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Washington, D.C. On Thursday,
December 15th, police brutally murdered
BParryl Rhones, a voung Black man wide-
ly liked in the community. Rhones was
standing on'a D.C. street when cars pull-
ed up, plainclothes police jumped out
and grabbed Darryl from behind. He was
handeuffed and thrown to the ground. A
crowd gathered as cops beat Darryl, who
kepr saying, **What did | do? I'didn't do
anything." Darryl’s aunt, Shirley, was
arrested for disorderly conduct when she
ran out to try to help him. *‘The cops
were acting like they wanted to provoke
people,”” a witness told the RW. “They
had guns and knives out. When Darryl's
1I1-year-old sister protested one pig put a
gun to her head and told her be quiet or
I’ll blow your head off."

A friend of the familytold the R W that
Parryl had come to S Street to pick up his
little sister who was visiting on the block.
When this friend went outside after hear-
ing the commotion, the street was filled
with unmarked police cars, and
plainclothes cops were beating Darryl
while holding thegathering crowd of peo-
ple back with guns.

- Neighbors told the R W that cops.drag-

ged Darryl to a police car, threw him on
the car and beat him some more. ‘‘He
looked like he was dead or dying when
they took him out of here,"" neighbors
said.

Two days later, on Saturday, the
Washingron Post reported in a front-
page story that a man had died in police
custody. According to the Post, Darryl
had been pointed out to police by an
“‘unidentified citizen™ as a suspect in a
shooting that had occurred about (wo
hours earlier on the same block. The
police story, repeated! with slight varia-
tions for the next fiveidays, was that Dar-
ryl had been *‘apparently high on PCP
and had put up a fight." The Post
reported that in an “‘apparent violation™
of routine procedures, police had taken
Darryl to an upstairs office: when they
brought him to the station, then down to
the cellblock where he was found un-
conscious by an officer who attempted to
give cardiopulmonary resuscitation. An

ambulance was called and Darryl was
reported dead on arrival at George
Washington University Hospital. The
next day the Post reported that no
charges had been filed against Darryl
Rhones until 3:15 a.m. Friday, five hours
after he had been pronounced dead. Nine
officers were placed on routine ad-
ministrative leave pending investigation.

On Sunday morning the news broke of
a second death in police custody. Loren
Thomas, a Native American, had been
arrested Saturday night for disorderly
conduct at a downtown nightspot. Ac-
cording to the Post, he had been put into
a squad car with another prisoner, and
collapsed and died when police tried to
*‘assist him"' from the car upon arrival at
the station. Three more officers were
placed on: administrative leave pending
determination of the cause of death.

The D.C. medical examiner’s office
reported that Darryl Rhones had died of
‘‘cardiac arrest after a neck
compression’” and that Loren Thomas
had died of natural causes, ‘‘positional
asphyxia associated with'acute alcohol in-
toxication.” The officers who had been
placed on administrative leave in connec-
tion with Thomas' death were reinstated
and the case was closed.

“Neck compression™? “‘Positional
asphyxia"? Evidently, use of the choke-
hold is a commen police tactic. D.C.
police chief Turner appeared particularly
sensitive to this after the murders, even
suggesting that the department might
“reconsider’’ its use of the choke-hold,
though he demanded ‘‘medical
evidence'’ that this “‘procedure’” was ac-
tually *“*dangerous’! (Death, apparently,
doesn’t count as “‘medical evidence'': a
hold akin to the choke-hold had been
reported as routinely taught at the D.C.
Police Academy in relation to an'earlier
death due to *‘neck compression’” while
in the custody of the D.C. pigs.)

So'much for this and other recent calls
for “‘reform.”” Actually, the line over-
whelmingly taken regarding the murders
of Rhones and Thomas has been to call
for an internal investigation through the
police department and a grand jury. The

attempt has been to stonewall any op-
position to police murder. The Posr ran
an editorial stating that pending official
findings, and in respect of the civil liber-
ties of the pigs in question, ‘*‘no assump-
tion of fault or guilt should be made,"
The editorial suggested that if the even-
tual grand jury report did not call for any
further proceedings against the cops,
“‘then its decisions should be made
public.’” Now it’s up'to the grand jury to
heed the Post's editorial advice.

War on Black People

Darryl Rhones’ murder in particular
exposes the essence of the so-called ““war
on drugs'' launched in 1981, Six of the
nine cops placed on administrative leave
were members of the narcotics task force,
an elite 34-man team created Lo prosecute
this *“‘war."” The street where Darryl was
publicly beatenlies within the Shaw-14th
Street area, the ‘“‘riot corridor’ only
blocks from the White House and D.C."s
downtown: office district. The *‘war on
drugs’' has been concentrated in this area

~and has in fact been'a major focus of

repression against the Black masses.

Over the past four vyears the tactics
developed and used in the Shaw-14th
Street area have included hosing down a
street crowd with a water truck, driving
motorcycles and squad cars into the
crowd on the sidewalk, and thousands of
arrests. Articles glorifying the tough tac-
tics and psychological warfare waged by
various ‘“‘street.cops’’ in this area have
been major features of the Washingron
Post. Police operations in the ‘‘war on
drugs’' have focused on crowd control,
dispersal, and the development of tactics
to terrorize and intimidate people,
especially the youth. Beatings of hand-
cuffed youth are routine, and recently
police have been putting guns to their
heads as well.

According tothe Washington Post, the
narcotics task force, which has made over
8,000 arrests in its two years of opera-
tions, “‘oftenreliesion a controversialitac-
tic known as ‘rip teams’ or ‘jump out
squads.’ An undercover officer finds oul
who was selling drugs in a street crowd,

then signals a squad of three to five
policemenwho approach in an unmarked
car, jump out and arrest the suspect.”
What this **often relied on tactic’* means
for the masses can be seen in the eyents:
leading to Darryl's'death.

The police story — that Darryl had
been fingered as an assailant by an
*“unidentified citizen” — was so flimsy
that it looked more like a threat than a
cover. Why would anyone be hanging
around on the same block after shooting
somebody two hours earlier? To bolster
the fantasy, a vicious campaign was laun-
ched against Darryl and, by implication,
all young men like him. Legal charges
which had been previously brought
against Darryl were repeated ad
nauseam, regardless of the fact that none
of these charges had ever been brought to
trial.

The public execution of Darryl Rhones
was part of an intensifying police war of
terror aimed at a section of the Black
masses, a terror campaign which has been
carefully built up as demanded and sup-
ported by the ‘*decent citizens'® against
drugs. Ibrahim Munim, executive direc-
tor of the Shaw Area Project Committee
and much publicized' community leader
in the “‘war on drugs,”’ told the Post thal
generally the community supports what
the task force does, and'that he objected
**to the foecus being put on one incident
such as last week’s death rather thanion
the larger question of controlling drug
sales.”” This point of view contrasts
sharply with that of a young woman we
spoke with onithe block where Darryl was
attacked. ““The police," she said, “‘just
use that war onidrugs as an excuse to do
whatever they want to do. When those
cops [on administrative leave] get put
back on thestreet, there's goingtobealot
more people killed."

And what about D.C.'s Black mayor,
and mainly Black city government? They
haven’t been talking about these killings.
They’ve been too busy having their pic-
tures taken with Jesse Jackson, and argu-
ing over whether or not support for the
maverick or for the Mondale is in the
“‘bestinterests’’ of Black people! Ll
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OVERRULE THIS,

MOTHERFUCKER

by Bob Avakian

‘We have to understand just how serious and how strategic this visit of Deng
Xiaoping was for the U.S. ruling class. The rulers of China are pragmatists,
narrow bourgeois careerists, who are looking out for the interests of their own
clique and stratum of society, a privileged stratum that is feeding parasitically
off the working people in China. They will sell China and the Chinese laboring
people to whoever makes them the best offer. They arealready offering foreign
companies the opportunity to comeinto China and make one-hundred percent
profit off of investing in China, so long as they leave behind a few machines
(just as took place in old China under the domination of various foreign
powers). They are offering these international corporations whole areas where
they can come in, manage the factory and the whole production. And you
know what that means. You know what it means when these bloodsuckers
from Jones & Laughlin Steel or ARMCO go to China and set up, organize and
manage a steel mill over there. We've worked under them here, we know what
it means — and it's got nothing to do with revolution and socialism! 1t's got
everything to do with capitalism, exploitation, and degradation! That is what
Deng Xiaoping is bringing back to China, and he will sell China to whoever of-
fers him and his clique the best deal.

And that also includes to the Soviet Union. Mao Tsetung pointed this out
himself — don’t think that because today these Deng Xiaopings and Hua
Guofengs and the rest of them are cozying up o, putting themselves under the
domination of, and selling the Chinese people out to the interests of [/.S.
imperialism — that tomorrow they won’t turn around and make an argument
that they have to do that same thing with the Soviet Union instead. In fact, this
is a very sharply debated question inside China today within the ruling circles.
“Which'superpower should we hitch/ourselves and subordinate ourselves to?*"
There is'a growing section of the Chinese ruling clique arguing for moving
away from the U.S.: *“It’s too unreliable. It’s too weak. Theywon't toughenup
their military stand enough, so maybe we had better go with the Soviet Union
instead.™ :

When they brought Deng Xiaoping over here they were actually tightening
up China under U.S. domination as part of its war bloc, getting prepared for
World War 3. That is what they had him here for more than anything else,
because China occupies an extremely strategic place in the world. Whichever
superpower hitches it up to'its bloc will have a tremendous advantage over the
other one when they go down with each other. In fact, if the Chinese revi-
sionists switched bandwagons and firmly hitched China to the Soviet Union,
that might very well be the thing that would start world war. The U.S. imperial-
ists would say, ““That’s as far as things can go. We can't allow Japanand West
Germany, under the weight of all this, to leave our camp as well and also reach
an accommodation with the Russians.” Sothese are heavy things they are talk-
ing about.

