=9 REVOLUTIONARY
WORKER

Voice of the

Revolutionary Communist
Party, U.S.A. |

NO. 257 (VO'- 6, NO- 5) [ Published weekly in two sections — English Section 1

Duarte
Charms

José Napoleon Duarte.” How could
anyone be expected to resist the appeal of
this “‘sad-eyed searcher for peace,” a
man who if nothing else was ‘“civilized,”
sincere, or as Representative Long of
Louisiana put it, “‘tested and courageous.
You have to respect him. He’s a
moderate. He’s our kind of man.”

Indeed Mr. Duarte is their kind of man
— better put, he’s their man, period.
Educated in the U.S., installed as head of
the ‘‘reform junta’ after a now-
acknowledged U.S. coup in 1979,
Duarte’s two-year reign then was a reign
of terror: the tallies from the now-
infamous nighttime savagery of the death
squads and the military remain unsur-
passed before or after. Duarte is hailed as
a reformer and democrat — the success
of his reforms and. democracy is
measured by the graves of peasants, vic-
tims of a land reform program which was
designed and implemented along the lines
of the now-infamous ‘‘Operation

Phoenix’’ counterinsurgency program
developed by the CIA in Vietnam.

Of course none of this came to light in
Duarte’s visit: no embarrassing questions
on the death counts under the reform jun-
ta, no flecks of gore permitted to ruin the
nice clean image required for Operation
Duarte — and an operation it was, as
neatly planned and implemented as the
CIA and State Department are capable
of.

Picture Mr. Duarte before Congress:
proudly and defiantly rejecting even a
hint of Congress attaching conditions to
aid to El Salvador. This would be, he
solemnly intoned, ‘‘a violation of the
principles of sovereignty.’”’ The con-
gressmen were, to the last one, impressed
with the man’s ‘‘guts’® and ‘‘in-
dependence.’’ That not even a script was
needed for this farce indicates how very
well the players know their parts. Duarte
as upholder of sovereign independence!
— who in Congress does not know that
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Duarte was not only installed by the U.S.
originally, but in the recent.elections as
well, with even public acknowledgment
of CIA funding of his election campaign
to the tune of over $2 million.

Side by side with the much-admired
‘“‘independence’’ of Mr. Duarte was the
begging for aid: ‘‘Please help the
Salvadoran people;’’ he wrote in a per-
sonal letter to Congress. And, of course:
we need military aid fast, ‘‘because we are
absolutely dependent on the supply of
these bullets.”” Congress was moved by
his pleas, went the script: *‘I think he’s
sold enough people in the House,”’ pro-
claimed Speaker Tip O’Neill, along with

other erstwhile members of the liberal op-

position. And so the real relations of
power are stood on their head: Duarte
begs his vacillating American masters to
go ahead and retain their mastery over El
Salvador; they finally relent — convinced
by the sound of their own words mouthed
by their own personal puppet. The roles
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were played with the cynicism and
hypocrisy that only experienced
American politicians can muster, as bills
were rushed ahead to ‘‘break the ice,”
and to shovel down an even more exten-
sive arsenal to wreak mayhem on the
Salvadoran countryside, all to aid the

beleaguered, independent Mr. Duarte.
Even before Duarte arrived, there had
been mrore than the usual number of
“cliffhanger’’ debates and ‘‘tense floor
battles’’ over Congressional aid to Cen-
tral America. What, after all, is a
democracy without debate? As is general-
ly known, the aid bill passed two weeks
ago — and better in this case by an inch
than a mile. As long as there is an
America, there will be Congressmen ‘‘on
record’’ against the ‘‘short-sighted”’
policies of worthy opponents. But be
honest, oh dissenters — as long as there is
an America, will there not also be El
Salvadors? Generally not known is the
Continued on page 11
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Peltier Enters
Seventh Week of -
Hunger Strike

As of May 24 imprisoned Indian ac-
tivist Lecnard Peltier along with Stan-
ding Deer (Robert Wilson) and Rechaza
Lore de Chingatu (Albert Garza), entered
the 45th day of a protest fast. The fast
was undertaken in April to protest bla-
tant attacks by Marion (Illinois) Federal
Prison officials who have confiscated and
destroyed all Indian religious articles;
denied prayer meetings and contact visits
with a medicine man.

Peltier has lost 40 pounds and is
reported to be in a catabolic condition
where the body begins to feed upon itself

and is the last stage before the effects of a .

fast can be reversed. One of the other
men is reported to have lost his eyesight.
In an attempt to break this continued de-
fiance, Peltier, Standing Deer and
Rechaza have been transferred out of the
prison to a federal prison hospital in Spr-
ingfield, Illinois where authorities will try
to force feed them.

In October, 1983 two guards were
murdered at Marion’s infamous Control
Unit. Since then the prison has been on a
23-hour-a-day lockdown. The current
issue of the Native American activist
newspaper Akwesasne Notes published a
letter from a Prisoner’s Defense Commit-
tee which reported that *‘indescribable
terror reigns’’ at Marion and that in addi-
tion to Peltier’s fast, one-third of the
prison population was on a hunger strike
in protest over inhumane conditions at
Marion.

On April 21, Peltier, Standing Deer
and Rechaza were yanked out of Marion
and shipped to the prison hospital where
authorities first attempted to force feed
them. Lawyers were able at that point to
obtain a restraining order. On May 6 the
men began drinking fruit juices to be able
to keep up their strength and still main-
tain the fast. After three weeks Peltier
and the others were shipped back to
Marion where prison officials who had
previously been so eager to force feed
them now cut off the fruit juices.

Peltier received written notice on May
17 from prison officials that he would be
permitted to have religious articles. As of
this writing that has not happened; prayer
meetings and contact visits with a
medicine man continue to be forbidden.

On May 24, prison authorities were
able to reverse the restraining order pro-
hibiting force feeding, and on that day,
Peltier was once again moved to the
prison hospital. -

Peltier is currently serving two life
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ing two FBI agents during a 1975 Leonard Peltier
shootout where FBI agents, federal mar-
shalls, SWAT teams and Bureau of In-
dian Affairs (BIA) goons assaulted a
spiritual encampment at the Pine Ridge
Reservation in which Joe Stuntz, an In-
dian, was also killed. This conviction has
been consistently challenged. Plots by
prison officials to murder Peltier have
also been exposed. Recently the Eighth
Circuit Court of Appeals ruled thata new
evidentiary hearing be held in late June.
Defense attorney will argue that the

* government suppressed critical evidence

— for one, a suppressed ballistics test
showing that the bullets which killed the
FBI agents did not match up with the gun
the government claimed was associated
with Peltier — and demand a new trial.
Leonard Peltier continues to be a de-
fiant and inspiring leader of the Native
American struggle and one who is
relentlessly hounded by the ruling class. []
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May Day 1984
in Delhi

The following report on May Ist in In-
dia was received from Mass Line Publica-
tions. The' RW will continue to carry
news on May Ist actions of the Revolu-
tionary Internationalist Movement, as
.the news reaches us.

MAY DAY 1984 IN DELHI

The newly born Revolutionary Inter-
nationalist Movement brought new lifeto
the working and oppressed masses in
Delhi on May Day. Raising Revolu-
tionary Internationalist Movement
slogans for May Day '84, a militant
demonstration, over 1,200-strong, mar-
ched through the streets of Delhi; at Boat

Club lawns it converted itself into a

public meeting, when several more scores
of people joined. At the meeting,
speakers from many Marxist-Leninist
organisations spoke, the Declaration of
the Revolutionary Internationalist Move-
ment was released to the public and
revolutionary songs in Punjabi, Hindi
and Nepali were sung. The whole pro-
gramme, lasting for almost the full day,
from early in the morning till four in the
evening, created quite a stir: the working
class and other labouring people warmly
welcomed it; the state machine, in par-
ticular its police force, felt uneasy about
the entire event. The police at first tried to
throw its weight around, by arbitrarily
ordering the marchers to take an alternate
route, but had to. hastily withdraw when
the latter stood their ground. The police
was forced to keep a low profile in the

,face of the determination and revolu-
tionary spirits which ran high.

