviet social-imiperial-
ists, for a third imperialist world war in-
tensify, theeye of therising storm of mass
struggle against this imperialist butchery
is currently sending political tremors
throughout West Germany. The Western
imperialists, both in ‘order to increase
**the prospects of victory' inanimperial-
ist war against their rival'bloc, and at the
same time to discourage any of the bloe
members from harboring hopes of shift-
ing most of the destruction onto other
members of the bloc, are determined (o
deploy the missiles in Europe. The Soviet
social-imperialists are also determined
not to leave these preparations of their
rivals unreciprocated. It was lost on no
onethat the shooting dewn of the Korean

. airliner was carried oul as an attempt (o

prove that Moscow’s *‘words and deeds
will not diverge’* and its threats are not
intended to be mere empty waords. Exact-

ly the kind of verification one would ex-
pect from imperialist gangsters of their
murderous intentions on a world! scale.
Mass protests against these cold-blooded
criminal war preparations will increasing-
ly gather more momentum and militancy.
Voicing the fears of the West: German
bourgeoisie about the future of these
mass movements, Sfern'magazine reports
that “*“While some prepare for nonviolent
demonstrations, among others there are
even those who will be rehearsing
REVOLUTION’"! The bourgeois press is
trying to push the pacifist tendencies in
the movement to! the forefront in order
both to contain the protests within
“legitimate’” bounds and to isolate those
not fooled by bourgeois-pacifist illu-
sions, and thus present them as
“legitimate’ " targets of police attackss In
spite of these calculations, by saying:
“*With the first martyr, the tendency of
the masses to refrain from violent acts
will disappear,’’ they reflect their fear of
the revolutionary iseeds. carried within
these mass movements. With all this in
mind, with this proletarian interna-
tionalist and revolutionary defeatist
outlook, itis clear that there will be plenty
of opportunity for ““A WORLD
WITHOUT IMPERIALISM CON-
TINGENT' (o’ raise the flag of the
revolutionaryalternative boldly this **hot
autumn,™” together with many militant
forces: in West Germany. This “‘hot
autumn' is the harbinger of the crisisand
the comingof great political turmoil, not
only in ‘Germany but also throtighout
Europeiand probably throughout all big
imperialist metropoles. With this under-
standing and with the spirit of ‘“Storming
the‘heavens,” let's step forward together
withiour “‘guests,"" ouf proletarian inter-
nationalist brothers and sisters! [

DOWN WITH IMPERIALIST AND
SOCIAL-IMPERIALIST WAR
PREPARATIONS!

LONG LIVE PROLETARIAN
INTERNATIONALISM!

EITHER REVOLUTIONS PREVENT
WAR, OR WARS GIVE RISE. TO
REVOLUTION!

22c (plglslso‘ poslug?&mle from
ish edition now aval ¥ y
Elg" ;ubllcallons. Box 3486, Merchandise Mart, Chicago, IL 460654, USA







Correspondence from France

Strike At Vincennes

The following account was sent: to
the RW by a reader in France.

To the AW,

After the actions by rightist law.and
medical students, actions againsl the
Savary law last April and May (RW No.
208, "Is Paris Really Smoking?"), the
government in France now finds itself
altacked from another community
diametrically opposed to'the former:
fofeign students. On Monday, Nov. 14,
the University of Paris VIl went on
sirike and was occupied by the teach-
ers, administrative personnel and stu-
dents. The strike was sparked off as a
reaction to the intervention of police on
the morning of Nov. 11 toclear cut the
commiliee faor foreign students who had
been.occupying the university presi-
dernl's office for two days in order to ob-
tainthe enroliment of 83 non-European
students. The police attack was so
violent thal two African studenis fell
from the third floor window and are now
inthe hospital. The police claim they
jumped!

A brief history of the events will ex-
plain why this sirike is dangerous to the
French government led by the PS (Parti
Socialiste) with'PCF (Parti Communiste
Frangais) participation. The Savary law
discussed in AW No. 206 not enly limits
the number of students to receive ad-
vanced training in accordance with the
needs of the French government and
economy (i.e., what the bourgeoisie
orders) but falls all the harder on foreign
nonwhite students,

Foreign students other than Euro-
peans/(Europeans are subject to only
those selective measures imposed on
the French), mostly African or Narth
African, must first'of all apply in'their
country of origin in order to study'in
France. This means that the local pup-
pets and French imperialists may select
those that will best serve their interests
after having received education. | must
add that not only do the imperialists
hold 2 monopoly on advanced technol-
ogy but the French imperialists never
bothered to build universities in their
colonies.