Think about it. Deng Xiaoping came here to the U.S. and ten days after he
left this country China invaded Vietnam. Now, anybody who thinks that Deng
came over here and said, *‘Listen Jimmy Carter, come over here, I'want to tell
you something. We're getting ready to put & hit on Vietnam. What do you
think about that?"* But Jimmy Carter told him, I don’t'want to hear a word
about it! Please don't talk about such nasty stuff in the White House, you
hear?" If anybody thinks that Jimmy Carter and Deng Xiaoping did not sit
down and'discuss this question before Deng unleashed forces to invade Viet-
nam — thensuchia person ought to himself get up and run on the Democratic
or the Republican party ticket for President, because he is just fool enoughand
criminalenough to deserveit, trying tohidethings thatway. Even a fool can see
that what they were doing there was plotting. What you had going on in Viet-
nam when China invaded was not (as the U.S. rulers sat back and pretended
and talked about on all their media) two communist countries fighting each
other. What you had was the Soviet Union fighting the United States by proxy.
The Seviets were fighting through the army of Vietnam, where revolution has
also been betrayed, and the U.S. was fighting with its forces dressed in the
uniforms of the Chinese army. That’s what was actually going on there; they
were fighting by proxy, fighting warm-up rounds, preparatory bouts to the
really big showdown they are preparing for, World War 3.

Of course Walter Cronkite and all the rest of them got upithere and said,
“The visit of Chinese Vice Premier Deng Xiaoping to the United Statesisa very
important move in the effortsof the United States government to secure peace
in'the Asian area, and indeed, in the whole world. U.S. officials are very con-
cerned that this move meet with success so that peace can be preserved until the
year 2500. And that's the way it is."” Bullshit! They brought Deng Xiaoping
over here totry and brainwash us while they talked undercover about how to
get better prepared for war.

Preparations for War

If you don’t believe they are getting ready to unleash World War 3, check it
out. Look at the maneuvering they are doing around this SALT agreement —
what does it represent? Just more of the same kind of thing. They're using it,
both the rulers of the U.S. and the rulers of the Soviet Union; both have (so far
at least) found it useful to havethis SALT agreement for several reasons. Inno
way does it eliminate or even reduce the number of nuclear weapons, but it does
allow them to scrap some weapons that they now consider outdated or of in-
ferior quality and to introduce more technically sophisticated, higher quality,
and more destructive nuclear weapons. That was clear when Carter came along
and started to work on the MX missile. He authorized work on the MX missile
immediately afrer SALT was signed. What they are doing with the SALT
agreement is setting the framework within which they are going to fight this
war and use all these nuclear weapons. That's what the SALT agreement is
about. Being mad-dogs, like all imperialists, both superpowers want to control
the world, and they are setting down certain ground rules within which to fight
this war and even to use nuclear weapons (of course, they will both break them
when the time comes). '

This article is the eighth in a series of material compiled from a 1979 speaking
tour by Bobr Avakian, Chairman of the Central Commirtee of the RCP, USA.
This was the last public speaking tour Bob Avakian has been able to make due
to international political persecution, which continues to this day — ed,

.

The Strategic Importance
of the Visit by

Deng Xiaoping

to the

U.S.

And we don’t matter shit to them! We are only a digit in a computer. They
are writing articles — you can read them right now in their scientific journals —
coldly calculating how many tens or hundreds of millions of people are an **ac-
ceptable level of death™ in this great contest to see which one of these gangsters
can loot and rape and roband plunder most of the world. THhat’s all we are to
them: people to work like dogs; bullets to be shotout the end of a gun or targets
1o receive bullets instead of them; figures they caleulate, coldly and brutally
and uncaringly, to see how they can maintain their system and keep their rule
and their plunder going and breathe a little more life into their dying system.

They also want this SALT agreement so that each of them can portray the
other one as the aggressor. That’s one of the things they want to do besides set-
ting the framework for this war. Each of them likes to talk about peace so they
can say, ‘‘Itain’t me, it's him!l want to have peace and I understand that you
all want peace. I'm not aggressive, I'm not war-like. Forget about Vietnam and
Korea and the Dominican Republic and everything else. I just want to be
peaceful. I just want to be me and be peaceful here, It’s them Russians. It's
them Russians — they want to take what we have stolen fair and square, Now,
we can’t allow that, can we?’* And, of course, you go over to the Soviet Union
and they run the same thing at you only the other way. “‘We're a socialist coun-
try.”’ (And that’s a lie. They once were, but power was stolen back from the
working class there. But they tell people. . .) “Hey, we're socialists, right?
Socialists don't need war. Socialists are for peace. This country is a powerful
bastion for peace. It's them imperialists over there. It's that United States over
there. Look what they did in Vietnam. Look what they did in the Dominican
Republic and Korea.” But the really important thing is they are both right —
both what the Soyiet Unionis saying about the U.S. and what the U.S. is saying
about the Soviet Union, that they are the imperialist marauders, robbers, war-
like aggressors — it's true on both sides. They are both dogs: one pack of dogs,
another pack of dogs, both canines, both dogs.

We have to get down and understand the essence of all this so that we can
learn how to'deal with it, not just understand that it is the nature of the beast,
but more theroughly understand it in.order to abolish it and move on to whole
new heights.of human history. They want the SALT agreement — and they
also need the SALT debate. Now, they are not going to come out and run this
debate like this: Should the people of the world condemn both these monstrous
superpowers, these aggressive dogs, for the criminals they are, the robbers,
murderers, and looters they are, rise up and struggle against them both, over-
throw and abolish the imperialist system worldwide? Or, should we have the
SALT agreement to limit strategic nuclear arms? That's not going to be the way
the debate is presented.

I' think by now you got the point, and you already knew thatanyway. What
they are going to do is get.out here and say: Does SALT and the SALT agree-
ment weaken or strengthen America's defense capabilities? Does it help put us

Continued on page 4
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New York, West Germany

Two recent “Plowshares' anti-nuke
actions on military bases in the U.S: and
West Germany dramatically challenged
the war preparations of the Western bloc.
On December 4th, Father Carl Kabat,
one of the Plowshares 8 in the 1980 pro-
test at the General Eleetric plant in King
of Prussia, PA, joined three West Ger-
mans and the four took crowbars, ham-
mers, and wirecutters to a/Pershing Il
missile transport tractor at the Mutlangen
J.S. army base. They had trekked
through the woods for an hour toa point
on the perimeter chain-link fence close to
the tractor. After cutting through the
fence they smashed several parts.and con-
trols on the missile carrier and cut its wir-
ing and (ubing before stunned U.S.
guardsarrived on the scene. All'four were
held for an hour and then released. The
authorities obviously were hard pressed
to know how to ““low profile’ this daring
protest, which the New York Times
described as *‘the first report of sabotage
since protests.against the nuclear missiles
hegan last Easter.”

Ten days earlier on Thanksgiving Day
seven members of the Atlantic Life Com-
munity had also done some ‘‘turning

po

Through the fence.

swords:into...”’ work, at Griffiss Air
Force Base near Rome in Upstate New
York. At4:30a.m. four womenand three
men scaled the fence around this SAC
base which is home to:the cruise missile-
equipped B-52s that regularly test fire in-
to the Cold Lake, Alberta, Canada area
and fly- up to the Soviet borders. The
seven gotintoahangar, hammered on the
bomb bay doors of a B-52 and went after
the plane’s engines and power support
systeni. They poured blood onits massive
wings and spraypainted ‘320
Hiroshimas! on its undercarriage. Then
they walked out on the tarmac, held up a
“Swords Into Plowshares’’ banner and
prayed and sang for more than an hour
until air force security finally arrived and
asked them to leave, But when the guard
took the protestors’ advice to check out
the hangar to “‘see what an act of disar-
mament looks like'’ the shit hit the fan,
Fifteen to twenty M-16-wielding troops
surrounded the seven and air force in-
telligence and FBI rushed in. The of-
fenders were tightly handcuffed and held
in base vehicles for 10 hours before being
taken to the “public safety building” in
Syracuse, New York. All seven refused to

Plowshares
Action,

Government
Reaction

post the $10,000 bail. Two and a half
weeks later on December 12th they were
charged with “‘sabotage — interference
with defense of the U.S.,"" destruction of
government property and conspiracy,
totaling 25 years and $30,000 fine.

This is the first time such federal
charges. have been levied ‘against
Plowshares activists. This escalation by
the state is clearly aimed at trying to cut
off such bold and “‘treasonous’ incur-
sions on the military installations and to
try lointimidate antiwar protests general-
ly. However, at the same December [2th
arraignment, ‘which was attended by a
full courtroom of supporters, the judge
released the seven ‘‘saboteurs’” without
bail pending trial, which may be several
months off due supposedly to case
backlogs. The state, it seems, clearly
wants to send a message with the
sabotage charges, but is not anxious right
now to deal with the publicity of continu-
ing incarceration at the trial itself.

Another version of the bourgeoisie’s
tactical footwork around such anti-nuke
protests was on display later in December
in a Lowell, Mass,, court where seven
other members of the Atlantic Life Com-
munity were on trial for their Plowshares
action at the AVCO MX plant last July.
They went into the Boston-area plant and
smashed testing and missile gear itself
and poured blood on blueprints. The
original charges and damages had
already been scaled down to misde-
meanor levelsand at ghe trial itself some
testimony was allowed on international
law and U.S. nuclear policy. But asin all
other cases the judge ruled that interna-
tional law did not apply and especially
struck down any “‘justification’’ defense.
In a truly striking exercise of 1984
Orwellian: legalese his honor insisted to

argue that the defense had to prove that
they acted to prevent an ‘‘imminent”’
nuclear war, meaning ‘‘within the next
month,"" and that their actions had the
immediate effect of stopping the war, like
“*within the next five minutes.”" For good
measure the judge also ruled that
“‘legislative conclusion’ applied to the
whole business anyway, i.e., Congress
had ordained that citizens do not have the
right to interfere with U.S. foreign
policy. The jury came back twice for
clarification on the justification question
and then dutifully found them guilty on
all counts. Sentences were one to three
months depending on one’s prior anti-
nuke record. From the beginning, both
AVCO itself and the government have
treated this case with a low-profile ap-
proach, carefully avoiding publicity,
even deflecting, as is apparent, major
courtroom argumentation. But the jury
convictions show one advantage of this
strategy of the government — convic-
tions by a jury and a clear precedent has
been set just as much heavier charges are
being levelled in the Syracuse case.