The programme had been jointly
organised by four Marxist-Leninist
organisations — Central Reorganisation
Committee, CPI(ML), Revolutionary
Communist Party, India, Nepal Com-
munist Party (Mashal), and Communist
Worker [Organ of Revolutionary Com-
munist Centre, India (ML)]. Prepara-
tions for it started well in advance. Leaf-
leting in four languages (Hindi, Punjabi,
Nepali and English), postering, holding
of small meetings and other programmes
were conducted individually and jointly
for over a fortnight — the central point
stressed was the formation of Revolu-
tionary Internationalist Movement and
the specific significance of this May Day.
Hundreds of workers from several States
(Punjab, Haryana, Uttar Pradesh, Ra-
jasthan, etc.) started to arrive in the early
hours; from Old Delhi Railway Station
they straightaway marched to
Ferozeshah Kotla, the gathering spot.
Banners, placards and flags fluttered
about turning the streets intoariot of red,
and chanting of slogans filled the hot
morning air.

All the speakers highlighted the forma-
tion of the Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement and the growing unity being
achieved by the international proletariat.
Com. Sagar from Nepal Communist Par-
ty (Mashal) was the first speaker. First he
explained the real content of this May
Day. Today imperialism as well as all
other forms of reaction have grown
stronger and if an effective fight has to be
launched against these forces, the world
working class has to close their ranks still
more. The Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement’s formatiof is a correct step
and a fitting reply in this light, and herein
lies the real significance of May Day this
year, Further, it was an extremely positive
thing that this time it was being jointly
observed by genuine M-L forces of India
and Nepal. The ruling classes of both
countries are connected to one another in
suppressing the labouring masses and this
is a real danger confronting the struggle
for liberation of our peoples. But the

working class by uniting together can deal _

effective blows at this conspiracy and
wage struggle successfully, overthrowing
these reactionary forces. The comrade
also critically referred to the erroneous
relationship that had in general existed be-
tween the communist parties of the two

countries. He expressed the hope that with
Revolutionary Internationalist Move-
ment’s formation on correct ideological-
political lines, a relationship based on
equality and fraternity can and will be
established now. Com. Malvinder from
Communist Worker who spoke next re-
counted the important milestones travers-
ed by the international communist move-
ment. While great victories have been
won, setbacks also were there. The setback
suffered by proletarian internationalism
with the incorrect dissolution of the Com-
intern in 43 was a serious one. Even
though with the anti-Khrushchov struggle
led by CPC under Mao, culminatingin the
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution,
the proletariat made a qualitative advance,
the absence of an international organisa-
tion continued. Its negative effect was
seriously felt in 76 when the Teng clique
overpowered the socialist roaders in
China. However, the struggle waged by
genuine Marxist-Leninists since then has
now resulted in an important victory —
the formation of Revolutionary Interna-
tionalist Movement with a correct political
perspective. He also explained that the vic-
tory won at the international level can be a

Continued on page 6
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A Marine Who

Wouldn’t Go

Whien he joined the marines threeand a
half years ago, Alfred Griffin, a Black
Muslim youth, never expected to see
combat. ““I was just like one of thousands
of 19-year-olds,” Griffin stated, “who
joined because he was tired of school,
could not find a good job or because Dad
was a vet and thought it would be a good
experience to make a man of you.”

When he enlisted, Griffin requested
training in electronics; he was trained as a
machine-gunner in the infantry. Later he
was assigned to a presidential honor
guard where he served for two years. He
was nominated Marine of the Month.
Qutfitted in a crisp, tailored uniform,
Griffin’s picture graced the cover of the
Marine Corps Gazette. He was con-
sidered a top-notch marine. But on May
16, 1984 Griffin was sitting in a military
courtroom at Camp Leleune, North
Carolina, facing court-martial.

What Griffin had never really thought
about when he joined the marines became
a reality. Last October he was ordered
out with his unit to Lebanon and then
Grenada. Griffin, out of religious and
moral convictions, left the base before
the unit left for the Middle East, in effect
refusing to go.

Griffin was not alone in his decision.
There are reports of a small number of
soldiers, both Black and white, who, par-
ticularly in the case of the Grenada inva-
sion, either refused to go or refused to fire
their weapons. An official fact sheet on
the case provided by the Camp LelJeune
Public Relations Office reveals that Grif-
fin is the third from his batallion to be
tried and convicted for refusing to go,
and a fourth (who they refused to name)
still awaits trial.

It was on October 18th that Griffin’s
unit sailed for Lebanon. When he return-
ed to the base on October 19, repeated
pressure was put on Griffin to rejoin the
unit, now en route. He was told all would
be forgotten if he would rejoin the outfit.
Griffin refused. Two base chaplains
worked overtime to try to get him to
capitulate, offering him a chance to
~ return to the unit, even trying to get him
to return in a ““support role’” on board
ship offshore, in return for the marines
forgetting about the whole thing.

Just prior to the Grenada invasion over
200 marines were killed in the compound
bombing in Beirut. Graphic pictures of
mutilated bodies of marines were cir-
culated at the base to psych up the troops.
For Griffin, a major turn came during a
class called ““The Rules of Engagement
for Combat,’” where a marine jumped up

This photo of the May Day march
in Stockholm, Sweden was sent by
the ‘‘Ayacucho’’ Study Circle (Ayacucho
is the department where the people’s war
led by the Communist Party of Peru was
initiated). Inspired by the formation of
the Revolutionary Internationalist Move-
ment, a large contingent marched, carry-
ing portraits of Marx, Lenin and Chair-
man Mao, and posters of the unified
slogans put forward by the Revoh}-
tionary Internationalist “Movement in
nine languages, including a Swedish
translation and a poster of the Com-
munist Party of Peru. The marchers also
carried banners which read: “Long Live
the Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement!’’: “Long Live Marxism-
Leninism-Maoism!’’; “Long Live the
Guiding Thought of Comra(.ie
Gonzalo!””; ““‘Long Live the Communist
Party of Peru!'’; and ““Long Live Gue_[-
rilla Warfare!”". ]

and demanded, ‘‘Captain, I want to
know when we are going to run those
ragheads out of there!”* Unfortunately,
we don’t know the answer, but apparent-
ly the atmosphere was such that, as Grif-
fin put it, “a chill went down my
spine. . .. I would have been behind that
machine gun.... I would have been a
disgrace to myself, a disgrace to my peo-
ple, and a disgrace to Allah.”’

Finally came the news that the unit had
been diverted and was now engaged in an
invasion of Grenada.

In this heightened atmosphere, Griffin
was again approached, and told the slate
would be wiped clean if he went to
Grenada. But still, Griffin refused to go.

Publicity

In most recent instances of soldiers
refusing to fight, little mention has been
made of them in the media. But Griffin’s
case has come into the public eye for a
number of reasons. For one, Griffin
himself challenged the grounds for the
court-martial and brought in William
Kunstler along with an attorney from the
Center for Constitutional Rights to de-
fend him. This helped publicize his case
and to activate a base of support.

Further, Griffin is a marine (and at one
time part of an elite unit, the honor
guard, at that) and his refusal to go to
Lebanon and Grenada is not the stuff of
which “‘the few, the proud’’ are to be
made. His current unit is the 2nd Bat-
talion 8th Marine Regiment, part of the
22nd Marine Amphibious Unit. These
combat-ready troops play a critical
military and political role for the U.S.

Griffin had stated, “‘I must tell you
from the beginning I have loved being a
marine. My three and a half years of ser-
vice has been an exciting and progressive
part of my life which I served over two
years as a presidential honor guard,
which is an honor. My enlistment in the
Marine Corps seemed to be one of the
brightest parts of my life until my unit
was given orders into Lebanon. I did not
go. It was a difficult decision for me to
make, a major turning point in my life. I
made this decision for several reasons. As
a child I was raised as a Muslim. Those
principles, ideals and beliefs of Islam are
still with me today.”’ And the military has
responded — being a proud marine is
fine, but it isn’t enough — you have to
fight for the interests of the U.S.A. In
publicly court-martialing Griffin, the
military has moved to take advantage, to
drive home the point that a soldier’s job is
to fight, and to stiffen the resolve among

its troops.

The military has special worries on this
account about Black troops, and those of
other oppressed nationalities, and this
must loom large as a reason for the public
court-martial of Griffin. In the events
around the court-martial, there have been
definite signs pointing to the cause for
this worry. Even within Camp LelJeune,
where some marines sport T-shirts saying
““Lebanon, Granada — we restored
pride’’ and where one can hear comments
calling for Griffin to be shot, there are
marines who come forward to tell of ram-
pant racism in the military, as well ‘as
relating more stories of soldiers who
refused to fight. Qutside the hearing
room, a small knot of Black marines
listen tensely to the testimony. The
defense also learned that the military had
not been able to bring forward a single
Black marine to testify against Griffin.

