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From one end of Iran to another, the
crackle of gunfire is being heard and
bursts of machine-gun fire are splitting
the air. Revolutionary slogans on the
walls of working class neighborhoods—
"Death to the IRP, Death to Im
perialism!"—are being taken up as battle
cries by hundreds of thousands of peo
ple whose haired for the reactionary
tyrants of the ruling Islamic Republic
Party (IRP) is boiling over into armed
resistance and struggle.

Fascist gangs of Hesbollahi and
Pasdaran (so-called "revolutionary"
guards) have in recent days stepped up
their campaign of bloody suppression
of the masses and Iran's revolutionary
forces—staging nationally coordinated,
around-the-clock raids of houses of
known communists and Mojahadeen,
executing hundreds of revolutionaries
on the spot, and attacking the masses in
the streets, knifing and disemboweling
people of allagesinanaitcmpttolenorize
them into submission. In scores of cities
and towns, spontaneous demonstra
tions among the outraged masses have
grown from hundreds to tens of
thousands in the space of a few hours,
and have just as quickly developed into
armed clashes.
Things in Iran are rapidly developing

toward a revolutionary crisis; the reac
tionary Islamic rulers' authority over
the masses is daily weakening and their
own forces are fractured and faction-
ridden. In this spreading political chaos
and popular rebellion, many of the top
leaders (and henchmen) of the ruling
Islamic Republic Parly have lasted
some of their own medicine. In separate
incidents, Khomeini's chief military
aide, Hojiiolislam Khameini was
wounded by a bomb; the head warden
at Tehran's notorious Evin Prison

(where "official" public executions of
more than 70 revolutionaries have been

carried out to date) was assassinated;
and at the IRP's headquarters in south
Tehran last Sunday, 12 of the top IRP
government leaders, including Supreme
Court head Ayatollah Belieshti and 27
members of Parliament, were killed
and buried in rubble after a powerful ex
plosion.
The Iranian government did its best

to hype up their funeral march by declar
ing a two day holiday, even burying them
in Tehran's "martyr's cemetary"

alongside tens of thousands of revolu
tionaries who died fighting against the
fascist Shah and his U.S. masters dur
ing the 1977-79 revolution. However,
there are millions of people in Iran to
day who are shedding no tears for
Beheshii and these other reactionary
dogs. How could they, when the word
has spread widely of the brutal execu
tion of twelve girls aged 12-18 and all
supporters of the Mojahadeen, after
they took pan in a street demonstration
against the IRP last week. When their
"judge," one Ayatollah Gilani, asked

ilsraeli Electioni

(hem their names, the girls replied,
"Mujahed" (Crusader), and to the
question "child of?" each replied,
"The People of Irani" After Gilani had
them photographed to "establish their
identity" he turned them over to an
Islamic firing squad. Or take the four
student supporters of the Mojahadeen
who attcmpted'io fly back to Iran from
West Germany last week; they were ar
rested and immediately executed as they
got off the plane. The charge: "Taking
part in activities against the Islamic
Republic abroad."

Continued on page 20

Zionist Snakes

Choking On Own Venom
July 2—The inconclusive results of the
recent elections in Israel show the likeli
hood of continuing and growing politi
cal turmoil in the Zionist state, at a time
when Israel's role as the "lead pipe
cinch" of U.S. imperialist military and
diplomatic maneuvering in the Middle
East is more critical than ever.
The protracted election struggle is the

most violent and bitterly coniesied since
the Zionis't state was called into being
with the collaboration of U.S. and
Western imperialism in 1948. The
stakes for the U.S. in the election were
especially high. This accounts not only
for the remarkably intense publicity ac
corded the race in the U.S. media, but

for- the fact that direct U.S. involve

ment in orchestrating the election itself
was more blatant than ever. Whatever
the outcome, the U.S. wants the firmest
control of the show ever. The cam
paigns of both principals—Prime
Minister Menachcm Begin, head of the
Likud Party, and Shimon Peres, leader
of the Labor Alignment—were run by
top New York media consultants right
down ici the la.st bumper sticker. The
campaigh was punctuated first by the
so.-cailed "Syrian missile crisis" and
then by ihe Israeli jet strike at Iraq's
nuclear facilities.
When Prime Minister Begin was forc

ed to call for new elections early this

year, most U.S. commentators pre
dicted a landslide victory for Shimon
Peres and the Labor Alignment. Until
the victory of Begin's Likud bloc in
1977, the Labor party had occupied Ihc
dominant position in every Israeli
government since 1948. Its leading
members have extensive experience as
collaborators with U.S. and Western

imperialism, and the connections to
match. Peres served in Israel's first
government, under Prime Minister
David Ben-Gurion, as Director-General
of the Ministry of Defense. It was Peres
who cemented Israel's special relation
ship with France, which in the 1950s

Continued on page IS
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Men Now, Women Later

ss

Supreme Court
Upholds
Sweeping

Powers" to

Raise an Army
On June 25, the Suprem; Court

upheld the current men-only draft
registration law by a 6 to 3 majority
amidst cries of outrage and mock
oiiirairc I'loin vatioas qiianm. iiKludtDy
ilif boiiitiauhic iiNcir, ill llic sup
posed rejection of the "equal rights" of
women to be press-ganged into serving
as cannonfodder in defense of America.

