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A trap has been baited. 
Very much a pan of the Democrats' 

show this week are the events to take 
place out on the San Francisco streets. It 
promises to be one of the most massive 
and diverse - yet most controlled -
series of demonstrations, counter­
demonstrations, conferences, "alter­
nate" conventions, and other "outside" 
political activities in recent memory. At 
last count there were thirty-five different 
actions planned, including: the entire 
spectrum of the U.S. "left" from the 
pro-U.S. social . democrats to the pro­
Soviet revisionists; the Freeze; the anti­
nuke movement; the women's move­
ment; the opposition to U.S. aggression 
in Central America; draft resisters; gays; 
environmentalists, and others. 

A real symbol of the freedom and 
democracy of the American political 
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system is the so-called "protest ghetto," 
a fenced-in area a block or so from Mos­
cone Center, site of the Convention, 
where legal protests are "allowed." In 
order to get a permit to demonstrate in­
side this fence, groups have first of all had 
to go through investigations and grillings 
by the San Francisco Police Department 
and other authorities. And they have 
been pressured to follow the law as laid 
down for Convention protest, which in­
cludes such democratic niceties as having 
a high enough ratio of monitors to 
demonstrators, having the monitors 
agree to work with the police, and having 
groups of demonstrators agree to search 
their own ranks for "potential disrupters 
and violence-prone elements" and turn 
them over to the po lice. 

Police presence outside the " protest 
ghetto" wi ll also be high-profile. Author-

ities have publicized their plan to use, "if 
needed," a concrete barrier in front of 
the already fortress-like underground 
Moscone Center, like the barrier placed 
in front of the White House; there will be, 
they say, a cop on every downtown block 
"to scare off the crazies. " Does all this 
mean that the Democrats and the bour­
geoisie as a whole are opposed to all these 
demonstraions? This is not the case. The 
scene as a whole is rather welcomed by 
the authorities. 

Indeed, this question was an important 
part of the terms of deba te in the leading 
circles of the Democrats in April 1983 
when the decision was made to come to 
San Francisco. One side oft he debate was 
characterized sharply by Coleman Young 
of Detroit : " San Francisco is one of the 
most volatile cities in the nation. You 
have all kinds of isms a nd schisms in the 

• 

streets. I think it 's an invitation to dis­
aster. There will be blood in the streets." 
Young and some other Black mayors 
argued that the Convention should go to 
a city with a large Black p"opulation and 
especially one with a Black mayor, in 
order to give a boost to the effort to draw 
Black people into the electoral arena. 

But clearly, in the end, the isms and 
schisms became an argument/ or, and not 
against, San Francisco. The atmosphere 
created has been most appropriate to the 
pitch for "democracy in action": "plu­
ralism" at its most lively, where every 
cause llas a soapbox, and everybody has 
their say. Well , not every body. But we'll 
ta lk about that in a minute. T he point 
here is to get a whiff of the bourgeoisie's 
positive exuberance at the scene outside 
the Convention, as in this from San Fran-

Continued on page 6 
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Where Nukes + 
Motherhood 
Makes "History" 

So now we have it. After weeks of 
"contemplation" and mock suspense, 
Mondale has chosen his running mate. 
The ·~ice-Presidential nominee is the 
Congressional representative from the 
9th District, Queens, New York; in other 
words, we have a politician from Archie 
Bunkerland - known as the home of 
stable ethnics, coarse racism, cherished 
property values and equally cherished 
"traditional values." 

ln political terms, the candidate em­
bodies the conventional white bread of 
the Democratic Party mainstream: 
proto-New Deal rhetoric abou1 saving 
"entit lemeot programs" In keeping with 
an urban constituency. A theme of 
"nonabrasive" competence, the work 
ethic, and calm family values in keeping 
with the Democratic attempt to reap fears 
over the accelerating international 
dangers of the last "Reagan-led" years. 
A deeply religious character - "I am a 
Catholic and I accept the teachings of my 
faith.'' And a record as a crusading' 'pro­
victim D.A." and a "tough law-and­
order candidate'' for Congress. 

In the press the operative words 
describing Mondale's running mate have 
been "realistic," and above all "a com­
promiser with no chip on the shoulder," 
or as Ms. magazine reooned, "the son of 
pragmatic politician that the voting · 
populace - and the men in the back 
rooms - could find most palatable." In 
fact, rhe observation that this candidate is 
a long-standing protegee of the bulbous 
House Majority leader from Boston pret­
ty much captures the nature of this 
political ticket: the "team" will be a 
tandem of a Hubert Humphrey clone and 
a Tip O'Neill clone. 

Ah, but all this is not the point as 
everyone knows ... because this vice­
presidential nominee is a woman, Con­
gresswoman Geraldine Ferraro. And this 
novelty, apparently, is supposed to elec­
trify the bourgeois political arena. Tip 
O'Neill himself, the proud mentor, ran 
down the pluses "for the ticket" - she's 
Catholic, she's Italian ethnic, she's a 
morher, she's a crusading anticrime O.A. 
- and oh yes, she's eminently qualified. 

In the crude reactionary symbolism of 
a~ American election year, Reagan ob­
viously has a lready appropriated the 
small-town, "little guy's" vision ·or 
paradise: with orderly streets of white 
houses and white people, where you can 
own your own home, know your own 
neighbors and send your sons off to nuke 
the disorderly elements of the world. 

For the Democrats as a whole, 1984 

has become, among other things, the y~ar 
of enfranchisement, where they have 
taken as their mission trumpeting the 
"American Dream" of a democracy 
systematically expanding to include the 
formerly marginal and disenfranchised. 
A Black presidential bid, a load of new 
Black voters, and now - Ferraro. Hore 
you have the classic all-American rags-to­
riches story: the poverty-stricken 
daughter of Italian immigrants, who 
through scholarships, hard work and a 
fortuitous marriage to a wealthy man, 
finagled her way into power. 

Yet, the more substantive issues were 
soon to be delineated. Hardly had the an­
nouncement of an "historic first," a 
woman nominee, hit the airwaves than 
Republicans answered by nailing away at 
Ferraro's supposed Achilles' heel: her 
lack of international experience. Next to 
George Bush, said one Republican Con­
gresswoman as she was beamed nation­
wide, Ferraro's experience in interna­
tional affairs simply cannot compare. By 
the evening of her nomination announce­
ment, Nightline had arranged for the 
questioning to become explicit. Pat 
Buchanan, the kind of foam-mouthed 
reactionary they wheel to microphones 
for a specific purpose, got down to 
basics: the question, he said, is does she 
have the ability to lead the United States, 
"if necessary in a global connict against 
the Soviet Union." Again and again he 
returned to the point - this is the crucial 
"qualification." 

What answer does Geraldine Ferraro 
herself give to any challenge to her ability 
to step into the role as commander-in­
chief during World War 3. Twofold. 

First, anticipating this very question, 
the newspapers of Thursday morning 
(the day of Mondale's a nnouncement) 
were filled with Ferraro's first public 
sta1eme11t on foreign policy. As the New 
York Times reported, the candidate, "em­
phasizing a firm stance toward the 
Soviets ... said, 'We will resolutely op­
pose the tyranny of the Soviet Union. A 
state that strangles the people of Poland, 
carpet bombs villages and mountains of 
Afghanistan and stines the religious 
freedom of its own people must be dealt 
only with great sureness .... A strong and 
ready military establishment is certainly. 
key to a successful foreign policy." In her 
criticism of the Reagan approach to 
foreign policy she zeroes in on the need to 
wield "economic might" more skillfully 
as "our greatest advantage over the 
Soviets" and criticized the present ad­
ministration for not sustaining arms talks 
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alongside the swagger of that cherished 
"military establishment." Ferraro thinks 
the U.S. should go faster on both tracks. 
Stroking another key touchstone of 
American foreign policy, the candidate 
went on to "reaffirm that support for 
Israel is a moral issue." In short, on the 
crucial qualification for U.S. leadership 
in the immediate prewar period - that is, 
in dealing with the Soviet Union - the 
candidate insists she suffers from no con­
fusion . 

On the second aspect to this same 
crucial question of th·ese times - whether 
the new leadership can successfully swing 
large sections of the American popula­
tion to the tasks at hand - Ferraro claims 
a unique qualification (and here the most 
reactjonary worship of the sacred Family 
and traditional Womanhood bubbles out 
in all its glory). You see, Geraldine Fer­
raro is a mother, too. A glowing Ms. 
magazine report quotes Ferraro saying: 
"I look at my daughters with their father, 
and I can't tell yo1,1 what it does to me. I so 
love to see my son with his father when he 

comes home. To me that is the most 
wonderful thing." Translated into 
politics, it means an assertion that her 
traditional femininity gives her an in­
stinctive, even emotional insight into 
issues of life and death. Again Ms. 
magazine reports: "Last year when 
Speaker O'Neill pushed through legisla-. 
tion allowing the Marines to stay in 
Lebanon for 18 months, Ferraro, his 
protegee, was not with him. Her son was 
19 at the time, and she'd been to Beirut 
and talked with the young Marines. 'I'm 
a mother and I saw those kids over there,' 
Ferraro says intensely. 'When we had the 
debate ... I said, "Mr. Speaker, I just 
can't.' " 

Such is the substance of classic bour­
geois demagogy, simultaneously pro­
moting the most servile worship of the 
oppressive roles forced onto women by 
this society, and then twisting that wor­
ship into the illusion that a mother's 
hand, "just a heartbeat from the helm" 
of an imperialist bloc cruising toward 
world war, might just make "a real dif­
ference"! 

This is the kind of drivel we are going to 
be deluged with - concentrated in Gloria 
Steinem's immediate endorsement: "This 
time we have seen it is not business as 
usual!" Yes, "this time" we might have a 
truly "historic first," outdoing even the 
reactionary pinnacles achieved by Golda 
Meir, Margaret Thatcher and Indira Gan­
dhi ... "this time" we might have a 
woman standing in the wings of the 
filthiest empire in history as it careens 
toward the most brutal crimes imaginable. 
Real progress. [I 
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For a few days in May of this year, the 
world was witness to - or at least became 
cognizant of - one of the most extra­
ordinary (and desperate) rescue opera­
tions in financial history. Indeed, for a 
few days in May, the international finan­
cial system faced one of its most severe 
trials to date. The proximate cause of all 
of this was the near-collapse of the Con­
tinental llJinois Bank, the eighth largest 
bank in the United States. By the end of 
March it was revealed that the "value" of 
Continental's nonperforming loans was 
equal to over 130 percent of its available 
capital resources. In a few weeks, a 
crisis of confidence developed with such 
unexpected ferocity that only the most 
concerted action by the Federal Reserve 
Bank could avert what would have been 
the most massive run ever on a U.S. 
bank. 

As has been customary in the wake of 
such episodes, government officials and 
banking spokesmen seized upon the 
momentary passing of the Continental 
crisis as proof of the financial system !s 
resilience and durability. Nothing could 
be further from the truth. Nor, for that 
matter, are high-level policy planners 
operating according to such assumptions. 
Some indication of the real depths of the 
financial crisis and the actual concern 
within the bourgeoisie can be found in a 
special issue of the International Curren­
cy Review. The Review comes out of 
London and has featured extensive 
analyses of the global debt crisis. It has 
also been a receptacle for "leaks" from 
high-ranking financial figures, both in 
and out of government, on both sides of 
the Atlantic. The message of the Review 
in its treatment of the Continental affair 
is unambiguous: things have deteriorated 
to the point that a generalized collapse is 
by no means out of the question. 

Below are excerpts from that special 
issue. They are taken from the account of 
Continental's downfall and rescue, from 
the lead editorial, and from an article by a 
former Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury in Great Britain. 

By way of background and overview, a 
few important observations should be 
made: (I) The notion that a sustained 
U.S. economic recovery would somehow 
get banks over the hump of "problem" 
loans has proven to be utterly fanciful. (2) 
The accumulation of Third World debt, 
much of which is, for all practical pur­
poses, uRpayable, has reached staggering 
proportions. As is pointed out, the nine 
largest banks in the U.S. now have over 
twice their capital lent out in South 
America alone. One tired refrain from 
liberals and social democrats is· that a 
Marshall Plan for the Third World is 
what is needed ... to which one wag ap­
propriately replied, "That's precisely 

. what's been going on over the last eight 
years!" (3) The massive (and largely 
military-related) deficit-financing re­
quirements of the U.S. government are 
creating incredible strains within the 
world financial structure. (4) The highly 
integrated and intertwined character of 
that structure is at once a source of 
strength - allowing for bail-outs, 
renegotiation of debt, and so forth - and 
an Achilles' heel - pulling all the players 
and institutions fnto the vortex of crisis -
for world imperialism. 

***** 
"The most startling feature Of the 

Continental Illinois crisis which, ap­
propriately enough, came to a head as 
this special banking crisis issue was being 

prepared, was the suddenness with which 
it erupted - and the quite extraordinary 
steps which had to be taken by the U.S. 
authorities to head off a generalised 
financial collapse ..... 

"Continental Bank had, of course, ex­
perienced a massive erosion of con­
fidence following the Penn Square fiasco 
- but had appeared to ride out that par­
ticular storm. By the beginning of 1984, 
the bank was widely considered to be, if 
not fully recovered, at least cenvalescent. 
The revelation that, at the end of March 
this year, Continental Bank had $2.3 
billion of non-performing loans on its 
books - equivalent to 7. 70/o of its total 
loan portfolio, and well in excess of its 
stated $1.8 billion of stockholders' equity 
- certainJy did nothing to enhance the 
bank's reputation. Nevertheless, the con­
ventional wisdom in the financial 
markets remained that most of the bank's 
problem loans would be collectable in the 
context of a sustained US economic 
recovery. 

"The terminal damage inflicted on 
Continental Bank occurred during the 
two weeks ending on 18 May - when a 
devastating run took place which rup­
tured the liabilities side of the bank's 
balance sheet. During this period, the 
secondary market in Continental's Cer­
tificates of Deposit collapsed; and there 
was a massive run-off of maturing 
deposits, as money market fund 
managers, corporate treasurers and other 
banks decided collectively to eliminate 
their exposure to an institution which 
seemed to be the subject of increa~ingly 
alarming rumours. In the space of a mere 
ten days, Continental suffered deposit 
losses of no less than $6 billion - $2.5 
billion of whlch was incurred via its Lon­
don euromarket operation. The total loss 
represented more than 200/o of the institu­
tion's deposit liabilities. 

"The devastation of Continental's 
funding base over a few day's trading 
would, by itself, have brought about the 
largest bank failure ever to have occurred 
in financial history - but for an un­
precedented rescue package put together 
by the US authorities. The hair-raising 
chronology of official initiatives aimed at 
staving off what seemed likely to become 
a generalised financial crash, was as 
follows: 
"• On IO May, the Comptroller of the 
Currency, Mr Todd Conover, tried some-

, what clumsily to quash rumours of Con­
tinental Bank's imminent collapse, which 
had arisen as a result of reports that a 
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Japanese institutio·n had been approach­
ed with a view to taking over Continental. 
The Comptroller stated that his agency 
was 'not aware of any significant change 

' in the bank's operations as reflected in its 
published financial statement that would 
serve as a basis for these rumours'. Since 
the veracity of regulatory officials is, of 
course, never taken for granted by the 
financial markets, this statement proved 
predictably counterproductive. Con­
tinental's share price immediately plung­
ed to less than one-third of book value 
(demonstrating, incidentally, that com­
merical banks' publicised accounts are 
viewed as deceitful exercises in public 
relations), and t-he deposit losses gathered 
momentum. 
"• By 11 May, the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Chicago had been compelled to extend 
some $4.0 billion of liquidity assistance to 
Continental Illinois; yet even this support 
was hopelessly inadequate 10 deal with 
the scale of the crisis. The mere 
knowledge that the Federal Reserve was 
prepared to act as lender-qf-last resort 
proved insufficient to stem the collapse of 
confidence. 
"• At the instigation of the US Federal 
Reserve System, a 16-bank group led by 
Morgan Guaranty Trust Company an­
nounced on 14 May, following frantic 
meetings and telephone conversations 
over the preceding weekend, that it had 
formed a $4.5 billion safety net for Con­
tinental Bank, which would enable the in­
stitution to meet its commitments as they 
fell due . . . . . 

"Against this background, the Wall 
Street Journal immediately responded 
with the observation that 'clearly, the 
$4.5 billion line of credit has kept Cqn­
tinental afloat for now'; but the market's 
reaction was so skeptical that the run on 
Continental Bank accelerated, and the 
share price declined even further. In other 
words, the biggest support operation in 
US financial history was manifestly prov­
ing quite insufficient to prevent the coun­
try's eighth largest bank from going to 
the wall. Furthermore, the widening gap 
between commercial bank Certificates of 
Deposit and Treasury bill rates, together 
with plummeting bank share prices, was 
demonstrating beyond any remaining 
doubt that the entire US banking system 
was threatened. 
"• Faced with what had clearly become a 
desperate situation, the US authorities 

. concocted a fresh package of initiatives 
on 17 May-which amounted, intera/ia, 
to an open-ended commitment to support 

Continental Bank , ostensibly pending a 
long-term so lution to the crisis. 
Specifically, the following measures were 

· · announced: 
"I The 16-bank group led by Morgan 
Guaranty Trust Company was expanded 
to take in a total of 24 banks; while the 
standby facility was increased from a 
total value of $4.5 billion to $5.3 .billion. 
This figure was subsequently increased to 
$5.5 billion, a few hours later. 
"2 The Federal Deposit Insurance Cor­
poration (FDIC), together with a number 
of major institutions, provided a $2 
billion capital infusion for the bank, in 
the form of subordinated note purchases 
- the FDIC taking the lion's share of 
$1.5 billion - the purpose of participa­
tion by other (smaller) banks having been 
to provide a fig leaf, to cover up the ex­
tent of the official rescue operation. 
" 3 The FDIC gave an unprecedented 
undertaking to the effect that 'in any ar­
rangements that may be necessary to 
achieve a permanent solution, all 
depositors and othe.r general creditors of 
the bank will be fully protected, and ser­
vice to the bank's customers will not be 
interrupted' .... 
"4 The Federal Reserve System under­
took to meet any extraordinary liquidity 
requirements arising at Continental 
Bank, pending the resto"ration of normal 
market funding. Billions of dollars have 
been injected into the bank." 