‘The second step for those who are
really determined is'to apply in France
at'thevarious faculties between Decem-
ber and February preceding the fall ~
classes while the French and European
students need not apply until July. The
catch is the following: to stay in France
they need a residency permit; to get
their residency permit they need their
student card; the studen! card is given
in-July if their inscription is accepted; if
they can't stay in France for lack of a
residency permit they will not be able to

do all the protracted paperwork
necessary.

But why the University of Paris VI,
commonly referred to as “Vincennes''?
This was an experimental university
created after, and as a result of, the stu-
dent revolts of May 1968 to give those -
who had/net obtained the highly selec-
tive high school'diploma — le bac — a
chance to go lo!university (only 30% to
40% obtain'this diploma through exams
al the end of high school). You can not
normally go to university'without /e bac,
For obvious reasons it became a faculty
forimmigrants as well. In 1879, forty
percent of the student population at
Parjs VIl was foreigrn with most from
Africa or North Africa.

The university was'run from the
beginning by members of the PCF and
the RS, They had one desire — make .
Vincennes a super nermalized *left"
university to show thal they too \were
capable of accomplishing bourgeois
training and selection catering to the
needs of the French economy. Objective
achieved. In 1980 the universily was
moved from Vincennes to the working-
class ghetio of Saint Benis, a suburb
just north of Paris. The president of the
university, Claude Frioux, member of
the PCF, along with'others of the same
feather including the PS, managed,
through selective measures, to cul the
student population down from 35,000 to
17,000 today. What is. more, 70% of .
those who enroll are put in a situation
where they do not obtain the first diplo-
ma — /e DEUG (equivalent to a B.A.).
Without evening classes, workers are
unable to complete the DEUG in the
three years required. The result: Vin-
cennes al Saint Denis is a super nor-
malized pro-government university.

Viincennes is also the first university
the police have entered since the elec-
tion of the socialist-revisionist govern-
ment and they were called in by'a facul-
ty president who is a member of the
PCF! :

This is not surprising as the'PCF has
been behind all sorts of chauvinist anti-
foreign activity. Their posters "Make
French — Buy French"” rhyme well with
the extreme right posters “France for
the French'! The most spectacular ac-
tion of the PCF was in the town of Vitry
where the communist mayor and his
scum drove bulldozers into worker hous-
ing inhabited by immigrants. The goal
of this action was o protest the high
number of immigrants in their town!

Selection — number of students to
be admitted. Selection — necessities of
the French imperialists. Selection —
enroliment policies based on race
(sorry; national'origin). The problem in
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this.case is that the 83 foreign students
in question fulfilled mostif not all of the
obligations imposed.on them. The
university president, Claude Frioux,
could not admit them for as:he put'it: “it
would be doing an'injustice to those
others who had been refused” and most
of whom also fulfilled their obligations
forenroliment. His line is clear: one\in-
justice justifies another.

On Thursday, the tenth of Nov., the
president tried to freeze the “squatters"
oul by cutling off the electricity and
asking the administrative personnel not
to.come towork in order to protest the
occupation. To'their dismay the workers
got together and wrote a letter to the
Ministerof Education, Mr. Savary, com-

.plaining of not only being prevented

from working because of the power cut
but of being abandoned by their super-
lors aswell. At midnight en the tenth
the police circled the university cutting
off all exits. At 1:25 am'on the'11th the
president and his assistant, Mr. Saurel,
enlered the.administrative building te
inform the students that they had five
minutes to leave. Two minules |ater the
police attacked so violently that two
students were pushed out of the third
floor window, Three students without
residency permits were held for expul-
sion from [he country while those who
had residency permits risk the same
end after their trial! -

On Monday morning, after a three-day
weekend, most people'were aware of
whathad happened and almost imme-
diately the leachers, workers and stu-
dents decided to strike. The PCF, their
trade union the CGT and the PS refused
to take a position against Mr. Frioux.

The debates that followed showed
very clearly what the real issues were.
As alarge part of the French students,
although'not a majority, voiced the gov-
ernment's racist slanders: "'The immi-
grants don't do any work at the univer-
sity"; “they can’t even speak French"
(strange, as the language used in
school in most of France'sneocolonies
is French!); “why should we accept for-
eigners when we can'’t even admit all
the' French who want tostudy at the uni-
versity.” In.sum: “France is the garbage
pail of foreigners."