As in the latest Plowshares cases, the
U.S. has continued to meet determined
resistance to its fast-accelerating war
preparations. Especialy against those
who refuse to abide: by the rules of
responsible, patriotic protest, the govern-
ment has responded with intense repres-
sion and — as in this and another case in-
volving religious pacifists recently — with
conspiracy charges. Evenso, in this latest
Plowshares case, which the bourgeoisie
decidedly does nof want to go un-
challenged, the government must walk
somewhat carefuliy, knowing full well
the action symbolizes the hatred of
millions for their war plans, [

Visit by Deng

Continued from page 3

ina better position to stand up tothe Russians, ordoes it put usina weaker posi-
tion? They are going 10 tell us that theseare the terms of the debate, They are go-
ing to have fools out here carrying on this debate for them, because let’s face it;
some people haven’t woken up yet, and there are going to be fools out hcrc_ar-
guing that foolishness back and forth. They are going to work people overtime
trying to get us involved in this kind of ridiculous game of seeing who should

coatyand say ‘‘Hey! That's not the argument! The argument is and the clear
questionis: why the hell should we any longer tolerate a system that is plotting,
planning, and preparing to unleash a world war as well as all the otheratrocities

it commits every day against us and people all around the world?'' Thal is the

take it worse from the systeminstead of uniting, seeing the real nature of this
system worldwide, and rising up to overthrow it worldwide, We are going (o
have ta help people get hip, wake them up, tap them on the shoulder, pull their

quiestion that we have to inject into the debate, into the discussion, into the
argument, because nobody else isgoing todo it. But that is the real question for
the masses of people. Our questions are not the same as their questions; by the
same token, our answers are fundamentally different and opposed to their
answers, and we have to start posing the questions and providing the answers in
ourowninterestsand notaccording to theterms they presentus with. £l

From a Speech
in Cleveland, Ohio
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Imperialist Locksmiths

In the wake of the first Pershing 11.and
cruise deployments in Europe, a flap has
been raised especially in Britain about the
launch-key to the Euromissiles, that is,

about arrangements for actually firing

the damn things. Representatives of
loyal, but out-of-power parties have
acted outraged over the so-called *‘one-
key!" arrangement whereby the U.S.
nominally has control over when and
where the missiles will be launched. The
question is raised as a supposed issue of
““European sovereignty’': theday follow-
ing the deployment in England,
November 15, the leader of the British
Labour Party, Neil Kinnock, made a big
show of grilling Prime Minister Margaret
Thatcher about how or whether she
would confer with the U.S. on launching
the cruises “‘assuming President Reagan
bothered to ask you," Kinnock said, and
went on, “‘Don’t vou know the difference
between the status of a partner in NATO
and a lackey to the Americans?"”

Back in Qctober, in response to the in-
vasion of Grenada, another Labour Par-
ty leader (Denis Healey) had blustered
that *Reagan has shown by his Carib-
bean action that his administration can-
not command confidence, for example;
in arrangement for controlling and if
necessary, for firing crilise missiles.”
British newspapers chimed in witha poll
which showed 94 of the people in favor
of ““dual-key,”" that is, joint control over
the firing of the missiles.

There is an obvious attempt here (o
paint the U.S. as riding roughshod over
the Europeans, bullying the poor, “‘over-
the-hill-gang’’ imperialists into accepting
the missiles as a lesser evil to the threat
from Soviet S5-20s. This Europeanism
has had an echo, too, in certain main-
stream peace groups. The implication of
all this demagogy, of course, is that by
taking the weapons out of the hands of a
“trigger-happy Reagan administration,”’
the European public would be réassured
that the missiles would only be used for
“national defense.'” And here we reach

the deadly poison running within this
issue. The European NATO powers are
not quaint old, de-fanged powers, but
imperialist, and every bit as interested as
the U.S. in ultimately prevailing over the
rival Soviet bloc and redividing the world
to their benefit.

And fundamentally, this is no doubt
why the U.S. — according to Flora
Lewis, writing in the November 18th NY
Times — did in fact offer “‘two-key"
joint control to the European NATO
powers in the first place:

“The other allies’ (referring to the
Europeans—R W) lack of power to con-
trol missiles on their soil has become a
crucial issue. Not many know that the
U.S. ‘originally offered a “‘dual-key"
system, which was rejected by all. The
host country would haye bought the
launchers while the U.S. kept the
warheads, so neither could be fired
without the others’ help."

Why was the two-key system rejected?
Lewis cites, among other factors, the
question of ‘‘responsibility.’" The single
word speaks a mouthful about the nature
of this alliance and its deployments.
“All" the NATO powers finally decided
against putting full responsibility on the
Europeans: for the weapons but instead,
as has become apparent, a division of
labor was worked out whereby the U.S. !
would bear the main onus for the deploy-
ment. The Europeans on the other hand
are pictured as caught and forced to
choose between the (wo superpowers —
indeed this will certainly be the way
masses in Europe are led into actual war-
fare as the conflict comesito a head. The
“‘one-key”” system shows not a U.S, run-
ning rampant over allies, but the extreme
cynicism and deceit of all these im-
perialists who must stampede the masses
into war preparations on a continent
which has twice been devastated by im-
perialist war.

Moreover, a “‘one-key’’ system greatly

N

ment. In the bloody calculations of the
West, the Europeans who receive the
missiles risk attracting Soviet strikes on
the missile sites on their territories while
the U.S., by launching American missiles
on the Soviet homeland, risks retaliation
by the Soviets against U.S. territory.
Plainly the U.S. risk is made far more
dramatic and visible by placing the
American missilés solely under American
control.

But perhaps what most exposes the
demagogy of the ‘‘demand’’! for a *“two-
key'' system is that previous to the Per-
shing and cruise deployments, the U.S,
pushed rather consistently ' favor of
joint control. Indeed, priortothe current
deployment, joint control was a major
way the Western bloc demonstrated ils
blood-pact of unity, just as ‘‘risk-
sharing’’ with its one-key system does (o-
day. In'the 1950s, as the United States
began to move thousands of lactical
nuclear weapons into West Germanyand
the NATO strategy came to depend,
politically. and militarily, on weapons
dominated by the United States, it
became politically necessary to,come up
with some system that would at least in
appearance give the Europeans some

enhances the ‘‘risk-sharing’’ strategy , share in the nuclear war machine. *‘The
which is the very purpose of the deploy- | logic of a tactical nuclear strategy,”

writes Robert Osgood in a standard
history of NATQO's early years, ‘‘seemed
destined to jeopardize America’s rela-
tions with her allies unless she would in-
crease their share in the control of the
decision to use these weapons.”' (Further
citationsin this article are taken from this
same Source.)

In 1957, the Soviet Union launched its
Sputnik orbiting satellite program, (hus
demonstrating its capacity to produce
booster rockets which would deliver
nuclear warheads at intercontinental
range. U.S. planners claimed that the
Soviet Union might soon be able to ob-
tain an intercontinental missile
technology superior to that of the United
States, and hence gain the ability 'to
launch a pre-emptive first strike againsl
the United States. In orderto counter this
alleged threat, in December 1957, the
United States announced a plan todeploy
American Intermediate Range Ballistic
Missiles (IRBMs) in Europe which would
becapable of striking targets in the Soviet
Union — the first, and the forerunners,
of the present Euromissiles. ‘‘At the an-
nual North Atlantic Council Meeting in
December. ... Secretary Dulles. . . tried to
sweeten the pill by promising the disper-
sion of accessible nuclear stockpiles for

Continued on page 15
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A Nation of Prisonhouses

A stark manifestation of intensifying
national eppression has been the hugelin-
crease in the number of Black people in-
carcerated in the U.S. Indeed, side by side
with the integration of a number of Black
elected officials and others into the state
apparatus (and the building up of a more
privileged Black middle class) has come
another trend of the 1970s and early '80s
— the building of @ mammoth structure
of penitentiaries and jails avevery level of
government to imprison hundreds of
thousands of Black masses. as well as the
masses of all nationalities.

A qualitative leap in the U.S. prison
population began in the early 1970s. In
1972 it was under 200,000, Within a
decade, by December 1981, it had more
than doubled to:412,000. Black prisoners
make up.about 509 of thistotal, up from
40% in 1969. From December 1981 to
January 1984 the prison papulation is
projected to increase nearly 100,000 —
from 369,000 to 453,000 (not even coun-
ting prisons run by local governments), If
all jails are included, a total of five
million people were imprisoned in 1982,
including juveniles. One half of this total
were not convicted of any crime but simp-
ly being too poor to post bail, Breaking this
down even further: one out of 13 Black
people is arrested each year and Blacks
are incarcerated eight and a half times as
frequently as whites.

[linois isa fine example. The number
of inmates 'has increased 122.5% since
1974, Of more than 14,000 prisoners in
state facilities, 61% are Black (including
62% of death row) and maximum securi-
ty prisons like Statesville and Pontiac are
80% Black. This figure'does not include
local jails, like Cook County Jail in
Chicago, or juveniles. During this time
felony filings and convictions have more
than tripled. But contrary to bourgeois
hysteria that helds that the rise of the
prison population'is a reflection of more
crime in the streets, in reality it’s a func-
tion of specific policies implemented by
the state from the police departments to
the courts to the laws to the number of
prosecutors. There’s been an across the
board beefing up of this repressive ap-
paratus since the '60s. For example, one

change alone in the lllinois criminal code
— making *‘residential burglary’ a Class
I'offense equal in mandatory prison time
to involuntary manslaughter — has
meant an increase in 834 inmates in 1l
linois since January 1982,

The reality behind these figures can be
illustrated by pointing to the Cabrini
Green Housing Project in Chicago where
13,500 Black people live. In the first five
months of 1982 there were 4,200 arrests.
The palice unit assigned to Cabrini is not
even allowed to make arrests outside a
three block radius of the project. Cabrini
is an all-Black enclave surrounded by
white middle-class areas so this policy
means that this police unit is assigned to
“head hunt" (a term used by the police)
for Blacks. Their patrol cars are equipped
with computers and they sit at bus stops
as people go towork in the morning, ask
them' for identification and then run a
check on them. People with warrants.out
for such things as child support payments
or traffic tickets.or anything else are then
picked up. In other words the huge in-
crease in arrests at Cabriniisdue to an'in-
crease in the repressive apparatus which
put Cabrini under a virtual state of siege
starting in mid-1981.