Local Muslim organizations have also
supported Griffin. Lance Corporal Teith
Benford, head of the Islamic Community
at Camp LeJeune, stated after the court-
martial, “‘I think we’re all worried about
the pressures that might be put on us here
at the base because of this decision, but
we all feel proud that Brother Griffin
stood up for his beliefs, and that alone
gives us more courage.’’ During the pro-
ceedings, a defense witness, Imam
Muhammad, regional counselor for the
American Muslim Mission, testified that
““I would have advised Brother Griffin to
do just what he has done.”

Religious Defense

Griffin’s case was the first time that'a
religious defense was permitted by a
military court in a case of this nature. But
this should not be taken as some kind of
concession by the military. The defense
strategy was initially two-fold: to bring in
expert witnesses who would testify on
how the U.S.’s actions in Lebanon and
Grenada were in violation of interna-
tional law and to submit testimony on
Griffin’s religious beliefs that as a
Muslim he could not be an aggressor in
fighting, particularly against fellow
Muslims. The court refused to hear
testimony on the former, allowing only
testimony on Griffin’s religious beliefs.
By doing this the court apparently hoped
to keep the focus away from exposure of
the U.S.’s actions, and attention trained
solely on Griffin.

The trial judge also barred Griffin
from answering any questions concern-
ing racist practices inside the marines.

A trial with religious defense now

May Day in Stockholm

clearly is meant to set the record straight:
refusal to fight on religious grounds will
not be tolerated and will be punished.
U.S. military actions will not be question-
ed, not in court nor in the Tanks of its
soldiers.

Said one of the prosecutors, ‘‘Griffin
joined the marine infantry with the ex-
pectation he would not fight, but he took
the oath of enlistment, and he promised
to obey orders. He knew of the troop
movement, and he refused to obey. He
was told and he understood that he was to
return on time, and he was told and he
understood that he should make the
troop movement. He didn’t do either.
His conduct endangered the safety and
the welfare of his unit.” The prosecutor’s
case was kept neat and simple and took
less than two hours to present as three
witnesses testified that indeed Griffin was
not present in Lebanon. The prosecutors
also sought to discredit Griffin’s Islamic
religious convictions by pointing out that
he had indicated he was a Baptist when
recruited — this it turned out was done at
the insistence of Griffin’s own recruiter.

Initially, Griffin stated, he looked for-
ward to going to Lebanon where, he
thought, he would be part of a
‘‘peacekeeping mission,’” and where he
would meet a number of Muslims from
another part of the world. Newsday
wrote: **. . . Ininterviews before the court-
martial he said he had been increasingly
disturbed by the change in the U.S. role
from one of peacekeeping to one that ap-"
peared to be increasingly aggressive. ‘I
could not as a Muslim attack other
Muslims in an aggressive position.” He
said, ‘I felt that I could not participate in
the Grenada invasion or in the Lebanon
situation because we were being the ag-
gressors, and my religion prevents
that.” > Also according to Newsday,
Griffin said that the Grenada invasion
“‘showed no respect for political self-
determination.”’

After two days of courts-martial a
decision and sentence were quickly
rendered. Griffin was ordered to serve
four months in the brig, he was stripped
of rank, his pay cut in half and he will be
given a bad discharge. In meting out this
sentence the military judge made the
point that it was to be one of
“‘deterrence.’’

While the government has every
necessity to isolate Griffin, to publicly
court-martial him and create public opin-
ion against him, their actions have also
brought to light what will be a growing
contradiction for them. ]
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As the order represented by relatively
unhampered shipping through the Gulf
has continued to break apart over the
past few weeks, a new order — signified
by growing military preparedness
throughout the gulf region — is taking

iy = S . shape. Just a few weeks ago, Saudi
. . st e T e o e s e e . Arabia and Kuwait’s role in the Iran-Iraq
war was mainly that of providing Iraq
with the billions by which it has mounted -
its war effort. Today, those countries
stand one step closer to direct participa-
s : tion in the conflict, Behind them stands
RELLT IS = : o MR, ¢ the U.S., eagerly angling to parlay its of-
e el e ; Y . fers of “‘protection!’ into an expanded
military presence in the region.
~ Since February; when Iraq announced
its intentions to mount ‘‘an effective
blockade’’ of Iranian shipping around its
Kharg Island export terminal, 19 vessels,
oil tankers and cargo ships have been at-
tacked. And with the sharp increase in the
number of attacks throughout the first
two weeks of May, the Gulf today stands
on the brink of crisis. Iranian exports
through Kharg Island have been
reportedly cut by over one half. In-
surance premiums have become sky high;
the MacNeil-Lehrer Report of May 23
carried a report that the number of ships
R e S ;i currently in the Gulf ran at about 100,
e s N o 2 compared to the normal figure of about
70N e o 800. There have been as yet no substantial
changes in the international oil price
structure, though repeated fluctuations
throughout this period demonstrate the
volatility of this situation.
But it has been the entry of Iran into
the business of attacking oil tankers that
has marked the greatest change. Even as
Iraq has adopted an increasingly pro-
vocative pose in the Gulf, a number of
Saudi and Kuwaiti tankers being hit by
Iraqi missiles over the last period, its ac-
tions have been received by public
equanimity by the Gulf states. Following
Iragi attacks on Saudi-owned tankers in
late April and early May, Saudi oil
minister Yamani downplayed the issue:
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“The pilot of a fighter plane could not
: distinguish a ship’s nationality from the
ERCHCR o air.”” The overriding concern of the Gulf

" states, of course, in maintaining an Iraqi
viability as a front line of defense against
a commonly perceived Iranian threat ex-
plains such expansiveness of spirit.
Similarly, the Iraqi attacks have not occa-
‘ sioned any angular adjustment in the

St s O L . U.S.’s current ‘‘tilt”’ towards Iraq; its
R LR ol N R o : . much ballyhooed role as ‘‘guarantor’’ of
- Gulf shipping security notwithstanding,
the U.S.’s more pressing interest in this
instance is to maintain an Iragi-Iranian
military stalemate.

But the Iranian attacks against tankers
belonging to Kuwait and Saudi Arabia in
areas away from the Kharg Island facility
at last matched the issue of Gulf shipping
security with an acceptable villain. The
attacks, on May 13, 14, and 16, gave rise
to a flarry of diplomatic activity in Arab
capitals, culminating in an emergency
session of the Arab League at which the
assembled ministers overrode Libyan and
: . X Syrian objections in issuing a condemna-
ERETREES) - IO tion of ‘“Iranian aggression’’ (in doing
: ' g 5o, the Arab League departed from its
long-standing tradition of unanimous

Continued on page 10
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Sit-In At Oberlin

Oberlin College in northern Ohio has
historically been identified for the
“Oberlin tradition”’ of liberal education
in the arts and humanities, eglightened
policies towards oppressed nationalities
and women, and student political
awareness bred of a free thinking at-
mosphere. Even during the relatively
quiet *70s, campus activism was common
on various levels and occasionally
dismissed with the comment, ‘““Well,
that’s just Oberlin.””

But there was no easy dismissal on the
evening of Wednesday, May 16, as TV
crews from Cleveland sped to Oberlin to
find hundreds of students rallying outside
the college administration building, and
150 students jammed into the president’s
office, minus the president. The protest
was sparked by the administration firing
of the campus minister, Willis Ludlow.
The intensity of student outrage which
led to the occupation took college of-
ficials completely by surprise. They
responded not by tolerantly allowing the
students to ‘‘do their thing,”’ but with
complete refusal to negotiate the rehir-
ing.

Why was the Oberlin administration so
determined to get rid of the campus
minister that they were ready to expel
large numbers of students over the issue?
The answer has everything to do with just
how Ludlow conducted his ministry.
Much of the political activity at
Oberlin over the last eight years has in-
volved the Reverend Ludlow, looked to
by most on campus as a political as well
religious leader, roles which he defines as
“‘inseparable.” Ludlow has played a
catalytic role in challenging students and
others into struggle, and his office has
been a center of political discussion and
organizing. Respected for his open,
always questioning approach, and his
delight in shaking up the status quo at
every opportunity, Ludlow’s name has
nearly always been preceded in media
descriptions by the words ‘‘contro-
versial’® and ‘‘outspoken.’”” He recently
taught a course entitled ‘“‘Left-Wing
Christianity.”’ ;

In 1980, he helped initiate Oberlin
Against the Draft, and continued oppos-
ing U.S. war preparations by bringing
speakers from the women’s encamp-
ments in Greenham Common and Com-
iso, Italy to campus. Continually, he has
pushed further to grasp what was behind
imperialism, and to expose it. In the mid-

dle of the patriotic hoopla generated
around the dedication of the Vietnam
Veterans Memorial in 1982, Ludlow
wrote a letter which was printed in the
Cleveland Plain-Dealer which targeted
the Vietnam war as an aggressive, impe-
rialist war, and called on people not to
forget the lessons of that struggle learned
by the people of the world.