The response was quick in coming:
“We want everyone, French and immi-
grant, to'be able to go to university but

if it weren't for what French imperialism.

steals from our countries you'd be sil-
ting there naked!"" one foreign student
said. Another echoed, 'Not only does
French imperialism want to control our
countries but they want lo choose those
who will study in accordance with whe-
ther they will work for French imperial-

ism afterwards or not!"

A Marxist-Leninist intervenediin.an-
other meeling to expose French im-
perialism and finished by saying: “There
are those here who want to limil the de-
bate to racism bul racism is not an end
initself — it serves something and this
something is imperialism. It is nol
racism we should be putting into ques-
lion: here but rather the imperialist
state!” This was followed by loud ap-
plause from the foreign students and
autonomes (semi-anarchist youth). At
the same time one trotskyite said to the
other: “Are you going to.answer?" The
other replied: “Whatcan | answer to
that?" Yes indeed; what could they
answer? They called on/lhe waorkers o
vote for this.government and as they
would have it, although it isan im-
perialist government it was elected by
the people'and therefore Is a popular
government and can be made to do
what is good for the workers. Poor (rot-
skyites! You are geing to convince the
bourgeoisie to work against its own in-
lerests by tugging on theirskiris!

Needless lo say tensions mounted as
the line of demarcation around imperial:
ism was imposed. The trotskyites, re:
vealed for what they were, packed up
their sound equipmjenl, closing/the
debate. The debate continued withoul
their sound equipment, either in small
groups or in different rooms of the uni-
versity where the most reactionary were
forcefully prohibited from conducling
classes. .

By Wednesday the 16th, the universi-
ty president, Mr. Frioux, accepted to
enroll-the 83 foreign students and the
files'were taken to the Minister of Edu-
cation for approval. Whether the minis-
ter will give approval or not remains:to
be seen. There are, nevertheless. some
very real lessons to be learnt from these
events. Once again the real nature of
the French “left" government has been
exposed. They have also shown again
how they will treal any movement ex-
posing them as imperialist or challeng-
ing their imperialist domination. The'in:
tervention here was much faster and
more violent than the interventions car-
ried out against the right:wing students
last April and May. It is also important
to point out that even though the right
was occupying their universities at that
time the police never entered. But the
most important:lesson in all this is once
again we have seen.how those unruly
foreigners can shake imperialism in its
home base! Although the government
drives:on the right and refuses lo be
passed'on the left the road 'can and will
be torn from under their feet!

A reader

The Battie of Bonn

Continued from page 12

ground, jammed with demonstrators and
Christmas shoppers!

Throughout the day, of course,- the
pigs were constantly picking people off,
sometimes seemingly at random grabbing
individuals from the crowd. The official
arrest total for the day was 182. At one
point'in the late afternoon the police at-
tacked a section of the downtowncrowd,
obviously going after the contingent. Five
were arrested from the contingent in-
cluding three proletarians from Turkey.
And what happened to them is an ex-
posure in itself. The scores arrested dur-
ing the day were loaded on buses and
driven about 30 miles out of Bonni o an
underground command bunker of the
Border Troops. Here they were finger-
printed and locked in freshly-painted
white cells in the underground complex
— where the walls were quickly covered
with the graffiti of protest. Obviously
designed to withstand radiation and
chemical attacks, the doors in the com-
plex sealed like the doors between com-
partments in a ship. One of the border
troops were overheard mumbling, “*1t°s
as1f war had broken out."

While the purpose of the little exeur-
sion seems to have beento thoroughly in-
timidate those arrested with the awesome

power of the state, it was in thisrespect a
complete failure. When the prisoners
were finally loaded 'on buses to be ship-
ped back to the city to be released, they
virtually rioted on the buses, rocking
them back and forth from within, trying

_to tip them over.

The evening rally by the *‘official”
peace movement broke all records for
shortness of duration. The pantheon of
speakers was cut to four, and the whole
event in fact was moved from its original
location to a park on the other side of the
rail tracks from (he inner city where
police could prevent any marches back
into/ the heart of the city. With a quick
benediction, the 6.000 or so in the au-
dience were sent on a candlelight march
back to the area of the parliament.

Late that evening large crowds still re-
mained outside the Bannmeile where the
cops had pulled back across the street and
the masses once again occupied the
Adenauerallee. Here (he anti-imperialist
contingent reassembled (o continue its
political work, with speeches by a
Turkish worker, a member of the RCYB,
the “World Without Imperialism’' Con-
tingent, and FighThAck.