This:police rampage at Cabrini Green
concentrates what is daily life for the op-
pressed masses. An American Civil
Liberties Union lawsuit earlier this year
put it this way: as a “‘conservative guess’’
at least 500,000 people in Chicago over a
five year period, and perhaps as many: as
hundreds of thousands.a year, have been
arrested on disorderly conduct charges,
some held for hours or others overnight
and usually released the next morning
when the arresting officer didn’t show up
in court, This massive jailing of people,
the ACLU claims, was overwhelmingly
directed against Blacks and Latinos. And
this is only the tip of the iceberg because
the lawsuit doesn’t even include a whole
series of other Chicago ordinance viola-
tions or misdemeanors. And for those
with a police department rap sheet (peo-
ple previously arrested and
fingerprinted), their arrest record is fur-
ther built up, which can then be used in
future convictions to assess longer prison

Shine the Light
of Revolution
Behind the Prison Walls

Contribute to the Prisoners Revolutionary Literature Fund =

time,

This huge imprisonment of the masses
has given rise to something the authorities
call the “*prison crisis.”” The prisons are
literally bulging at the seams. Last year in
Cook County Jail in Chicago people were
sleeping on the floors without heat in the
winter, and prisoners lacked even basic
supplies such as toilet paper, soap and
light bulbs. Conditions rivaled those of a
medieyal dungeon. Murder outright is
added to murderous conditions: in
Chicago jails during a two year period
from 1979, at least 27 prisoners, nearly all
Black, were found hung to death. And
this is: typical of conditions around the
country. Thousands of prisoners are liv-
ing in tents in California, Texas and
Florida. In New Jersey the federal
government has turned over the stockade
at F. Dix to the state for more prison
space. However, the term “‘prison crisis’’
does not refer tothe fact thatthere are too
many people in jail. When the authorities
use this term they mean that despite'a
massive effort to construct prisons over
the last decade, there simply aren’t
enough and' they are having to release
some prisoners early. They want to lock
up even more people.

How is the problem being “‘solyed'?
In Illinois their creativity has blossomed
forth. Of course there aretheoldsolutions
of double- and triple-celling and simply
building ‘more prisons. Recently ithe
governor announced yet another wave of
prison construction which could
ultimately cost one half billion dollars,
and which adds approximately 3,000
more beds. Since the mid-1970s the state
has already built prison space for 3,500.
(Nationally $10 billion is being funded
for prison construction and in 1981, 557
new jails, state penitentiaries and federal
prisons were either planned or under con-
struction.)

Another creative solution -is the ex-

‘perimental sentencing program under-

way in Lake County, Illinois, which is be-
ing évaluated by the National Institute of
Justice. Prisoners wear electronic
bracelets thauv are linked to a computer
which allows authorities to know their ex-
act location. This way a judge can

sentence them to jail in their own homes
rather than'a prison. A truly advanced
form of house arrest,

Then there is the idea of turning state
mentalinstitutions into prisons. Ilinois is
already converting two mental facilities
— the former Dixon Mental Health
Center, and the Bowen Developmiental
Center located in Harrisburg — into
prisons. Governor Thompson also had
targeted three other state mental institu-
tions that could be converted to prisons
and just four weeks ago c¢losed two of
them at Manteno and Galesburg, whileat
the same lime announcing some more
new prison construction. Although the
governor's office told us that there *‘are
no plans'' to convert these facilities into
prisons, there is much to indicate other-
wise: all the mental patients, for example,
are to be cleared out by December 1985,
(What happens to these former mental
paitents dumped into the streets is a
whole'other exposure. As just one indica-
tion: a recent study estimated that 23% of
Chicago’s: homeless are former mental
patients (one mental health clinic told us
they thought the figure was really much
higher). The clearing out of state mental
institutions, themselves horrible torture
chambers, is part of a longer-term trend

- over the last two decades with its criminal

logic. But these closings have accelerated
recently and at least partof thereason for
this is to free up state revenues and space
for prisons.) g 3

But if these facts indicate certain
trends, one should assess them all-
sidedly. There may be some prison
“reform’ in America’s future after all
(on the heels, in particular, of the election
ofi Harold Washington, the candidacy of
Jesse' Jackson, and the various other
“‘revolutions” of 1983). The Illinois
Justice Information Authority reports
that during World War 2 not only did the
overall prison population drop butin ad-
dition, 3,300 prisoners in the state were
paroled into the military under a special
program.

Youcanalmost hear it now: *‘From the
guttermost to the uppermost! From the
depths of degradation to the champions
of thenation!" Gl

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

Prisoners Revolutionary Literature Fund
Box 3486, Merchandise Mart
Chicago,"lL 60654

Dear Revolutionary Worker,

I'm incarcerated inithe Sheridan Correc-

tional Center. I've seen issue 7/29/83 and
WOW. You just got to send me one fast, and
please put meon your mailing list now. Your
story on Bob Avakian ("Bob Avakian Denied
Political Refugee Stalus in France')) was fan-
tastic. Gentlemen, please consider and grant
my request.

P.S. I'm indigent at the moment, but if-you n-
sist, | will get the subscription fee required,

Dvoted

Greetings to the voice of
the Revolutionary Communist Party,

| am writing a few words, so | may be able
to recelve a subscription of the'greatl Revolu:
tionary. Worker — RCP. You see | just hap-
pen o be residing here in San Quentin, when
a comrade of mine passed me something to
read — (RCP), and | must say the paper was
equipped with real news, the kind of things |
like to read about and really want to know
aboul. Now my comrade has been trans-
ferred 10 another so-called prison and I'm
without the RCP so I'm hoping that you will
send me the papers. | would pay for my sub-
scription, but | have little money so it will be
highly appreciated if you would subscribe
free to this prisoner of the world.

Respectfully
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The USOC and Women in 1984 Olympics:
A Neo-Spartan Tale

According to early Greek philosophy,
vitality was an exclusively masculine
attribute, and women were therefore
banned from the arenas of Olympic
sports. They were not permitted to
watch, let alone participate in the QOlym-
pics in which society paid tribute to its
political and religious heroes. They were
allowed to contribute though, for fre-
quently a “beautiful and good woman’'
was promised as an extra reward to the
victor of the running high jump.

But in the interest of fairness to these
histarical roots of the modern-day Olym-
pies, it should be pointed out that there
were exceptions to the rule that banned
women from athletics. In the Greek city-
state of Sparta, select women were train-
ed from early childhood in running,
jumping, wrestling and javelin- and
discus-throwing. All this was done in
order to enhance their future role as
breeders; the conventional wisdom
behind this being that women frained as
athletes (even if they did remain the
“weaker sex'') would provide the
physical and emotional stamina
necessary to bear great male warriors. So
it was that, even while banned from the
most prestigious sports arena of the
Olympics, an important army of women
were physically trained in order to best
contribute to the state's preparation for
battle. In this day and age, such
“*archaic’’ treatment of women is — of
course — only an “‘ancient” Qlympic
tradition, as the United States Olympic
Commiitteee (USOC) will be the first to
tell you.

Indeed, women will surely reach new
heights of athletic achievement at the
Olympics this year. And, in general,
women’s participation around the world
in amateur and professional sports has
greatly increased over the last decade.
The women’s marathon will be run for
the first time in the Olympics this year,
after some 14-15 years of protest by
women internationally to include this and
other middle- to long-distance track
events in the Qlympics. Bul even after
more than a decade of organized protest
by women athletes to generally increase
the participation of women in the Olym-
pics, still, only ene-third of the events in
1984 will be open to women.

Efforts: to increase women’s sports
have gone up against a whole history in
the Olympics, and sports in general, of
specifically discouraging women's par-
ticipation. Avery Brundage, for instance,
whoreigned as the International Olympic
Committee’s (I0C) president from 1952
to 1972 was known for his backward view
that participation of women inthe Olym-
pic competition was ‘‘distasteful.’” And
apparently this outlook accurately
reflecied a general attitude that wanted
women to ‘‘keepin their place’ — not on
the playing field.

in the 1928 Olympics women were
“allowed”” for the first time to run an
800-meter race. The first three finishers
broke records, but two others collapsed.
Olympic officials promptly ruled that
women would no longer be allowed to
compete in this event (even though some
men competitors had also collapsedinthe

800-meter race!) and it would not be until
1960 (32 years later) that women were
allowed to run the 800-meter race in the
Olympics again.

In 1967, Katherine Switzer, a long-dis-
tance runnér, registered in the Boston
Marathon as simply “‘K. Switzer’ and
ran with an official number. But at the
four-mile mark an official, shocked at the
audacity of a woman running in this men-
only race, physically grabbed Katherine
and tried to prevent her from continuing.
After quite a scuffle, she was able to get
away from this frothing chauvinist and
continue the rest of the marathon. But
she was to pay for her uppity behavior as
she was then suspended from the
Amateur Athletic Union for breaking the
rules that barred women from running in
marathon races.

By 1971, even though an increasing
number of women were running middle-
to long-distances, they were still ‘‘of-
ficially'" banned from such races. And
that year, when Australianrunner Adrien
Beams became the first woman to break 3
hours in the marathon (with a 2:46:30),
because she did it in an officially men-
only race, she was suspended from fur-
ther athletic competition, including the
upcoming Olympic trials.