Ludlow has taken stands controversial
among progressive students, as well.
Feeling compelled to do more than mildly
wring his hands over the U.S.-Israeli in-
vasion cf Lebanon, he approached
political organizations on campus and
called for them to speak out against the
invasion. When they did not, he made
public siatements himself, strongly con-
demning the invasion as ‘‘genocide,’’ in
the face of charges of being anti-Semitic.

In February, President S. Frederick
Starr announced that Ludlow would not
be rehired for ‘‘failure to meet the
religious needs of the community’’ and
for longstanding refusal to carry out ad-
ministrative duties, only half heartedly
claiming that Ludlow’s politics had
nothing to do with his firing. No one
bought that. Ludlow immediately de-
nounced the firing as a political attack
and has remained unrepentant and un-
compromising in defense of his activities.
*“All my social and political activity
comes from the conviction that there is a
will of God greater than the goal of fitting
into the establishment.... If you per-
sistently challenge the establishment — I
mean, you could have a week of ‘con-
cern’ on the nuclear arms race, or a week
of ‘concern’ on race relations, you might
have ‘values clarification’ on such things
— but I mean, if day in and day out, you
are willing to push, regardless of massive
support or of no support, for peace and
justice and challenge the establishment,
here in Oberlin and in society at large,
then you are probably unwelcome.
That’s what I have done, and I'm not
ashamed of it, I’'m proud of it.”’

What's clearly unwelcome at Oberlin
these days is a campus minister with
Ludlow’s politics. The open atmosphere
of past years has given way in the view of
many students to a more bureaucratic,
hardlined, regulated atmosphere geared
towards ‘‘competing in the 1980s.”” And
there appears to be a calculated effort
afoot to reverse Oberlin’s liberal political
image. The appointment of President
Starr in 1983 is indicative of this. Starr,

who was chosen after a year-long inten-
sive national search, was chosen for the
prestigious job over heavy competition,
and commented to a student soon after
his arrival that he intended to get rid of
“‘the granola kids.”’

He is described in college promotional
materials as “‘a Soviet affairs specialist
who was the first secretary and founder
of the Wilson Center’s Kennan Institute
for Advanced Russian Studies at the
Smithsonian Institution’” where his
duties were ‘‘maintaining extensive con-
tacts with the USSR and Soviet specialists
abroad, and working on the development
of outreach programs fostering the
development of Soviet studies in the
U.S.”" Judging from his comments in
joining the cacophony condemning the

Soviet Union for the Olympic boycott,

Starr isn’t studying the Soviets in such
high-level circles in order to become good
friends.

Starr’s first major confrontation with
the students and the faculty, who have
traditionally had much power in college

decisions, was over the Solomon Amend-.

ment which requires students to sign a
statement saying they have registered for
the draft in order to receive federal finan-
cial aid. The faculty voted to oppose the
government with a resolution explicitly
against the Solomon Amendment, and
set up a separate fund so that students
who refuse to sign could still get aid. Starr
vetoed this, and only with massive stu-
dent pressure was forced into a com-
promise so that students wouldn’t have to
sign, although the explicit condemnation
of the amendment was squelched.
Students described Ludlow’s firing
and the administration’s response to it as
the last straw in a year of struggle. Eight
hundred students — nearly one-third of
the enrollment — signed petitions in
Ludlow’s favor, and letters poured in
from around the U.S. in his support.
After all the pompous procedures had
been followed in a three-month appeals
process, committee meetings attended,
etc., etc., Starr announced on May 8th
that Ludlow was out, period. It was this
open slap in the face that touched off the
unprecedented student sit-in, The inten-
tion to sit-in was announced days ahead
of time, and initially 50 students arrived
at the president’s office to find him gone,
having cancelled all appointments.
Another 100 students rallied outside. At
closing time, the doors were locked, and

Starr strode confidently into his office,
arrogantly declaring that once again that
Ludlow was out. Offering to meet with
two students while the others left, and
getting in response a rowdy and definite
*“NO!”’, Starr fled, visibly shaken.

In came the Dean of Students, ordering
everyone out and threatening suspension.
No one left and others began calling the
dining halls to alert students eating din-
ner. As the Dean began collecting names,
across campus marched Abuswa, the
Black student organization, in formation
and chanting righteously. A bucket was
lowered out of the president’s-office win-
dow to the crowd 30 feet below, into
which students began putting their 1.D.
cards. In this way, 221 students sym-
bolically joined the sit-in. As the crowd
outside grew larger and louder, with
chants of *‘Rehire Ludlow’” from inside,
up the steps into the office burst eight
students who had found.an open window
and charged security posted to guard the
stairs. From then on, spirits and excite-
ment were high, as a ladder was raised to

the window and 70 more students climb- -

ed inside, along with cartons of symbolic
granola bars.

All evening a sort of festival of
rebellion continued inside and outside, as
students began to feel the weight of the
offensive they had taken. Ludlow, briefly
climbing up to join, called it “just a
marvelous outburst. If somebody was
alleging that there is a new Oberlin stu-
dent who is apathetic and neo-
conservative, I think this particular day in
May shot that clear out of the water.”’
The role of Abuswa in seizing the in-
itiative in joining the predominantly
white sit-in was particularly significant,
solidifying the group and encouraging
many others to join.

About midnight, the administration
announced that 40 students had been
suspended and would be severed from the
college if the building wasn’t evacuated
immediately. This essentially ended the
sit-in — the students left, but remained
outside for hours debating whether it had
been correct to leave, and arguing over
how to carry things further. There are
plans for protest armbands to be worn at
graduation on May 26th, and promises of
further ‘‘disruption’’ at the ceremony
and in the future. Ludlow has left plenty
of controversy in his wake, and no doubt
further questions will surface over the
issues for which he was fired. 0

May Day
in Delhi

Continued from page 3

real victory only with the application of
the views and aims in the concrete condi-
tions of our own country. And an all-India
party and programme can be developed
only on the basis of Marxism-Leninism-
Mao Tsetung Thought (in particular, New
Democratic Revolution); a tendency to
negate this truth is present among the In-
dian M-L forces — this is to be fought
against. We must apply — not copy, since
there are differences — the Chinese ex-
perience and for this Mao Tsetung
Thought is indispensable.

Com. Jagjit from RCPI pointed out
the necessity of a new international which
was being felt by genuine communists the
world over. Especially today, with im-
perialism as a world system, development
towards a world war has become the axis
of intermational politics. If we correctly
view revolution as a process, we can see
weak links developing in this imperialist
chain, even in developed countries. The
proletariat has to be prepared to utilise
the opportunities coming up, and the
Revolutionary Internationalist Move-
ment goes a long way in meeting this
need. It is at the same time an effective

rectification of the nationalist tendencies
which had cropped up in the Interna-
tional Communist Movement, hamper-
ing it for a long time now. Referring to
the concrete problems facing the Indian
revolution, he said a new programme is
the need of the hour. All hitherto pro-
grammes put forth by Indian communists
had failed in uniting the working
class.This May Day that we are
celebrating is a proof that genuine
Marxist-Leninists at the national and in-
ternational levels are taking correct steps
in the forward march of the world pro-
letariat. Com. Murali, representing
CRC, CPI(ML) first sketched a brief
history of the efforts of the Marxist-
Leninists since the Chinese debacle to
retrieve the unity of the proletariat. The
'80 conference and the 2nd conference
held early this year as also the ideological
struggle waged throughout this period
have culminated in a decisive, though not
big, victory on this matter. He said May
Day represented internationalism, but
this internationalism would be hollow if it
is not concrete. For the Indian com-
munist revolutionaries, this means to
take the revolutionary movement for-
ward in our country. For this, only one
path lies before us; apply Mao Tsetung
Thought in the concrete conditions of In-
dia. When Mao said patriotism is applied
internationalism, and when he spoke of
the Sinification of Marxism many had

criticised him of being a nationalist. But
history has shown who was in fact the
true internationalist. The comrade also
pointed out how Revolutionary Interna-
tionalist Movement was different from
all hitherto-existed communist interna-
tional organisations: while clearcut dif-
ferences remained on questions of funda-
mental importance, various organisa-
tions have seen it necessary and possible
to unite. Let us uphold the unity achieved
and persist in principled struggle to raise
this unity to a still higher level.