The decision also dashed the hopes of
the anii-drafi activists who filed the suit
against the government hoping to trip
the government up in its draft registra
tion plans on the basis that the male-
only draft was unconstitutional because
it discriminated against women.
I'crliapv ihis higli coun decision will
persuade at least some of those who
believed this reformist ruse to cast away
Illusions about the nature of im
perialism. The Supreme Court in its
decision voiced by Justice William
Rehnquisi was straight and to the point:
"The case arises in the context of Con

gress' authority over national defense
and military affairs, and perhaps in no
other area has the Court accorded Con

gress greater deference. In rejecting the
registration of women. Congress ex
plicitly relied upon its constitutional
powers.. .As the Court noted in con
sidering a chaUenge to the selective ser
vice laws, 'The cou.siiiiiiional power of
Ciingrc'SN III raise and support armies
and lo make all laws necessary and pro
per ill ihai end is broad and sweeping.'"
Case closed! The decision made clear
that the Court was not against the draft
of women should Congress deem it
necessary, only lliat ii was up lo ilieni lo
raise an army as they wished.

This open declaration of intent by the
bourgeoisie should not be overlooked.
They intend to raise an army, very like
ly with targe numbers of women in it at
the appropriate time, and that's that.

Meanwitile, however, they are playing
various kinds of ruses around the ques
tion of the drafting of women precisely
to create public opinion for this and
their war preparations generally. And
they arc trying to suck as many people
as they can into these ploys. This suit
was supported by forces like Eleanor
Smeal of the National Organization for
Women who are on a campaign to pro
ve that women are just as capable of
loyally defending America as men are.
Slie expressed her concern that the deci
sion would ̂ ve the impression that "no
woman is capable of defending the
country—and we know that's untrue."
She was joined by the New York Times
who in an editorial titled "The

Women's Draft Can't Be Deferred"
stated, "Equal exposure to military ser
vice is surely a symbol of sexual equali
ty, and it is more than (hat. It is a
doubling of the Pentagon's potential
personnel assets, a fresh source of na
tional strength That only men
should interrupt their careers to honor
an obligation to society is not a doctrine
that will stand much longer in
American society... And if there are to
be workable plans for a draft...they
had better recognize that Americans in
creasingly expect imaginative use of the
entire pool of men and women." Clear
ly what we have here is simply a cheap
attempt to paint fighting and dying in
the service of U.S. imperialism as the
highest and most necessary reaii/aiioii of

the fight for the equality of women. It
is, of course, never mentioned here that
the bourgeoisie has no intention of do
ing anything other than dramatically

• stepping up its all around oppression of
women whether or not they arc fighting
in their army.
At the same time and for the same

purposes the bourgeoisie comes at it
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from another angle for a different au
dience than Eleanor Smeal and the

New York Times. They have their
Phyllis Schlafly's running around pro
moting the line that a woman's place is
at home chained to the bedpost and the
stove. Schlafiy argued before the
Supreme Court that a woman's role in
••dofeiiding I he country" was lodiiiil'iilly
tend the house raising a new generation
of cannonfodder while her husband was

out defending the country in other
ways. Thus the bourgeoisie has covered
all the reactionary bases here with the
single-minded intention of recruiting ail
the able-bodied it can for Us military. In
fact women are already being drawn in
to the armed forces through the enlist
ment set-up. They are already even be
ing trained for combat though they are
not yet allowed to be at the front except
in so-called non-combat roles such as
medics, etc. As the New York Tj/wer ad
mits, "The armed forces do not shrink
from assigning women to a vast array
of military jobs, including quite hazar
dous ones."
So, basically the actual registration

411" women is not a necessiiy right now,
while preparations for drafting them in
the future are being made including in
the public opinion sphere. In fact, as
the Supreme Court decision reflects,
many among the bourgeoisie fee! that it
is better, given the widespread opposi
tion to the draft generally, to wait till
later to conscript women.
As Rehnquist pointed out, "Con

gress did not act 'unthinkingly' or
'refiexively and not for any considered
reason.' The question of registering
women for the draft not only received
considerable national attention and was
the subject of wide-ranging public
debate, but also was extensively con
sidered by Congress in hearings, floor
debate and in committee." In fact, the
whole idea of draft registration has
been a "subject of wide-ranging
•debate" including in the streets and
cainpuses all over the country, and it
was exactly to try and minimize this
outpouring of protest that Congress
decided to exclude women temporarily
from registration. Real fears were ex
pressed that their inclusion would help
to create such a movement against the
draft as lo be counter-productive to the
goal of gearing up for the war effort—a
crucial part of which is building up the
imperialist armed forces.
Thus, a spokesman for the Defense

Department, which had previously
argued for including women in registra
tion because it needed a larger pool of
personnel, expressed relief at the
Supreme Court decision "that there will
be no disruption of the current Selective
Service System." Some anti-draft
forces have stated that Selective Service
officials had been eagerly anticipating
the decision, planning to begin prosecu
tion of at least some of the more than
500,000 men(according to the LA.
Times) who have refused to register.
Furthermore, as the New York Times
so succinctly pointed out, "it (the deci
sion—RIF) allows policy makers in

Congress and the White House to con
sider the possibility of revising the draft
free of the prospect that the Constitu
tion might require the inclusion of
women."