Finally after a 1971 women's sit-down
strike ‘at the New York Marathon,
women made their “‘official™ debutin the
Boston Marathon the following year.
And it was around this time that a more
organized effort began to: pressure the
Olympics to let women run the
marathon, as well as other races like the
5,000- and 10,000-meter races. As
Katherin Switzer put it, *“We had to fight
the notion that women who ran long
distances would lose their femininity."

Looking at top women runners like
Joan Benoit, who broke the women's
marathon record in Boston last year with
a 2:22:42, which is only around 13
minutes short of the men’s record — as
well as the literally millions of women in-
ternationally who have been and are run-
ning long-distance races today — it seems
almost ridiculous, but only a few years
ago women who wanted the IOC ap-

. proval to add the women’s marathon to

the Olympics were told they had to'come
up with medical proof that women were
physically:and psychologically capable of
running this race. All kinds iof modern-
day myths came out that had to be com-
bated, such as the idea that running
would harm women’s reproductive func-
tions or that they could not psychologi-
cally withstand the training and pressure
that such events entail. (Unlike the
physical strain involved in having babies
and the difficulties in merely attempting
to walk down the street at night without
getting assaulted!) Other public opinion
against women's long-distance running
simply held that such events were
“unfeminine’” and made women look
“‘distastefully muscular and athletic.”
Joan Ullyot, a medical doctor, well-

known marathon runner herself, and
author of several books about women'’s
running, was solicited to help in'the report
written to the IOC. In response to the
gynecologists who were against the addi-
tion of the marathon because they said
that *‘a women’s uterus would drop out'if
she ran long distances,”’ Ullyot made the
quite biting observation that “‘if anyone
shouldn’t run for that reason, it’s men —
their reproductive organs are totally un-
supported and subject to danger.”
Finally, in February 1981, the IOC an-
nounced that the marathon would be add-
ed in the 1984 Olympic Games. The
5,000-and 10,000-meter races, though, re-

main closed to women, and athletes such

as Mary Decker and others currently have
a suit filed in Los Angeles to add these
events.

Running is only one sport where
women athletes continue to face stereo-
types and discrimination. And the bar-
riers that women runners have come up
against reflect the overall lack of'support
women are given in sports as well as the
general chauvinist ideology that is pro-
moted about women. In 1976, it was
reported that nationwide in the U.S.
women's sports budgets only equaled rwo
percent of the budget for men'’s sports.
And when Wallter Byers, the executive
director of the NCAA, was asked to com-
ment on this he simply said, ‘“Two per-
centisenough.' Byers apparently agreed
with the Yale philosopher Paul Weiss,
who wrote that women *‘should be view-
ed as truncated males, capable of par-
ticipating in men’s sports only in fore-
shoortened versions.”’

Grooming For The Gold

Perhaps in light of all this, one could
make the argument that the ’84 Olympics
will be in the forefront of championing
the rights of women athletes. The
women’s marathon; after all, has finally
been added and more attention and
money is being given to the training of the
women's U.S. Olympic team. The
highest offices of the U.S. Olympic plan-
ning committee have even made public
statements emphasizing that women's
participation in the Games is of utmost
priority. And, infact, there is indeed a cer-
tain noticeable emphasis being put on
highlighting the contribution that women
will be making in capturing gold medals
for the U.S. this year.

But before anyone starts claiming that
84 will be the year the Olympics breaks
with ancient Greek tradition, the USOC's
interest in women's participation should
be examined a little closer.

As other R Warticles have pointed out,
the '84 Olympics is shaping up to be a
highly-charged political event in which
the U.S. will be using every opportunity
to create public opinion in preparation
for world war. Earlier this year when
Miller Brewing, one of the Olympic spon-
sors, requested the go-ahead to use the
campaign slogan ‘‘Let’s Win the Games

Again,”’ there was initially a question as
to whether this slogan was appropriate.
After all, as the Olympic Committee
hypocritically pointed out — ‘“America
doesn’t win the Games, individuals do."!
But Miller Brewing's response was suffi-
cient to get them the greenlight when they
answered, “‘We felt it would be easier to
raise money if we worked the national
pride angle.’’ The Olympic Committee
might well have patted them on the back
and added that this slogan was right in
line with the Glympic.Committee’s over-
all political aims.

Accordingly, as part of this utilization
of the Olympics to use every opportunity
to drum up patriotism and foster the
‘““America Number One’” mentality,
some special attention is being paid to ful-
ly bring women into this “team'spirit."’
And needless to say, this sudden ‘‘in-
terest’” in women is hardly a self-criticism
of past USOC chauvinism.

No, more accurately, it is because the
Olympic planners want not only as many
U.S. women as possible to win gold
medals, but they also want to ensure that
any gold medals that are won by U.S.

women are explicitly won in the name of

and for the U.S. (Medals won in the
fashion of raised fists, as in 1968, are not
considered victories by imperialists.)

In other words, the promotion of

. Women’s participation, from their point

of view, is in order to facilitate and then
realize a greater contribution by women
to their overall political goal of making
the Olympics a tremendous propaganda

tool for the bourgeoisie. Specifically, you

can bet that any gold medals that are won
by women from the U.S. team will be
touted as shining examples of the *‘tre-
mendous degree of freedom and
democracy’’ in this country.. . where
every individual can achieve their full po-
tential’’. . .and where *‘even women’* (!)
love to/compete and win so that they can
get tears in their eyes when the national
anthem is played. And then on the other
side of the patriotic coin, of course, is the
particular “‘thrill of victory'’ that they
specifically seek over the Soviet and
Eastern European Olympic women'’s
teams.

Indeed, the U.S. women's team has, by
and large, been creamed by the Eastern
European and Soviet women athletes,
especially in' track-and-field where the
U.S. has done very poorly. (In'Munich, in
1972, thev made a pitiful showing with
zero gold medals; down from a grand 3in
1968!) And now, Olympic watchers will
have to listen to yet another new version
(@ la U.S. Hockey Jocks) of how the
“U.S. Underdogs’’ are going up against
all odds in order to beat the ‘‘relentless’’
and ‘‘fierce’” Soviet women challengers
(read: ‘‘state-subsidized Soviet cheaters
who are questionably women to boot™’).

And where things have reached a point
where it is impossible for the USOC to
totally ignore women's participation in
the Olympics, even if they wanted to (due
in part to the tremendous upsurge in
women's sportsand the demand for more
attention and participation), they are do-
ing their best to find and groom and then

Continued on page 13
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Big Cabbage Paich
Is Watching
You '

Consider the proposition thatin the spirit of 1984, a social experiment
has been performed, informing the Cabbage Patch craze with an historic
purpose. An experiment to see how many people can be made to do any
stupid thing, to look like fools and act like pigs. And if they can do

that. .. ..
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Special to the RW

Notes From the Mutlar

by C. Clark Kissinger

Frankfurt

Frankfurt

This fall C. Clark Kissinger has been
corresponding for the Revolutionary
Worker from West Germany. Other ar-
ricles by this correspondent which have
appeared in the RW include: ‘'Soccer
Wars In Berlin’® (RW No. 230); and
*“The Free and Democratic Prosecution
of radikal’’ and “‘On the ‘Reformed’
Police and the Political. Function of
‘Distancing’"’ (RW No. 232); "“The Bat-
tle of Bonn’ (RW No. 234).

Achtung! Achtung! Hier spricht die
Polizeil “*Attention! Attention! This is
the police speaking!” Again and again
the litany of the police order to disperse
rang out across West Germany as the
‘*hot autumn’’ of protests against the sta-
tioning of the Pershing II and cruise
missiles reached its climax. December 12
was the fourth anniversary of the in-
famous NATO “‘two-track’' decision to
station U.S. strategic nuclear missiles
aimed at the Soviet Union on West Euro-
pean soil, And December 12 was also the
date chosen by the war-chieftans of the
Western bloc for the first wave of these
engines of mass destruction to become
operational — including especially a con-
tingent of Pershing II missiles at
Mutlangen airfield in south Germany.

LEeT Y

It was December 9, and 1 was once
again on my way to Mutlangen. [ had
been: there only two weeks before, the
days the missiles actually arrived, and
now I was headed back again for a na-
tional protest demonstration against the
implementation of the stationing. Yet the
empty seats on the train told me that this
wasnot going to be a repeat of October 22
when 1.3 million West Germans took to
the streets. In only a matter of weeks
some rather stunning events had shaken
the country, and their impact upon the
various segments of ithe protest moye-
ment was both diverse and highly con-
tradictory,.
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For many, the November 21-22 debate
and decision in'the West German parlia-
ment to rubberstamp the real decision,
made four years before, and the spirited
resistance in the streets of Bonn, had
marked a certain watershed (see ‘“The
Battle of Bonn,”" R W No. 234). Tens of
thousands had honestly believed that if
only a strong enough showing could be
made, the decision would be reversed.
This had, in fact, been the central theme
of West Germany’s mainstream peace
organizations. The pro-missile leaders of
the Christian Democrats, according to
leading spokesmen' of the Green Party,
had become only “a rabid minority."
The Social Democratic Party, the party
that actually proposed the missile deploy-
ment and whose government had signed
the agreements, had made what appeared
to be a dramatic about-face. Thus for the
first time since the end of the last world
war, West Germany did not have a bipar-
tisan foreign policy —.at least and osten-
sibly on this one issue. Yet despite all the
polls showing the opposition of a majori-
tv. of the population, despite all' the
reasoned arguments, despite dll the ap-
peals to conscience (and national self-
interest), and despite the ‘‘good
behavior' of the mainstream of the peace
movement, the stationing of the missiles
had now become a reality.

Thus tens of thousands, for the mo-
ment at least, seemed stunned into
quiesence. The rush of events had
dramatically jacked up both the stakes
and the consequences of action. Many,
who had been willing to take partin the
Sunday-stroll-type marches and form the
human chains in the countryside, were
now both confused as to the efficacy of
such actions and unwilling to step for-
ward into what appeared to be ever more
likely pitched battles with the police.