Com. Syed Nasseem, SAMA (People’s
Liberation Organisation of Afghanistan)
representative in India spoke, spiritedly
congratulating the M-L organisations
who had organised this revolutionary
May Day function and hailed the forma-
tion of Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement. Saying that the struggle being
fought out by Afghan people against the
new Czars is in reality a struggle against
imperialism, he pointed out the genuine
anti-imperialist struggle today is one

against both the U.S. and Soviet blocs.

On behalf of SAMA he extended his
deep-felt May Day solidarity between the
peoples of Nepal, India, Afghanistanand
the whole world.

The Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement Declaration was now released
in three languages — Hindi, Punjabi, and
English. Com, Sagar who did the releas-
ing explained that the Nepali version was

being released on the same day in Nepal
but due to the fascist administration in
that country a copy could not be obtained
here. He also announced the signing of
the Declaration -by Purba Banglar Sar-
bahara Party (of Bangla Desh), since it
went into press, which was the reason
why PBSP’s name could not be included
in the list of parties. Greetings from jailed
comrades hailing the Revolutionary In-
ternationalist Movement formation were
read out. Also, a collection of articles and
talks of Com. Chang Chun-chiao,
Bombarding the Capitalist Road, was
released. The day’s function formally
came to an end with the singing of the In-
ternationale in Punjabi.

In the Indian Parliament premises, this
was perhaps the only May Day pro-
gramme held. Not only that, the spirit
and perspective pervading the function,
the participation of around 150 women
and children including babies — braving
the scorching Delhi sun — the widespread
awareness that similar May Day celebra-
tions were being held in'a number of
countries on the same common slogans
— all combined to make it really a new
May Day, setting it apart qualitatively
from the routine, drab rituals being held
by revisionists and opportunists.

And all the marchers and participants
returned with a clear sense that though
only a small beginning, it was a new and
positive beginning. [



Considering what god’s represen-
tatives are purportedly capable of, the
Pope’s most recent foray, to four nations
of the western Pacific, was fairly dul].
Alternating homilies with tarmac-kissing
rituals, he mingled with aborigines in
Papua New Guinea, preached to refugees
in Thailand, canonized 103 martyrs in
Seoul and visited the leper colony of
Korea's Sorok Island. However the
native peoples were not massively con-
verted, the martyrs did not rise from the
dead, and most afflicted with leprosy
have already been cured by modern
medicine — so the trip was somewhat
short on appropriately. supernatural
miracles. As always with this very
modern pope, the most interesting part of
his pilgrimage was its politics.

This earthly side of John Paul 2 stood
out from the start of his trip, when he met
President Reagan in Fairbanks, Alaska.
Considering that the U.S. President was
just leaving the east Asian arena as the
Pope was entering, the encounter had the
air of a pro wrestling tag-team huddling
between rounds. Little is known of the
private content of their discussions, but
the public utterances are interesting
enough.

The President proclaimed, ‘““Your
words, your prayers, your example has
made you — for those who suffer oppres-
sion or the violence of war — a source of
solace, inspiration and hope.” To which
the Pope, in his speech, answered with a
resounding ‘‘God Bless America!"’
Cynics may assume that Reagan’s remark
was insincere. But we choose to con-
template a different conclusion: it ap-
pears to have been quite an accurate sum-
mation of the role played by this leader of
world Catholicism, and we would like to
pose the natural follow-up questions:
What kind of hope? Solace toward what
ends? And inspiration to do what?

Central Theme: Selective Reconciliation

South Korea, the main papal stop, is a
well-known veil of tears. A young worker
expressed this in a statement directly to
the Pope: “‘Our working environment is
bad, and we do not receive adequate com-
pensation for our work. Our lives are so
terrible that our situation prevents us
from becoming aware of our human
dignity. The news media do not accurate-
ly inform people of our real situation
and, without labor unions free to present
our desires, the lives of workers remain
deeply hidden in the shadows of prosperi-
ty.”" A student to the Pope: “‘Speech and
expression have long lost their function
of informing correctly. And whenever we
assert what we think to be true, some of
us are taken to prison, some are forced to
enlist in the military, and some are driven
more to leftism.”” These, of course, are
the expressions of the faithful among the
oppressed who see in the Pope “‘a source
of solace, inspiration and hope,” and
were reaching out to him. The broader
scene in South Korea was a bit more
rowdy. All classes were cancelled for two
days, and campuses were inundated with
secret police and troops. The Western
press reported that at least 1,000 students
occupied a library at the Korea Universi-
ty, after 5,000 were prevented from tak-

ing their protest into the streets. Clouds:
of tear gas from Sung Kyun Kwan-

University wafted around the Holy
Father who was visiting near-by Taeshin
Seminary.

Only stoic discipline prevented him
from acknowledging the problem by wip-
ing his eyes. However, in words the Pope
did directly take up the questions of op-
pression, although in keeping with his
philosophy and his tactics, these words
were (in the expression of one disap-
pointed Korean woman) ‘‘more abstract
than concrete.’”’ To dramatize his theme
of ‘‘reconciliation,’”’ . he made a
pilgrimage to the very symbol of South
Korean rebellion, the city of Kwangju,
where an uprising in 1980 starkly revealed
the anger seething beneath the republic’s

vaunted neocolonial “‘prosperity.’”” The -

revolt was brutally crushed by troops —
hundreds were killed and thousands
entered South Korea’s prisons. Speaking
in the Kwangju stadium to 50,000, John
. Paul 2 said: _

“] am keenly aware of the deep
wounds that pain your hearts and souls
from personal experiences and from re-
cent tragedies, which are difficult to over-
come from a merely human point of
view, especially those of you from
Kwangju.”’

Explaining the ‘‘grace of reconcilia-

tion,’” he added: ‘“This part of Christ’s
saving message is particularly relevant to
those who are haunted by the memory of
the unfortunate events of this place. By
accepting the consequences of our bap-
tismal commitment, we become in-
struments of reconciliation and peace in
the midst of dissention and hatred. In this
way, as effective signs of Christ’s healing
powers working in us, we ease the pain of
injured hearts that are filled with anxiety
and bitterness. At the same time, we can
offer hope to those who suffer from op-
pression, and thus become instruments of
Christian liberation and signs of true
freedom.”

Translation: First comes ‘‘solace’” —
the Pope hears your suffering and feels
compassion. Then comes ‘‘hope’ —
while suffering cannot really be overcome
by the ‘“‘merely human,”” embrace
“‘hope’’ in its dogged, transcendental,
spiritual form, since with god anything is
possible, and the pains of this world are
the dues for the next one. Finally comes
““‘inspiration’’ — in this world, it is to be
instruments of ‘‘reconciliation’” and
forgiveness, specifically putting aside the
“‘bitterness’’ toward the powers that be,
toward the U.S. (whose neocolony this
is), if not toward their current puppet
Chun Doo Hwan,

Pope John Paul 2 studiously avoided
directly endorsing President Chun. This

is in keeping with the Church’s role. In !

countries like South Korea, the Philip-
pines, and others, Church hierarchs
maintain ties with reliably pro-U.S. op-
positions, even those that are nominally
illegal, and even lend their pulpits for |

‘modest liberal criticisms of various

regimes. (These and other considerations |
led to the absence of a papal stop in the

Philippines — the largest Catholic coun-
try in Asia.) This is coupled with a con-
certed struggle to keep revolutionary mo-
tion firmly suppressed, including revolu-
tionary ideas within the lower levels of the
Church. However, on this papal trip,
despite tactics which anticipate that
specific puppets might prove expendable
in the future, it was made clear that swine
such as Chun are individuals the Pope—
definitely wants to see welcomed back in-
to the human fold. This was driven home
by having President Chun personally
greet the Pope on arrival, amid . a
smothering show of military might, and
by having Chun then echo John Paul’s
own themes in his speech, in which Chun
endorsed ‘‘dialogue rather than confron- |
tation, reconciliation rather than
revenge, and the path to peace rather
than to war.”” The two met in a téte-a- '
téte, while attempts by relatives of the |
Kwangju martyrs to get a papal audience
were squashed.