As to what the "Constitution might
require"—well, this has always been a
question of the political necessities of
the bourgeoisie at any given time. Ob
viously, those who had hoped thai the
"discrimination against men" argu
ment would work did not understand

this. They also apparently didn't
understand the very basis of the Con
stitution—but Judge Rehnquist was
more than willing to explain it for them.
"The Constitution requires that Con
gress treat similarly situated persons
similarly, not that it engage in gestures
of superficial equality."
Ah yes, here we have the essence of

jurisprudence. The masses of women,
for example, being "similarly
situated," must be treated

siiniiarly—that is, they must be subject
to every form of degradation and op
pression from child pornography to
Marie Osmond lawi against sexual in
tercourse, from forced sterilization to
forced childbearing (as in the Court's
recent abortion ruling), from
discrimination in work and pay to cons
tant reminders that their "place is in the
home," as well as the more general
miseries of life under unperialism. The
masses of Black people, for another ex
ample, are also "similarly situated" in
ghettos and other segregated neighbor
hoods, and they too must be treated
similarly—police murder, destruction
of their culture, rat-infested, over
crowded housing, etc. On the other
hand, those who are "similarly
situated" in the upper reaches of Bever
ly Hills must also be treated similarly in
accordance with their similar situation.
Now, if you arc to entertain any funny
notions that the oppressed should be
treated similarly with those who op
press them, then you would be going in
for one of those '-'gestures of superficial
equality" and it would be clearly im-
constiiuiional.

Judge Rehnquist used this homely
adage of "situated similarly" to argue
that current policies excluding women
from combat are OK. Of course, it will
also be OK when the imperialists are
forced to change those policies—and in
clude women in combat. After all, then
they will be "similarly situated" with
men—right on the "integrated bat
tlefield," with its combined inundation
of nuclear, chemical and conventional
weapons all dropping on the "integrat
ed troops." But on the other hand,
those troops will in no way be "situated
similarly" with either the generals or
the rest of the bourgeoisie that they
serve, who will rather be situated in air
condilioncd. underground shelters, and
therefore "constitutionally protected."
As ever, in military as well as civilian
life, we can't have any "gestures of
superficial equality" obstructing the
fundamental precepts of U.S. im
perialism.
We must thank the Court for its ex

cellent exercise in the splendid logic of
bourgeois democracy here. They have
graciously provided superb material for
exposing the essence of "equality
under the law" for the masses of people
under U.S. imperialism. That their own
imperialist logic cannot be used to
defeat them is graphically evidenced by
this entire Supreme Court decision and
ail the political moves by the
bourgeoisie around the question of
women and the draft. For the masses of
"similarly situated", people the way
forward continues to be to oppose all of
the imperialists' war preparations in
cluding the draft at this time. However,
there should be no illusions as to the im
perialists' intentions and ability to ac
tually raise their army including even-
lually through the draft, very likely in
cluding women. In thai case, boih men
and women alike musi work to seize
the time when the time is ripe to use all
the military training and arms that the
imperialists have been forced to give
them for the opposite purpose than they
were intended for. That is to strike the
imperiali.st system itself down. At that
time, the ruling class will rue the day
that they were forced to drag women in
to their armed forces and put guns in
their hands.
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On June 23, newly elected French
Presidem Francois Mitierand offered
four cabinet posts to the French (revi
sionist) Communist Party. When U.S.
Vice President George Bush went to
meet Miiterand a week later, there was
a French CP minister sitting right next
to him in-the place of honor. Why, the
reader might ask, is the U.S. ruling
class taking this so calmly? Why did
Bush, who had just recently jetted
around Europe to explain to the U.S.'s
allies why they had to support U.S.
mass murder in El Salvador to keep CP
members out of the government there,
merely murmur that the inclusion of
similar forces in France was "bound ib

cause concern"?

Mitierand's new "Sociaiisi" govern
ment now includes four representatives
of what has been one of the most open
ly pro-Soviet parlies in Western
Europe. Although it is true that they are
only four out of 44 ministers in ail, this
is misleading, because several of these
jobs are pretty juicy. Charles Fiterman,
deputy to French CP head Georges
Marchais, is now Minister of
Transport, which makes him not only
head of the nationalized trains, planes,
shipping, etc., but also formally
(although not really) the number three
man in the government. The other ap
pointments are Jack Ralite, former
theater and movie critic for the French
CP daily L'Humaniii, as Minister of
Health; Marcel Rigoui as Minister of
Vocational Training; and Anicet Le
Pors, Minister of Administrative
Reform. All this does not amount to a
decisive hand in the government or
anything like that. But neither does it
amount to the "nothing" that many
U.S. press commentators have tried to
make of it.

The main point here is that the
French CP entered into thi.s government
from a position of weakness, not
strength, and that their inclusion is part
of the French bourgeoisie's offensive
against the French CP and not prin
cipally a concession to it.

Mittcrand and his Socialist Party

Mitierand's

Nutcracker

and the

French CP
took away even more votes from their
"allies" in the French CP than from the
other parlies in the recent rounds at the
polls. In the presidential elections, the
CP was reduced to less than Idtl'a of the
vote, as large numbers of former sup
porters (and even many members) voted
for Mitierand. Then, in the subsequent
elections for the National Assembly,
the CP lost almost half of its seats (fall
ing from 86 to 44) while Mitterand's
Socialists won control by boosting their
seats from 117 to 285. It is this un

precedented weakening of the French
CP in the context of a tremendous ad
vance in support for the "left" overall
that gives the entrance of the CP into
the government a very different mean
ing than it might have in other cir
cumstances.