On the other hand, a distinct minority
of those who had sang, marched, and
petitioned in good faith and ‘‘according
to the rules” throughout the fall were

Mutlangen

now drawing diametrically opposite con-
clusions. For these people, concentrated
for the most part in the autonomous
peace groups (local peace organizations
not directly affiliated with the
SPD/DKP/trade union spectrum) and
among religious pacifists, the raising of
the stakes called for an increased deter-
mination toresist (albeit nonviolently)
what appeared to them as a hideous
nightmare come true. And while thereali-
ty of the stationing was providing a
distinct'stimulus to thismilitant minority,
the battle in the streets of Bonn on
November 21 had also burst the bubble of
constraint. If the bourgeois state paid no

Continued on page 10
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attention to the “will of the majority,"
then what was sosacred about wooing the
chimera of'a majority as against resisting
the very concrete evils of the very in-
struments of mass slaughter? As readers
of the R W will recall, the impetus for the
action in Bonn had come from these
autonomus peace groups and despite the
attempt of the official SPD/ DKP leaders
toturn'the Bonnaction intoa timid “beg-
in,”" things had turned out guite to the
contrary.

Among the Autonomen, the rebellious
anarchist youth (not to be confused with
the “‘autonomous™ peace groups), the
reality of the stationing also produced lit-
tle consensus. As was the case with the
Bonn demonstration, the various
Autonomen groups were deeply split over
what to do. After months of bearing the
main brunt of the attack by the state as
well as being restricted, encirled and sup-
pressed by the *‘official’”” peace move-
ment, pacifism frequently mingled with
adventurism and no consensus could be
found about taking up the concrete bat-
tles: which presented themselves. Some
were downifor having it out with the cops
in the streets while others complained
that they were always put in the position
of reacting to the initiatives of the

bourgeois: state. Some had argued that

going to Bonn on November 21 would in
some way concede legitimacy to what was
going on in the parliament. Others
argued that there had been many such
mass demonstrations and that they had
accomplished nothing. The pro-Soviet
“Anti-impis,”" who try very hard to in-
fluence the Auronomen, vociferously op-

posed targeting both imperialist war
blocs. And some people even argued that
the whole “‘hot autumn!” was a ploy by
the state to distract attention from theris-
ing unemployment rate! Few grasped the
particular freedom to act created by the
international attention. In the end,
however, some of those who had argued
vehemently against the Bonn action not
only went to Bonn, but participated in
planning for and marched with the anti-
imperialist contingent called for by the
Federation of Workers from Turkey in
Germany (ATIF); FighT bAck; the
“World Without Imperialism Con-
tingent’’; the Revolutionary Communist
Youth Brigade, from the U.S.; and the
RCP, USA. In the aftermath of the
November 21 actions in Bonn reaction
among the Auronomen ranged from en-
thusiasm to reluctance, including one
funny criticism I heard which was that the
anti-imperialist contingent was ‘*7o0 big
and too powerful’ so that militants had
no choice but to join it! Others, however,
had steadfastly stayed home — and such
was again the case on December 9-12.

If the changes brought about by the
movement of the objective situation serv-
ed to reduce the absolute numbers of
those involved, so did the actions of the
official peace movement. Faced once
again with a wave of protests that would
happen on the December 12th anniver-
sary whether they were called or not, the
Coordinating Committee in Bonn sought
again to *‘lead’ the actions in order to
derail them. The reasons were clear
enough, While the SPD, no' longer in
power, had come out ever so tenuously
and cynically against the stationing ar this
time, as blood partners in NATO they
certainly wanted in every way possible to
prevent the movement from going over
from protest to resistance and a question-
ing of the NATO war alliance. And in
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pursuitofits own **historic compromise’’
strategy, the pro-Soviet DKP likewise
sought to clamp down on any “‘pro-
vocative’ actions and even opposed the
slogan of West Germany out of NATO!
Thus the circumstances were distinctly
different from the Bonn rally of October
22 at the end of “‘Peace Action Week,”’
only two months ago, when “NATOQ-
Willy'" Brandt was the star speaker and
the SPD/DKP/trade union spectrum
loaded the buses to bring out the crowd of
300,000.

Among the Greens the reality of the
stationing was also producing contradic-
tory positions and actions. Earlier in the
summer the leaders of the Greens, invok-
ing Gandhi, Thoreau, and Martin Luther
King, Jr., had talked a lot about massive
civil disobedience if necessary to prevent
the missile stationing. But this was alsoin
the context of trying to set a certain tone
of passivity for the **hot autumn'' as a
whole. All talk of *‘massive civil disobe-
dience’’ had now disappeared, as such a
direction was incompatible with the real-
politik strategy and program of a section
of the Green leadership and their pursuit
of a Green-SPD coalition. Still, at the
grassroots level among the Greens, the
slogan that was bandied about all fall,
“*From Protest to Resistance,"" now took
on a demanding immediacy and local
Green peace committees were chartering
buses and building for action on the
December showdown weekend.

Not surprisingly, such contradictory
movement within the antimissile move-
ment itself led both to contradictory
plans and sharply differing responses by
the police. The key “*prominents’ of the
official peace movement all signed a call
for a national action in Mutlangen
December 10-12. Mutlangen was chosen
in particular because it was the site of the
first ‘‘official’’ symbolic blockade in
September, which was engineered by the
police and the *‘peace leaders’’ to set the
tone for the “*hotautumn.” Mutlangen is
also in the south, while most of the
militants are in the north and in Berlin.
And finally, Mutlangen's local peace
group was: appropriately conservative.
The official program of the action called
for a symbolic blockade of the base on
Saturday morning, followed by an
ecumenical church service and then a
march away from the base to the town of
Schwibisch-Gmiind. Sunday was (o
feature a Sonntagsspaziergang (Sunday
stroll) around the base, and on-Monday
there would be a “‘silent circle'" and a
presentation of a plow to U.S. General
Sweet in Schwibisch-Gmiind. .

But in the light of what had happened
in the world throughout the sure-enough
“hot-autumn’’ and the now reality of the
missile stationing, such a staid event was
highly unrealistic. In' Frankfurt, for ex-
ample, the local peace initiative was call-
ing for a real blockade of a Pershing Il
assembly facility, an action which'was be-
ing studiously ignored by official peace
leaders and threatened with the most dire
consequences by the police.

Such were some of the contradictory
aspects of the complicated situation in
Germany that swirled through my head
as the train finally pulled into the station
at Schwibisch-Gmiind, the nearest Stop
to Mutlangen.

LL LA

The U.S. airfield at Mutlangen is ac-
tually a sleepy little helicopter pad com-
prising only a few acres and lacking even
barracks for its personnel, who are
bussed into the base each day. Itsits atop
aridgeadjoining the village of Mutlangen
and overlooking the town of Schwébisch-
Gmiind. It has for years been the home of
a unit of nuclear-armed Pershing I
missiles. The area is, politically conser-
vative, voting always for the Christian
Democrats. Here, Social Democrats are
still considered *‘reds.""

The sélection of Mutlangen as the site
of the first Pershing II deployment in
West Germany suddenly catapulted
Mutlangen into the international
spotlight. Even some of Mutlangen’s
residents began to have second thoughts
about living next door to a prime target
for a Soviet nuclear strike. One local resi-
dent told this reporter that nobody'in the
town would admit to being opposed to
the missiles for fear of being called a

© “communist,’t but that a national news

magazine had conducted an anonymous
poll showing 60% of the populace were
opposed (o the selection of Mutlangen.
The local real estate agent bemoaned the

fact that the bottom has fallen out of the
home market — it seems no one is keen
on'buying a house next to the Mutlangen
airfield! And in the last year, a local
“‘peace initiatiye'’ has even formed.
Since the first symbolic blockade at the
base in September, Mutlangen has even
become something of an international
focus' second only to Greenham Com-
mons. For example, in just the last few
weeks before my arrival, Mutlangen had
been visited by delegations (particularly
women's groups) from Spain, Portugal,
Belgium, France, Austria, Ireland,
Madagascar, Japan, Denmark, and the
U.S. On December 9-12, there were three
different groups of Americans at
Mutlangen, including the “For a World
Without Imperialism Contingent,” a
group from the Abalone Alliance in
California, and a group of religious
pacifists (the ‘'Plowshares Group'’), sup-
porters of the Plowshares 8 in the U.S.
Activists, anxious to escalate the
resistance, began pouringinto Mutlangen
days before the official events. Impromp-
tu blocking of U.S. vehicles was going on
every day, and in the two weeks before
the big weekend, 87 people were arrested
at Mutlangen. Onthemorning of the 9th,
a big bust of blockaders went down and
the remaining forces were somewhat de-
jected, when a part of the ‘‘For a World
Without Imperialism Contingent'” arriv-
ed. Soon the different forces were rap-
ping politics together and staging hit-and-

-tun blockades. up and down the road

leading into the base, causing the cops to
run back and forth between the different
points.

During the evening of -the 9th, the
police erected yet another line of defense
100 yards up the road consisting of in-
terlocking steel fence sections, so that it
seemed almost impossible to get into the
base itself. Beyond the steel fence and
across an open field there was a second
fence of barbed wire strands. Then twen-
ty feet further was an obstacle of three
coils: of barbed wire (called “NATO
wire’’ in West Germany), behind which
1J.S. troops with:M-16s patrolled. There
was then yetanother field to cross to get
to the inner fence around the buildings
and motor pool.

Inall, the crowd of 5-6,000 which came
to Mutlangen on Saturday was a quite
representative cross section of the West
German peace movement. Most were
young and there were many students. A
group of doctors and priests dressed in
white carried 108 black crosses (for the
108 Pershing I1 missiles to be stationed in
Europe). Activists from the Evangelical
(Lutheran) peace groups wore their
distinctive purple scarves. There were
also militant anarchists with'a black and
red banner reading ‘‘Demonstrate,
Boycott, -Sabotage.’’ Proletarians from
Turkey passed among the crowd
leafleting with the ‘‘Joint Statement of
the TKP-ML and RCP, USA”’ (see RW
No. 235). The “‘Fora World Without Im-
perialism Contingent’' banner showed
the torch being put to the flags of the
U.S., the USSR and the Federal Republic
of Germany.