The effects of the Bonn demonstra-
tions were also'felt throughout the coun-
try. Many people who were initially bum-

med 'out and who did not take upithe bai-
tle in/Bonn were immediately inspired by
the Bonn action. While a number of local
actions took place around the country on
the 21st, Tuesday night the 22nd, which
also coincided with the actual vote In
parliament, saw waves of spontancous or
hastily planned outpourings around the
country — many of them taking the form
of the blockading of major urban
thoroughfares. OnTuesday, actions look
place in Hanover, Dortmund, Frankfurt,
Bremen, Gottingen, Stutigart, Heidel-
berg, Mannheim, Karlsruhe and Berlin,
with over 12,000 participants collectively.
In Berlin, demonstratorsitrashed a monu-
ment tothe U.S. Air Force commenmniora-
ting the 1948 Berlin Airlift at Templehof
Airport., Onithe wall was written; **1948
Raisins—1984 Rockets."'

Inisumming up the *‘Battle of Bonn,""
the Frankfurter Allgemeine . warned:
“Restrictions of freedom of movement
around parliament, the urgent calling
upon thosewhoare of adifferent opinion
(even if it were that of having no opinion
atall.on the subjecet in question, the sta-
tioning of the missiles) o join in; the
pathos of seeing a procession, lorches
held high and flags waving, intolerant of
opposition; worse yet, a falling into
psychological violence, the telephone
harassment of politicians invoking a'duty
to vole in a very particular way; finally,
parliamentary depulies slanding in
solidarity with their extra-parliamentary
shock troops — all this awakens bad

. memories."”
* # #* * *

What the Frankfurter Allgemeine ac-
tually reveals in their petty and ridiculous
artempl to Nazi-bait the antimissile
movement is not bad memories but night-
mares about the future. It was of critical
importance that (he international pro-

_letariat mount the stage in this massive
social struggle over the stationing of the
new U.S. weapons in Western Europe.
To not have done so, to not have strug-
gled to build this demonstration and (o
interject a proletarian pole would have
been a setback for the proletariat world-
wide. As Bob Avakian wrote in **World
War Must Be Opposed With Revolution,
Not Peace’" (RW Nao, 227, October 21,
1983):

‘. .if there is a chance 1o prevent
world war through revolution it will re-
quire intensified revolutionary work (o
accelerate the development of the revolu-
tionary movement and to transform
politicAl awakening, protest and rebellion
among the massesintoa conscious, derer-
mined revolutionary force. [t will require
the seizing on'keyevents, especiallysharp
turns and the eruption of crises, even
crises which do not yel represent the
emergence of revolutionary: conditions,
whenever and wherever: this oceurs and
particularly instrategic parts of the world
and strategic situations, Itis only work off
this ‘kind' that holds the possibility of
preventing world” war through revolu-
tion...." [
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Cruise Test Protest

On Saturday, December 3, 175
demonstrators from throughout the
northwest U.S. and British Columbia
gathered at the “*Peace Arch’ at the
U.S:-Canadian border. The demonsiya-
fion — coming the day after the blacRade
of a plant manufacturing parts for the
cruise missile in Portland, Oregon, in
which 58 were arrested —was pari of civil
disobedience actions planned across the
U.S. and Canada opposing the testing of
the cruise missiles (which is scheduled for
next vear in Canada) and their deploy-
ment. At the park on'the U.S.-Canadian
border a group of demonstrators from
Vancouver, B.C., campedoutillegally on
Friday night. After a brief rally on Satur-
day the entire demonstration marched
through the Canadian border-crossing
refusing to stop al the checkpomnt. A
distraught Canadian immigration official
ran up te a contingent of waiching Royal

- Cahadian Mounted Police exclaiming
“These people are all'entering Canada il-
legally! What are we going to do?"’ The
cops had already decided thal arrests
would only make the situation worse, so
they only responded by blocking off all
traffic headed into the U.S. from
Canada. Thedemonstrators then decided
to enter the ULS. illegally where officials
also decided that it would be better to
avoid a confrontation.