"There in a nutcracker," was the
way one Mitierand aid reportedly
described the way the CP is "caught"
in the government without being in a
position to have a decisive influence on
it. The CP could not refuse the offer
without suffering even more erosion
and worse, especially in the heady "uni
ty of the left" climate created by Mit
terand's victory. But surely CP head
Marchais is not unaware that by offer
ing the CP these ministries, the
bourgeoisie and its man Mitierand, has
come to bury the CP, not to praise it.
For one, in return for entering the

government, the CP agreed to a two-
year minimum of "absolute solidarity"

with Miiterand and his government.
This agreement to support the govern
ment includes a pledge of "solidarity on
the enterprise level," which means that
the CP is supposed to use its control of
one of the two main union federations
and its strength among the workers in
basic industry tp support all govern
ment decisions and policies. It should
be realized that much of France's basic
industry is government-owned; for in
stance, the steel industry, where there
have been important strikes and plant
occupations and other struggles against
layoffs and shutdowns during the reign
of Giscard D'Estaing, Mitterand's
predece.ssor. The only hope Mitierand

"has of achieving "social peace" on the
part of the working class is the coopera
tion of the CP and, supposedly, that's
what he's bought with the four
ministries.

More important than the CP's pre
sent ability to affect various sections of
the masses is the effect entering the
government will have on the CP itself.
Joining the employer is not a good, way
ro become more popular with the
employees. Being a part of the govern
ment and thus bound to support it, in
stead of enjoying the position of being
more or less if* the opposition will sure
ly present some problems to the CP
which could lead to more losses. At

least this is the Socialists' hope.
There is also the hope of buying and
splitting off some CP elements and en

couraging divisions within the party.
Success in this gambit would be an
achievement of long-term significance.
It would be a major step in improving
France's ability to drag the French
masses into a world war.
Of course, the French CP has not at

all lagged in its promotion of patriotism
and the other necessary accouiremeius
to imperialism—"Marchais stands for
France, Giscard stands for decadence"
was a recent CP slogan. But the'French
CP's very real imperialist patriotism,
which arises from its designs on becom
ing an imperialist bourgeoisie, or part
of one, is tied to their pro-Soviet stand,
since the only way a big place can be
cleared in French capitalism for these
would-be bourgeois is on the basis of
the power of the Soviet alliance. This is
objectively true despite the question of
how much these revisionists publicly
praise or condemn the USSR. Therein

lies the main present difference between
Mitterand's Socialists and the French
CP—and therein lies • the French

bourgeoisie's necessity to continue and
step-up their attack on the CP, even
though by "peaceful" means, while at
the same lime they are working to
"paint French imperialism pink" (as we
said in No. 107) with Mitterand's
election.
U.S. columnist Joseph Kraft remark

ed that "The Mitierand bet makes good
sense." Good because the French

bourgeoisie seems to be in a position to
get away with it, but a gamble nonethe
less. The "joint agreement" signed by
the Socialists and CP exemplifies both
aspects of this. The U.S. press has
labeled this, joint agreement a complete
capitulation by Marchais, because this
man who orice was considered a
bulwark against the kind of anti-Soviet
declarations that have become fashion
able in the Italian and other European
revisionist CPs has been forced to sign a

Continued on page 19
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Mao Officially Attacked in China Party Meeting

Revisionist Hua
China's revisionisi Communisi Party

held the 6ih Plenary session of its I ith
Central Committee from June 27 to 29
and two major decisions were announc
ed: the publication of the "Resolution
on Certain Questions in the History of
Our Party," including the long-awaited
official summation of Mao, and the
dismissal of Hua Guofeng as party
chairman, to be replaced by Deng
Xiaoping's right-hand man, Hu
Yaobang.
The headline' in the Chicago Sun-

Times read, "China Finally Closes
Mao's Red Book" (you can almost hear
the imperialists heave a big sigh of
relief—"Finally!"). Actually, the Red
Book of Quotations by Chairman Mao
has not only been closed by the revi
sionists for some time, it has in effect
been banned. Of course here the Sun-
Times is referring to the "Red Book" in
the sense of Mao's line, which has also

been banned. But the new historical
document does indeed represent an end
to a certain phase in the revisionists' at
tack on Mao, with its official-stamp of
approval from the Centra) Committee.
The historical document and espe

cially the evaluation of Mao has been
reported to have been under prepara
tion for more than a year, and in fact it
ha.s been at the center of contradictions

between different forces within the revi

sionist camp. Deng's forces originally
hoped that the trial of the Four would
create a favorable turf for quickly car
rying out the Central Committee
meeting to push through the evaluation.
Settling the question of Mao will be
central to pushing forward capitalist
restoration in the economy as well as
carrying out an organizational purge in
all levels of the party of forces opposed
to Deng.
However, one of the effects of

Chiang Ching's and Chang Chun-
chiao's firm stand in defending Mao
and making a close link between their
actions and Mao's line was to heat up
the contradictions within the revisionisi
camp between the Deng forces and
those who are opposed id the speed and
openness with which Deng is attacking
Mao. These falter forces are made up,
in substantial part of those who, while
belonging politically to the right, were
able to move up or maintain their posi
tion during the Cultural Revolution by
going along with the mass movement to
a certain extent. They therefore had a
certain stake in at least slowing down
the pace of criticism of Mao and the
Cultural Revolution. Although they
despise Chiang Ching and Chang Chun-
chiao, these forces fought to prevent the
immediate executions of these two
revolutionaries, since they had made
the link between themselves and Mao so
clear. This struggle between the oppos
ing forces among the revisionists gives
the reason behind the long dely in hold
ing the 6th Plenum, first scheduled for
earlier this year, and the delay in finaliz
ing their summation of_Maq„
There will be more analysis of the