***** 
"It was not Continental Bank which 

was the object of the Federal Reserve's 
belatedly coordinated rescue response, 
but the US domestic banking system a nd 
thus, by obvious extension, the entire 
financial system of the Western world. 
The values of other vulnerable and over­
exposed institutions' sMres plummeted; 
Certificates of Deposit ·at other major 
banks were cashed in and exchanged for 
Treasury Bills, with immediate conse­
quences for the differential between bank 
paper and US Treasury securities; and it 
need hardly be said that the heavy 
reliance of Continental's Chicago institu­
tion on funding via footloose euromarket 
resources at the London institution of the 
bank, had drawn the Bank of England 
into the epicentre of the storm. More 
generally, the bank's huge portfolio of 
non-performing loans, and its heavy ex­
posure to delinquent sovereign borrowers 
in Latin America, can hardly have 
alleviated the anxieties of the financial 

Continued on page 13 

-

I 
l 
1 
I 
I 
I 

l . ' 

= 



Page 4-Aevolutionary Worker-July 13, 1984 

One Swamp, Many Agendas 
There is the hard-sell - " ... if the 

Reagan foreign policy is not stop­
ped . .. we will reach a point of no return, 
a point where NUCLEAR WAR WILL 
BECOME INEVITABLE"; so says the 
Communist Party, USA, and the em­
phasis is all theirs. There is the soft-sell -
praise for the existence of "a distinct 
realism within the Left on what we can do 
in American political life"; so says 
Michael. Harrington, co-chair of the 
Democratic Socialists of America. There 
are numerous quasi-reluctant pitches as 
well. Whatever the specific approach, 
however, the packaging is basically the 
same - this slightly shopworn, late­
model Imperial Bureaucrat is the best 
deal you can get, folks, so come on down, 
way down , to Democrat City and pick up 
on (and march behind) Walter Mondale. 
But really, would you buy a used 
warhorse from the Left? 

While the primary elections featured 
all these socialists, Marxists and com­
munists trading on the freedom train of 
Jesse Jackson, the finals will find them 
attempting to make use of the gray, plod­
ding image of the Democratic Party's 
scheduled standard-bearer. In contrast to 
Ronald Reagan, Mondale's appeal for 
the U.S. ruling class rests on the ap­
pearance that nothing too drastic could 
happen while this guy is president. Irwin 
Silber from Line of March, which plays 
the role of the CP's left nank, recently 
wrote that "A Mondale administration 
might turn out to be somewhat more 
restrained in the implementation of im­
perialist policy, certainly much more 
receptive to the concerns of the most 
privileged sectors o f the working class, 
and probably more sensitive 10 the con­
siderations of social peace in trying to 
deal with the concerns of constituencies 
the Reagan administration has wrilten 
off.'' 

Likewise, the Communist Workers 
Party (CWP), another force that is quite 
active in the go-slow-with-the-Democrats 
field. CWP guru, Jerry Tung, wrote in 
'their newspaper last March that they 
would support Mondale against Reagan 
because "the danger of war, the threat of 
hunger, or of deprivation, would not be 
as extreme." (Emphasis CWP) This ver­
sion of Mondale moderation is supposed­
ly based on an "analysis" that Reagan 
represents one section of the bourgeoisie 
that goes for quick hit and brute force­
type solutions, while Mondale is the can­
didate oft he ''permanent establishment'' 
advocating 20-year strategies and so 
forth. . 

It is necessary to remind our Marxists 
that the U.S. imperialist bourgeoisie is 
choosing a chief executive for the class as 
a whole, not a section leader. What's 
more, both Mondale and Reagan have 
the same basic strategic viewpoint for 
fighting and winning (they hope) World 
War 3. And when it comes to both quick 
hits a nd brute force, Walter Mondale's 
performance in the administration of the 
Delta Bluelight Charlie's Angels Hostage 
Rescue Mission in Iran, the formation of 
the Rapid Deployment Force and the 
agreement to deploy Pershing and cruise 
missiles in Western Europe, just to name 
a few items, can rank up there with any 
cowboy. 

Tung seems to have forgotten the quick 
hit performed on five of his former col­
leagues in Greensboro, North Carolina, 
by Nazi-Klan political police-types led by 
an admitted federnl agent. And slow-but­
steady Mondale was up to his ears in 
political police matters for the Carter ad­
ministration, declaring in an interview in 
1977: "The president doesn't have time 
to sort these issues out. They cut across 
agency lines. T hey involve Congressional 
relations. So I've been working with the 
intelligence community, with the ex­
ecutive branch, with leaders on the Hill, 
to see how we can sort this out in a way 
that's the most responsible. That's 
something l 've assumed on my own, and 
have taken - and will take - a good deal 
of time." Only last fall, a CWP Central 
Committee member stated at a forum in 
the Bay Area that they could never sup­
port Mondale because the Carter I Mon­
dale administration had been responsible 
for the deaths of their comrades. 
However, in the twisted logic of the 
CWP, this rapid turn about in their posi-

tion could perhaps just be added to their 
"evidence" - things moved just too fast 
under Reagan. 

Implicit in these projected scenarios, 
and explicitly stated in some quarters, is 
the view that climbing aboard the Mon­
dale bandwagon will somehow "buy 
time" for the Left - the missing link bet­
ween "support the lesser evil" and "build 
our movement." Thal is, backing slow­
but-steady Mondale will buy some time 
for the movement to get slowly but 
steadily larger. As usual, 1he "realis1s" 
are out in that idealist ozo11e 1hey try to 
pass off as Marxist analysis. There is no 
separate timetable for Mondale than for 
Reagan. World events will compel war 
activity. The U.S. imperialist ruling class 
does not have to and indeed cannot wait 
for the "public" to arrive at some 
mythical level of war consciousness 
before it goes to war - and the basic 
weaponry, etc., is already in place. In 
other words, it is very possible that world 
war could break out during the next 
presidential term no ma11er who is elected 
- and only revolution can prevenl it . 

However, the "realistic" plans of the 
Left are in a very different direction from 
revolution - revolution which opposes 
imperialism, that is. Of course, 1hey 
would be the first to tell you that they are 
not simply going All The Way With 
Mister Grey - no siree. They are much 
more "independent" than _that. Let us 
not forget the continuation of Jesse 
Jackson's rainbow coalition - a pro­
spect that all these forces deem of the u1-
mos1 importance. You see, Mondale be­
ing the obvious hack tha t he is, would 
never be a ble to really expose the real pro­
blem of Reagan and "Reaganism" - nor 
would he "build our movement," either. 
But Jesse's anti-Reaganism is " indepen­
dent" of that tired, old Democratic Party 
machine, and thus it also provides a vehi­
cle for movement expansion. And then, 
some of the Left is even "independently" 
supporting Jesse, further sharpening up 
the essence of anti-Reaganism and so 
forth. What we have here, in other 
words, is a loyal opposition pressuring · 
the Jesse Jackson forces, who will then be 
a loyal opposition pressuring the Mon­
dale forces, who, given what at this time 
appears to be the likely result of the elec­
tion, will be the loyal opposition pressur­
ing Reagan (but only if all that other 
pressure makes them do it, of course). It 
would seem that loyal opposition, like 
matter, is infinitely divisible. 

Of course, it is the "loyal" aspect of 

"This is a provocalive reinterpretation of 
Marx and Lenin from a viewpoint opposed 
lo capitalism and imperialism and also 
opposed to what ii calls the 'social­
imperialism' of tbe Soviet Union. II is 
therefore worth reading as an unusual point 
of view, rigorously presented." 

this equation that is quite critical here, 
and the Left has put lots of emphasis on 
gelling this message across. One impor­
tant form this has taken in the Bay Area 

. in the period leading up to the convention 
has involved constant reminders that the 
theme in San Francisco will be nothing 
like - horror of horrors - the '.68 
Democratic convention in Chicago. The 
"problem" with Chicago, the story goes, 
was that too many people were against 
working within the system.:_ and wanted 
to tear the whole thing up. A quite 
disloyal opposition . What a pro­
blem ... for the bourgeoisie. And also for 
the social chauvinists. Or, as Michael 
Harrington of the Democratic Socialists 
of America (DSA) put it in the New York 
Times recently, " ... when I criticize 
American foreign policy, I do that in the 
name of the national security of the 
United States ... (in the late '60s) it would 
have been difficult." 

Such loyalty is an important feature of 
no1 only the social democrats but the Left 
overall - albeit ii for different reasons 
and in the service of different, and 
already sharply contending, s1 rategies. 
For the gradualism of their go-slow-with­
Mondale approach today is, in fact, a 
gathering of bargaining chips in prepara­
tion for their plans for power in the heavy 
times ahead - when they each hope the 
U.S. ruling class, or a significant sec1ion 
of it, will look to unity with their trend as 
the only way to maintain the American 
empire - or cul i1s losses. And they are 
all, in one form or another, already mak­
ing 1heir offers to the imperialists today. 

The social democrats are quite explicit 
about wha1 they see coming, and what 
!hey hope their role will be. For example, 
the above mentioned New York Timesar­
ticle titled "Voices From the Left" 
featured a dialogue be1ween Harrington 
and Irving Howe, another noted social 
democrat. Howe charac1erized the cur­
rent period as "an interesting stage where 
the Left has begun to do programmatic 
work in preparation for what we expect, 
or hope, will be the next surge forward of 
American liberalism. That programmatic 
work ... isn't by any means yet complete, 
but I think we are living through a phase 
something like that of the intellectual 
preparation before the New Deal." The 
social democrats most definitely see 
severe economic crisis just a shot away, so 
to speak (Harrington projects 1985 or '86 
in 1his article), and figure that the 
bourgeoisie may be willing to turn to their 
ideas - a Ia FDR - and even themselves 

- Howard Zinn 
Professor of Political Science, Boston University 

author of A People's Histo~•· of the United States 

"From a theoretical penpeclive, lbe chief 
significance of this book is the way it 
develops Marxist political economy in lbe 
ligbl of Lenin's analysis of imperialism. II 
argues lhal ~be laws of capitalist 
accumulation now operate al the level of the 
world as a whole, including both East and 
West. The problems of individual countries 
must therefore be seen in the context of the 
wortd system. This is an important argument 
and ii is developed here nol only with 
scholarty care but also wilb an eye lo lbe 
guidance ii provides for political aclion." 

- lidward Nell 
Professor of Economics. 

10 run the show. In other words , it is the 
social democrats' historic alliance with 
the imperialists, or at least sections of 
them, being dreamed of here - a 
scenario made even more interesting by 
the DSA 's ties to various imperialist par-
1ies in Western Europe. They are also well 
aware of what the New Deal was itself 
preparation for. Or, as Howe puts it in 
another part of the article, the impor­
tance of dealing with foreign policy in 
terms of "the national security '(is) 
because you recognize that there is a 
totalitarian enemy out there which need­
ed to be met." How ·-'t:ommilted to 
"peace" these social democrats are! At 
any rate, this is the ~idden agenda that 
lurks behind their current efforts to in­
gratiate themselves with sections of the 
Democratic Party, and move to gain cer­
tain posi tions within it, all the while con-
1ending especially with pro-Soviet revi­
sionism (through participation in peace 
coalitions, through Soviet-baiting cam­
paigns like the recent effort to "prove" 
the guilt of the Rosenbergs, etc.) for in­
fluence over sections of the petty 
bourgeoisie and more bourgeoisi fied 
workers. 

Of course, the pro-Soviet revisionists 
headed up by the CPUSA are operating 
like crazy on much the same turf. What is 
different is that they are pursuing the 
"historic compromise" strategy, seeking 
to position themselves · for an alliance 
with a section of the U.S. bourgeoisie, 
which, in a drastically altered world situa­
tion would see it in their own national in­
terest to pursue a course more favorable 
to the global interests of the Soviet bloc. 
They, too, are gearing up for heavy times 
ahead. In particular, they view these 
"turn around" elections, and Lheir "anti­
Reagan front" that goes a long with it, as 
an opportunity to make a significant ad­
vance in their angling for innuence 
among the bourgeoisie. Adopting their 
" three-legged stool" approach, they are 
already quite actively involved in 1he of­
ficial Mondale activity, Jackson's rain­
bow coalition and in running their own 
Mondale: Gus Hall (who not only has the 
same bureaucratic and boring style, but 
comes ou1 of the same milieu in Min­
nesota) . They are currently making an 
especially big deal about their own can­
didates, and intensifying efforts to gel on 
the ballot in a number of states. The CP 
apparently sees a chance to pick up some 
chips for the future from among those 
unable to stay awake with Mondale, for 
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The C lash represented by far the best in 
practice of the left upsurge 1ha1 occurred 
in Britain and !he U.S. among artists dur­
ing the late seventies to the early eighties. 
They were, first and foremost, a truly 
great rock band. They also unleashed an 
advanced audience as no one else, wi1h 
the exception of Bob Marley, had done 
for a decade or more. They had a 1remen­
dous impact on the s1 ruggle among ar-
1is1s, first and foremos1 1he musicians. 

Perhaps their grea1est contribution 
was 1ha1 they allied themselves openly 
wi1h th~. "lef1" and !hey did so in a truly 
pa1hbreaking way. They were revolu­
tionaries, !hey said. 

Around six months ago, Mick Jones, 
guita r player and co-wri1cr with Joe 
Strummer of much of Phe band's 
material, was fired from 1he band. 
Regular R W readers in 1 he U.S. are no 
doubt awar.-! of the fact 1ha1 all 1his oc­
curred on a not too friendly basis, to say 
the least. 

Our pany wishes Joe St rummer and his 
"new" Clash well , and we also wish 1he 
same for Mick Jones. We reprint the 
following in1erview with Joe S1rummer 
only because we believe, given the role of 
The Clash described above, 1ha1 there are 
important political questions involved 
for all revolu1ionaries and especially for 
revolutionary a r1is1s. 

A ll revolutionaries, and especially 
revolutionary artists, a re encouraged to 
correspond with the R W concerning their 
views. 

***** 
JOE STR.UMMER INTERVIEW BY 
"REVOLUTION ROCK," April 2, 
1984* 
Interviewer: Miller Francis, DJ, WRFG 
Atlanta (89.3 FM) 
(Aired in its entirety on "Leather 
Jacket," 5:30-8:00 p.m. & "Revolution 
Rock," 8:00-10:00 p.m.) 
•Copyright 1984 by Miller Francis 

Revolution Rock: We're here talking to 
Joe Strummer witti The Clash, and 
they're back playing A1lanta after about 
two years. And a lot's happened since 
The Clash played here two years ago, a 
lot has changed in the world and a lot has 
changed with The Clash. Some people 
would say, and I would agree with them, 
that the world is two years closer to 
World War 3; and of course it's 1984. 
And I wondered if you would like to sort 
of jump into things from that angle. 
Joe Slrummer: Yeah, I'm glad to be here 
talking to you, really. We got a Clash, a 
different Clash this time, I mean, we've 
had to in the past two years . . . we've real­
ly gone through it really in the past two 
years. I'd just like to speak about Mick 
Jones a bit here, huh? Okay? 
Revolution Rock: Sure. I would have 
asked you. 
Joe Strummer: Yeah. The thing is about 

_ Mick is 1ha1 in the last two years I spent a 
lot of time arguing with him, trying to 
convince him that . .. all I really wanted 
to convince Mick was that we weren't rip­
ping him off and that he should really 
work with us. 'Cause we had a bit of a 
problem, like Mick began to feel that we 
were doing him over somehow. You see, 
we wanted to get equal shares in The 
Clash, you know what I mean, ins1ead of 
a Jagger/ Richards-t ype syndrome where 
they get 1he lion's share of monies 
because they write the songs. And they 
get a lion's share of the monies and the 
other three are sort of reduced to hired 
hands almost. You know, we wanted to 
put it in a more socialistic way, like 
Kosmo is pan of 1his 1eam, Bernie 
Rhodes is pan of this team. We were 1ry­
ing 10 get it equal around and Mick - I 
was a rguing with Mick a lot abou1 he felt 
that it was wrong, because me and him, 
me and him did mos! of 1he writing, tha1 

. we should get more dough for it. And we 
could never agree on !his. Like I started 10 
put 1his into effect when I changed the by­
line from S1rummer/Jones as it is on the 
first two LPs and it changes to Clash at 
aboul London Calling. And what I was 
trying to do 1here was an attempt 10 make 
it a freer crea1ive situa1ion. I felt 1hat it 
would be anislically s1ronger to have 
everybody feel 1ha1 they could throw in 
their bit, and I didn't want a ny kind of 
sordid-like arguing in1erfering with what 
I considered was to be a really high par! 
of the process, like writing material or 
playing music together. And Mick never 
agreed with this. And we spent the last 
two years really trying to get him to think 
along the lines 1hat the rest of us ... for 
some reason the rest of us could all agree 
on me1hods, like that we had 10 do a lot of 
touring, that we had lo.prepare more for 
records rather than make them up in the 
studio. Just little things like tha1. 