The action involved some of the more
radical sections of the anti-nuke move-
ment. A “'Statement of Independence,”’
which was drawn up by a group from
Vancouver and read at the rally and
posted on the Peace Arch which marks
the border, for instance, reatd in part:
“We affirm our nght and our respon-

sibilities and disassociate ourselves from
the nation-stdte of Canada and from the
nation-state the United States of America
and their respective governments, charg-
ing that®the existence and conduct of

those governments violates our basic
rights as people of the earth.'” The state-
mentwenton tolist 11 chargesagainst the
U.8. and Canadian governments ranging
fromthetestingand deployment of cruise

and other nuclear missiles, to war con-
ductedin Central America, tothe oppres-
sion of womenand native peoples. C]

Lebanon

Continued from page 1

one can only assume that sucharesponse,
which the U.S. made its pretext for the
next day’s bombing raid, was part of the
calculations. -

Sull; if the' 8. successfully set upithe
circumstances leading intoits December 4
bombing raid, the raid itself was nothing
to. write: home about. The two U.S;
bombers shot down, after all, equal the
entire number of aircraft Israel Jost dur-
ing'its'whole 1982 campaign. If this was
intended to bea one-shot demonstration
of ULS. military superiority, it was a clear
failure. But the signs point to this haying
been no one-shot deal; rather, it was a
baptism by fire of new U.S. policy in
Lebanon, and just one aspect of the
“mew’’ U.S.-Israelistrategiccooperation
that will be brought to bear in that arena.

The immediate aim of this strategic
cooperation is to drastically alter the
political and military situation in
Lebanon, effecting a clear-cut
US.-Israeli victory there andi bringing
the Syrians — whether through fire or
dialogue or both — (o heell As Shamir
told the National Press Club on
November 30, in a prepared speech, “*A
Syrian takeover of Lebanon will have a
devastating impact on the entire region,
on the chances of peace, and on Soviet in-
fluence throughout the Middle East.
Conversely, the achievement of a free
and independent Lebanon will beia boost
to'the peace camp and to the influence of
the free world in our part of the world."

By ‘‘free-and independent Lebanon,”
Shamir means net only a Lebanon
generally integrated into the Western
blog, but specifically bound toilsrael —
militarily, politically and economically.
This is precisely the meaning of the May
[ 7:accord that' the Li.S. arranged between
Israel and Lebanon earlier this year,
which has become the major focus of
contention between Syria and the
U.S:-Israeli axis. It has dlso become a
major focus of popular opposition onthe
part of the Lebanese as well, an opposi-
tion which has grown considerably over
the past 16 months of Israeli occupation
in'Lebanon, particuarly in the southern
region. The breadth of this sentiment is
such that not only the opposition forces
arrayed against Amin Gemayel's govern-

ment, but some of his own ministers as-

well, havecalled for changes intheaccord
— although there is a wide variance, of
course, amongst these forees as to just
what this would entail. The main upshot
of the *‘national reconciliation™ talks
held amongst Lebanon's various “god-
fathers'® and militia headsin October was
that the May 17 accord was deemed the

major obsiacle to any foreseeable
I ebanese sovereignty and national recon-
ciliation — the very watchwords which
the U.S. has cynically employed this past
year in defining its own Lebanese *‘mis-
sion.” Given this, Gemayel had no
recourse but to/givelip service to the de-
mand. Predictably, when Gemayel ap-
proached the U.S. last week, immediately
following the Shamir-Reagan. talks, he
was rebuffed on this point (if, indeed, he
even elected to make the argument). The
U.S. and Israel remainiadamant — there
is no acceptable version of ‘‘Lebancse
sovereignty'” other thanasan Israeli pro-
tectorate. This is'a positioniwhich only
the right-wing Christian milita leaders
choose to publicly endorse in Lebanon at
the moment. Nonetheless, Gemayel was
told by the U.S., in the characterization
of ‘the New York Times, to “widen his
political base, expand his army’s control
of the countryside, and ‘act more
‘presidential.” ™

Theimport of all thisis clear enough—
no longer -is' the U.S. particularly in-
terested in maintaining its threadbare
charade in Lebanon that it issomehow in-
terested’ in ‘“‘restraining’” Israel in its

regional designs. The U.S. backing of the -

Gemayel government, whichallowed it to
maintain a thin margin of independence
from Israel (whose 1982 invasion, after
all, created the conditions of its forma-
tion), is henceforth more explicitly condi-
tional upon Gemayel’s fealty to Israeli
policy and aims. The U.S. will no'longen
expend much political capital in pro-
moting the illusion that it is primarily
concerned with bringing about
‘‘[.ebanese nalional reconciliation,"
other than an occasional rhetorical aside.
The results of that reconciliation, such-as
it has been, were clearly heading in the
wrong direction. And as for Gemayel, he
can bend to these new (in any event, less
ambiguously stated) “‘rules of the game, "’
or get out of the kitchen — cabinet and
all.