resolution and party history and sum
mation of Mao in the RW'm the future.
as the full text and surrounding'
developments become available. But
even from the excerpts already publish
ed, it is clear that the document goes
further than ever before in attacking
Mao, and there is not much that can be
considered "concessions" on Deng's
part. Even the "concessions" are
quickly swept away with further at
tacks. For example, in discussing the
period of the Great Leap Forward (in
the late 1950s) the document says, "Al
though Comrade Mao must be held
chiefly responsible, we cannot lay the
blame on him alone for all-the years."
But immediately following this is the
claim that. "During this period, his
theoretical and tactical mistakes con-,
cerning clas.s siuggle in a socialist socie
ty became increasingly serious, his per
sonal arbitrariness gradually undermin
ed democratic centralism and party life
and the personality cult grew graver and
graver."
Not surprisingly, the most virulent

Revisionlsc
attacks come around Mao's role in the

Cultural Revolution. The documents
for the first time officially pin., the
"blame" for the Cultural Revotuiion
directly on Mao; "The Cultural
Revolution, which lasted from May
1966 to October 1976, was responsible
for the most severe setbacks and serious

losses suffered by the party, the state
and the people since the founding of the
People's Republic.. .Chief responsibi
lity for the grave left error of the
Cultural Revolution, an error compre
hensive in magnitude and protracted in
duration, does indeed lie with Comrade

Mao Tseiung." The document rehashes
the revisionists' silly argument about
Mao violating his own Thought (while
they, of course, "creatively" developed
it): "These erroneous left theses (about
continuing the revolution under the dic
tatorship of the proletariat—RW) upon
which Comrade Mao Tsetung based
himself in initiating the Cultural Revo
lution, were obviously inconsistent with
the system .of "Mao Tsetung
Thought.. .These theses must be .slowly
distinguished from Mao Tseiung
Thought." Mao is also charged with the
responsibility for putting Lin Biao and
Chiang Ching in imponani positions.
The historical document, however,

does more than attack Mao. It pushes
Deng Xiaoping to the fore, and pushes
him as a man who steadfastly stuck to
the correct line even while Mao was go
ing wild with the Cultural Revolution.
In 1975, according to the document,
Deng look charge of the day-to-day
work of the Central Committee "with
the support of Comrade Mao
Tsetung," and lo and behold, "The sit
uation took an obvious turn for the bet
ter." But Mao, who supposedly endors
ed Deng, "could not bear to accept sys
tematic correction of errors of the Cul
tural Revolution by Comrade Deng and
countered the right-deviaiionisi trend to
reverse correct verdicts, once again
plunging the nation into turmoil."
Then referring to the 1975 Tien An Men
riot, a counter-revolutionary incident
against Mao and the Four instigated by
the revisionists to prepare ground for
seizing power, the document states thai
"The movement was a demonstration

of the support for the parly's correct
leadership as represented by Comrade
Deng Xiaoping."

While the revisionists have already
gone very far in open criticism of Mao
with this document and will continue to
push for even more, they are trying to
avoid negating Mao's name, especially
his role in the democratic stage of the
revolution. No matter how much the
revisionists may try to rewrite history
(judging from their new document they
should be given an award for "creative
historical writing"), they cannot erase
the ('act that Mao is inextricably bound
up with the legitimacy and prestige of
the Communisi Party. According to the
New York Times, even Hu Yaobang,
well-known for his vicious attacks on
Mao, described Mao as "the greatest
national hero in Chinese history" in his
first speech as party chairman. For the
same reason, they must continue to
uphold in name Mao Tseiung Thought
even as they have carved out its revolu
tionary content, especially the
developments in Mao's thinking in his
later years.

Aciually. upholding Mao during the
years of the democratic revolution of
liberation from feudalism and im
perialism and condemning him during
the years of the deepening of the
socialist revolution, as this revisionist
document does, is an exposure of it's
authors and endorsers. They are further
revealed as bourgeois democrats, who
supported aspects of the revolution that
liberated China from feudalism and
from foreign imperialism, but could not
support the thoroughgoing socialist
revolution, and increasingly became its

main domestic targets.

Hua's Severe Scolding

The fact that not much compromise
for those forces who urge caution in
criticizing Mao was involved in this
document is shown by the extremely
severe summation of Hua Guofeng.
Hua, of course, is the most visible exam
ple of those who, while being in the
revisionist camp, actually benefited
from the Cultural Revolution by stepp
ing into the shoes of high officials who
had been knocked down by the masses.
The document stales flat out that, "ob
viously, under his leadership it is im
possible 10 correct left errors within the
party, all the more impo.ssibic lo restore
the party's fine traditions."

Hua's dismissal, which was announc

ed one day before the historical docu
ment was made public, came as no sur
prise. Already at a meeting of the Na-
iwnal People's Congress last
September, Hua had been stripped of
his post a.s premier, and bets were being
laid on just how long he would last as
party chairman. Speculation increased
around the time of the trial of the Four
when Hua disappeared completely from
the public eye for almost 2 months.
Some rumors even had it that Hua had

been placed under house arrest. The
revisionists now confirm thai Hua in

fact had "offered to resign" at a polit-
buro meeting last November. Since then
he has been an outcast, obviously shun
ned by the other revisionisi heavies.
Deng and Hu reportedly stayed away
from a May Day cultural performance
where Hua was the ranking guest. And
on the list of names for the funeral
committee for Sun Yai-sen's widow

Soong Ching-ling who died in late May,
Hua's jiame was unceremoniously
dumped toward the end among other
mediocre officials.
Quite frankly, the rather humiliaiing

treatment Hua has been receiving does
not do justice to the indispensable role
he played for the revisionists as a
whole, in the preparation and the actual
carrying out of the coup as well as in the
efforts consolidating their rule follow
ing the coup. A brief overview of Hua's
recent history will serve to verify his
unique contributions to the revisionists'
cause.