And I think Mick was trying to tell me 
that he wanted out of the group. I always 
wanted 10 be in the situation where you 
can really tell your buddy what you really 
thought - let's say, that song is terrible 
or that guitar line is appalling, you know? 
And I wanted it to be free communication 
without being took personally. And that 
went wrong about two years ago. If I told 
Mick that I didn' t think he could pro­
duce, for example, he wouldn't speak to 
me for six weeks. I mean, he took it per­
sonally and I was doing him a favor, I was 
doing him a favor, I was telling him the 
truth. And instead of realizing that I was 
his friend and therefore I wasn't brunting 
him around, he took it really personally. 
And once you get to 1ha1 s1age, I could 
find no way out ofthal, you know. There 
was either two choices: there was either 
knock the whole 1hing on 1he hea d there 
and then, okay, or restruclure and carry 
on. We felt we wanted to carry on 
because we wan! 10 see it 1hrough. II 
would be very difficult to jus1 abandon 

The Clash and say well , we tried and we 
failed, very difficult . None of us likes to 
fail, you know. And I would find it hard 
to really live, I don ' t know, .with that con­
stant thought. So it was either knock it on 
the head or restructure it , and to that end 
we got in some enthusiastic young guitar 
players who just want to get on with it, 
born in the punk times, a nd that's what 
we really do, we're starting all over again. 

We want to discover what our culture 
was and is. I mean, we're white boys with 
guitars and drums. I feel like we've been 
culturally imperialistic over a lot of the 
past few years, like ripping off, imitating 
Black music rather than innuencing, be­
ing innuenced by it, you know, there's a 
difference. And I think we knew 1ha1 dif­
ference instinc1ively at the time of 
"Police and Thieves." Bui since then, I 
think we forgo!; we forgo! wha1 our: 
sound was, certainly. And that's some-
1hing I want 10 !ouch again - ii really is 
like Stl\i[_ting over. And I realize 1ha1 
everyo~e is confused in Atlanta; 1hey 
1hink Mick's coming o u1 wi1h a group 
called The Clash, and we've got one, and 
Uncle Tom Cobbley and all are coming 
wi1h a group called The Clash. Bu1 I 1hink 
he's dumped 1ha1 idea because he really 
doesn 't want 10 gel . . . he sees it as a 
lumber being in The Clash, you know. 
You 're up for criticism, you're up for 
responsibility, you're up for political 
consciousness, you're up for doing things 
the hard way, really. I always felt that he 
saw being famous and being a pop star as 
it was in the '60s; I think he's still chasing 
a dream like that. 

But to get back to your original ques­
tion, which was . . . ? 
Revolution Rock: Two years closer to 
World War 3, and 1984. That's, of 
course, not at all unrelated 10 
developments with The Clash, and 1ha1's 
the main thing 1ha1 I wan! to talk about. 
But I was jus1 1rying to pul it in a certain 
context. 
Joe Strummer: Okay, yeah. I agree with 
you that we're two years nearer Ar­
mageddon, but perhaps we have to go 
real close in order to bring the pressure 
down 10 bear on the people who are lry­
ing to pretend ii 's not happening. I mean, 
I kind of know Iha! to really think about 
nuclear war is almos1 , it's almost un­
thinkable. I mean, the average person in 
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the street , can he rea lly take it on board , 
the full, the true and full horror of what it 
will be? Now I thin k it's very difficult but 
the nearer he - comes, the more of a 
possibility it is; the pressure is coming 
down and I think it 's helping really 
because, for example, in Britain we ac­
tually have a party that wi ll unila terally 
disarm, for the first time in our history -
that's an election pledge of the La bor 
Party, to get rid of a ll the nuclear 
weapons in Britain. And that really is 
something for a right-wing count ry like 
Britain .. . even though they won't have a 
chance to get in until 1988, even if they 
get in then at all, it's still one step in some 
kind of a direct ion . 

And the same vibe I get off the Gary 
Hart campaign in that, like George 
McGovern is a whole lot more sensible 
person than Reagan would ever be but 
he 's treated like a joke. And when I saw 
that McGovern's campaign was being 
laughed off, I felt slightly depressed 
because Mondale, it seemed to be, was 
still going in the same negative direction; 
here comes Mondale with his clockwork 
campaign and all the money and how bor­
ing and predictable. ls. he rea lly that dif­
ferent from Reagan, you know, it was like, 
here we go again. And when someone like 
Gary Hart comes up unnoticed real­
ly . .. unpredictable, tha t's what ... I'm 
not sure that Gary Hart would be any bet­
ter than anybody else but just the fact that 
his popularity was unpredicted by the ex­
perts. Which still shows that there is some 
free will kicking out there. I'd begun to 
doubt that free will existed beca use of the 
way in Britain we just march from one 
right-wing decision to the next one, and 
it's all adding up to something really 
abominable that 's destroying the coun­
try. I' d forgotten that, and I'd always-felt 
like oh, the majority of the people will 
always go for the law and order vote and 
they want security and they don't care 
about nuclear war. It was always so 
depressing; I find it even sometimes hard 
to get enthusiasm or to really believe that 
anything could ever be any different. But 
a few things make me think that if we're 
gonna go down, we might go down 
fighting. 
Revolution Rock: Well , you just raised a 
number of pretty complicated questions 

Continued on page 14 

= 



Page 6-Revolutionary Worker-July 13, 1984 

Democrats Set Jive Trap 
Conti nued fro m page I 

cisco magazine: 
" In 1968 a profound distrust of the 

American democratic system dominated 
opposition politics. In 1984, the major 
movements demonstrating at the DNC 
a re dominated by a belief in, not opposi­
tion to, that system .. . . The huge rallies 
will not be confrontati'onal demonstra­
tions, as in the '60s, so much as entreaties 
- pleas almost - to the Democratic Par­
ty and tn America to alter their political 
views . Organizers have committed them­
selves to staging peaceful demonstra­
tions, and are cooperating with San Fran­
cisco police to assure they remain peace­
ful. " 

Here, not only is the Democrats' 
" come in to the voting booth" pitch to 
the masses sweetened with the signs of the 
street demonstrations, but it is also driven 
home with the message that even those 
who opposed them in the '60s are coming 
back to the system on their knees. 

Trap 

It adds up to an elaborately-set trap. 
For what the "outsiders" will find when 
they get "inside" - the pot of gold at the 
end o f the rainbow coalition - is nothing 
more or less than Walter Mondale. This 
Democrats' candidate-to-be is hardly 
even pretending to be a peace candidate. 
In office, Mondale vice-presided over the 
most drastic turn toward war prepara­
tio ns on the part of the U.S. since the last 
world conflicL Mondale proved himself 
as ideologically shrill as your average 
" Reaganite, " responding to the Soviets ' 
invasion of A fghanistan by exhorting: 
" If the Soviet lunge toward the most stra­
tegic o il-rich spot on earth (referring to 
the Persian Gulf - ed.) fails to unite us , 
what will?" Out of office, it was Walter 
who complained about Reagan's conduct 
o n the 007 incident : "I think we should 
have been somewhat stronger in what w.e 
did." In substance and as a whole, Mon­
d ale's program is a war program , and its 
theme is pa triotism and national unity . 
(0 1:1tside, a group called the "All-Species 
Coalition" plans to demonstrate "for the 
species which are not represented in the 
Convention. " Considering the Mondale 
record a nd Democrats ' likely program, 
we would assure the Coalition that at 
least two· species will be more than ade­
quately represented: pigs, and dinosaurs). 

It may seem a staggering irony that the 
demonstrations, for the most part, aim to 
influence, for heaven's sake, this. An 
irony, but nonetheless a necessity for the 
imperialists. The bourgeoisie very much 
needs the masses of "outsiders" drawn 
into the electoral process at this time 
precisely because they are preparing for 
war and social upheavals in the near 
future. Leaders are anointed and the 
masses, so the imperialists hope, are to be 
trained for a time when there is certain to 
be great outrage and turmoil. Most im­
portant, and the indispensable bottom 
line in this training, is to see things 
through the prism of the "national in­
terest, " of "national security," that is, 
through the glass of · American chau­
vinism. 

In this light, the distance between the 
actions out o n the streets and the pro­
ceedings inside the cavernous Moscone 
Center is ~ bit less staggering. Indeed, 
what has been created within the "protest 
ghetto" o utside is o verwhelmingly a spec­
trum o f lo ya l opposition, while any 
group that da res step-·outside the sacred 
bounds of " na tional unity" to challenge 
both pa rt ies, or even more fundamentally 
the electoral sham itself, is threatened 
physically a nd vio lently by the authori-

· ties. 
And this should be noted well. For by 

doing this, the bourgeoisie has made 
crystal clear what they hate and don't 
want to see anywhere near their precious 
electoral circus. Above all, this should 
embolden those who hate their system to 
do precisely what the imperialists fear 
most, to go in and expose their sham and 
their trap. 

Demonstrations 

Two marches have been billed in the 
press as likely to have up to 100,000 peo­
ple, the "We can do it" labor march 
sponsored by the AFL-CIO and the 
Teamsters, and the "National March for 
Lesbia!l and Gay Rights"; the leadership 
of both marches is firmly in support of 
the mainstream of the Democratic Party; 
they will act as a sort of political anchor 
to the protests as a whole. 

The Peace and Environmental Con- 1 

vention Coalition (PECC), made up of 
nearly 100 peace and environmental 
organizations, including the Bay Area 
branches of the Freeze, Ground Zero, , 
and the Sierra Club, draws in some of the 
broad middle forces in society, particu­
larly around the question of war; PECC ' 
focuses on lobbying and working within • 
"Visions of America at Peace," an ex­
hibition hall set up for peace exhibits and 
as a center for lobbying and press con­
ferences. PECC and a huge range of 
political forces, running from the 
CPUSA and the DSA on the left to 
church groups and the San Francisco 
Democratic Club, have joined together 
for a large rally "to vote peace in '84"; 
the basic thrust is concentrated in a leaflet 
calling on people t10 mobilize for a "large 
peaceful rally" outside the Democratic 
Convention: " ... we must prepare a ma­
jor campaign to mobilize the peace com­
munity around the electoral process and 
show the presidentia l candidates that sup­
port for our issues means votes at the 
polls ." The rally will feature George 
McGovern as a speaker. 

All these quite loyal programs have 
created a kind of political vortex, a wi11d 
which has swept in a great many people 
who are by no means entirely wedded to 
these politics. Certainly, large numbers 
of people will turn out for these actions 
because they a re largely "what is happen­
ing," but they are people that could also 
be influenced by another political pole. 

Another effort involving the forces of 
the left is the People's Convention, 
meeting on the Oakland side of the Bay, 
which has been widely built in the social 
movements and on the left, and which 
draws together the activists to formulate 
a "people's platform" which will then be 
presented to the Democrats on the first 
day of the Convention. 

The Disloyal Opposition 

Among the forces not buying into the 
terms of "vote peace in '84," one is the 
group of youth which has set out to con­
duct a series of "Democratic War Chest 
Tours. " These tours of the San Francisco 
Financial District are designed to expose 
the various corporations and war indus­
tries that have financed the Democratic 
Party. Along with the tours, the group 
has thrown the stuffy bounds of accept­
able Convention protest aside; it has put 
out a leanet calling for "guerrilla theater, 
nonviolent direct action, creative protest 
and fun as we festively march through the 
Financial Dist rict and reclaim the 
streets." The group has a lso called for 
protests at the " Convention's biggest 
party," thrown for delega tes by Cali for-

nia Speaker of the House! Willie Brown 
for "2,000 of his closest friends." 

Along with the above protests focused 
against the Convention, the punk youth 
have generally been pretty disgusted by 
the suffocating atmosphere generated by 
the Convention - and there is talk of 
squatting in some buildings during the 
Convention; and various concerts are 
planned . 

The event which has most spotlighted 
this sort of determined opposition to the 
Democrats' circus, and which has there­
fore com~ under tremendous pressure, is 
a demonstration called for by the Liver.­
more Action Group (LAG). Along with 
participating in some of the other Con­
vention activities and demonstrations, 
LAG has called for an action to oppose 
the Democratic Party. The statement 
from the LAG July 17 Working Group 
put it this way: "LAG's demonstration 
on July 17th will deliver a special, crucial 
message. Most progressives plan to lobby 
the Democrats, offering support in ex­
chang~ for some superficial favors in the 
bargaining process that is supposed to 
represent popular politics. We will in-

. stead demonstrate in a mass, nonviolent 
protest against the Democrats' rule and 
military escalation: past, present, and 
promised for the future. We want not to 
console or cajole this parry back ·into 
slightly better behavior, we are saying 
NO! The arms buildup at home, the 
missile placement in Europe, military in­
terference in Central America and all 
around the world - these have all been 
the policies of the 'peace-lczying' Demo­
crats. They deserve no sanction from our 
movement. 

"World War 3 looms ahead. Acting on 

the principles and the urgency which 
created LAG as an anti-nuclear, anti­
militarist organization takes on even 
greater importance today. Against the 
seductive simplicity of electoral logic and 
'anything is better than Reagan,' it is 
especially important that we continue to 
commit 'political disobedience,' that we 
focus protest against the Democrats -
whose historical record · shows a clear 
commitment to escalating militarism." 

LAG is a major and influential force in 
the antinuke movement in the Bay Area 
and even nationally. This call represents 
the potential to rally a sizeable number of 
people who are sickened at the whole cha­
rade the Democrats are running, and it 
could concentrate a serious polit ical pole 
that indicates a directi~ ,qujte different 
from the current tide. 

Dist;lncing 

This being the case, LAG has come 
under a concerted· campaign of "distanc­
ing" by the media, local authorities, and 
political police at all levels. For months, 
the bourgeoisie has attempted 10 create 
an atmosphere of intimidation and fear 
among any people thinking of even 
slightly "disloyal" action around the 
Convention. Stories of the massive force 
of police, stun-grenades , army air­
surveillance teams, etc., have been 
regular features in the press. In the wake 
of the demonstration against Henry Kiss­
inger in San Francisco in April, when San 
Francisco police attacked the demonstra­
tion that Had taken over the streets and 
arrested 191 people after nearly two 
hours of San Francisco's "volatile 
forces" being out of control, this all 
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The More Recent Legacy of 
the Democrats 
in Central America. • • 

With the Democratic Party Conven­
tion at hand, the process of corralling 1he 
discontent in society into an "anti­
Reagan" front is in full swing, with Cen­
tral America one of the foca l points. The 
only real alternative to escalating U.S. in­
volvement and perhaps even outright war 
in Central America lies with the 
Democrats - so goes the pitch. What 
went on when the Democrats held the ex­
ecutive branch under Carter - the inten­
sification of U.S. maneuvering in the 
region, the 1979 CIA-coup in El 
Salvador, the implemention of the 
various Vietnam-style pacification pro­
grams, the mass murders under the 
Duarte-led reform junta - these and 
other examples of the "Democratic aher­
native" are evidently secret chapters of 
American history. (See " Death to the 
Tiller: The Legacy of the Democrats in 
Central America," R W No. 261.) At 
most what is deemed worthy of recalling 
are the past few years, which are por-
1rayed as a period of continual battle 
against "Reagan's war" in Central 
America. The variation of this coming 
from the social democrats and revi­
sionists is put typically in a recem 
editorial in In These Times: " Despite a 
popular opinion strong enough to induce 
the spineless Democratic leadership of I 
the House to deny further funding for / 
Reagan's war against Nicaragua - at 
least for 1he moment - 1he Democratic 
Party seems 10 be doing its bes1 10 avoid 
the issue (of Cemral America)." The 
follow-up to this is 1hat a sufficiemly 
strong show of public opinion, expressed, 
of course, in votes for Democrats, can 
pressure lhese "spineless Democrats" in­
to taking 1he sorl of reasonable course in 
Cen1ral America which !hey have only 
approached in fits and starts in the past 
few years. 

Democra1s should rise in arms at this 
charge of "spineless" - in fact, they 
have already, so to speak. 

For now, we'll pass over World War I, 
World War 2, Korea, Vietnam, and the 
multi1ude of coups, assassina1ions plots, 
invasions, et~. , without all of which the 
Democrats would not be democrats. 
Consider, simply, what action the 
Democrat s have taken concerning 
military aid to EI Salvador over the past 
few years. At no time have they moved to 
end such aid to the Salvadoran govern­
mem - not once since it was reinstituted 
in 1979 by that great opponent of 
"Reagan's war," Jimmy Carter. Instead, 
large numbers of Democrats have sup­
ported every major appropria1ion bill, as 
aid escalated from $2.5 million in 1982 to 
over $6.0 million in 1983, and even higher 
this year. Every one of these aid bills has 
been projected as the best possible com­
promise, achieved only by dint of fierce 
struggle by peaceloving Democrats 
agains1 Reagan and 1he Right, who if not 
restrained would be all the worse war­
mongers. What actually happens looks 
more like a division of labor between 
troops in the same army. Reagan asks for 

And 
In The Gulf 

substantially more than is really 1he goal, 
the Democrats cut ii down, general ap­
proval is obtained, and both sides claim 
victory. Reagan calls this "a simple 
negotiating strategy." It is not that there 
are no real internecine disputes - but 
these are differences over how to secure 
Central America, and the relation bet­
ween this and securing the world in 
general, or more accura1ely, redividing it. 
Besides, il's wrong to assume that 1hese 
disputes break down along partisan lines, 
as they say. 

Much of the military aid to Central 
America is funneled through means that 
are out of the public eye - and this, too, 
is fine with the Democrats, who have 
helped work out these mechanisms down 
through lhe years. Tens of millions of 
dollars in military aid have gone to Cen-
1ral America by methods such as use of 
accoun1ing procedures and circuitous 
arms transfers that conceal both the value 
and quantity of actual military aid. For 
example, the Department of Defense has 
provided the CIA with ships, planes, 
guns, as well as free 1ransport for all these 
to Contra depots, all of which has come 
oul of routine DOD funds. Similarly, 1he 
CIA has provided the Salvadoran 
military wi1h high-speed boats, sup­
posedly in order to in1erdic1 arms 
shipments from Nicaragua, bui whose 
sole documented ac1ivi1y has been for use 
in mining Nicaraguan harbors in supporl 
of the Contras. All of this is quite routine, ' 
and is just as rou1inely concealed by the 
Democrats (who are quire adept at using 
these very mechanisms whenever they 
have 1he chance). 