Indeed, the new “‘strategic coopera-
tion” between the U.S.and Israel inlarge
part consists of restating, in the most
brutally explicit form, the real ‘‘rules of
the game!' underlying the U.S.-Israeli
relationship: The U.S. generally made the

“effort over the past decade lo pose as the

third party *‘mediator’* between the Arab
states and Israel, as the superpower
which, because it was Israel’'s-almost ex-
clusive patron, could alone control its
behavior. Even at the height of
U.8.-Israeli collusion — such as during
the invasion of Lebanon in 1982 — the
U.8. made some effort to maintain this
charade, even as it became:all the more ir-
relevant tothe actual alignment.of forees

+ and states in the region. The Arab heads

of state, for the most part fully.integrated
into the Western bloc, have some reasons

for refusing to openly embrace Israel,
mainly their domestic political stability.
Bul in this respect, it is only their words
that matter, as their deeds have long since
spoken for themselves. And as for their
abilities to maintain their own
“*sovereign’’ rule, the bottom-line
guarantee of this has largely become the
function of U.S. intelligence services and
military assistance anyway.

The shift implicit in the ‘‘new™
strategic cooperation is that now'the U.S.
has codified, indeed is openly flaunting,
its ““master/biting dog’’ relationship with
Israel. It assumes that in doing:so, the
Arab heads of state (and some European
powers) will fret, complain and
gesticulate — but in the end tag along.
Clearly, givenits deteriorating positionin
Lebanon, and the substantial degree to
which the Syrian position there/is linked
toLthe potential fora Soviet breakthrough
in the Middle East, the U.S. is pushing
hard to redefine, subordinate (and in ef-
fect, extinguish) the ‘*Arab-lsraeli con-
flict,”” or :those aspects of it which
basically represent lingering contradic-
tions within its own bloc, in theinterests
of repulsing the Syrian-Soviet bid.

In the process, the U.S. is exacerbating
contradictions: within and among the
states in its own alignment, even as it is
pushing the volatile Lebanese situation
very. close to the edge of all-out war. The
Soviet stake in Syria, while grounded in
significant military assistance and coor-
dination, is even more a function of its
own imperial designs in the region. The
interaction of all these factors, inthe con-
text of the growing global face-off, car-
ries as yet unforeseen consequences.

Anunknown, possibly important, fac-
tor in all this .concerns the internal situa-
tion in Syria itself. Qver the past few
weeks a flurry of intelligence reports have
been circulating the Western capitals con-
cerning the apparently serious illness of
Syrian President Hafez al-Assad. Theac-
tive and unabashedly hopeful speculation
is that he has suffered a heart attack or
stroke, is presently unable to attend to af-
fairs of state, and may not recover. If
such were true, the ramifications could be
substantial. Given the autocratic nature
of Assad’s rule, and the simmering con-
flicts inside Syrian society, the process of
determining his successor(s) could be a
turbulent one. Or so Shamir, for one,
publicly speculated while in the U:S. In

. any event, the U.S. and Israel are ap-

parently acting on the premise that there
rnay be important internal weaknesses (o
exploit in Syria. Several-U.S.-Israeli in-
tiatives vis-a-vis the Gemayel government,
designed to prod certain Lebanese op-
position leaders away from Syrian in-
fluence, and even the timing (of the
December 3-4 air-strikes may have been
intended ‘with this in mind.

But even if such were true, it will take
much more than this to “‘change the
balance of forces on 'the ground’ in
Lebanon. For one thing, despite all the
apparent sectarian strife in Lebanon (and
the U.S.-Israeli-right-wing-Christian role
in fomenting it), there is quite a bit:more
unanimity against the Israelis, and the
U.S. than the U.S. cares to admit.. And
while the masses are primarily under the
sway of bourgeois and petty-bourgeois
forces who are angling in diverse direc-
tions' to cut -an acceptable deal, the
obstacles towards even a partial settle-
ment are formidable. Similar to Israeli
policy on the West Bank, the U.S. and
Isrdel are in the market for Lebanese
“*moderates’”’ — i.e, collaborators — to
bolster Gemayel's position, but are offer-
ing terms to them which would seriously
undermine their popular credibility.