Kicked down from the Hunan Secre
tariat in 1966 after being attacked as a
"royalist," Hua was one of those that
were knocked down early in the
Cultural Revolution but came back
rather quickly. Since those like Hua
were promoted to higher positions in a
certain sense at the expense of people
like Deng, they had a certain stake in
going along and defending aspects of
the Cultural Revolution, although fun
damentally (hey were with the revi
sionists in their political outlook.
By the early '70s Hua was working in

Peking directly under that patriarch of
the revisionists, Zhou Enlai. By J975,
Deng Xiaoping had been rehabilitated
at the insistence of Zhou and was work
ing furiously toward the goal of turning
China into a capitalist ooumry—the
very reason for which he was toppled
during the Cultural Revolution. Deng
directed the drafting of the "Three
Poisonous Weeds"; the "General Pro
gramme," the heart of which was pul
ling the development of the economy
above everything else, and two other
reports, one on industrial management
and planning and the other on science
and technology which attacked the ad
vances made during the Cuiural Revo
lution in those areas. Based on the revi
sionist premise that "modernizing"
China—as oppo.sed to carrying on the
class struggle doineslically and interna

tionally—should be put above
everything else, the "Three Poisonous
Weeds" put forward an overall
economic plan thdi would mean
dependence on foreign technology
which would be obtained by bartering
away China's resources, like oil, and
the imposition of highly, ceniralized
management and strict rules and regula
tions to push workers harder.
What is so revealing about the

"Three Poisonous Weeds" i.-; that all
three principals in their current
organizational reshuffling are linked to
it in some way, The "Three Poisonous
Weed.s" was drawn up under Deng'.s
guidance, and both Hua Guofeng and
Hu Yaobang were directly involved in
the writing of certain parts of it. Now
that the revisioni.sts' grandiose schemes
of "catching up and .surpassing the
West" and "modernization by the year
2000" had ended in a complete flop, all
this is blamed on Hua and his "lelj er

rors" and his "impetuously seeking
quick results in economic work." But
the economic program that Hua carried
out so "impetuously" is precisely the
program of the revisionist camp as a
whole, formulated several years before
the coup in their "Three Poisonous
Weeds." It is not just Hua'bui the revi
sionist clique as a whole who c.xpccted
the western imperialist countries to pro
vide them with all the necessary advanc
ed technology they needed as long as
they displayed sufficient slavishness
and promised to hand over China's
natural resources.

In the National Conference on
"Learning from Dazhai" in late 1975,
Hua stepped into national prominence.
His keynote speech at (he conference
revealed his particular style of revi
sionism. Full of empty talk about
revolution and upholding Mao's line,
not loo far beneath (he surface is the

real essence that pushes the revisionist
garbage about "modernization" being
the "new historical mission" of the
Chinese people. The speech quoted
Mao's statement about how the country
still practiced the commodity system
and an 8-gradc wage system but left off
the crucial conclusion that "If people
like Lin Biao come to power, it wit! be
quite easy for (hem to rig up the
capitalist system. That is why wc should
do more reading of Marxist-Leninist
works." By cutting out this last pan,
Hua was trying to gloss over the essen
tial point Mao was trying to
make—that unless conscious political
struggle is waged to restrict bourgeois
right, there would be a capitalist take
over inevitably. Hua's role in ilic whole
"Learn from Dazhai" movement, in
itiated by Mao. was to disarm Dazhai of
its most imporiani lc.sson of transform
ing people's consciousness, and making
it just a question of raising production
by "farmland capital constructions."
Hua continued to be associated with
Dazhai after the coup, calling for the
creation of so-callcd Dazhai-type coun
ties (with a high degree of centraliza
tion) all across China. Now thai the
revisionist agriculture policy lays stress
on the so-called "responsibility
system" with its breaking up of big
villages into smaller ones and the open
promotion of the profit motive, Hua is
being blasted for his "leftist errors" in
promoting Dazhai.

How Hun Climbed lo the Top

It is claimed in the U.S. media that
Continued on page 16
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"We love your adherence

to democratic principles

and the democratic

processes."

Vice President Bush's toast to Philippines President
Ferdinand Marcos in Manila

following his presidential swearing in.

Marcos—who declared martial law in the Philippines
in September of 1972.

/

When martial law was declared all schools and
universities were shut down. Hundreds of students
and professors were arrested. Above, a school
checkpoint set up when schools were re-opeoed. In
some cases military men took over administrative
positions.

Police in Manila beat protestor with clubs

During the Vietnam war, Subic Naval Base In the Philippines was used extensively as a base
of B-52 operations against Vietnam, but it's hardly nostalgia that makes Bush show such
tender feelings for Marcos. The Subic Naval Base and the Clark Air Force Base figure very
heavily In U.S. preparations for a global showdown with the Soviets.