A similar and equally important 
mechanism for suppon of the Central 
American regimes has been 1he use of the 
Israeli connec1ion . In April 1984 
Haaretz, an Israeli newspaper, announc­
ed 1ha1 the U.S. had proposed plans to 
finance Israeli aid 10 South Africa and 
Central America, including military aid 
to El Salvador. The U.S. proposal includ­
ed the establishment of a fund, outside of 
normal budgetary channels, which would 
allow for covert aid on an ongoing basis. 
Israeli diplomatic sources in Washington, 
D.C. said that "We can provide the man­
power and the expertise, bu1 we don't 
have the money ... this is nothing new." 
Indeed it is not new - use of lsrael to 
provide aid when it was not so politically 
expedient for the U.S. to openly and 
direc1ly do so was first done in Central 
America by Carter, in order 10 prop up 
the notoriously ruthless junta in 
Guatemala in the late '70s. Such 
mechanisms are an integral and routine 
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part oft he way U.S. covert aid functions, 
so that, regardless of the "bitter Congres­
sional battles" we're all familiar with, the 
panicipants, Republican and Democra1 
alike, are fully aware 1ha1 operations are 
firmly in place 10 secure U .S.-bloc in-
1erests. 

Bui one need nol look only to covert 
opera1ions 10 see how lhe Democrats 
work 10 support every major plank of 
U.S. policy in Central America. Their 
public pronouncements and ac1ions serve 
equally well. In each of the major mili1ary 
aid appropria1ions bills passed by Con­
gress, 1he efforls of 1he Democra1s have 
been directed obviously nol towards end­
ing aid, but 1oward adding condi1ions or 
" slrings" such as "certification of pro­
gress in 1he area of human righ.1s," 

A11aching these s1rings has generally 
been portrayed as a means of holding 
Reagan and 1he Salvadoran generals in 
check, and lhus measures which create a 
climate for peaceful resolution of the 
Cen1ral America conflict. They are in­
s1ead, in the main, measures for advanc­
ing the U.S. clampdown. Whal, for ex­
ample, is the ac1ual contenl of 1he human 
righ1s certifica1ion requirement? The sole 
1arge1 of death squads which has met any 
punishmem - and 1hen only of the 
lowest-ranking soldiers - has been for 
shooling Americans; knocking off 
leading Christian Democrats is also off­
limits. As for the masses of Salvadorans, 
they are at 1his very time being subjected 
to intensified military repression, with 
bombing runs at the highest point in the 
history of the Salvadoran war, artillery 
shelling intensifying, and with the 
Salvadoran military being beefed up, and 
overall aid pouring in from the U.S . - all 
to support Mr. "human rights" Duarte. 
Human rights means that some of the 
random violence, which can after all hit 
the "wrong people," has shifted over 10 
the streamlined, methodical mass terror 
of 1he modern puppet army, complete 
with its U.S. counterinsurgency warfare. 
What a difference Democrats do make. 

Why, just look at the election of 
Duarte. 'El Salvador's new president was 
groomed and promoted 10 power in the 
first place by Carter as part of the CIA­
sponsored reform junta in 1979, and it 
should be no surprise that his election this 

year has been hailed by Democrats across 
the board. Democra1ic observers of the 
election returned with glowing reports of 
!he "frees! elec1ion ever in El Salvador," 
and a Democra1ic Party chief labeled 
Duar1e's reascension a "significant first 
step." Never mind lhe CIA manipulation 
of the election, never mind 1he troops sur­
rounding the citizenry, who were checked 
a_nd double-checked with inky-pinkied 
fingers and stamped l.D. cards to insure 
1hat they voted - or else. What counted 
was 1he right man won. (For rnore on 
Duarte, including the land reform pro­
gram with which he 's identified and how 
his previous tenure oversaw one of the 
bloodiest periods of repression in recent 
history, again see R W No. 261 .) His elec- , 
tion was U.S.-engineered with the pur­
pose of unifying the Salvadoran ruling 
forces and more fundamentally of pro­
viding a cover for intensified" US. in­
volvement in El Salvador: " Arms for the 
nedgling democracy." What counted 
~vas !he arms, and they have been newing 
1n abundance, once again with 
Democrats' support. In fact, one of 
Mondale's more substantial and concrete 
cri1icisms of Reagan is exac1ly for not do­
ing enough 10 strengthen Duarte. As 
Mondale put it: "I will streng1hen the 
hand of Mr. Duarte by channeling aid 
through him. " Mondale has also promis­
ed to "continue proper efforts to halt the 
flow of arms across national borders." 
Naturally this doesn't mean American 
arms, since both Han and Mondale have 
refused to promise a cutoff of military aid 
to El Salvador. 

One key part of the Democratic pro: 
gram to strengthen Duarte lies in firming 
up the hand of some of the younger, more 
aggressive and " professional" military 
men. As 1he innuential liberal Democrat 
and outspoken critic of "Reagan's war," 
Sena1or Paul Tsongas, put it: "It may 
seem heretical for a liberal Democra1 to 
take sides with anti-Communis1 colonels, 
but after many hours with these men I am 
convinced that only their help can make 
Mr. Duane's presidency a success." 
Heretical? - of course not; rather right 
in the grand tradition of the Democratic 
Party. As Mondale stated in reference 10 
his Central American policy: "In a world 
where the enemies· of freedom win power 
by force and maintain it by terror, a 
President can never rule wi1hout a firm 
response. Guilt is not a foreign poli~y. 
and the world is not a debating socie1y." 
Win or lose in November, the Democra1s, 
along with their aggressive young col­
onels, Mr. Duarte, their CIA counterin­
surgency and pacification programs, 
have proven their willingness to do their 
best to insure U.S . interests in Central 
America through any means 

[.I 

Recent news reports have it that the 
issue of the Persian Gulf will be addressed 
a1 the Democratic Party Convention, 
possibly by Gary Hart. It's a little hard to 
imagine, as the reports suggest, a plea 
from the Senator for "peaceful solu1ions 
to 1he crisis," since no less than the likes 
of William Buckley has described Hart as 
"doing,some of the best thinking around 
on the military aspects of national sur­
vival. " 

assault on the vital interests of the United · .• 4W": 

On the whole, the Democratic 
"record" on the Gulf is clear: things will 
be taken to the brink, and if necessary, 
over it. It was, after all, the Carter/Mon­
dale administration which enunciated the 
"Carter Doctrine": that "any attempt by 
an outside force to gain control of the 
Persian Gulf region will be regarded as an 

States" and "will be repelled by thel.Jse of 
any means necessary including military 
force." The Reagan administration's 
declarations lo the effect thal the Soviets 
would be confronted with a "major con­
flict" should they move in10 the Gulf, as 
well as the various and sundry concrete 
measures they have taken 10 beef up U.S. 
ability to actually do battle in the Gulf 
region, are merely the continuation and 

· development of war prepara1ions begun 
under the Carter administration. 

And are the Democrats backing off 

this pos1ure now that the situation in the 
Gulf has become so explosive? Are they 
railing about Reaganite "brinkmanship" 
in the Gulf? Hardly. During the primary 
debates Mondale insisted, with reference 
to the Gulf, that, "British forces, the 
French forces, the United States forces 
and others oughl to make it clear that 
those sea lanes must stay open." And 
when Gary Harl agreed but added that 
"not one American life would be pul 
ashore in any Persian Gulf area," Mon­
dale jumped on him as a sellout. "My op-

ponent has said thal if the Persian Gulf 
explodes, our allies cannot count on us." 
Then, just to make his stance perfectly 
clear, Hart retorted: "I am totally com-

Continued on page 13 
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The author of this article, a we/1-
known '60s activist, was an accredited 
journalist to the 1968 Democratic Con­
vention and was present at all the major 
street demonstrations. He was the 
organizer of the April 27, 1968 antiwar 
march in Chicago, attended planning 
meetings for the Convention demonstra­
tions, and testified as a defense witness in 
the Chicago Eight conspiracy trial. 

I. 
It was a high point of the antiwar 

movement during the '60s upsurge of 
mass struggle. We were marching down 
Michigan Avenue toward the Conrad 
Hilton Hotel which was the headquarters 
for the candidates, their staffs and the 
press. For most of the afternoon we had 
been trapped in Chicago's lakefront 
Grant Park . Even here the police had 
viciously attacked the crowd gathered to 
hear Jean Genet, Allen Ginsberg, Dick 
Gregory, William Burroughs, Norman 
Mailer, and others speak . Clubs f}ailing, 
the cops had waded into the crowd 
busting the heads of dozens before being ·· 
driven off by the enraged throng of 
10,000 chanting "Pigs, pigs, pigs!" 

But when we tried to leave the park 
area to march on the Amphitheatre, site 
o f the Democratic Party's National Con­
vention on Chicago's southside, we 
found all the routes of exit blocked. The 
sunken tracks of the Illinois Central 
Railroad could only be crossed where 
roads bridged them. In the middle of each 
of t)lese cross bridges now sat a .30caliber 
machine gun on a tripod, flanked by 
helmeted soldiers with rifles. 

" On orders of l he Chicago Police 
Department; there will be no march to­
day,'' a nnounced the police commander. 
Allen Ginsberg sat down and began to 
chan t t he sacred syllable 
"ommmmmm." But many of us dispers-

ed in small groups to attempt an end run 
around the blockade, so that by 6:30 
several thousand had infiltrated the line 
of troops and had massed on Michigan 
Avenue. Just then a mule-drawn wagon 
train of the Poor Peoples Campaign, 
which had been driven all the way from 
the South, appeared anct;llso began mov­
ing down Michigan. The crowd surged 
around it. Several youths ran to the front 
carrying the flag of the National Libera­
tion Front of South Vietnam and a black 
anarchist flag. Cheering and shouting, we 
surged forward . Chants of "Dump the 
Hump" and "Peace Now" went up. 

On lower Michigan Ave., the scene was 
one ·of exuberant chaos. The National 
Guard troops on the bridges had been 
liberally dispersing tear gas from their 
CA-3 backpack sprayers, but the prevail­
ing wind was blowing it back through 
their own ranks and into the downtown 
area around the Conrad Hilton Conven­
tion Headquarters. As the impromptu 
march came down Michigan, the bulk of 
the crowd in the park was able to break 
through one of the cross streets and join 
the rest of us at the corner of Michigan 
and Balbo. There were already several 
thousand demonstrators gathered direct­
ly across from the Hotel. They now pick­
ed up the chants, while u·pstairs in the 
Hilton, campaign workers for Eugene 
McCarthy who had become sympathetic 
after three days of police attacks began 
throwing toilet-paper streamers out of 
twelfth story windows and blinking hotel 
room lights in rhythm with the chants. 
"Hell no, we won't go," "Fuck you, 
L.B.J .," and "The streets belong to the 
people" merged in a cacophony of noise. 

The police seem to have been caught 
completely by surprise as a huge crowd -
which was supposed to have dispersed -
suddenly reassembled right at the Con­
vention Headquarters. A few cops had 

rushed into the street swinging wildly, but 
the crowd swarmed past them. Emergen­
cy calls for reenforc~ments crackled over 
the radio waves. City buses loaded wjth 
cops began to arrive, but the throng now 
filled the intersection. The scene was 
brilliantly illuminated by the flood lights 
of TV mobile camera vans which were 
also in the intersection. 

At 8 p.m. a phalanx of cops charged 
down Balbo into the intersection. Some 
demonstrators were sitting down in the 
intersection, and they got it the worst. 
The cops began clubbing everyone, 
beating demonstrators, newsmen, and 
random pedestrians alike. The air · was 
filled with debris as the larger portion of 
the crowd looked for anything and 
everything to throw. At one edge of the 
intersection the cops cornered a large 
.group of people against the plate-glass 
window of the H.ilton's Haymarket 
Restaurant ("A plac.e where good guys 
take good girls to dine in the lusty, 
rollicking atmosphere of fabulous 
Chicago," or so their advertising went). 
People were banging on the windows 
seeking help from the startled diners. 
Suddenly the glass pane shattered as 
dozens of demonstrators fell through on­
to the dinner tables; cutting themselves 
on the shards of broken glass. 
Pandemonium broke loose as crazed 
cops climbed through the broken win­
dow, still clubbing, and pursued people 
through the hotel lobby. 

Hundreds of people above, leaning out 
of hotel windows, were shocked and 
outraged. Young campaign workers who 
had come to Chicago " Clean for Gene" 
and determined to "open up the 
democratic process," couldn't believe 
their eyes. Below them was an orgiastic 
scene where knots of blue-shirted cops 
gathered around individual fallen 
demonstrators to beat them with riot 

sticks. Suddenly the festive display of 
toilet paper streamers was replaced with a 
_shower of anything heavy and portable. 
Pop bottles, glasses, a telephone, and 
heavy hotel glass ashtrays came raining 
down from the hotel windows, smashing 
among the advancing·cops. 

Unknown to those of us on the scene, 
tfie TV networks had switched from live 
coverage of the Convention in the Am­
phitheatre on the southside to live 
coverage of the· melee at Michigan and 
Balbo. At the height of the action the 
great mass of demonstrators outside the ~ 
intersection sudd~nly burst into the now ' 
world-famous chant, "The whole 
world's watching! The whole world's 
watching!" 

And it was. Just a week after Soviet 
tanks had rolled into Prague, what was to 
have been the counter-showcase of 
bourgeois democracy had its velvet glove 
ripped off to reveal the mailed fist of 
bourgeois dictatorship . Things were go­
ing dreadfully wrong for the bourgeoisie. 
The political exposure and confrontation 
which they had attempted to prevent had 
materialized. By 8:30 the hotel Conven-

' tion Headquarters of the Democrars was 
surrounded by soldiers with fixed 
bayonets . Scenes of naked police 
violence, which make up the everyday life 
of the oppressed, were being flashed 
around the world. In the convention hall 
itself, Senator Abe Ribicoff had called 
for the removal of the "storm troopers" 
from the streets, while the cameras 
caught Mayor Daley screaming from the 
front row : "Shut up, you lousy Jew 
bastard!" Live on network TV, a Con­
vention security guard punched Dan 
Rather on the Convention floor, and 
Walter Cronkite, the CBS Convention 
anchor man, almost had an apoplectic 
fit. 

On the street, despite the wanton police 



brutality, the mood of most 
demonstrators was one of unrestrained 
exhilaration. No one wanted to leave. No 
one would have missed it for a million 
bucks. For the first time in our lives, !hey 
were no longer in control of events. The 
political initiative had passed into our 
hands. We were making history. 

II 
The events at the 1968 Democratic 

Convention are impossible to understand 
outside the context of the global revolu­
tionary upsurge, which shaped both the 
objective conditions and the con­
sciousness of the political activists of the 
sixties. In the world at large, the heroic 
struggle of the Vietnamese people and the 
Cultural Revolution in China were the 
salient events which reverberated back in­
to the imperialist countries giving rise to 
radical youth revolts in West Germany, 
France and the U.S. It was a year of ex­
traordinary international events which 
frequently dominated the headlines: The 
seizure of the U.S. spy ship Pueblo by 
North Korea, the Tet Offensive in Viet­
nam, the worker-student rebellion in 
France, and the Soviet invasion of 
Czechoslovakia. Mao Tsetung's Red 
Book was selling better than the Bible. 

In the U.S., 1968 was a high tide of the 
Black Liberation Movement which re­
sounded internationally. It was a peak 
year of activity for the Black Panther 
Party, that put the question of armed 
revolution in 1he U.S. on the political 
agenda. And after April 4, when Martin 
Luther King was assassinated, the Black 
communities in more than IOO cities rose 
in rebellion. In Chicago, as elsewhere, 
troops were mobilized to restore control 
in the Black community. Armed soldiers 
stood at intersections as columns of 
smoke drifted skyward. The U.S. Army, 
already strained by the Vietnam War, was 

forced to keep two full-strength.divisions 
in the U.S. to maintain control. 

Among intellectuals, students, and 
youth, the ruling class also saw its grip 
slipping. Thousands of students and 
youth were in revolt. The disaffection of 
this strata was symbolized by the April­
May uprising at Columbia University 
over the issue of university complicity in 
military research. SOS and a significant 
section of the antiwar activists were 
breaking with reformism and were open­
ly calling for victory for the NLF in Viet­
nam. 

The initial response of a frightened rul­
ing class was to offer up their most tired 
nostrum: an electoral alternative. This 
took the form of the campaign of Senator 
Eugene McCarthy for the Democratic 
presidential nomination as the "peace 
candidate." McCarthy was the model 
bourgeois peace candidate: he had voted 
for the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution, for 
the continuation of the draft, and for 
every military appropriation for the Viet­
nam War. Understandably, he did not 
spark much interest at first. But as later 
events propelled his campaign into some 
notoriety, he played his part to a T. The 
thrust of his campaign was captured in 
the "Clean for Gene" slogan: in opposi­
tion to the strident anti-imperialist calls 
of the "dirty hippies" in the antiwar 
movement, youth should engage in 
"practical politics" by dressing up, mak­
ing their appearance and their program 
acceptable to Middle America, and rely­
ing on the electoral process. One famous 
fundraising ad in the New York Times, 
blatantly pitched to worried parents, pic­
tured Eugene McCarthy surrounded by 
well-dressed, adoring college students. 
The headline read: "He brought our 
children home." 

But the Tet Offensive, which began on 
January 20 and lasted through most of 
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February, changed everything. With a 
coordinated nationwide insurrection in 
the citie~. the NLF demonstrated military 
and political strength thought impos~i ble 
by the imperialist ~ and the antiwar move­
ment alike. The pos~ibi lity of a U.S. 
defeat in Vietnam suddenly became 
thinkable. One unexpected re~ult was 
that Eugene McCarthy, who was only 
supposed to siphon off malcontents into 
the dead-end arena of electoral politics, 
came within a few votes of defeating Lyn­
don Johnson, the incumbent president, 
in the New Hampshire primary of March 
12. 

A political crisis now set in rather 
quickly. In theaftermath ofTet, the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff asked for 206,000 addi­
tional troops. The New York Times 
broke this story on March 10, and it ob­
viously meant that .the "gallant defense 
of a little nation" begun by John F. Ken­
nedy was not about to be swi ftly and suc­
cessfully concluded by Lyndon Johnson. 