Nor can the U.S. and Israel simply con-
tinue sending “‘signals’’ to Damascus and
elsewhere via air and naval artillery
strikes. Their political *‘solution’” for
Lebanon indeed requires that the “situa-
tion on the ground’ be changed. And
while air raids and naval artillery can
wreak havoc and destruction, they are of
little ultimate consequence unless ground
troops enter combat, ‘seize and hold ‘ter-
ritory, and the like. Throughout the
period of the now rapidly crumbling
cease-fire begun September 26, the U.S.
has been working feverishly to bolster up
the Lebanese Army, in its training and
weaponry, and it is now being called
upon to expand its territorial base.
(Israeli Defense Minister Moshe Arens,
while in the U.S. during the Shamir visit,
publicly called upon the Lebanese
government to initiate ‘“‘guerrilla war-
fare’ in Syrian-controlled ‘territory as
well. Given the long-standing practices.of
Israeli intelligenceiinits collusion with the
right-wing Phalangist militia, this almost
certainly spells an intensification of
bloody car-bomb attacks and the like
directed against civilians living in Syrian-
controlled areas.) Still, the Lebanese Ar-
my on its own cannot realistically be ex-
pected to extend its control very far,
Which means that the introduction of
Israeli and/or U.S. ground forces into
combat — a'contingency which in various
forms has already been discussed within
the Pentagon and between the U.S. and
its Europedn allies — remains a logical
consequence of the WU.S.-Israeli current
course. The current proposal from the
Pentagon to remove the U.S. Marines
from their ‘‘sitting duck’' position near
the Beirut airport hardly signals:a “‘de-
escalation’! of the U.S. military role in
Lebanon. At the very least, it signals a
desire to get them into a more militarily
tenable position, ifand when the shit real-
lpstarts tofly, [



As the U.S, and Israel openly celebrate
their new “*straiegic cooperation,’’ map-
ping ou} their political and military
sirategies for Lebanon and points
beyond, a growing strain of religiosity
and bibilically-derived claptrap inspirits
the proceedings.

Just prior to Israeli Prime Minister |

Shamir’s visit. 1o Washington, Jerry
Falwelland the MoralMajority held their
Sth annual convention in Jerusalem. The
value (he Israelis place on this relation-
shipis shown by Defense Minister Moshe
Arens' appearance as a featured speaker
al' the conventon; and Falwell held cor-
dial talks with Shamir as well. Falwell,
pointing to his ‘assembled flock, pro-
claimed the support of “‘more than
110,000 fundamentalist churches in
America and thousands more evangelical
churches™ for the state of Israel, and afi-
cionudos ol the polyester preacher-circuit
in this ‘country can readily ‘attest (o
unstinting efforts of Ealwell and s ilk.
The ties between the Israeli government
and the Moral Majorily, of course, go
back quite a ways, but this mest recent,
conspicuaus affirmation -of religio-
political affinities comes al a rather
auspicious time — fire and brimstone, in-
deed.

Noteworthy as well was the timing of
the joint LLS.-lsraeli air raids against
Syrian positions last weekend. It may be
only coincidental that they occurred al
the advent of the Chanukah season,

Another
Warmonger
for Peace

Continued from page'l |

1o relaliate not by going after just theinre-
maining missiles but by hitting both
military and civilian targets intensively™
— |.e., loget the job doneas fasl as possi-
bie by wasting their population centers as
well, without blinking an eye!

Here, according to Turner, the “‘slow-
er, more deliberate’ cruise would sup-
posedly give the Russians plenty of time
(about an hour and a haif after launch!)
to reconcile themselves to a U.S. nuclear
attack and the fact that' they had better
““absorb 1t and then negotiate™ or else
“‘our entire remaining arsenal would im-
mediately be launched in one devastating
blow. This would provide more margin
for reason (o reassert itself. . ..""—and,
need we say, for humanitarianism, mom
and apple pie to prevail. Allin all, a most
devastating, and quite bloodthirsty, criti-
que of the doctrine of nuclear war-fight-
ing!

Soitturnsout that Turner’s opposition
to certain aspects of the U.S.'s military
buildup, like that of many of his imper-
1alist peacenik brethren, anses from tacti-
cal and strategic differences, not over
whether but over how bestlo fight inthe
upcoming war(s). And while hi§ nuclean
strategems differ in some ways [rom
mainline U.S. war planning, certainly his

recommendations for more flexible,

mobile and dispersed “‘world interven-
{fon'" represent an area of great concern
1o evervimpenalist war planner, as events
in Grenadaand Lebanonshow, &

which commemorates the victory of Lhe
Maccabees (a Jewish dynasty circa
200100 B.C.) over the:ancient Syrians. In
any evenl, these connotations were hard-
Iy lost on the'lsraeli milieu, teeming asit is
with: biblical contrivances and reference
points for current events and territonal
conflicts.