U.S. advisors and Philippine officers inspect arms captured from Muslim rebels. The army
has made it a common practice to torture and kill captured revolutionary fighters. In one ex
ample a captured rebel was beheaded and his head was paraded around villages by Philip
pine constabulary soldiers until they were forced to retreat by furious w7/agers.

Dole advertises its
biggest—and one
of its most profit
able—plantations
where workers
labor all day for $1.
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Imperialism's Nightmare on
Africa's Cape W^y

Soweto youth.

In ihe last few weeks, South Africa's
apartheid regime has instituted a svidc-
spread security crackdown in response
to a heightening upsurge of struggle
among the Azanian people. After boy
cotts and protests ruined their Republic
Day festivities early last month (a day
which celebrates the institution of apar
theid rule), the authorities braced for
the June 16 anniversary of the 1976 So
weto uprising—an uprising that has
come to represent the stuff from which
South Africa's white rulers' most
frightened nightmares are fashioned.
As 5,000 people pressed into the Regina
Mundi Church in the Rockville section

of Soweto for a memorial to the 600
blacks murdered during the rebellion,
South African police dressed in battle
fatigues moved in. firing tear-gas can-
nisters point blank into the church. For
over two hours, security forces ram
paged through the streets administering
beatings with 4-foot-iong hard rubber
whips known as "sjamboks" as knots
of rebellious youth taunted them and
pelted them with stones. In the cities of
Durban and Port Elizabeth, the situa
tion was deemed so volatile that memo

rials for the Soweto Rebellion were ban
ned in advance under the infamous Rio
tous Assemblies Act. The government's
fears were not unfounded, as in the
black township near Durban molotov
cocktails were thrown at a government

building.
Hot on the heels of these and a varie

ty of other disturbances, South African
police have begun massive arrests of
black leaders and activists under securi
ty laws permitting indefinite detention
without trial. These include a number
of leaders of the "unregistered" black
trade unions (reflecting the increasing
political role in the struggle against the
government being played by the Aza
nian workers) and several noted black
journalists, including staff members of
The Sowelan, a black daily newspaper
in Soweto. A large number of student
activists have also been arrested, most
of them associated with the Congress of
South African Students (including its
president, Wantu Zentile) and the Black
Students Society of Witwatersrand Uni
versity—a predominantly while institu
tion where student protestors burned a
South African flag several weeks ago.
Two whites have been the target of gov
ernment action as well. Sammy Adle-
man, the chairman of the Student Rep
resentative Council at Witwatersrand,
has been banned, and Andrew Boralne,
who is the president of the National
Union of South African Students and
the son of a member of the South Afri
can parliament, has been arrested and
detained indefinitely. The arrests came
only days after the June 16 incident at
the church in Soweto, where among

other things leaflets appeared calling on
the people of Soweto to "organize and
act against the enemy."

Obviously, South Africa's rulers and
the U.S. imperialists as well, are ex
tremely uptight about the signs of a
growing upsurge on the part of the Aza
nian people—signs which are coming
just as the U.S. has been compelled to
discard some of its previous hypocriti
cal mouthings of "concern" about the
ugly picture of apartheid rule and to
more openly embrace the South African
regime. Indeed, it was only a year ago
that U.S. policy journals abounded
with handwringing about how apar
theid was an "obstacle" to their strate
gy in southern Africa and "deeply ab
horrent" to the other black states they
are attempting to consolidate under
their imperialist sphere of influence
with the South African regime serving
as the sergeant-at-arms. But with the
quickening pace of developments
toward war, such diplomatic niceties
arc being increasingly shoved aside for
a more bottom-line policy. The fact is
that South Africa—with Its vast mineral

reserves (an essential requirement for
the U.S. bloc war machine), its strategic
position astride major oil routes that
iravcrse Cape Horn, and its economic
and miitary stranglehold on the coun
tries ot southern Africa—is a vital
linchpin for U.S. domination and con

trol of this entire area, and U.S. impe
rialism has always supported it as a key
junior partner.

This does not mean that the U.S. is
comfortable with some of the "unplea-
saniries" of apartheid rule, or more to
the point the real political problems it
creates for them, particularly since the
resistance of the Azanian people has
shown signs of resurgence, beginning
with the strikes, school boycotts and
outright rebellions that flared up in
April of 1980, and is more and more
threatening the internal stability of the
South African regime. On fte one
hand, the development of the world si
tuation has dictated the U.S.'s necessity
to more visibly support South Africa's
rulers come hell or high water. Witness,
for example, the recent U.S. veto, along
with its bloc partners Britain and
France, of economic sanctions against
the Pretoria government (after going
along with such cosmetic, wrist-slap
ping measures for a number of years),
as well as the U.S. sabotaging of the
UN-sponsored plan for a settlement in
South Africa-controlled .Namibia
(Southwest Africa), which drew a sting
ing condemnation from the heads of 50
countries at last week's meeting of the
Organization of African Unity, which
passed a unanimous resolution de
nouncing "the unholy alliance between

Conlinued on page 19

The US/Israeli Raid on Iraq and Since

"Consensus" by Carrot and Bludgeon
U.S. imperialism's diplomatic

machinations since the bombing of
Iraq's nuclear reactor, including the
United Nations Security Council's
debate on the question, has fully expos
ed both U.S. complicity in the raid and
the carrot and bludgeon tactics
employed by the U.S. in whipping its
various Mideast cohorts into forma
tion. '