One result was an immediate financial 
panic. As the champion of the "Great 
Society" social pacification programs, 
Lyndon Johnson was locked into preser­
ving domestic social spending and not 
raising taxes for the . sharply increased 
military expenditures. The result was that 
the government had been monetizing the 
deficit - covering the war expenditures 
by inflating the currency. This could be 
done for a short time, but not indefinite­
ly. The prospect of unlimited currency in­
flation sent capitalists of every st ripe 
scrambling to unload dollars and buy 
gold. On March 16, the London Gold 
Market had to be closed to curb ~wild 
speculation. On the same day, sensing the 
imminent downfall of Johnson , Robert 
F. Kennedy announced his candidacy for 
the Democratic nomination. 

Into the breach now stepped Clark 
Clifford, Lyndon Johnson' s new 
Secretary of Defense, corporate attorney 
for the Du Ponts, and long-time political 
representative of U.S. imperialism. On 
March 25, Clifford convened a secret 
meeting of major imperialist political 
figures to consider the crisis and what to 
do. Present were military leaders like 
Omar Bradley, Matthew Ridgeway, and 
Maxwell Taylor. Also present were the 
foreign policy experts of the capifalist 
class: Dean Acheson, George Ball, 
McGeorge Bundy, C. Douglas Dillon, 
Cyrus Vance, John McCloy, and Henry 
Cabot Lodge. And there were 
"domestic" politicos like Abe Fortas and 

Criminal Courts Bldg. • 

Arthur Goldberg. 
Speaking in later years, Cyrus Vance 

summed up the meeting as follows: "We 
were weighing not only what was happen­
ing in Vietnam, but the social and 
political effech in the United States, the 
impact on the U.S. economy, the attitude 
of .other nations. The divisiveness in the 
country was growing with such acuteness 
that it was threatening to tear the United 
States apart." The conclusions of this 
meeting, which addressed the interests of 
U.S. imperialism as a whole, were 
presented to President Johnson. Three 
days later, Lyndon Johnson went on na­
tionwide television to announce four 
decisions: First, that there would be only 
a token increase of U.S. troops in Viet­
nam. Second, the war would be "Viet­
namized" with the massive expah~;on of 
the South Vietnamese puppet army. 
Third, that the U.S. would ,cease bomb­
ing North Vietnam north of the 20th 
parallel and a vague offer of negotiatiom 
was made. And fourth, that he would not 
seek reelection to the presidency. 

Two points should be noted here. First, 
these major decisions on how to deal with 
the crisis engendered by the war and by 
rebellion at home were made in the way 
such decisions are normally made under. 
bourgeois democracy - behind closed 
doors by a handful of representatives of 
the bourgeoisie. The basic decisions made 
on March 25 were carried out by the next 
president (Nixon), namely the attempt to 
win the war with minimal costs at home 
by Vietnamization and by drawn out 
pretences at peace negotiations. Given 
the overall position and the reserves of 
U.S. imperialism at that time, the U.S. 
had the ability to cut their losses from the 
major debacle in Vietnam and avoid the 
immediate onset of an even deeper interna­
tional political crisis of seismic propor­
tion which might well have precipitated a 
revolutionary crisis in the U.S. itself. The 
elections of 1968 were a sham and a farce 
as all bourgeois el~tions are, and played 
absolutely no role in the actual decision­
making process. 

Second, the divisions within the 
bourgeoisie were not between factions 
supporting and opposing the war itself. 
There was unanimity on the necessity of 
crushing this prominent war of national 
liberation as a warning to the oppressed 
peoples of theworld. The only divisions 
were over how to deal with the other con­
tradictions engendered by this necessary 
process. 

Cnnt inued on page I 0 
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Whole World's Watching· 
Continued from page 9 

The forced retirement of Lyndon 
Johnson ("the elections of March 25, 
1968") did not mean, however, that the 
Democratic Party apparatus would be 
turned over to candidates identified 
(however incorrectly) with opposition to 
the war. Following Johnson's forced ab­
dication, Vice-President Hubert Hum­
phrey announced his candidacy for the 
Democratic nomination. Humphrey, the 
"Happy Warrior," was a scion of an­
ticommunist liberalism. The former 
Senator from Minnesota, he was the 
political mentor of Walter Mondale and 
his program was one of continued sup­
port for the war. The candidacy of Hum­
phrey was to create even more contradic­
tions, however. Since the 1968 campaign 
was before the rrtuch vaunted "reforms" 
in the Democratic Party nomination pro­
cess, Humphrey arrived at the Chicago 
Convention with a commanding majority 
of delegates, while having won only 200/o 
of the popular vote in the primaries 
against Kennedy, McCarthy and 
McGovern. But the June 5 assassination 
of Bobby Kennedy settled the question of 
the nomination with finality. 

Ill. 
T here was no uniform understanding 

or analysis among the various social 
forces that moved toward confrontation 
with the ruling class in Chicago. Nor was 
there (nor could there be) organizational 
unity. In fact, there were three different 
major organizational attempts to lead the 
inevitable protests in Chicago during the 
August Convention. 

O ne organizational and political thrust 
was that of the National Mobilization 
Committee to End the War in Vietnam 
(the "Mabe"), which projected a series 
of legal rallies and a protest march on the 
actual Convention site. The Mobe had 
grown out of the Spring Mobilization 
Committee in New York, which had been 
initiated by figures like Dave Dellinger 
and A.J. Muste. It had been responsible 
for calling several important antiwar 
demonstratio ns, including the 
pathbreaking demonstration at the Pen­
tagon in the fall o f 1967 where the more 
radical section of demonstrators con­
fronted the soldiers ringing the im­
perialists' war palace. The leaders of the 
Mobe action in Chicago (such as Rennie 
Davis and Tom Hayden) were relying 
ultimately on the bourgeoisie to end the 
war but saw bringing this about by in­
creasingly large demons tration s , 
threatening ever more social instability, 
and through alliance with the Black na­
tional movement on the basis of 
economic demands. The antiwar move­
ment was to play the role of a militant 
pressure group in the pluralistic society, 
angry in the streets - until its demands 
were met. 

The second trend was that represented 
bf the Yippies led by Abbie Hoffman , 
Jerry Rubin and Paul Krassner. The Yip­
pies made no claim to seeking to in­
fluence the Democratic Convention 
(although that was the underlying logic), 
but instead called for a "Festival of Life" 
to be held in Chicago in contrast to the 
"Festival of Death" going on at the 
Chicago Amphitheatre. The Yippies 
played artfully on the widespread scorn 

of the youth for established bourgeois 
politics. (" Be realistic. demand the im­
possible!") They showed up with a squeal­
ing little pig (named Pigasus) as their can­
didate for president, running on a plat­
form of garbage ("who knows more 
about garbage than a pig" and "if our 
president gets out of line, we'll eat 
him!"). The Yippie center of activity was 
Lincoln Park on Chicago's northside, 
where they promised to sleep in the park 
and present an all-star cast of rock bands 
during the day. · 

The final trend was represented by the 
Coalition for an Open Convention. The 
COC was openly and avowedfy an at­
tempt to steer potential demonstrators 
back into the rat hole of the Democratic 
Party behind Eugene McCarthy. The 
gray eminence behind the COC was 
Allard K. Lowenstein, who functioned 
for many years as the Democratic Party's 
agent in the mass movements. But this 
movement had a considerable following 
among students and a section of the 
radical petty bourgeoisie who saw the 
McCarthy campaign as a vehicle for 
working within the system to end the war, 
an.d more broadly to work through the 
Democratic Party for social change, by 
"democratizing" the Party through 
changes in the nominating rules. The 
COC applied to rent Soldier Field for a 
mass rally for McCarthy and rules 
reform. The COC's plans collapsed, 
however, when on Aug. 12 Senator Mc­
Carthy held a press conference to urge his 
supporters not to come to Chicago! 

A key factor among the various social 
forces who came to Chicago was the 
revolutionary left. Among the thousands 
of youth and students who descended on 
Chicago were legions of young radicals 
whose reference point was the national 
liberation movements worldwide, the 
Cultural Revolution, the Black liberation 
struggle in the U.S. and opposition to 
U.S. imperialism. NLF flags, red flags 
and anarchist flags dotted the crowds of 
demonstrators in Chicago. People who 
had even critically supported the can­
didacy of LBJ in 1964 had shed illusions 
of reform as LBJ escalated the Vietnam 
War and carried out the 1965 invasion of 
the Dominican Republic. They had seen 
and felt the drawn bayonets of federal 
marshals at the Pentagon. They had 
witnessed the rejection of the Mississippi 
Freedom Democratic Party at the ' 64 
Democratic Convention and supported 
the revo!utionary upsurge of the Black 
people against national oppression. 
Among the more revolutionary forces 
there was a hatred for and a profound 
distrust of getting involved in anything 
having to do with the Democratic Party . 
But when it became clear that Chicago 
'68 was shaping into a major social con­
frontation , forces which had previously 
looked askance at the proposed attempts 
to pressure the Democratic Party saw the 
necessity to influence the outcome of 
events in Chicago in a revolutionary 
direction. SOS began to send out its own 
material and much of its membership was 
already making plans to go. And even 
while the Black Panthers had a line which 
tended to downplay such mass action (in­
cluding the urban rebellions) as being in 
contradiction to developing a revolu­
tionary· vanguard, Bobby Seale came to 
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, Chicago to speak in support of the pro­
teSIS. Lincoln Park featured a revolu­
tionary rally where Seale and Jerry'Rubin 
spoke to a significant crowd. The whole 
international situation and the crisis fac­
ing the U.S. bourgeoisie - including the 
actions of the state at the Convention 
itself - made for a situation where the 
left forces had the initia tive - and we 
took it. "Our" ruling class was in trouble 
and we welcomed their defeat. 

lV. 
The ruling class also had its own plans 

for Chicago. In the aftermath there was 
much criticism of the Democrat 's choice 
of Chicago for a Convention site. But the 
Democrats had certain necessities 
relating to their urban social base that 
made it hard for them to "run away" 
from the cities to some safe location. In 
addition, Mayor Daley enjoyed a special 
relationship to the Kennedys. His artful 
vote counting had tipped the election in 
1960, and the '68 Convention had been 
promised to him. Daley wouldn't con­
sider moving it, even after Chicago's Mc­
Cormick Place Convention Center burn­
ed down, which forced the Convention to 
the Amphitheatre on the southside. To 
control the Convention site was to con­
trol a lot of the mechanics of the Conven­
tion, and twice before in recent history 
mayors of Chicago had stacked the 
galleries with cheerleaders for a par­
ticular candidate and affected the out­
come. 

A certain myth, however, has been 
created that the police attacks on the 
demonstrations at the '68 Convention 
were the peculiar work of Daley or of un­
disciplined police officers who.simply got 
out of hand. It is quite important to 
understand that from the beginning the 
question of how to handle the demonstra­
tions was in the hands of the highest 
authorities in Washington. Two basic 
decisions were taken that determined 
much of what followed: First , there 

, would be no permits granted for any 

1 rallies or marches, period . Second, all 
necessary force would be used to prevent 
any march to the actual Convention site 
and the Amphitheatre. 

The purpose of refusing permits was to 
discourage people from participating by 
the threat of violence, arrest, or denial of 
facilities. Thus the Yippies found it hard 
to book bands without a permit to use the 
park with' sound equipment. The Mobe 
couldn't print literature on where to 
assemble without agreed upon routes and 
march permits. Even the COC was flatly 
refused permission to use Soldier Field. 
At the same time the city kept stringing 
groups along with protracted negotia­
tions. They would ask, "Do you intend to 
march if you are not granted a permit?" 
If the organizers said "no," the city could 
then prevent the activity by simply refus­
ing the permit. If the organizers said 
"yes," 1hey were admitting to planning 
to break the law . This was then used to 
feed the press stories on "planned illegal 
activities" and "violence. " Both the 
Mobe and COC filed law suits, and 
quickly met up with the nature of the 
bourgeois courts as their suits were • 
promptly denied. All of this was known 
and approved of in Washington; it would 
have taken only one public statement by 

Johnson or Humphrey to 'free up the per­
mits. 

On the question of demonst rations at 
the Convention site, this issue was also 
dictated from Washington. The ruling 
class was extremely edgy about any mass 
acitivity proceeding through the Black 
souths ide of Chicago, which was 
repeatedly given as the reason for ban­
ning marches to the Convention site. But 
the government was also counting on the 
Convention site being the focus of media 
activity, and it was determined not to 
have antiwar demonstrations at the Con­
vention itself. If demonstrations were 
unavoidable, let them be somewhere else 
in another part of town and out of the TV 
coverage of the Convention. , 

Planning meetings between the City, 
the Secret Service, and Military In­
telligence began in January. The Chicago 
police were given the public responsibility 
for "enforcing the law," i.e., no sleeping 
in the parks, no marches without a per­
mit, etc. But the ultimate plans were in 
the hands of the Army and the Secret Ser­
vice. The major planning meeting was 
held on Aug. 8 at Fort Sheridan, between 
the Chicago police, the U.S. 5th Army, 
the Illinois National Guard, and the 
Secret Service. Then on Aug. 14, 
Brigadier General Richard T . Dunn of 
the Illinois National Guard was flown to 
Washington for three days to confer with 
the Undersecretary of the Army in charge 
of civil disturbances, the Secret Service, 
and other officials. 

On Aug. 19, the governor a nnounced 
the mobilization-of five battalions and 
three additional companies of the Na­
tional Guard, with Gen. Dunn in com­
mand. On Aug. 26, 6,000 Army troops 
were airlifted from Ft. Hood, Ft. Sill and 
Ft. Carson to the Glenview Naval Train­
ing Station 37 miles north of Chicago. In 
the event of a major insurrection the Il­
linois Guard was to be federalized and 
overall command would pass to Lt. 
General Michaelis, 5th Army Chief of 
Staff. In addition, U.S. Army armored 
personnel carriers w~re to be preposition­
ed in Soldier Field, under the control of 
the Secret Service. Numerous incidents 
during the fi ve days of demonstrations il­
lustrated who was in ultimate control and 
what their orders were. For example, on 
Thursday, August 29, when dissident 
delegates to the Convention at tempted to 
lead a final march from the downtown 
area to the Convention site, they were 
stopped at 18th and Michigan. General 
Dunn, who was present on the scene, told 
the leaders of the march that, acting on 
instructions from tile Secret Service, he 
could not let anyone past 18th Street. He 
further stated that anyone who crossed 
the line, including Convention delegates, 
would be arrested. 

V. 
From the beginning the ruling class at­

tempted to make violence and threats of 
violence both the principal issue and an 
effective weapon to discourage the 
planned demonstrations. One aspect of 
this was the increased and encouraged use 
of violence by the Chicago police in the 
months preceding the Convention. For 
example, following the April insurrection 
in the Black community, Daley went on 
television and publicly criticized the 
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police for not using enough violence. This 
was Daley's famous call to "shoot to kill 
arsonists, and shoot to ma im looters." At 
the same time, a march to a National 
Guard armory was held to protest the 
~ontinuing militar} occupation of the 
Black community. T his march was met 
by advancing troops with fixed bayonets. 
Tear gas was fired and Chicago cops 
chased participanrs for blocks, beat ing 
any they could catch. Then on April 27, a 
major a nt iwar ma rch was held in 
dov. mown C hicago. Permits for a rally 
v.ere refused and the police attacked the 
peaceful march, chasing participants 
through downtown st reets. Newspaper 
reporters , demonst rators, and uninvolv­
ed pedestrians were beaten a nd sprayed 
with mace. Some of those arrested were 
told, " This is only a sample of what 
you'll get if you come back in August." 

The inc reasi ng tempo of state­
sponsored violence was not without its ef­
fect. One group of loca l counterculture 
activists, called the Free City Survival 
Committee, which had been working 
wit h the Yippies on the preparations for 
the Festival of Life, now pulled out of the 
project and issued a statement which 
read: "Don 't come to Chicago if you ex­
pect a five-day festival of life, music and 
love. T he word is out . C hicago may host 
a fes tival of blood. " And as was revealed 
in his own testimony at the infamous 
Chicago 8 t ria l, prio r to the Convention, 
Jesse Jackson, citing Daley's " shoot to 
kill " order, worked the C hicago Black 
community to disco urage Black par­
ticipation in the protests. 

Inside the Mobe, increasing pressure 
was being brought to bear on the 
organizers. According to Sidney Lens, 
''There were some words in thedraft pro­
posal put forth by Rennie Davis and Tom 
Hayden, ' An Election Year Offensive,' 
which were ambiguous on the question of 
nonviolence . Stewart Meacham and I 
made it clear lO Rennie that the ambiguity 
was not only wrong in principle but aber­
rant nonsense. " But the political bouom 
line for such pressure was : "What if Gene 
McCarthy, who had all but sunk Lyndon 
Johnson in the New Hampshire primary, 
had a chance for the nomination? Most 
peaceniks would support his candidacy 
and would resent it if National Mobe 
hindered his chances with a 'confront the 
warmakers' -type of demonstration." • 

And as foe Sen. McCanhy, thece was ~' ,,:---... , ' ' 
no doubt in his mind a t all. At his August ,.....,..., ~\ -"'•~ 
12 press conference he said that he hac. fl;s .•• ~ ~ -:= s~ w 

been in contact with Mayor Daley and \ \, \ \ • ~\ l ,' ~ 
had learned o f potential violent disrup-- '\ \l ~\\ "1! ~ • 
tions. Thus he was urging his supporters ~ ;,!:\lU'- · , ·•,\n·-.£.1 ':5~~,~~~~~;j 
to stay home lest they get involved in ,~.~ /-J'•~~,. .... fl!. ...._~:s:l'llr.:· 
" unscheduled rallies" which might lead "'-"' · · - \.• ~~· -=R~~~~~A~ 
to "unintended violence." Telegrams .;. ~ '_ -~ 
were sent to a ll McCarthy campaign ~ ·~;\ ~· 
headquarters a ro und the country, and ,.. -~ r~ 
local organizers were instructed to cancel .,oT~ 
chartered buses. T he battle had now been 
joined, however, and hundreds of Mc­
Carthy supporters defied orders and 
came to Chicago anyhow. 