Looking at the world as a whole during
this month of papal voyages, there is a
wealth of sharply contrasting applica-
tions to this doctrine of “‘reconciliation.’’
While in South Korea, reconciliation
means forgiveness of the government and
its patrons, and placing hopes in heaven,
this was not the case everywhere. In
Poland that week, the churches were the
staging grounds for massive disruptions
of social ‘‘peace’’ in which the govern-
ment was challenged. Official dispersal
orders were drowned out by the hymn,
“Fatherland and freedom restore to us,
O Lord!” And the Polish Bishop Mazur
expressed Catholic doctrine somewhat
differently than its South Korean version,
saying, ‘‘Human undertakings are
always condemned to be changed, and

should be changed.” (The Bishbp’s

remarks ring a consistent long-run theme,

despite ‘‘realistic’’ adjustments recently
in the Church’s relations with the Polish
state.)

Or take the example of the Pope’s
statements in Thailand, where he flouted
the openly expressed wishes of the Viet-
namese government by visiting a Viet-
namese refugee camp. At this spot he em-
phasized a decidedly earthly solution to
the problems of suffering. John Paul
startled observers by calling for repatria-
tion rather than asylum for these exiles —
a barely concealed call for continued
struggle against the current pro-Soviet
regime in Vietnam. Such exiles, the Pope
said, were ‘‘free people who have a
rightful place in this world.’’ *“They have
a right to go back to their roots, to return
to their native land with its national
sovereignty and its right to independence
and self-determination; they have a right
to all the cultural and spiritual relation-
ships that nourish and sustain them as
human beings.”” This was in sharp con-
trast to the Pope’s pointed refusal to
openly endorse any political complaints
in South Korea. His challenge to Vietnam
was further driven home in a papal
message, beamed from Radio Veritas in
Manila, which addressed Catholic
believers in Vietnam itself. As one priest
put it, John Paul likes to show the reach
of his church.

Selective Reconciliation in the Realm of
Ideology

A parallel, and equally curious, range
of doctrinal variations exists in John
Paul’s approach to the relations between
non-Christian philosophies and

Continued on page 10
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Not So
Easy To
Forget

Jesse Jackson’s presidential campaign
hag given rise toa treasure trove of absurd
f:lalms in the attempt to somehow render
it progressive and in the interests of the
masses of people, particularly Black peo-
ple. Among the most popular of these
claims is the one which emphasizes the
difference it makes in terms of alleviating
national oppression to actually have
Black elected officials in local, state and
federal positions. Recently this argument
was raised by a speaker at a conference
held in Washington, D.C. on May 19 on
the political legacy of Malcolm X and the
relationship between the Jackson cam-
paign and the goals of Black nationalism.

According to this speaker: ‘‘Jesse’s
campaign has registered thousands of
new Black and minority voters and
demonstrated clearly the potential power
we have here within the American
political system. Now this is important
and a lot of times we don’t understand
this here in Washington, D.C., because,
you know, we've got Marion Barry, the
City Council, a Black police chief and all
this good stuff, you know, so we don’t
really- see ir: But in small towns in
Alabama, small towns in Georgia, small
towns in Mississippi and a whole lot of
other places across this country where
Jesse has gone out and excited the people,
registered them to vote and now they're

. least
outright by the police — a number of"

going to get that sheriff out of there and
put in somebody that’s going to help
them. Now we know that’s limited —
there’s still the system and there’s still
gonna be problems with the system — but
it’s better for us to have a Black mayor or
a progressive white mayor that we voted
for put in there because we utilized the
power that we have.”

Yes, the masses of Black people in
Washington often forget how good
they’ve got it. After all, there’s so much
to remember. There’s Anacostia, a ghet-
to area of southeast Washington, D,C.
just across the river from the U.S. capitol

that has one of the highest concentrations

of unemployment and grinding poverty
in the nation. Then there’s the fact that
Washington has a higher infant mortality
rate than many third world countries
and, in just six months — between Oc-
tober 1983 and March 1984 — 29 people
were killed by fires in their homes, half of
them children and most of them in ghetto
neighborhoods./During that same time at
seven people were murdered

them already in police custody.

Most recently, a massive eviction drive
has been launched in the city and in the
first month of this drive almost 1,400

. evictions have been carried out, In what

has become a common sight in many

neighborhoods, U.S. marshalls armed
with pistols and shotguns and wearing
bullet-proof vests (sometimes ac-
companied by D.C. police and their new
*“Tasar’’ guns — guns that shoot out a
whole slew of little hooks attached to
wires and then send enough electricity in-
to a person to knock them out) — super-
vised the evictions. The evictees’ belong-
ings are thrown on the curb, oftentimes
lining up the length of an entire block
while a new breed of vultures circle the
block in vans and pickup trucks waiting
for the first opportunity to swoop down
and rip off whatever they can.

Recently Marion Barry, himself a ma-
jor figure in the Jackson campaign, took
his police chief along to China with him
where the chief, Maurice Turner, spent
his time trying to learn methods of crowd
control and ‘‘undercover infiltration
work’" from the police of the revisionist
regime. 4

Actually, the reality of Washington,
D.C. graphically illustrates exactly what
the Jackson campaign is supposed to
make people forget. That is, the fact that
the imperialist system itself relentlessly
breeds and thrives on national oppression
and will continue to do so, even more in-
tensely in periods like today, regardless of
the will or intentions of any elected of-
ficials, untilit is overthrown. B

State Dept. Overlooks Own
Role At Baltic Confab

When the Soviet Union announced
that it was pulling out of the Los Angeles
Olympics, it cited *‘direct connivance’
by U.S. officials with the Ban the Soviets
Coalition — a collection of groups in-
cluding the Young Americans For
Freedom and a variety of CIA fronts that
specialize in East European defectors.
The Ban the Soviets Coalition had
declared that it was ‘‘infiltrating” the
L.A. Olympic Organizing Committee to
get near Soviet athletes, had set up 500
“safe houses”” for possible defectors,
would rent billbeards and airplane
streamiers to get s message across to
Soviet-bloc visitors and would set up a
. 24-hour hotline for any potential emigres
to call. Even though the FBI, Immigra-

tion and Naturalization Service and local
police agencies all had special programs
to do pretty much the same thing, in-
cluding an additienal 24-hour hotline
controlled directly by the INS (and the of-
ficial plans just happened to be “leaked”
to the press shortly after the Ban the
Soviets unofficial plans were
announced), U.S. officials insisted that
their hands were clean. Groups opposing
the Soviets at the Olympics had ‘‘no
United States government sanction what-
soever,’’ according to a State Department
““fact sheet’” handed out the day after the
Soviet pullout. :

However, it seems that certain facts
were not deemed worthy of inclusion on
the sheet. For example, State Department

spokesman John Hughes reportedly at-
tended a Ban the Soviets Coalition
meeting and ‘‘did nothing to discourage
the group,” according to San Francisco
Chronicle columnist Glenn Dickey; this
matter was somehow left off the ““fact
sheet.”” And so were the remarks of
Assistant Secretary of State Elliot
Abrams before the Baltic American
Freedom League, one of the leading
groups in the Ban the Soviets Coalition,
delivered as the group’s defection cam-
paign was getting off the ground. “‘I
would like to take this opportunity to
declare my solidarity, and the solidarity
of the Reagan administration, with the
people of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia,
and to applaud you for your work on

behalf of the Baltic peoples,” said
Abrams. He also asked the question, ‘‘Is
it realistic to assume that the sole remain-
ing colonial empire, the Soviet empire,
will survive forever?’’ Of course, certain
colonial subjects in Puerto Rico, Guam,
etc. — not to mention neo-colonial sub-
jects the world over — might have some-
thing to say about the remaining empires
that Abrams fails to see. But perhaps
such poor eyesight is endemic to the State
Dept., since they failed to see how any of
this involved U.S. :government sanction
for the unofficial welcomers of the
Soviets to the Olympics. )

Dear RW Readers/Supporters:

I'm writing to tell you that your article
in AW No. 252 (April 20) entitled “The
Dinosaur Follies” was excellent! | read
most of the RW most of the time and all
the articles are enlightening but this
one is exceptional. | personally thought
the exposure was very sharp and that
the "'facts” were well documented and
from fascinating sources. It seems that
| am not alone in this conclusion; | am a
graduate student at a university and
several of my friends read the paper
regularly (not as avid, or even lukewarm
supporters, but because it is “challeng-
ing?’ — this may well be the most I'll
ever get these guys to admit — the
pressures to be within the political
norm, especially in a fairly ritzy
graduate program, are numerous).
However, although I've been discussing
the Olympics with lots of people and up
until now they've been no more than
amused, this article generated some
real debate and controversy. The role of
sports, the historical tradition of what
the Olympics stand for, and especially
the analysis of David Kanin have been
dynamite debate-generators! Everyone
I've talked to.about it are much more
self-conscious about their own assump-
tions about what the Olympics mean
and one person in particular has made a
“qualitative leap” in‘a.sense. This guy is
an avid Hart supporter (he works on his
campaign) and a “Kantian moralist' —
in other words, we don'’t seem to have
much in common. But especially
because of this Olympics article we

lelteron
The Dinosaur

have been talking on a much higher
level lately. He was especially in-
terested in the Olympics as a symbol of
something else (besides just the sports
events). A lot of people, even though /
know they are being fed all this sym-
bolic bullshit while they watch the
games, think the games are just

that. . . sports games. And who else do
you cheer for if not the team of the
country you “happen to live in"? But
now that assumption is being question-
ed and people (especially this one guy,
but also people like, for example, my
bourgeois-liberal parents) are taking a
new interest in the representation of the
Olympics in the press and analyzing the
content of Olympic messages. Although
the RW has had plenty of articles which
pointed out the same kinds of assump-
tions people have about imperialism
(it's a Reagan problem, not a system
problem), *‘democrat” (people who think
Jesse Jackson is the way to go) and
other issues, for some reasen the Olym-
pics article played a special role. In-
stead of reinforcing or informing people
already into the RCP analysis or being
*amusing’ to liberal intellectuals, peo-
ple have actually questioned their
assumptions and at least in two in-
stances changed their minds about the
Olympics. In a sense, the RW has taken
on the role of Coca-Cola — the pause
that refreshes!

A Reader

Follies
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The Persecution of the Vancouver Five

“‘Free the Five!’’ has become a rallying
cry throughout Canada, parts of the
United States and particularly in Van-
couver, British Columbia where five
radicals, active in the loose-knit anarchist
and women’s movement, have sat in
prison and court since their arrest on
January 20, 1983. Early this month all
were found guilty, although not all have
yet been sentenced.

This first in a series of what may turn
out to be as many as five trials in all began
for the Vancouver Five in September of
1983. What followed was eight months of
courtroom character-assassinations of
the Five by the Crown prosecutor, aided
and abetted by the judge and the Cana-
dian press.

Earlier this year, two of the Five decid-
ed to plea bargain, but were hit with
vicious sentences anyway. On March 16,
Julie Belmas and Gerry Hannah pleaded

guilty to charges of conspiracy to commit :

armed robbery, illegal possession of
weapons and possession of stolen proper-
ty in exchange for supposedly reduced
sentences and in order to avoid any further
legal battles. But even this was not
enough for the Canadian autherities, and
in early April Belmas pleaded guilty to the
additional charges of attempted arson of
a Red Hot Video (pornography) store
and to causing the October, 1982 explo-
sion of the Litton Industries plant which
produces cruise missile parts in Toronto.
(This explosion caused over five million
dollars in damages.) On May 18, Hannah
was sentenced to 12 years in prison and
Belmas to 20 years.

The judge said point-blank that the
severity of the sentences (which are still
considered ‘‘reduced’’!) was due to the
“‘anarchy and terrorism” of the defen-
dants’ acts. It is expected that Belmas will
appeal her sentence.

Legal Precedent

Meanwhile, the original trial came to a
close for Ann Hansen, Doug Stewart and
Brent Taylor, the remaining three, on
May 6. At that time Hansen and Taylor
were found guilty of all charges which in-
cluded: conspiracy to commit armed rob-
bery of a Brinks truck, illegal possession

' Photo O

of weapons, and possession of stolen pro-
perty. Stewart was found guilty of one
count of illegal possession of weapons,
and sentence was immediately set at one
day in jail. The sentencing for Hansen
and Taylor will most likely take place at
the conclusion of all the trials. -

This first case which does not contain
the heaviest charges, including causing
the explosion at Litton Industries, has
been apparently utilized by the state to
establish a “‘precedent of guilt’’ of the ac-
tivists as a prelude to finding them guilty
of the more serious charges.

Yet the government had to do some
fancy footwork to keep this obvious
railroad on course. In the long days of the
trial, some of the original charges in the
case were dropped (it was decided, for ex-
ample, that it was legally impossible to
convict a person of both stealing property
and then of possessing that same stolen
property in the same trial). Therefore the
charges of theft were dropped — at least
for the time being. It is still possible,
however, that the Crown will add these
charges at one of the other trials.

In addition, the charges in the second
trial, originally scheduled to begin on
June 11, have been switched with those
set for a later trial. Arson charges, stem-
ming from the fires set at several Red Hot
Video porn stores, are to be heard at a
trial scheduled for later in the year instead
of during the one coming up.

The crux of all these maneuvers, ap-
parently, is that several members of the
Canadian secret police do not wish to be
cross-examined by the defense.
Therefore, the judge is giving ample time
for the prosecution to re-work its railroad
for that particular juncture. It now ap-
pears that the second trial will not get
underway until sometime in July. This
trial will deal with a number of con-
spiracy charges and one charge of causing
an explosion at the Cheekye-Dunsmeir
Hydro Substation in May, 1982.

Search and Destroy

The arrest and prosecution of the Five
is the centerpiece of the Canadian
government’s sweeping search and
destroy campaign against radical

movements in the country. Between
December 7, 1982 and January 5, 1983,
Toronto police raided the homes of four
activists and the offices of three groups
active in the peace movement. Each raid
was justified as part of a police investiga-
tion of the bombings of the Toronto Lit-
ton Industries plant which had occurred
on October 14, 1982.

Then, on January 20, the Five, driving
on a lonely rural highway north of Van-
couver, had their truck pulled over by
what appeared to be a road crew. Seconds
later, dozens of’ police- dressed in
camouflage fatigues, waving assault
rifles and shotguns, charged the truck,
screaming. Firing tear gas, they grabbed
the Five, forcing them face down on the
road with guns to their heads. The Five
have been in prison ever since. Police
raids continued following the arrest of
the Five, particularly honing in on the
anarchist and women’s movement in
Canada.

As the Vancouver Five sat in jail, bail
being denied them time and time again,
the Canadian media having already tried
them and found them guilty, the Crown
prosecution piled charge upon charge. As
one defense lawyer put it, ‘It sounds like
they dragged out every unsolved crime to
clean up their books.”” It wasn’t until
three months after their arrests when the
prosecution added the central charge of
causing the bombing of the Litton In-
dustries plant.

Headlines throughout this period of
time painted an absurd picture of an ever-
present network of ‘‘anarchists, terrorist
cells,”’ justifying the state’s brutal clamp-
down. And once again in March with the
sentencing of Belmas and Hannah, who
plea bargained due to what one supporter
called “‘exhaustion,’’ the press has gone
to town — simply quoting the judge on
“‘anarchy and terrorism.”’

A “‘Free the Vancouver Five Defense
Committee’” has been active since the ar-
rest. Throughout the eight-month-long
trial, supporters kept up a presence in the
courtroom and have continued to raise
thecall, ““Free the Five!”’ L]

pportunities

and Readlily

It never fails! Everytime someone
wants to justify, actually glorify, tailing
along behind the most mundane refor-
mism in connection with the struggle
against national oppression they attempt
to drag the legacy of Malcolm X through
the mud. More often than not this takes
the form of claiming that politically
Malcolm X and Martin Luther King were
moving towards unity with each other.
Each new reformist scheme that has
reared its head has been greeted as yet
another step in that direction.

Of course, this has been done with little
fear of contradiction since Malcolm has
been dead for almost 20 years now.
Despite the fact that as late as one week
before Malcofm was assassinated he was
still referring to King as a ‘‘responsible
Negro”’ who ‘‘goes along with the
government,”’ the myth of Malcolm and
King embracing each other persists. After
all, those who promote this myth have
“proof’’ — a photograph that they hope
can erase thousands of words. This photo
— Malcolm and King smiling and shak-
ing hands — has been used dozens of
times over the years to prove the pqim.
Fittingly, this photographic *‘proof’" is as
much of a sham as the unity it is intended

0 prove. L

The photograph documents the only
time Malcolm and King ever met. In
March 1964 Malcolm had gone to
Washington to check out some of the
filibuster activity against the Civil Rights
Bill in the U.S. Senate. King, also present
at the time, and very much involved in the
legislative process around the bill, called
a press conference at the end of the day.
While King spoke to the press, Malcolm
slipped into the room and took aseat in
the back row. When the conference end-
ed King left by one door and Malcolm
hurried out another — very purposely
crossing King’s path. King looked at
Malcolm and said, ‘“Well, Malcolm,
good to see you.”’ Shaking King’s hand,
Malcolm grinned and said, ‘‘Good to see
you.” As the press crowded around to
capture this ‘‘historic meeting,”’
Malcolm looked at King and joked,
“Now you’re going to get investigated!”’
Ironically, the photo that would later be
used to prove the mythical unity between
Malcolm and King was the product of a
pointed prank on Malcolm’s part and ciie
rooted in the very real differences be-
tween the two. [l







Migra Stomps in

Houston

Last week the Immigration and
Naturalization Service (INS), along with
officers from the U.S. Border Patrol,
conducted a series of raidsin the Houston
area. According to their own figures,
over 500 people were swept up in these
assaults on construction sites and other
work places. The proletarians rounded
up in this onslaught, mainly from Mex-
ico, were then given the *‘free choice’’ of
being immediately sent back to their
“‘country of origin’’ or making the next
to impossible attempt to obtain asylum.
At least several dozen proletarians from
El Salvador who were picked up have
reportedly refused immediate deporta-
tion and have applied for asylum.