Thirty or forty ‘‘symbolic’’ blockaders
sat in the road while monitors with
bullhorns directed the crowd ‘along the
police fence to move to the Ecumenical
service. Many went, but a new chemistry
was also at work. [t wasn’t just
hypothetical any more. The missiles were
actually here. Right here. Right across
this field. A crowd pressed against theen-
tire length of the fence.

Then it happened. Ten anarchists were
over the fence and racing across the field!
Cops were in pursuit. It was electrifying.
Everything else stopped. Suddenly, more
leaped the barricades and were running.
Then hands grabbed for sections of the
fence itself, and whole sections were
pulled out, with tugs-of-war ensuing be-
tween the outnumbered cops and demon-
strators.

Inthe field now were forty or fifty peo-
ple, the Contingent banner unfurled
among them. Then whole sections of the
fence gave way. Hundreds were stream-
ing across the fence. Amazingly, there
were only a few cops between the
militants and the first barbed wire fence.
Seizing the opportunity they pressed for-
ward. The cops' emergency reseryes were
rushing up, but too late! Members of the
official leadership now appeared urging
people to remain nonviolent. Suddenly, a
member of the Contingent jumped over
the first barbed wire fence with the ban-

Continued on page I'l
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ner. A second member of the Contingent
started over; he was pulled back by the
‘*peace police’ of the official action.
Then more cops arrived.

Down the fence 50 yards, someone
discovered the fence posts bent quite easi-
ly. Ina flash, a whole section of the barb-
ed wire fence was flattened o the ground.
The crowd surged forward to: the coiled
barbed wire barrier. West German police
and armed Gls were now coming up
behind this last barrier,

I now turned around to see'an amazing
sight. Behind us, streaming across the
open! field, were dozens of activists carry-
ing sections of steel fencing abandoned
by the police at the first line, Their pur-
pose was in doubt to no one — they were
goingto be thrown onto the coiled barbed
wire to flatten the final barrier. At this
point the conservative pacifists went
beserk, trying to intercept the fence sec-
tions themselves to keep them from being
thrown on the last barrier. Sharp debates
and tugs-of-war broke out among the
demonstrators. The cops sent rein-
forcements running back across the field
to secure the abandoned fencing. But
more than a half-dozen sections were
thrown on the barbed wire coils, most of
which were pulled off by cops on the
other side.

As the proletarians from Turkey, Ger-
man militants and Contingent members
pressed against the final barrierschanting
anti-imperialist slogans, the bullhorns
were desperately calling people to form
up the march to Schwibisch-Gmiind.
With overwhelming police forces now
behind the last fence, the militants finally
pulled back with the bulk of the masses.
But the march (which was originally bill-
ed as a human chain between the two
towns) was now infused with:a new spirit.
The high poeint was when the march went
past the Bismarck Barracks in
Schwibisch-Gmiind. Gls hung out the
windows and were amazed to see
Americans in the crowd, including the
Contingent singing, “‘In’ Vietnam we
learned to frag, and not to fight for the
bloady flag!™'

If Saturday was not the sedate affair
planned by the organizers, Sunday was
even better. It seemed like nobody was in-
to taking a Sunday stroll. Variousaffinity
and autonomous peace groups took off
around the base perimeter, cutting the
wire at different points and leading the
cops on a merry chase. The Turkish and
Kurdish proletarians, a group of
Autonomen and the Contingent also had
their plans. These forces advanced on the
coiled wire fence chanting anti-
imperialist slogans. Police rein-
forcements rushed to this section, and pig
photographers photographed the
workers from Turkey who, in return,
made various graphic gestures!

All of this created quite a diversion, so
that further down the fence a rug sudden-
ly flew oyver the coiled wire and four
members of rhe Contingent scrambled
across the fence, trying to light the U.S.
and West German flags which they car-
ried. One Contingent member took off
straight for the inner compound. The
crowd cheered. . . but then gasped in hor-
rorasan American GI leveled his M-16 at
the Contingent member. He turned and
faced the GI and hollered: “‘Go ahead,
motherfucker, shoot me!” Then he ran
on.

Two West Germans were over the
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fence now joining the Americans, but
West German cops closed in from all
sides. In all, five Americans and two
West Germans were arrested. On Mon-
day, the cops brought indogs to patrol in-
side the fence.

Sunday evening blockades of U.S. con-
voys continued, and on Sunday and
Monday together 130 were arrested.
Among them was a Japanese activist,
busted shovel in hand for digging a grave
outside the base! He handed out a leaflet
saying, ‘‘l think the peace movement
everywhere in the world should adopt the
slogan of ‘anti-Japanese militarism,” and
‘international action.' "

Frankfurt

I hated to leave the action at
Mutlangen, but by this time there were
already radio reports ‘of sharp struggle
going on in Frankfurt, with the attempt
to blockade the U.S. Army Equipment
Maintenance Center in the Hausen
neighborhood. FErankfurt is the major
logistical center for the U.S. Army in
both Europe and the Middle East, and
the Hausen facility is widely understood
to be the assembly site for the Pershing
I1s, although this has never been formally
admitted. The Hausen action was called
by the Frankfurt Peace Initiative which
already had a lengthy history in the battle
against expanding the Frankfurt airport
to accommodate Western bloc logistic
needs in the event of war.

From the word go, the Hausen action
produced a storm of struggle and con-
troversy. In a newspaper interview, a
leader of the Frankfurt group clearly ex-
pressed the new wind in a section of the
West German peace movement:

Q. Actually, what is the much pro-
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pagated difference: between previous
blockades and the one in Hausen?

A. Up tll now, the responsible politi-
cians were appealed to with blockades
that were rather symbolic in nature,
human chains, and demonstrations. Now
the formal decision has been made, the
stationing has begun. This means now. i
can only be a question of the actual
prevention — or, more realistically —
obstruction, within the framework of
nonviolent means of course... ,

Q. (In the case of a blockade of the
whole area) you'll also be blocking the
bus depot and nmany private industrial
Sirms,

A. On the one hand we don't want to
blockade the bus traffic, on the other
hand, it will unfortunately not be
avoidable if, for example, a bus comes
right behind an army vehicle. . . . )

Q. What other perspectives does this
blockade have?

A. Firstly, the missile stationing, which
will takeyears, is notirreversible; second-
Ly, it is only a part of a development
which is concretely heading toward war.
Airland Battle, Master Prestationing
Plan, to name only a few terms which
recently oralready for a while have turn-
ed up at our doorstep, must be more
sharply pushed into view. And if there’sa
chance tastop their development, then it
would not be found first and foremost in
hoping for different parliamentary rela-
tionships, but in extra-parliamentary
pressure. This means the people must
Jinally renounce their loyally. Civil
disobedience must take on a quasi-
epidemic character.

Sucha line hardly went down well with
the SPD-controlled government of the
state of Hesse (in which Frankfurt is
situated). The independent organizers of
the Hausen action event went so far as to
oppose even having an SPD speaker
unless he explicitly endorsed the blockade
of the U.S. facility. The SPD responded
by refusing to participate unless a Satur-
day march did nor go past the head-
quarters of the U.S. Army V Corps as
planned, and unless the blockade was
moved from the immediate vicinity of the
LI.S. facility in Hausen. The trade union
federation announced it wouldn’t speak
if the SPD didn’t. Finally the SPD
government declared the proposed
blockade illegal! _

In'a rare and purely symbolic break
with the SPD/trade union spectrum, the
revisionist DKP announced its .condi-
tional support of the blockade: ‘‘Except
for the direct entrance to the Pershing
depot, which can be blockaded without
obstructing the populace, all the other
streets connect with the homes of the
neighbors and with the workers and
employees of surrounding smaller firms.
This fact sets a standard for the behavior
of the blockaders. The Frankfurt
populace, the worker and trade union

moyvements must be won to the demands
of the peace movement, It’sa question of
stopping the missile stationing and con-
veying this demand to the population in
Frankfurt and Hesse. In the sense of the
Hessian Constitution — which forbids
war and declares war preparations to be
unconstitutional — it is important to act
against the missile stationing and create
an even broader mass base for the peace
movement.'' Thus, in a feat of political
gymnastics, the DKP tried to straddle
workerism, constitutionality, democratic
illusions and direct action all at the same
time!

The local Greens generally supported
the Hausen action, but the situation of
the Green Party is conditioned by the
results of the last election in Hesse. A
special election called by the bourgeoisie
to get rid of the Greens totally backfired,
returning the Greens to the state parlia-
ment while keeping the SPD just below
50%. This gives the Greens the balance of
power, and they are currently engaged in
negotiations with the SPD to form a
Green-SPD' coalition government in
Hesse, This is seen by the national Green
leadership as a prototype of what they are
working for nationally, and they want
nothing to upset the apple cart. At the
same time, the CDU raised a giant stink
charging that constitutional government
itself was threatened, since the Greens
were negotiating to become a part of the
government while simultaneously sup-
porting an illegal demonstration. Na-

tionally, the Green Party scheduled a |

conference in Bonn for the weekend of
the demos on the topic of **Concepts for
Europe After the Stationing.”’.

The blockade of the Hausen facility
began at 8:45 Friday morning with about
1,000 people, including Green members
of the state parliament. The cops ap-
peared to be letting the blockade run, but
then at 2:00 they seemed to receive new

orders and attacked the blockaders with

water cannon, dispersing the action with
87 arrests. Also in the morning, the
“Kripos'' (Kriminale Polizei) raided the
South Star Cafe, which served as a
mobilization center; seizing all the
leaflets and records at the center. That
evening the independent and A utonomen
forces held a mass meeting-at the univer-
sity which was followed by a nighttime
march to the police headquarters, during
which one bank was trashed and a lot of
graffiti hit the walls. The split between
these forces and the SPD/DKP /trade
union spectrum is very deep.