VI. 
In 1968 the politica l debate over how to 

approach the Democrat's Convention 
did not come down in the same form that 
it does today, because the political condi­
tions were different then, it being a high 
point of revolutionary struggle both 
domestically a nd internationally. 

By way of example, consider the· two 
following ·statements: 

First: "What we want to create is a 
greater consciousness that organizations 
of protest , resistance, and independent 
politics, under the control of the actual 
people with grievances, are more impor­
tant than casting a vote or working for 
the 'better' of two conventional can­
didates. We must be arguing that the 
Democratic Party and the limits of the 
electoral system itself are what we op­
pose ... . " 

Second: " T he rallies, marches, and 
conferences planned for that weekend 
can place pressure on the Democratic 
Party to listen to the true needs of the 
American people. Instead of listening to 
special interests of the corporations, the 
People's Convention will pressure the 
Democra tic Party to listen to th'e voices of 
the people demanding an end to war 
preparations a nd the fundin_g of human 
needs." 

The first statement was written by Tom 
Hayden in 1968 - the same year he turn­
ed out as pallbearer.at Bobby Kennedy's 
funeral! T he second by Dr. Michio Kaku 

in 1984. Both siatements reflect the views 
of opportunists who rely ultimately on 
the ruling class (or some faction thereof), 
but the difference is that in 1968 you just 
couldn't get over with openly reformist 
crap. You had to at least claim .to be 
knocking the props out from under the 
system . . The Democrats were in office, 
and anybody with eyes could see who was 
prosecuting the war. It was a period of 
revolutionary upsurge and many scoun­
drels with a program for "saving the 
American political system from itself." 
and who were attempting to parlay their 
influence in the mass movements into 
political capital by opposing revolution, 
could not do so openly. The very open and 
naked reformism now being spouted by 
these opportunists is actually a sign of the 
rapid escalation of the world situation 
and the approach of world wa r. And it is 

quite necessary for the imperialists to 
promote this sort of politics now. ' 

But while the objective situation was a 
major determinant of the level of con­
sciousness (or, in some cases, the level of· 
the rhetoric), the conscious activism of 
the determined opponents · of the im­
perialist war also pushed the ruling class 
further onto the horns of its own dilem­
ma. The effect on the middle forces, par­
ticularly the politically inexperienced 
who had taken up the McCarthy cam­
paign in sweet ignorance of reality, was 
profound . Kids who had come to 
Chicago "clean for Gene" learned more 
in five days about the nature of the state 
than in all their preceding lives. They 
went from house to house canvassing, to 
candlelight marches, to chanting angry 
slogans while wiping the tear gas from 
their eyes, in short order. 

And it is important to emphasize that 
demonstrators who hit the streets in 
Chicago did not receive their sole educa-
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tion at the end of a billy club. ln a situa­
tion where the politics and programs of 
't'.arious class forces were displayed in 
practice, thousands of copies of the 
underground press like the Rat, the Ram­
parts Daily, New Left Notes and the 
Black Panther circulated broadly. 
Political discussion and arguments were 
going on everywhere, and lines were be­
ing drawn. 

That conditions had been changed 
through struggle was dramatically evi­
dent on Thursday, when Senator McCar~ 
thy was forced to walk across Michigan 
Avenue and speak to a crowd of 2,000 
still outside the hotel. First, a great cheer 
went up. It appeared as though the same 
McCarthy who had denounced the 
demonstrations was now coming over to 
join them .. In fact, it was a testament to 
the fact that the reformist fakers had lost 
one hell of a lot of ground and were now 
forced to scramble to get it back. McCar­
thy announced that he would not support 
Hubert Humphrey for the presidency, 
but to his shock, cries of "Not enough! 
Not enough!" rang out. "Work within 
the political system and you can help seize 

Continued on page 12 
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conirol of the Democratic Party in 
1972," Mccan hy replied. It was not well 
received , a nd half the crowd took off for 
another attempted march on the Am­
phitheatre. 

If the ruling class suffered badly on the 
field in Chicago, they suffered even worse 
in the battle for summation that follow­
ed. The National Commission on the 
Causes and Prevention of Violence rush­
ed into print a report that blamed the 
violence o n a "police riot " by local cops, 
but which actually exposed the details of 
the federal planning and conirol. Then 
Paul O'Dwyer and a claque of liberal 
delegates from New York, who were 
busted for t rying 10 walk to the Conven­
tion, tried 10 vindica te the system by 
returning 10 C hicago for a n elaborate 
trial, through which they expected to see 
their "right to walk on the streets of 
Chicago" upheld. They were promptly 
found gui lty a nd fined. At the federal 
level the government brought indictments 
against a group of demonstration 
organizers and Bobby Seale for con­
spiracy. (Seale was prosecuted primarily 
for being a Panther.) This ended with the 
world-famous scenes of Bobby Seale be­
ing bound a nd gagged in his chair in the 
courtroom. 

It was Henry Kissinger, in his own in­
imitable style, who summed up the ef­
fects of the Chicago demonstrations 
from the vie~poim of the ruling class: 

" Throughout the last year of the 
Johnson Presidency, the style, methods, 
and rhetoric of opponents of the Vietnam 
war descended to a level of nastiness from 
which o ur public life has yet to recover 
fully. During the 1968 Presidential cam­
paign, the relentless harassment of so 
warm and generous a personality as 
Hubert Humphrey reached a bitterness 
that he could recall only with tears later 
o n . ... " 

"The ugliness of the domestic battles 
was a national tragedy. The issue was 
posed as to who was 'for' or 'against ' the 
war - a phony question. . . . (Nixon) 
believed that abject failure would vin­
dicate the neo-isolationist trends at 
home, demoralize the American people, 
and make them fearful of foreign respon­
sibilities .... The collapse in 1975 not on­
ly led to genocidal horrors in Indochina; 
from Angola to Ethiopia to Iran to 
Afghanistan, it ushered in a period of 
American humiliation, an unprecedented 
Soviet geopolitical offensive all over the 
globe, and pervasive insecurity, instabili­
ty, and.crisis." 

While Henry Kissinger's backhanded 
praise for the accomplishments of the an­
tiwar movement may be slighrly 
overstated (by 1975 there were cenainly 
new and formidable contradictions 
assailing U.S. imperialism), there is cer­
tainly an aspect of truth in it. 

VII. 
On balance, the five days of concerted 

protest and resistance which characteriz­
ed the I 968 Democratic Convention pro­
tests must be upheld as a major achieve-

ment of the political upsurge of the six­
ties. It was right to rebel against the im­
perialist war, and the actions of the 
thousands who took to the streets in 
Chicago inspired millions by their stand, 
ripped thousands out of the dead hand of 
reformism. and took the stage of history 
- affecting in no small way the outcome 
of events. 

Thus it is curious today to hear some 
people say that we should protest at the 
Democrat's Convention, " but we don ' t 
want another Chicago." Looking back at 
what came down, at the defeats suffered 
by the ruling class, and at the tremendous 
lel}p in conscious political action by the 
masses, what can it possibly mean to say 
"we don ' t want another Chicago"?! 

There are some who honest ly don't 
want to see a repetition of the violence 
unleashed by the state, but I think it is im­
portant to understand why the state 
responded as it did. At the very time when 
they were desperately maneuvering to 
forge a loyal opposition by putting out a 
"people's candidate" right within the 
Democratic Pany, which was in office 
and increasingly ha ted and exposed, the 
dmonstrations in '68 went up against, ex­
posed and actually disrupted their plans. 
The fact that significant sections of the 
middle forces were yanked away from the 
hegemony of the bourgeoisie, and were 
questioning the American political 
system itself, was extremely good for the 
revolutionary forces and bad for the im­
perialists . And this did not merely or even 
mainly apply 10 those forces who were in 
Chicago, but had tremendous repercus­
sions throughout the U .S. and interna­
tionally. This was a big accomplishment 
in the battle for public opinion. The fact 
that the state responded with a naked iron 
fist was an indication of the stakes of this 
political ba11le. Such a confrontation 
could only have been averted at the cost 
of not challenging this loyal opposition, 
and that would have been a real tragedy. 

The first thing this tells us is that we 
have to take up these political battles; we 
have to take up the challenge in '84 to op­
pose the efforts of the bourgeoisie to 
channel opposition to their crimes into a 
loyal opposition. With this in mind, one 
cannot set the avoidance of state violence 
as the absolute criteria, nor is it necessary 
(given an understanding that the state is 
going IQ attack uncompromising political 
opposition) that people are fated to walk 
into the end of a billy club. And thirdly, it 
gives us some understanding of what the 
imperialists are prepared to do when their 
system itself is really threatened, and 
what must be ultimately done on our part 
to bring that system of criminal injustice 
and violence to its end. 

One might wish things were other­
wise, but that's the way imperialism is. 

But then there are those who, when 
they say "we don't want another 
Chicago, '' dishonestly raise the specter of 
"violence" because they don't want an 
uncompromising opposition that targets 
the system and exposes the hucksters of 
the Democratic Party for what they are. 
Like Henry Kissinger, they have an im­
perialist largeness of mind that foresees in 
such a course the possible destruction of 
that very system in which they hope to 

rise to power and prominence on the 
backs of a carefully restrained social 
movement that confines its activities to 
what is acceptable 10 the warmakers. 

Again we might wish things were other­
wise, but that 's the way opportunists a re. 

VIII. 
The situation in the world is quite dif­

ferent than it was in 1968, and a recrea­
tion of 1968 is not in the cards, nor should 
it be. We are living today in a prewar 
period, a period of intense material and 
political prepa ration for an in­
te rimperia list world war which will un­
doubtedly employ thermonuclea r 
weapons, and which, if it is not prevented 
by revolution in large and/or strategic 
parts of the world, will unleash horrors 
such as man has never seen nor conceived 
of. 

The divisions within the ruling class are 
not between those who want such a war 
and those who oppose it. The divisions 
are over how, when, and where, and over 
what material and political preparations 
will suffice to assure some prospect of 

I victory. 
, Thus while the level of activism (and 

consciousness) is not right now like the 
high tide of the sixties, ironically the 
dangers and opportunities have never 
been greater. Never has U.S. imperialism 
faced the crisis that it faces today, and 
never has it so desperately needed the 
support of the masses, which it a ttempts 
to garner by holding up the prospects of 
"making it" within the system and mak­
ing the system produce for us. 

This means the political tasks facing 
the bourgeois parties are different than 
those faced in '68. Today, it is not only 
the defense of all their existing crimes, 
but the preparation of the masses of peo­
ple to accept that which is 10 come. And 
this is particularly true in terms of secur­
ing the political loyalty of the oppressed 

Agendas 
Continued from page 4 

while Gus is not exactly Mr. Excitement, 
some might get excited about voting for a 
"communist" - and there could be an 
opportunity here 10 build their party. The 
more militantly pro-Soviet Line of March . 
is concentrating its efforts on Jesse's 
Rainbow, while trying 10 pick up its chips 
from among those influenced by the '60s 
- a group which does not generally find 
the CP 's style particularly appealing. 
And overall, pro-Soviet revisionism is us­
ing its considerable resources and 
representatives to push what is in fact a 
global strategy. One stark example: the 
use of the Sandinistas to convince (or 
guilt trip) those opposed to U.S. domina­
tion of Central America to get behind the 
"anti-Reagan" activity. 

Finally, there is the phenomenon of the 
Communist Workers Party - a group 
which was a small, isolated sect until the 
Greensboro murders, but has managed to 
parlay this crime into a travesty - their 
own meteoric rise. Based on their sudden 
ability to unite with sections of the 
Democratic Party and the CWP's in­
creasing activity among Black bourgeois 
forces (including garnering some posi­
tions in the Jackson campaign), they have 
increased their visibility and influence 
among a number of more or less middle 
forces as well, and are playing a leading 
role in the broad coalitions making up the 
People's Convention in the Bay Area and 
the Survivalfest scheduled for the Olym­
pics in L.A. The CWP currently gives off 
the odor of a group that has been an­
nointed by the U.S. ruling class to con­
tend with the CP and counter pro-Soviet 
influence in the social movements, and 
since they adopt the mantle of "com­
munists" (albeit extremely submerged in 
the coalitions they inhabit), they can ap­
peal to forces who find DSA too conser­
vative. Actually, certain DSA leaders are 
uncomfortable with CW P's rising star as 
well, fearing them muscling in on their 
own aspirations. For the CWP is quite 
open about their aspirations. They envi­
sion apocalyptic times ahead, involving 
crisis and war, and are working and angl­
ing for the time when, as they say in their 
hard-to-find news paper under the 
heading "What The Communist 
Workers Party Stands For," "Only 
socialism (CWP-style - R W) can save 
America." So far, they a re sticking 10 the 

minorities and their identification, in­
sofar as possible, with the system and 
having a stake in it. 

Why did the Democra ts pick the Bay 
Area? They know they have to take on 
these urban areas identified with 
rebellious politics, and they wanted a big 
show - a labor march , a gay march, a 
Vote Peace in '84 march and so on. They 
wanted a big show of loyal opposition 
marching in.the streets to show tha t even 
in an area with a rebellious reputation the 
going thing is "working within the 
system .. " And they really thought they 
could pull it off, without a hitch, until the 
demonstration against Henry Kissinger 
revealed that there were indeed· unruly 
elements who are not going along with 
the program. Now as the Convention is 
about to open the terms of the political 
battle are: will thei r plans dominate or 
will the unruly eleme'nts break through 
this suffocating atmosphere with uncom­
promising political opposition to their 
war plans and all of their crimes? 

As in 1968, all the different social 
forces are in ·motion, each with their own 
program· and class outlook. Only now it is 
in a decidedly different context, and with 
far greater stakes. But in the near future 
some other comments made by Henry 
Kissinger about the '60s will also have 
great relevance. In Years of Upheaval 
he talks about a "vacuum" which existed 
for a period of time because of the inner­
bourgeois contradictions; and this, he 
says, allowed a "vocal minority" of 
radicals to exerci~e influence far beyond 
their numbers. This was true in 1968, but 
consider the possibilities shaping up in 
th is decade and how crucial it is now to 
prepare for and welcome the opportunity 
for a resounding defeat for the im­
perialists. 

This is not 1968, but the whole world 
will be watching. [I 

We don't want our 
fair share .•. 

We want to tear 
the whole system 

down! 

Elections are 
the wrong arena .•. 

It's going to 
come dawn .to 

REVOLUTIONARY 
WAR. 

Rero/utlona1y Communist Patty, USA 

center between the pro-Soviets and social 
democrats, apparently waiting to see 
which way the international situation 
develops before coming down fully on 
one imperialist side or the other. 
However, this in no way prevents them 
from quite shamelessly offering their 
pitch as " Marxists" who know what's 
best for the ruling class. For example, 
check out this gem from Jerry Tung: 
"It's clear that the Reagan administra­
tion stands for short-term strategy for 
U.S. imperialism, and it does great harm 
to the long-term interes ts of the 
bourgeoisie." 

The fact that all these opportunists 
have come out so openly and shamelessly 
in this election is itself a sign of the times. 
The imperialists need such Left forces to 
help build their loyal 'opposition so 
necessary for the prosecution of the com­
ing conflict. And as noted, the aspira­
tions of these forces compel them to 
answer the call. It is a sharp indica tion 
that despite all the rhetoric, the world 
situation is anything but" going slow. " [I 

!I 
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CONTINENT AL BANK 
Con1inued from page 3 

markets, once a generalised unease focus­
ed upon the mess m which one major in­
stitution - Continental Bank - was 
alleged 10 have succumbed." 

***** 
"So we now have the quite extra­

ordinary situation w here the nine la rges t 
banks in the United States have over 
twice their capital lent out in South 
America a lone. Now it can be argued , 
with some difficulty, that as long as two­
thirds of these banks' debts remain per­
forming, then the insti tutions are not in 
fact bankrupt. But a bank doesn't have to 
be bankrupt, in o rder to collapse. It 's 
quite enough for a ba nk to lose 25 % of its 
capital in a single year, for it to become 
suspect. We have just o bserved what hap­
pened - in the space of four sho rt, 
traumatic days - to a major US bank 
wh ich became the subject of unsubstan­
tiated rumours fed by a n abundance of 
worrying background in formatio n. 
Deposi.ls were removed wholesale to 

other institut io ns. Wha t happened at 
Con tinenta l Illinois provided us with a 
glimpse of world financia l disorder on the 
grand scale." 

***** 
Some Concluding Comments 

Most coniemporary bourgeois studies 
o f the financial a nd monetary crisis set up 
a causal chain whereby mo netary " mis­
takes" and " imprudent" loans lead to 
crisis. This is certainly implicit in the ex­
cerpts printed above. But Marxists have a 
very different view o f the financial rea lm 
and this results in a radically differen; . 
understanding of c ris is. Monetary 
phenomena are neither autonomous 
from nor ultimately determinant of the 
production process. Though by no means 
passive, finance rests upon and responds 
to the underlying structure, allocation, 
and profitabili1y of produc1ive capital. 
Thus the roots o f the financial crisis must 
be sought in the dynamics of interna­
tionalized accumulation . 

Now one very crucial component of in-

The right ta vote 
has been wan ••• 

Now we need the 
paHticalawareness 
and sophistication 

NOTTO USE 
IT. 

Rerolutionar1 Communist Part1, USA 

Democrats Set Jive Trap 
Cont inued from page 13 

reached a n even more intense pitch. San 
Francisco Po lice Chief Con Murphy 
began to talk of policing " with an iron 
fist and a velvet glove " : " The velvet 
glove aspect is we're going to sit down 
with you and give you the guidelines, but 
if you don ' t live wi thin the guidelines then 
it's going to be the iron fist." 