The attacks began Monday morning,
May 14th, in Sugarland, Texas, a town
near Houston. INS and Border Patrol of-
ficials rapidly pounced at one construc-
tion site after another, surrounding the
workers “‘like a net,”’ as one proletarian
put it, and moving in from all sides to try
and cut off escape. One INS officer said
their policy is to try to move in quickly
because the workers always attempt to
runaway, since, according to him, *‘They
know we won’t shoot.”” Several im-
migrants, however, told the RW that
Migra raids are nearly always staged with
guns drawn.

After the first day’s assaults in Sugar-
land were over, Paul O’Neill, the District
Director of the INS in Houston, coyly
remarked that ‘““We may have some other
things later on this week, tomorrow or
the next day, it just depends on how
things work out.”” Throughout the week,
however, despite O’Neill’s feigned lack
of foreknowledge, the attacks continued
and intensified, mainly hitting at job sites
in Houston’s outlying areas. Many im-
migrant proletarians living in the decay-
ing barrios of Houston’s inner city work
in these areas, where they are driven every
morning by the job contractors to work
on new office and warehouse complexes,
housing developments, and highways.
For most, this amounts to a 14- or
16-hour work day, six and sometimes
seven days a week. It was these pro-
letarians who were hit hardest by the
raids.

The raids in Houston came close on the
heels of last month’s decision by the U.S.
Supreme Court that gave official sanc-
tion to work-place raids by immigration
police. Since that time, INS activity has
stepped up dramatically in Houston, rais-
ing the already intense pressure on im-
migrants from Mexico and  Central
America to an almost unbearable level.
This despite O’Neill’s thoroughly
hypocritical comment at the time of the
ruling that the court decision would have

no effect on INS activity in Houston,
since it was made regarding alawsuit filed
in a different federal court district. (In
fact, at about that time there was also
much-publicized bemoeaning by INS of-
ficials, as well as by union officials from
the Border Patrol union, that deportation
activity in the Houston region was soon
to come to a standstill, exactly as more
immigrants than ever are coming into the
area, because some Border Patrol agents
were being transferred from nearby
Galveston to Laredo.)

Shortly after O’Neill said this, “a
number of unpublicized raids began
throughout the area the week before May
First. (The fact that a number of im-
migrant proletarians actively built for
and participated in May First in the face
of this situation is quitesignificant.) Then
last week’s attacks began. INS officials
have been quoted as saying they will strive
to ‘““maintain this level of activity all the

time."’ 5

The raids received very little publicity
in the local media, mostly short articles or
broadcast items treating the story as an
ongoing score card of how many people
had been rounded up that day. However,
people on Houston’s northside, where
many immigrants live, have told the RW
that the raids were not limited to the
Houston area, and some said that they
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had heard from friends or relatives of
raids taking place simultaneously along
the Texas coast, in towns like Victoria
and Corpus Christi. A local INS official,
attempting to downplay the systematic,
coordinated nature of these raids, made
the transparently hypocritical comment
that the raids were conducted only in the
Houston vicinity, and only becauise their
office had ‘‘unexpectedly’” had the ser-

vices of some additional Border Patrol’

cops made available to them for that
week.

The people picked up in these raids
were “‘processed’’ at INS headquarters in
Houston, and those from Mexico were
almost immediately put on buses or
planes to Mexico. INS spokesmen have,
in the past, denied up and down using any
compulsion on people, but immigrant
proletarians who have been subjected to
this ‘‘process’’ have said that it is routine
for them to coerce or trick people into
signing ‘‘voluntary’® departure forms.
Those who say they want to apply for
asylum, despite the pressure exerted on
them not to do so, are sent to a new,
specially built, privately owned jail near
Houston’s main airport. While there,
they are not allowed any visitors except
those they specifically put on the list or
call up on the jailhouse phone. Lawyers
from a community group providing ser-

vices to immigrants are denied access to
prisoners who don’t specifically call
them, and many prisoners are unaware of
how to contact these or any other at-
torneys, and are very reluctant to notify
acquaintances or family of their im-
prisonment for fear of exposing others to
the INS. Even if they do contact some-
one, a bail of $3,500 is generally
necessary to be released from jail. In ad-
dition to this, INS officials have begun
concerted efforts to hold the asylum
hearings as quickly as possible, within
days of the arrest. The result of all this is
that those opting for the ‘‘choice’” of
applying for asylum, generously made
available here in the ‘‘land of the free,”
will be returned to face the death squads
in San Salvador almost as quickly as their
fellow proletarians from Mexico are
thrown back to the grinding poverty of
Monterey.

The vicious, hollow cynicism of this
‘‘choice’’ between deportation im-
mediately or in a few days was revealed
by O’Neill himself when he said that since
April of this year alone, his office denied
asylum to 1,111 Salvadoran applicants,
while granting asylum to exactly one, and
that since October 1983, in Houston,
asylum has been denied to 4,480 Salva-
doran applicantsand given to ten. Ol

Duarte Charms

Redefinition

The following news item appeared in the Oregonian newspaper, Feb. 12.

Human rights abuses redefined

The State Department, in its annual
review of global human rights abuses, has
decided there is a difference between a
“killing’* and ‘‘an unlawful or arbitrary
deprivation of human life.”

In previous reports, when the depart-
ment meant to indicate a person had lost
his life because of his political differences
with his government it said he had been
“killed.””

This vear, the department has decided
that description is “‘overly broad.”

It has substituted ‘‘arbitrary depriva-

tion of human life’” on grounds that it is
‘“‘more precise even if it is more verbose.”’

“‘Blame the lawyers,’” one department
official explained.

Charles H. Fairbanks Jr., deputy
secretary of state for human rights, said
some legally trained readers of last year’s
report complained that ‘‘killings’* could
include legal executions or casualties in
war which do not normally fall under
human rights violations.

They concluded, he said, ‘“‘that this
rather strange and cumbersome title was
the most accurate.”

Continued from page |

fact that even had no new bill for aid in
fiscal year 84 been passed, aid would
have continued to El Salvador at previous
rates under a little-known mechanism
called a ““‘temporary money bill,’’ a “con-
tinuing resolution”” of Congress. Also,
much of the military intervention in Cen-
tral America bypasses the public view
almost completely. It has recently been
revealed that many millions of dollars
spent on support for the Confras and for
El Salvador have been diverted to Central
America through Defense Department
“‘routine training and operations,’’ not
earmarked as Central American aid.
These include; ships, planes, guns and
“‘other equipment’’ sent to the Contras; a
quarter million dollar improvement to an
air base in Aquacate, Honduras, to make
it suitable as the main shipment point to
the Contras; two radar installations in
Honduras, used by the CIA to assist the
Contras and the Salvadoran army; and
CIA funds spent on the high-speed boats
used to mine the Nicaraguan ports, and

on revitalizing CIA transport companies,
etc.

With Duarte, there will undoubtedly
be a few petty changes in the Salvadoran
military command, and the conviction of
five soldiers for killing the four American
church women has just been announced.
But already it is apparent that the death
squads and the entire repressive ap-
paratus in El Salvador will remain intact:
Duarte has already announced he is keep-
ing on the notorious and widely hated
high-ranking General Casanova, as well
as the Chief of Staff. It would appear
ironic that people are supposed to be en-
couraged by the Congressional “‘assault’’
launched on a portion, however small, of
covert aid, particularly to the Contras, at
the very time when Congress is moving to
massively step up overt aid, economic
and military, to bolster the new U.S.
“‘moderation’’ in El Salvador. But then,
this is what moderates are good for. [
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