On Saturday there were feeder marches
which went past the U.S. V Corps Head-
quarters and the American Counsel-
General, in the course of which an
American flag went up in flames. By
afternoon, over 4,000 were back at the
Hausen complex to renew the blockade.
The militant pacifists held to their'posi-
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Recently submitted to
the Revolutionary Worker




Page 12—Revolutionary Worker—December 30, 1983

Notes

Continued from page 11

tion Lo renew the blockade. The militant
pacifists held to their position in the mid-
dle of the street in spite of being hit by
three water cannon simultaneously. The
Auronomen used more flexible tactics,
and when the cops waded in with clubs
they fought back with stones, bottles,
firecrackers and flare guns. Large trash
containers were rolled into the street and
set-afire. The result wasapitched battlein
the streets for several hours. Several
Green state deputies were arrested, and
the cops roughed up a West German TV
camera crew. This time 204 were ar-
rested.

That evening saw another mass
meeting on the university campus in
which there was sharp debate over the
role of the Auwtonomen and who was
responsible for the violence. But now in
contrast to earlier in the fall there wasno
talk of excluding the Autonomen, who in
fact participated in the meeting. There
was also sharp disagreement over how to
proceed tactically in the face of policeat-
tacks.

On Sunday, 500 attempted to take up
the blockade again beginning at 11:00 in
the morning. This time, however, they
took up mobile tactics: getting up and
moving whenever the cops brought upthe
water cannon and issued warnings. At
one point the cops, decked out in helmets
and clubs, were made to look like fools as
they were pelted with hundreds of foam-
rubber balls by the demonstrators. Then
in late afternoon, as the bulk of
demonstrators were about to leaye, the
cops began driving their pig wagons
deliberately through the crowd. In
response the wagons were blocked. Then
with no warning the cops unleashed a
brutal clubbing attack on the departing
demonstrators. No one was arrested Sun-
day, as the sole object was to bust heads
and thoroughly discourage any renewed
blockade on Monday. Several
demonstrators were taken to the hospital,
and cops pursued fleeing demonstrators
for several blocks.

During the night there was an attemp-
ted renewal of the blockade with 30 ar-
rested, but the bulk of the demonstrators
did not return until midday Monday.
Again the water cannon were used to
clear the street for incoming military
vehicles, and then an overwhelming
police presence drove the demonstrators
step by step entirely out of the area.

Both in Mutlangen and in Frankfurt, I
was able to observe, as | had in Bonn
several weeks earlier, the impact of the
proletarians from Turkey on the anti-
missile action. In the first place, for all
the cant of the revisionists and Trot-
skyites about ‘‘welding the unity of the
working class and peace movements,”
the only significant involvement by pro-
letarians in these sharp and significant
battles was by the workers from Turkey.
The reality of the working class in West
Germany, as in other imperialist
metropoles, is in large part shaped by a
highly bourgeoisified upper strata of
native German workers whose sights
range litle further than their Hindchen
(little dog) and their Schrebergarien (a lit-
tle private garden plot that most upper
strata workers and petty bourgeois in
West Germany maintain). Only inthelast
few years has the material well-being of
these strata been seriously threatened for
the: first time since the so-called
“economic miracle,” with unemploy-
ment reaching record heights for West
Germany (6.8%). As but one example, I
saw a few West Germans working on gar-
bage trucks — a job'that only a few years
ago would have been utterly disdained as
work exclusively for immigrant workers.
The social-chauvinist SPD/trade union
leadership incessantly promotes the de-
mand for the 35-hour work week while
the DKP promotes **Jobs Not Rockets."
Little wonder then, in such gir-
cumstances, that many of West Ger-
many’s antiwar activists are a little jaded
by talk of ‘‘the leading role of the work-
ing class’ from various quarters. The
mere presence then of numbers of pro-
letarians, immigrant workers (who every
West German knows are the ones who do
the most back-breaking shitwork in Ger-
man industry), was cause to sit up and
take note.

Already the role of the proletarians
from Turkey in the Bonn actions of
November 21 had been spread around by

word of mouth (certainly none of Ger-
many’s “‘working class newspapers'’
would have said a word about it}), and
there was repeated experience with people
coming up to “*World Without Im-
perialism Contingent’” members to ask
them if they were the Americans who had
marched with the workers from Turkey
in Bonn. Their presence was doubly im-
pressive to the W. German activists
because of the danger which faces
Turkish and Kurdish proletarians if ar-
rested — the threat of deportation into
the hands of the fascist junta in Turkey.

The presence of the proletarians from
Turkey also challenged some of the
underlying assumptions of many of the
W. German antiwar activists, that
“‘their'” movement was one directed
against a “Euroshima’” — the destruc-
tion of Europe at the hands of the two
“superpowers.” Now what were these
workers from Turkey doing here? Now
that's something to think about.

Finally, the comrades from Turkey
were obviously nor there to join the
‘*‘workers moyement,” and all its
economist 35-hour baggage, with the
‘‘peace movement.’' Instead, they were
handing out the joint statement of the
TKP/ML and the RCP,USA, which ex-
plained the real source of war in theimpe-
rialist system and the need to'counter the
threat of world war with concrete
preparations to overthrow imperialism
itself. In Frankfurt alone, 1,800 copies
were distributed which many activists
wereseen carefully reading. Undoubtedly
many sharply disagreed, but for the first
time in a long time proletarian politics has
definitely reentered the area of serious
debate over the road forward.

On Monday, while the demonstration
was still going on in Frankfurt, there also
resumed the formal negotiations between
the SPD and Greens on forming the new
coalition government. At the insistence
of the'Greens, these meetings are public
in a theatrical show of ‘*accountability’’
to the “‘basis.” But this backfired as on
Monday the gallery was filled with rank-
and-file Greens demanding that the
negotiations be broken off in retaliation
for the SPD-controlled cops’ attack on
the Hausen demonstration. The SPD
state president svas booed and jeered
when he entered the room. When the
Green deputies criticized the police and
demanded an official investigation, the
SPD president fully backed the police ac-
tion, enraging the audience even more by
declaring, “‘Democracy needs teeth in
order to defend itself.”” Green Deputy
Roland Kern then suggested that the
violence in the streets might have been
precipitated by police provocateurs! By
this point the audience was as mad at the
Green deputies as it was at the SPD. So
another Green deputy addressed the au-
dience, saying: ‘*After all, we are not the
parliamentary avant-garde of the extra-
parliamentary movement'’ and told them
that people who can't differentiate
demonstrations from parliamentary
work shouldn’t be in the party. When it
was all over the audience had gotten an
eyeful of exposure, and the Greens and
SPD had hammered out several new
planks in their new partnership agree-
ment.

[f the SPD and a section of the Green
leadership were being cast in sharper
relief by the course of events, the DKP on
Tuesday went out of their way to re-
emphasize their strategy. Party leaders
speaking in Bonn professed to discern
“remarkable developments in the SPD, ™
referring to'the SPD’s vote in parliament
against the stationing, and proposed a
new era of joint action between the SPD
and DKP in the peace movement. Of
course, the SPD and DKP have been ac-
ting jointly in the peace movement for
years to kill any breath of anti-imperialist
politics and ensure a thoroughly national-
chauvinist orientation, but never mind.
As for the Greens, the DKP called only
for ‘‘cooperation,” for, you see, the
Green Party is “‘not a workers’ party.”’
DKP Presidium member Deumlich
solemnly declared: ‘“An essential dif-
ference between the: DKP and Greens is
that Communists think that the SPD
belongs in the peace movement’'!
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Meanwhile, the Christian Demo-
crat/ Free Democrat coalition picked up
the ball in waging the battle for public
opinion over the implementation of the
stationing. The first salvo of this cam-
paign was the much ballyhooed (in

Europe) ‘*Declaration of Brussels,”
Meeting in Brussels on December 9, the
foreign ministers of the NATO countries
issued another blast of banal and
hypogritical rhetoric to cover the clinking
of champagne glasses over the actual con-
summation of the missile stationing:
“For the benefit of mankind, we ad-
vacate an open, comprehensive political
dialogue, as well as cooperation based on
mutual advantage. We extend (o the
Soviet Union and the other Warsaw Pact
countries the offer to work together with
us to bring about a long-term construc-
tive and realistic relationship based on
equilibrium, moderation and
reciprocity.’” And the foreign ministers
declared their solemn eagerness to meet
with the Soviet Union at the forthcoming
Stockholm Conference on' “‘confidence
building measures”’ for Europe.

Please gentlemen, spare us. Don't
make us barf, The words of Bertolt
Brecht do you justice:

**When the leaders curse war,

The mobilization orders are already

written.out.”’

The International Herald-Tribune dry-
ly commented: “The policy declaration
adopted by the ministers was aninitiative
by the West German foreign minister,
Hans-Dietrich Genscher. According to a
European official, the document was
meant to show ro public opinion, in par-
ticular that of West Germany, that after
demonstrating its strength through the
start of deployment of the Pershing II
and cruise missiles, the alliance was now
seeking to establish. a wide-based
dialogue witl the Russians.”'

Then on Monday, December 12, West
German Chancellor Helmut Kohl
delivered a major speech in Berlin'which
touched all the bases. He called for
renewed cooperation between East and
West, for a summit conference between
Reaganand Andropov, and expressed his
desire for the success of the Stockholm
Conference. He spoke of the commonali-
ty of responsibilty with East Germany
and urged that peace must go out from
German soil. He announced that the
scheduled talks between the Soviet and
West German foreign ministers wouldin-
deed go on, and that he would personally
visit Hungary in the spring.

Commenting on Kohl’s remarks, the
International. Herald-Tribune said they
“were apparently aimed at reassuring
domestic audiences along with foreign
ones, as hostile demonstrations con-
tinued'in West Germany for the fourth
consecutive day."’

All'this, mind you, is going-on the very
same day that Reagan is giving his **mad
dog’" speech to the Medal of Honor
Society in New York, declaring: *‘With
the best of intentions we have tried turn-
ing our swords into plowshares, hoping
others: would follow. Well, our days of
weakness are over. Our military forces
are back on their feet and standing tall.”’

Yet in spite of the West German bour-
geoisie’s. “‘dove of the week’" perfor-
mance, West Germany still exploded in a
wave of protest during the four days from
December 9 to December 12, involving
iens