But what might' be called the *'last
word" on the subject has come from
Ronald' Reagan. Portions of a telephone
conversation between the Great Com-
municator and Thomas A. Dine, Israel’s
chief lobbyist in Washington, were
recently printed in the New' York Times
Sunday magazine. In his.own'inimitable
style, the commander-in-chief ventured
an opinion as to where things in Lebanon
seem 1o be going:
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Onward, Judeo-Christian Soldiers

““We've got to find a settlement there.
You know, | turn back (o your ancient
prophets in the Old Testament, and the
signs foretelling Armageddon, and I*find
myself wondering if — if we’re the
generation that's going Lo see that come
about. | don't know if you've noted any
of these prophecies lately, but, believe
me, they certainly describe the times
we're going through.'

The statement -suggests Reagan is
possessed of an! elevator that no longer

reaches the top floors. But then again,

that may be the intention; we may have
here a replay of the old *“*madman in the
White House'' ploy. Certainly the
““leak™ of this purportedly private con-
versation to.the New York Times must be
taken with a touch of suspicion. Henry

Kissinger, for one, has acknowledged
that, during the Nixon White House era,
the president and his aides worked
deliberately to give the Soviet leaders the
impression that Nixon was a touch
““mad,"'" and was capable of anything —
up to and including starting ther-
monuclear war. All this was designed to
put the Soviets on the defensive and give
Nixon and Co. that certain
“‘psychological edge.”” Reagan’s current
visions of Armaggedon could be a ruse
along' these same lines. Then -again,
maybe not. In any case, the developing
world situation is such that whatever
boundaries mighl exist between *'play ac-
ting”’ and the *‘real thing'” are becoming
less and lessdefinite. 1

And speaking of Warmongers for Peace.. . This ad for the
British Army from the London Times speaks for itself.
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JOIN THE

PEACE

For the last 20 years or more the British Army
has been involved in many peace-keeping missions
around the world.

At this moment we have troops stationed in

laces as far flung as the Lebanon, Belize and Cyprus
in addition of course to the Army’s well known task
at home in.support of the Royal Ulster Constabulary
in Northem Ireland).
' It's a rewarding task, certainly, Peace will always
remain an ideal worth striving for
Yet paradoxically, it is rarely achieved with good

intentions and soothing words.

The harsh reality is that the maintenance of
peace can often be a bloody affair
And,asa young Ammy Officex it can stretch your
ahilities almost to breaking point.
In the crossfire. .

Sixmonths after leaving Sandhurst, for example,
youcould find yourselfin themiddle of someone else's

‘civil war

In the Lebanon, pechaps.

Here, you could face as many as five or six
political 'and religious factions, at war for very com-
plex reasons.

In the struggle for peace; you may end up feeling
you're nobody’s friend and everybody’s Aunt Sally.

You'll need all the talents of a skilled diplomat.

On occasions, you'll have to make a stand in the
thick of the crossfire,

Would you have the courage and dogged deter-

mination to see the job throngh?
Closer to home, you could also spend some time

in Northern Ireland.

Some members of the community there are
apposed to our presence. A few of them viclently so.

Yet therell be no taking sides,

Inthe course of your duty,youand yourmenmay
be subjected to extremes of provocation.

Could you keep a tight rein on your emotions,
even under fire?

Jungle warfare and social work.

In Belize, you could face a different challenge.

Your job will be to pohice the borders.

MOVEMENT.

You'll be confronted by a jungle terrain that
will test your powers of physical endurance to
the limit.

Moreover, in an area as volatile as Central
America, the threat of trouble is never faraway.

Quite a challenge 5,000 miles from home;

The British Army also has a force deployed in
Cyprus, as part of the UN| peace-keeping mission.
We play an active role.

As an Officer there, you could find yourself
helping the local communities.

You might supervise the distribution of sup-
plies to anisolated village or settle a quarrel about
water.

You could mediate in a land dispute between
farmers on the edges of the UN Buffer Zone.

How are your talents as an arbitrator?

A spell at Sandhurst.

Needless to say, we won't throw you in at the
deep end.

Before you take your first steps as an Amy
Officer you'll undergo a rigorous training period at
Sandhurst.

First of all, we'll put your body through @ pun-
ishing course in physical fitness.

Then we'll tax your brain.

You'll study: social science and international
affairs. Gain a grounding in military law and theories
of government.

And most important of all, learn the skills of
leadership.

Trom then on, as an officer in the peace move-
ment,il’sup to you.

If you would like Lo know more about a career
as:an Army officer, please write to: :

Major John Floyd, Army Officer Entry, Dept.
P4, Empress State Building, Lillie Road, London
SWE ITR.

Tell him your date of birth, your school or uni- -

a

versity and the qualifications you have or expect.

@ Army Officer