Most recently, the police announced 
the formation of " quick-arrest teams" 
for Co nvention protest , which will be 
under orders to j ump in and start arrest­
ing people a t the first hint of any illegal 
acts. A .fro nt-page story in the San Fran­
cisco Chronicle said: ''Officials said local 
police will be departing from the flexi­
bility with which they have tried to handle 
organized pro tests in the past. Minor 
legal infractio ns during the Convention 
wi ll not be permitted .... " 

On top of the general atmosphere all of 
this creates for those planning on entering 
the field in opposition to the system, 
LAG's na me co nt inues to pop up in news 
stories about Convention security. In 
part this is clearly a imed a t further in­
timidating those who might think of 
demonstrating with LAG. It is well 
known to both the police and the media 

· that LAG was never intending to stage 
mass civil d isobed ience at the Convention 
- the main potnt o f the action was to 
make the politica l message quoted above 
a part of the political tu rmoil surround­
ing the Co nvention. But consistent with 
its history of nonvioleni direct action, 
LAG had also refused to condemn civil 
disobedience at its demonstration or to 
disavow it. By refusing to agree to police 
their own action against ind ividuals or 

smaller groups that might commit the 
" high crime" of civil disobedience, LAG 
ran afoul of the limit the authorities have 
set for Convention protest. 

This "distancing" campaign has also 
been explicitly aimed at the RCP, and a 
few other organizations. On Wednesday, 
July I l , an editorial-page writer for the 
San Francisco Chronicle brought this 
back up to fever pitch with a piece titled, 
" Kamikaze Pickets Lusting For Arrests." 
The article named the RCP and two other 
groups , and claimed that they were 
"ideological Kamikazes": " They live to 
get arrested at a national convention. 
Failure here could be a professional dis­
grace." 

And so the bourgeoisie has given a liv­
ing lesson in democracy. You can say 
anything yo u want in this free country of 
ours. Anything, that is, within the limits 
set by the imperialists themselves. And if 
you insist on violating this and challeng­
ing and exposing the imperialists, watch 
out for the iron fist! Pluralism, you see, 
has its limits. 

Right-Wingers 

Also adding to the scene has been the 
entry of right-wing forces. The Moral 
Majority, which is going to hold its Fami­
ly Forum Ill conference in San Francisco 
a few days before the Convention, has 
been targeted by several sets of counter­
demonstrations. A series of recent at­
tacks on women, including in the last 
week vandalism of the San Francisco 
Women's Building and the firebombing 
of an abortion center, have brought some 
feminists onto the field against the Moral 
Majority, women who had been pre-

July 13, 1984-Revolutionary Worker-Page 13 

te rnationa lized accumula tion is the 
superprofits derived from investments in 
the Third World . But the political 
economy o f these countries, which is in­
separable from these investments and im­
perialist d omination in general, is mark­
ed by extreme unevenness, distortion and 
external dependence. Enormous finan­
cia l injections a re required to facilitate 
and maintain profitable investment. As 
expansion begins to run up against its 
own limits, leading to crisis, ever greater 
financial infusions become necessary. 
Thus the structure of the Third World 
countries and their subordination to im­
perialist capital emerge as important 
elements of monetary crisis. On the other 
ha nd , because internationalized ac­
cumulation takes place in the context of 
interimperialist rivalry and heightened 
mass struggles, certain measures must be 
taken in the monetary sphere to stabilize 
and fortify strategic regions in 1he Third 
World. Which adds yet another dimen­
sion to financia l crisis. 

The point is that the current crisis is not 
the result o f " reckless" lending: nor is it 
" correc tabl e" within the ex is ting 
political and economic framework of in-

' 

TheGuH 
Continued from page 7 

mitted to keeping the Stra it of Hormuz 
open ... " , and that if "Kharg Island was 
dynamited . .. a nd it was imperative to go 
back in whatever way we could and get it 
rees tablished , I would certainly be 
prepared to send some American forces 
to d o that." 

Lest we rhink that the main concern 
here is a few mad A yatollahs or some 
power-hungry dictators in the region , 
Mondale, during a March debate at Col­
umbia University, made it plain that the 
real problem is the Soviet Union. After 
ta king note o f the " dreadful problems" 
in this " perhaps .. . most da ngerous area 
in the world," Mondale declared that , 
while " certain!¥ force o ught to be the last 
resort and not the first resort ... we ough! 
not to forego anything and imply to the 
Soviet Union tha t there 's an area of grea! 
importance we a re not involved . . .. 1 
believe that we've got to work with our 
allies, with our friends in the Middle East, 
Israel and so on, to ma ke certa in tha t the 

viously staying out of the whole scene 
around !he Convention . These women 
quickly became the targets of public 
th rears by the police when they refused to 
properly bow and scrape to the terms the 
police are· enforcing. And as we go to 
press, it appears that some of these 
women have been singled out for rough 
treatment by the cops at the anti-Moral 
Majority action. 

Particularly suspicious is the entry of 
the KKK onto the politica l field of the 
Convention . The police, the press, and 
the KKK all seem to be collaborating in a 
little "game," with the story changing 
from week to week over whether the KKK 
is going to march, when they are going to 
march, and whether they have a permit. 
The San Francisco Police Department, 
good democrats tha t they are, have an­
nounced that they cannot stop the KKK 
from marching because it would be a 
violation of their democratic rights. As 
we went to press, the latest version was 
that no permit has been requested, but 
that the police expected the KKK to 
march a t noon on Tuesday, four hours 
before the start of the LAG action. The 
police made clear enough that if the KKK 
did march, any counterdemonstrators 
who "instigate violence" would be quick­
ly arrested. Since the KKK is widely and 
openly known to be completely infiltrat­
ed and often led by agents of the political 
police, the whole affair looks a lot like a 
rather crude police set-up. 

But there is more to consider than the 
tactical uses of right-wing grups in "con­
trolling" and "counterbalancing" the 
more rebellious forces in the streets. The 
right-wingers serve as a foil and target of 
the loyal opportunists of the "left" who 
can credibly aim some fire at these living 
Reaganites; imagewise this has got to be a 
welcome change from the gross servility 
to the Democrats. The media is then more 

ternational relations. What, then, is the 
significance of the mo netary and finan­
cial realm given these circumstances? The 
analysis I made severa l years ago in an ar­
ticle published in the R W speaks to this 
with even greater force today. 

" Both the further ballooning of the 
fina ncial superstructure and the sto p-gap 
measures to prevent its bursting are play­
ing themselves out. But exactly on ac­
count o f intensifying crisis and sharpen­
ing rivalry between the two imperialist 
blocs, the focus of a tlention and repair 
within the U.S.-led bloc has shifted very 

·directly and immediately into the political 
and, especially, military spheres. Never­
theless, the financial structure that is both 
a sort o f lubricant and glue for the bloc 
rema ins a concentra tio n' ·point of 
economic contradictio ns and is by no 
means immune to a 1J1ajqr snap, the 
shockwaves from which would be pro­
foundly felt through the world eco nomy. 
And the stabil ity - o r lack of stability -
of this structure interacts with the 
broader tig htening and war preparations 
that are o n the imperia list agenda ." 

Raymond Lotla 

American interest in stability and keeping 
that a rea out of the reach o f the Soviet 
Unio n is kept in mind by the world." 
Here is a man who is 1ruly " ready for the 
job" of leading the U.S. bloc into war . 

Jesse Jackson has likewise demo nstra­
ted his grasp o f these fundamental con­
cerns. In a December 1983 interview with 
the New York Times Jackson decla red in 
his unmatchable style: " America has a 
vital interest in peace in the Middle East. 
We have a moral interest because people 
are there. Economic in!erests, we get so 
much of our energy from them . Milita ry 
interests, because of the geopolitical posi­
tion . And interes! because of the •Persian 
Gulf, because their borders will take us to 
the Soviet Union." 

In sho rL, !here is no fundamenta l 
debate a mong either Democrats, or be-
1ween them and the Republicans, over the 
stra1egica lly vital chara~ter of the Persian 
Gulf, o r their willingness 10 go to war 
o ver ii. This unity says something about 
both the Gulf and the Democra ts: ii 
underscores the strategic importance and 
the potential for explosive conflict in the 
former, and the thoroughly imperialist 
character o.f the latter. [I 

than happy to fill ou! this picture of 
political debate that the bourgeoisie can 
most co mfortably live with : who - and 
even better, which bourgeois party -
represents what's best 1'or America? ! 

Moreover, there is a useful lesson here 
in what really concerns the bourgeoisie 
about LAG and other rebellious forces. 
The Klan, after all an avowedly terroris! 
group, is in the eyes of the authorities just 
another responsible organization with a 
democratic right to demonsirate. The 
threat of vio lence - supposedly the para­
mount issue of the July 17 LAG action -
has magically disappeared as an issue. 
Plainly, it is the political criterion, in this 

· case the Klan's touted red, white and blue 
All-American character, which deter­
mines who is " responsible." 

Opportunity 

The San Fra ncisco Bay Area will 
become for a week or so a sharp focal 
point of contention of a wide range o f 
political forces. The bourgeoisie has set 
all th is into motion to serve its own ends, 
which has to do with shaping the entire 
political stage in a way favorable to im­
perialism in days of turbulence and war 
to come. That has created a heightened 
political atmosphere, which has drawn in 
even more forces, and which will be very 
carefully watched by many awakening to 
political life, not just in the Bay Area but 
across the U .S. and even the world. There 
is a great opportunity here for proletar­
ians in particular (along with other 
revolutionary-minded people in society) 
to enter into the fray and have impact far 
beyond their numbers; there is at the 
same time great necessity for this to hap­
pen, because in the final analysis, no 
social force except the proletariat can 
lead the masses of people out of the mad­
ness imperialism is preparing and toward 
the future of liberation. U 
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Clash 

Cnnt inucd fnrn1 page 5 
around the po litical arena. And I want 10 
mainly focus on the cultural arena in this 
interview. I just would point out, though, 
around some of what you're raising, I 
guess people really need to check out 
these things through newspapers and 
books and other sources that they rely on 
for political consciousness. And my own 
per anal opinion about Gary Hart is sort 
of - you said is Mondale any different 
from Reagan? I guess my view is: is Hart 
any different from any of the electoral 
politicians, and l would say the same 
about the Labor Party in Britain. l mean, 
the question to me, that l think a lot of 
people ask. is: is it more electoral politics 
altogether? Or is there ano ther alter­
native, which would be a much more 
radical and fundamenta l and basic 
cliange? Is that necessary to prevent 
world war as well as change some of the 
things that need changing all the time? 

Again, those are some very big ques­
tions that you raised, and l think that's 
also very typical of The Clash and a very 
positive thing, while we might disagree on 
some of the particulars you raised. 

One thing I'd like to get imo ... it's 
hard for me to understand some of what 
has happened around Mick Jones. And I 
realize that as you said, some of these are 
"little things" which may mean a great 
deal to The Clash, and are hard to under­
stand for people who are not directly in­
volved in the music. But there also seem 
to be some philosophical or artistic dif­
ferences that were involved in the incident 
with Mick being fired. And I would like 
to ask a few things around that. 

I personally disagree with what you 
said about cultural imperialism. I know 
there are bands that do that, who rip off 
Black culture or culture of people of 
other nat ions and countries. The thing 
that I thought was different about The 
Clash is that you identified with the op­
pressed worldwide, and to me that makes 
a big difference when you use forms that 
are developed by other nationalities. I ' ll 
just tell you a story: I was in a record store 
one day and these two Black youth came 
in, and one of them was going to the other 
one, "Get your car outta that gear!" and 
then was telling the other one about The 
Clash. And it just sort of blew my mind 
because that was when that began to ac­
tually happen, and it seemed to me you 
were reaching a new audience. And I love 
"This Is Radio C lash," "The:, Magnifi­
cent Seven," the thing you did with 
Futura ... I don't know, these are some 
of the things that I really dug. 

So I guess my ql!estion is: what is ac­
tually going o n here in terms of form.s? 
The last thing Paul (Simenon) said when I 
interviewed him two years ago when you 
were here in Atlanta was, "Keep playing 
the reggae." And I did, and it seems that 
The Clash has decided not to . What's go­
ing on there? 
Joe Strummer: Well, I feel that I was not 
aware, really, of how little Black music is 
played on mainstream radio. I mean, 
perhaps it's always been the case that 
they've ghettoized radio stations; at least 
in the '50s it was Black stations and white 
stations. Perhaps it 's always been the 
case, but I was under the illusion that in 
'56 you could hear Jerry Lee Lewis 
followed by Chuck Berry followed by 
Little Richard, you know, records, like 
just great music. I was not aware of how 
severe the situation is. I got a lot of Top 
40 stations, l've been to a few in Califor­
nia in January, and I was amazed at how 
programmed they were: they wouldn't 
even play a Black record, and finding out 
about MTV and things that don't occur 
to you at first but that you discover. And 
that led me to thinking like, does a Police 
record take up the time that a Big Youth 
record might have been spun, or General 
Saint and Clint Eastwood. You know, 
are they occupying the space ... that's 
what mad~ me start thinking. 

And I went back to "Police and 
Thieves" and l realized that what we did 
there was strongest, really, because to me 
it's exciting, the punk guitar in the reggae 
song, it's something else again. It's not 
punk, it's not reggae, but it's something 
else. And to me that is stronger than, you 
know, I feel like on, say, songs like "Ar­
magideon Time," we were definitely, in 

our crude way I think, we were definitely 
trying to imitate a reggae band, even 
though it probably doesn ' t sound that 
reggaefied because just for the way we 
play. But in all honesty, I'm sure we were 
trying to play like a reggae band, whereas 
in "Police and Thieves," we weren't. 
And that's a lesson that I intend 10 lea rn 
because I feel it 's much stronger and 
more honorable; really, that 's what ii is, 
honor. I feel that we did get into a situa­
tion or a bit or a flavor of the month: 
here's a calypso tune, here's a Mose 
Allison tune. here's a funky tune, here 's a 
Motown tune, here's a bit ... and some-
1imes influences like 1hat are great but if 
you've got no base to operate from, then 
you're rootless. It isn' t a direc1ion, it's 
confusion. And I feel like we've got to 
have a direction because I find if I look at 
the Top 40s of. say, America and 
England - well, 1hat's a representation 
of the youth culture in the Western world 
today - I find ii pretty feeble. And l 'm 
wondering is ii because we have no 
culture, and I know that I used to have 
one that perhaps I've forgotten about 
what it is; and that's what we're trying to 
do, we're trying to go back, touch base, 
and find our sound, our culture. 

And in order to do that, we sort or 
decided that since we tour with guitar and 
drum, why bother to record with 
anything else? Why use anything else? If 
guitar and drum is not good enough, why 
is that the only thing we' re g"nna have at 
the Fox? You know, why do we only tour 
with guitar and drum? And that's taking 
a decision in an opposite way from the 
decision that we kind of rook in about ' 78 
where I remember we were still thinking ' 
about it. Our first album we recorded just 
like the way we were, gui1ars and drums, 
nah, in one go. And then we decided that 
you should use a recording studio with all 
its possibilities and endless choices and all 
that, you should use that to create. But l 
feel 1hat was a soft option because, you 
know, really the decision is do you make 
a record like the way you really sound or 
do you make a record overdubbing 
any1hing that you can think or and then 
try and recreate it later? l think the deci­
sion that we've taken is: let's use what 
we've got and see if the form is still alive. 
That's kind of a minimalistic thing but, 
you know, I still believe in guitar and 
drum; and the machines are the future -
the keyboard, the machines, the rhythm 
boxes - they are the future but I still feel 
1hat I don't wanna be rushed into follow­
ing that line. I only know my guitar and 
my drum; I don 't know any machine. So 
I' m still interested in creating something 
within a limitation. 
Revolution Rock: On the question of 
some of the content, or maybe a better 
word is lyrics of the songs, I'm sort of 
picking up something in the interviews, 
and I wanted to ask you directly.about it, 
that there's more of a tendency on your 
part to go toward the more direct 
statements as opposed 10 the more subtle 
statements. Now, I don't know which 
songs you wrote and which songs Mick 
wrote or who had the bigger share in 
some of the songs, but are we going to see 
in The Clash more things like "Know 
Your Rights" and "Washington Bullets" 
then we are things like "The Card 
Cheat"? 
Joe Strummer: Yeah, I think so because, 
you know, you go around and you're 
singing songs that are dealing with a real 
thing, they're trying to give some kind of 
a message or trying to create some 
debate, bringing up issues, and you go 
around with these songs and you think 
you're getting through. And then when 
you see your a4dience shouting "You 
Negro music lover" at Malcolm 
McLaren, and that 's youraudiencedoing 
that , then you begin to realize that you've 
been deluding yourself as to how much 
you were getting through . And I think it's 
really important to really know how 
much you're getting through, I mean, 
face reality, really. When I saw our au­
dience bottling off Grandmaster Flash in 
New York 1980, I realized that I have to 
really call a low percentage that we are ac­
tually getting our message through, like 
an anti racist message, you know, open­
minded kind of; I realized that this wasn't 
getting through. And to me at the time it 
was a bit of a revelation. And then I 
realized that I'd been deluding myself, 
thinking of course they're getting it. And 
that's why I've kind of been thinking, 
how clearer can you put it? I'm not really 
sure which way to go on that. I would say 
that my original answer would be yeah, 

make it clear, but then again, if it 's bor­
ing, you ain't gonna get through to 
anybody; if it 's repulsive or if it's 
preachy, you ain't gonna get through to 
anybody anyway. So there's always that 
fine high-wire act or attracting people 
and yet st ill having content. And that 's 
really the challenge of a music with a 
message, getting the balance right be­
tween those Lwo factors. 

'Cause I feel some groups, like say 
some parts of the Gang of Four or things 
like that, it's perhaps a little repelling. I 
think they wanted to reach a larger au­
dience and they eventually did; but I 
think they didn't realize that you have to . 
attract people, that nobody has the right 
to expect an audience ... you know, we 
come into Atlanta this time, and I know 
there's people out there going, " I can't 
stand the idea of watching strangers play­
ing Clash songs," like the new guys. And 
I understand that. But I don't mind going 
right back down to the bottom of the hill. 
But I still feel like, you know, l still feel a 
sense of mission. Sometimes I wonder if 
I' m going mad . I still feel a sense of mis­
sion that The Clash has to get in there and 
balance things out and stop it being a one­
horse race between one lot of nonsense 
and another lot of nonsense. 

I know that the music was so vital to me 
that it was the only reality; when I was in 
school and I heard the Rolling Stones 
play "Not Fade Away," barn, that was 
it! I must have been twelve or perhaps 
even eleven. And that was it; I couldn't 
even concentrate on teaching or lessons 
or geography or math or anything like 
that or a career or all this serious stuff 
they were trying to get you frightened 
about - that was it, the only reality for 
me was that strange feeling. And that 's 
vital, and I know that it can be vital and I 
don't hear it anymore in the modern-day 
releases. And I know it's coming back; I 
know that something out there is moving, 
and I want to do my bit to remind pe,ople 
that they ain't gonna recognize it when it 
happens; when the new thing happens, 
it's not gonna be immediately 
recognizable. Just like the pundits who 
were sort of in control of'the media in '76 
in London, like the guy who had an in­
credible Rhythm & Blues show on a Sun­
day morning, like, of all people in town, 
you thought surely he'll recognize the 
sound and the fury when he hears it. But 
to him, he couldn't. .. obviously, now I 
see how could he recognize it ; he thought 
it was a lot of yobs playing garbage - he 
didn't realize it was the most important 
thing that had happened in ten years. 
And I think a lot of people will be caught 
in the hop when it becomes vital again. 
Perhaps it will be too extreme to be 
believed but it won ' t be recognized . 
Revolution Rock: Well, a lot of what 
you're saying to me sounds like real 
familiar in terms of the frustration that 
anybody feels who doesn't like things the 
way they are, sees some of the real 
dest ructive potential in the world, wants 
to change things, whether you're in the 
artistic arena or in any other. I really 
share that frustration . I think everybody 
anywhere in the world you find yourself 
does. 

But the question I have is in looking at, 
say, your audience, particularly after you 
began to reach a very broad audience and 
not so much the more hardcore people 
who were with you from the beginning, 
are the kind of · contradictions you're 
describin·g in that audience - a low 
political awareness on the part of some 
people as opposed to a very advanced 
understanding on the part of some others 
- can you take the blame for that? In 
other words, is that because The Clash is 
doing something wrong or is that because 
of the state of things in the world? I 
mean , people overall are in a 
fairly ... this is not exactly the most 
revolutionary period. Now, we may ap­
proach that in the '80s; I think we will but 
it 's not the '60s yet, you know. It's pro­
bably going to be a lot bette~ than the ' 60s 
ever was; but it's a very contradictory and 
difficult period right now if you're 
politically aware or even beginning to 
wake up. And some of what you ' re say­
ing sounds like you're trying to take on 
too much of the burden, you know, that a 
band can't really play that kind of role, at 
least it seems to me, of politically 
educating the audience. · 

You said in an interview about four 
years ago, that I meant to bring with me 
but I don't have it, that you didn't feel a 
need to educate your audience about how 
bad America was, etcetera, because they 

already understood that somewhat; in 
fact, that 's why you felt they were coming 
to hea r The Clash. Now I really agreed 
with that and it sounds like you've gone 
through a change in how you look at that. 
Joe Strummer: Yeah. What caused me to 
wonder, really, was how can you tell 
somebody - you know, what we have 
here is a fast-food culture, okay, a conve­
nience culture. Now, what brought me to 
thinking aboul that v as how is it possible 
to communicate what a ndnconvenience 
culture is 10 people who have never ex­
perienced one? Thinking about how our 
audience has grown, I' m wondering how, 
why has it grown? Like thinking about 
" Rock The Casbah," for example: to 
most people, like say the newer, the wider 
aspects o f our audience, the more recent 
people, they just know . ~'Shquld I Go" 

.and "Rock the Casbah" and they shout 
that at you in the s treet. And that's it for 
them. And it's led me to think, to tred 
carefully, to not take it for granted that 
we mean anything else o ther than that to 
them, like a couple of good Top 4Q hits. 
And I don't want to take anything for 
granted anymore. I feel like, what I'm 
wondering is, can anything with real con­
tent be Top 40? You know, this is our 
challenge, this is what we're going to at­
tem pt to do, bu! the ones that have made 
it Top 40 aren't exactly "Washington 
Bullets" and this is something I'm gon­
na have to face head on. And that 's really 
why I ' m figuring ... I'm not going over­
board and thinking we've successfully 
achieved.anything as yet because I know 
that "Should I Go" and "Rock The 
Casbah" - I 've watched people 
mouthing the lyrics in discoteques and 
stuff - and I know like, say to "Rock 
The Casbah," r wrote the lyric on " Rock 
The Casbah" and even I'm not sure what 
it's about! I know it's a lot of 
fun ... sometimes I know what it 's 
about .. . 
Revolutionary Rock: I was. wondering 
about that! 
Joe Strummer: Yeah . But sometimes I 
don't. 
Kosmo Vinyl: I know-, I can remember 
exattly what it's about, actually. 
JoeStrummer: Yeah, but I mean in terms 
of strangers. 
Kosmo Vinyl: Yeah, but when you wrote 
it, first like writing it ... 
Joe Strummer: Yeah. 
Kosmo Vinyl: But just to interject here -
Kosmo Vinyl speaking, this is Kosmo 
Vinyl butting in here for a second to get 
my penny's worth or cent's worth - on 
the subject of what Joe was saying about 
the audience and how you were saying 
how at one point you felt the audience 
were aware and now you don't. I think 
for me the first time that I was aware, in 
fact, was pre-Combat Rock, pre our real 
major increase in audience, when ·we 
played Bond's Casino which was June '8 1 
and in fact was not very long after San­
dinista came out: We put Grandmaster 
Flash on, and he wasn't very well known 
and the audience bottled him off, and 
they were screaming racist abuse at him. 
And that was well prior to major, major 
success. And it really hit hard, you know . 
And I was walking around at the club that 
we played for a lot of nights - that was 
the first night when everything was sup­
posedly going very smoothly and before 
we got shut down~ and a big percentage 
of the audience were shouting out racist 
stuff: "We don ' t want this blah-blah­
blah disco, blah-blah-blah," do you 
know what I mean, and all the names that 
we all know. And I really went, hang on a 
minute, you know? And then I realized a 
lot of these people that we had taken for 
granted, or I had taken understood 
everything, didn't understand that bit a t 
all. And if they didn ' t understand that 
bit, how much of the rest did they under­
stand? 

And I sort of came to the conclusion at 
that point that maybe under ten percent 
of the audience really clearly understood. 
And I don't think it's something like 
where you're trying 10 get out of some­
thing; .I think it's the opposite where 
you're trying to own up. Do you know 
what I mean? You're obviously very 
politically aware, and a lot of the people 
that choose to meet us after the shows are 
because they're very interested; but don't 
forget, at X hall in the middle of 
somewhere, three and a half thousand 
people, how many of them ICnow or 
agree? I'm sure some of the people that 
come and see The Clash have come just 
because they like the music. I mean, we 

Continued on page 15 
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Clash , 

Con11nui:ll from page 14 
have prompted it, we introduced the 
slides 10 Ir} and make the images hit 
harder, to try and get that, bur I think 
from much earlier than we ever con­
sidered, there was a portion of the au­
dience that were not aware exactly what it 
was. 
Revolution Rock: My only point on the 
Bond's thing, 'cause I did read about ii, I 
wasn't there, is that given how sharp 
things were at that point - because that 
was around the time they were trying to 
shut down the whole thing - and the 
kind of attention you were a ttracting, any 
radical or progressive band that's about 
to reach a very broad audience, I always 
feel that the powers that be really sort of 
zero in at that point. And I mean, you 
said ten percent; obviously, some of the 
people in the audience were opposed to 
that racism; some people maybe went 
along with it. But my question is, was 
some of that actually instigated? I mean, 
I don't think that's out of the quesiton. 
Joe Strummer: Yeah, good point. 
Revolution Rock: Because of manipula­
ti11g some backward tendencies in the au­
dience - but to what extent are some of 
those things staged? And I realize when 
you say that, people say, " Oh, that's 
paranoia," but at that t ime, I know The 
Clash was going from a band with a 
relatively small and committed audience 
to rea lly breaking out into a very innuen­
tial force in the music world, not just in 
America but internationally. So, I'm just 
pointing that out 'cause I think you sort 
of got to consider the possibility that .. . 
Kosmo Vinyl: Yeah, I wouldn't say ten 
percent of the audience, you know, is not 
racist; I meant ten percent if you're going 
to take the overall viewpoint , is what I 
meant, not that ninety percent of the peo­
ple who come to see us don't like Black 
people. 
Revolution Rock: Right. 
Kosmo Vinyl: You know what I mean? 
That's mainly o lder people that don '1 like 
Black people; nowadays, most people are 
gelling on pretty good. 
Revolution Rock: Also, the music that 
Grandmaster Flash · wa~ doing at that 
rime was nor so known among the white 
youth a nd the punk scene. And I know 
" Revolution Rock," when we started out 
two years ago, it was mostly punk and 
reggae; and then in the last year we've 
been playing · more and more rap and 
funk and it 's great, 'cause there's like 
another form that people associate with 
rebelliousness, after " The Message" and 
" New York, New York" and that sort of 
thing. But at the time that you played 
Bond 's, that was new and a lot of people 
did th ink it was just disco, which it really 
wasn ' t, even though it used the ... 
Joe Strummer: Yeah, sure, yeah. 
Revolution Rock: Bur, I' m just pointing 
out you have 10 look at a lot of angles at 
an incident like that. Bur I guess the main 
thing that I.would disagree with is to what 
extent can a musical group politically 
raise the consciousness of their audience? 
I tend to see it more the way you put it 
four years ago, you know, that people 
l ike The Clash because they express the 
more advanced ideas and they seek out 
groups iike that; they want to hear it and, 
of course, when you do something like 
"Rock The Casbah," you're going to 
reach an even broader audience - in 
other words, you're gonna reach people 
who only know "Should I Stay Or 
Should I Go" and "Rock The Casbah"; 
but I don't see anything wrong with that. 
In other words ... 
Kosmo Vinyl: Oh, no. 
Revolution Rock: You create music for 
some of them but then you always have 
the other people who sort of know on 
another level what you're doing. 
Joe Strummer. Yeah. 
Revolution Rock: But it seems to me if 
you try for The Clash to become sort of a 
tool to politically educate, I don '1 know, I 
have real problems with that. And I don't. 
panicularly like that song "Washington 
Bullets." 
Joe Strummer: (laughs) 
Revolution Rock: I mean I agree with 
where you're coming from , some of 
where you're coming from - J would 
even disagree with some of the politics in 
it - but really - like " Straight To Hell" 
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to me is a great song, 'cause it 's art. 
"Washington Bullets" sounds like more 
whal people call agitprop. And you've 
been getting 1ha1 criticism ever since you 
started out, and you never were that kind 
of band; you never were an agitprop band 
except for a few songs here and there. But 
you got the criticism anyway. I personally 
would rather see a lot more "Straight To 
Hell"s and "Card Cheat"s - that's just 
my personal opinion - than some of the 
more oven . .. 
Kosmo Vinyl: I think it's the music first , 
though, I think that's the main thing. I 
think it's the music first. I think.it always 
has been. And it always . _. 
Revolution Rock: Right. Well, it's music. 
It's music. 
Kosmo Vinyl: Ir always will be. I think 
it's people - we're people interested in 
music and then gol interested in trying to 
make it purposeful. I don't think we were 
interested in, you know, had some pur­
pose before we were in1eres1ed in music. 
Revolution Rock: Well, the reason J 
brought it up, though, was .because I' m 
gelling from the interviews a shifl there, 
and I was wondering if maybe you were 
actually reversing that, and more . .. 
Joe St rummer: No, I've always known 
it's the music first , but what's constantly 
on your mind is how right-wing every­
thing has become. Like in Britain, every 
newspaper is just an incredible right-wing 
chic, you know, it's unbelievable; there's 
only a couple of newspapers that give you 
the facts and the rest of it is just incredible 
propaganda. And the nearer the world 
goes to nuclear war, the less time -
you're just aware of the less time you've 
go1. You know, tome "Straight To Hell" 
is a great song and also a very political 
one. You know, I think that's the kind of 
thing that we can do best. I definitely 
would agree with you that that's the good 
scene. But we do like to play the fun 
songs, too. I always enjoy singing 
"Brand New Cadillac" and that to me 
means, let 's dance, you know, as well as 
let's think. 
Revolution Rock: Well, there's no con­
tradiction. 
Joe Strummer1 No. 
Revolution Rock: People who dance 
think and vice versa. 

What about this question of love 
songs? 'Cause some people think that all 
love songs are no good; I mean, this is 
more of a trend among people who are 
more radical politically and like that kind 

of music. But we did a wh·ole show on 
"Revolution Rock" of all "rebel love 
songs" and I'd like to see The Clash do 
some more along those lines. You did 
"Lovers Rock" and a few other things 
but I don't see why you can't apply, you 
know, a high political understanding 10 
women 's oppression and relations be­
tween men and women and the family 
and that sort of thing, in a love song. I 
mean, I would mention The English Beat 
because I think they've done that well 
when they were together. But I just 
wondered, I know you've written a song 
called "Sex Mad War," around por­
nography, but I would like to see some 
songs in that direction: love songs, but 
from the same outlook of challenging the 
way things are. 
Joe St rummer: Yeah, "Sex Mad War" is 
really about that there is something 
wrong between men and women, and we 
got to find out what it is, rather than ig-

. noring it. Because in Britain they repress 
everything; everything is repressed; it's 
like a national hobby, and I feet it 's 
creating some sickness, you know, in the 
national psyche. And, yeah, I would hate 
to put any subject out of bounds; I think 
you can write a song about anything, and 
who knows what we'll come to write 
about? I would hate to lay down too 
many limitations or guidelines. But I've 
never written very many love songs. I 
don't know why that is; sometimes I 
wonder about it . I can't think why. 
Revolution Rock: Well, I know The 
Clash have a number of other things that 
they have to do, and I want to thank you 
for talking to WRFG and "Revolution 
Rock" and I'm looking forward to the 
music - that's the main thing - the 
music tomorrow night at the Fox. If you 
have any last words for our listening au­
dience . .. 
Joe Strummer: Yeah, we decided that we 
should really work with what we got, and 
what we're trying to do is to see if there is 
life after drugs. This is our project for the 
year of '84. We have a lot of fun, okay? 
And nobody in this group takes any drug 
at all, and we have a lot of fun; and I'm 
wondering how is it possible to · com­
municate 10 a long-time drug culture that 
there is life beyond drugs. · It's very dif­
ficult for people who are on drugs to 
understand that. I've smoked my fair 
share of pot, and I don't really think that 
it gels you anywhere in particular. You 
know, I felt it was quite a waste of time. 

and I'd like to save people that time and 
erforl of checking OU! tha t scene. But a t 
the same time, we don 't want to come on 
like the Pilgrim fathers. But we really 
believe that drugs have had their day and 
didn't coine to anything, that the drug 
culture was started by supposedly being 
revolutionary, like break the law, have a 
whiff of this. Nowadays we're trying to 
carry the message that that thinking 
doesn't work anymore, that they're not 
revolutionary because, say, up on Capitol 
Hill, they'll be doing it in the men's room, 
you know, your grandfather does it. It 's 
no longer youthful or revo lutionary, and 
'we 'd like some help on this. We'd li ke to 
get people to give it a whirl, see if there is 
life beyond drugs. · 
Revolution Rock: Tha nks again, and 
hopefully you 'II be back in Atlanta 
before two years . .I do wa nt 10 ask you, 
though, when will we have some new 
Clash music on record? 
Joe Strummer: Yeah , I'd say we've got 
quire a long tour of America by embark­
ing on 44 more dates. And so after that , 
we're gonna think about making a 
record. But the reason we haven't made it 
yet is because we're not ready to make a 
record; we're a new group, really, star­
ting over; I want some common ex­
periences for us to share, to get in the fir­
ing line a bit and depend upon each other, 
become a real unit, you know. We didn't 
want to rush into anything; we wanted to 
build something that was worthwhile that 
would stand the strain and so we're look­
ing at the summer' 10 do some recording 
and hopefully get it our by the fall . · 
Revolution Rock: Well, I'm sure we'll be 
playing it on "Revolution Rock" and 
WRFG. 
Joe Strum mer: What do you use for your 
title music? 
Revolution Rock: What do you mean? 
Joe Strummer: Your theme tune that ypu 
start the show. 
Revolution Rock: I use "Revolution 
Rock" from London Calling. 
JoeStrummer: Yeah. Good. I hope so. Cl 
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The Revolutionary Worker calls for 
a speclal effort to bulld support for 
the Revolutionary lnternatlonallst 

Movement so that this 
. new movement may launch Its 

historic work In the most 
powerful way possible. 

We call for: 

• Broad circulation of the Declaration of the· 
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement. 
Readers are especially encouraged to. put the 
Declaration in the hands of proletarians and 
others from countries around the world ·and to 
send it to their friends, relatives and contacts 
interna~ionally. 

• Correspondence, statements and messages bf 
support for the Revolutionary Internationalist 
Movement. (These can be sent via the RW, Box 
3486, Merchandise Mart, Chicago, JL 60654J 

• Full support for the launchrng of a 
worldWide fund drive called. for by 
the Revolutionary Internationalist 
Movement by pledging and · 
gathering funds. 
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