The feather-light "slap on the wrist"
delivered by the U.S. to Israel after the
raid wa.s further exposed recently when
the Reagan administration announced a
go ahead to ship Israel si.x more F-t6
fighters in mid-July, even though it had
not yet approved the transfer of four
other F-!6s that had been suspended
after the Israeli bombing attack. A day
later, apparently embarrassed by the
twisted and naked revelation, the same
spokesman said, "no decision had yet
been made." But the mes.sage was clear.
in our June 12 article, "U.S. Un

leashes Israeli Raid on Iraq," we raised
the question, "If the United States has
been eagerly cultivating Iraq over the
past few years, weaning it away from
Soviet influence and employing the
Hussein regime as a dub against Iran,
why would the U.S. now endorse an
Israeli blow against Iraq..."
The answer to this question has a lot

to do with the terms in which U.S. im
perialism is building its cherished "con
sensus"—a club in which membership
is not necessarily "free and voluntary"
and in which the U.S. imperialists set
the rules and appoint the Sergeant-at-
arms. The Sergeant-ai-arms is Israel,
and Iraq, of all the Arab regimes in or
gravitating toward jhe U.S. orbit, has

been most vociferous in Its ami-Israel
rhetoric and actions, displaying preien-
tions toward converting Us oil resources
into the military might necessary to try
to replace Israel as the region's domi
nant military power. This is, of course,
unacceptable to Israel; it is also unac
ceptable to the U.S. And regardless of
the immediate potential for Iraq's reac
tion to provide nuclear weapons
capabilities, the reactor was the chief
symbol'of Hussein's dreams of becom
ing a regional heavyweight.
At the United Nations at the end of

June, the U.S. orchestrated a game of
charades in which everybody knew their
role: the U.S. was calling the shots,
Israel was to get a token "slap on the
wrist "—and Iraq was reduced to lobby
ing with the United States as a suppli
cant for redress of its grievances, a
.small-time capo bowing to ki.ss the
Godfather's ring. The Security Council
vote formally condemned Israel, as had
happened on previous occasions, but
imposed no sanctions. U.S. delegate
Jean Kirkpatrick made a strong speech'
reaffirming the U.S.-lsraeli alliance.
The New York Times crowed that "ac

cording to many envoys here, this
marked the turning point in relations
between Baghdad and Washington."
The U.S. is obviously full of hope that
its "punish Iraq into further submis
sion" technique is working.
The draft of the Security Council

resolution had been work^ our in
direct negotiations, between
Kirkpatrick, who was in constant con
sultation with the White House and the
State Department, and Iraq's Foreign
Minister Saadun Hamadi. It was very

clear what "turning point" had been
reached:. Iraq was made well aware that
it would be forced to settle for what it
could get from the U.S.—no more.
These were the explicit ground rules

- that governed the negotiations. Yes, Ihe
United Slates would be willing to vote
for a superficial condemnation of the
raid—no, the resolution would not
direct Israel to pay reparations to Iraq.
No, no arms embargo against Israel
would be imposed. After it was all over,
Ihe Iraqi government was to earn a pat
on the head from the schoolmarmly
Mrs. Kirkpatrick for its "cooperative
spirit, restrained position, and good
faith.

Israel, predictably, screeched its op
position to any condemnation of its ac
tions at all. But while it was in the in

terests o'f U.S. imperialist diplomacy
overall to play the key role in engineer
ing the condemnation and freezing the
Soviet Union out of the process, Kirk
patrick made a point of giving a pro-
Israel speech which in essence said "not
to worry"—what's one more UN "con
demnation"? Kirkpairick's remarks
even went a long way towards an open
and formal U.S. justification of the
Israeli raid: "...Although my govern
ment has condemned Israel's act, wc
know it is necessary to take into ac
count the context of this action, as well
as its consequences. The truth demands
nothing less.
"As my president, Ronald Reagan,

asserted in his press conference, 1 do
think that one has to recognize thai
Israel had reason for concern, in view
of the past history of Iraq.. .(Iraq)
does not even recognize the existence of

Israel as a country."
"...President Reagan said Israel

might have sincerely believed it was a
defensive move...

"The strength of the United Stales'
ties and commitments to Israel are well
known to members of this council.

Israel is an important and valued ally.
The warmth of the human relationship
between our two peoples is widely
understood.
"Nothing has happened that has in

any way altered the strength of our
commitment or the warmth of our feel

ing. We, in the Reagan administration,
are proud to call Israel a friend and al
ly."
On the same day as the Security

Council vote, new revelations were

spilled to the press which make it even
more obvious that the U.S. directly
knew about and authorized the Israeli

air raid.
La.si October 9ih, Israel had formally

requested the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) to provide infor
mation "about how much damage
could be inflicted on a,nuclear reactor

with 2,200-tb. bombs."
The NRC "routinely" studied the

matter—a purely theoretical interest, of
course—and passed Its conclusions
back to the Israelis.
The bombs specified by Israel in its

request to the NRC were the same type
actually used in the reactor raid.
The Times, sil-aighl-faced as ever,

reported a spokesman for the Israeli
Embassy as saying that the NRC study
"had absolutely nothing to do" with
the Iraqi raid. "There was not the
sligh(e.sl connection," he said. □
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Mets Testify at War Crimes Tribunal

The Motfd of the Troops

in Vietnam
Following is lestimony given at the

Los Angeles hearing of the Mass Prole
tarian War Crimes Tribunal by 'Viet
nam Veterans. The first excerpts are
from testimony by a veteran of Com
pany N of the Airborne Rangers, 75lh
Infantry Air Attachment, Number 173
Airborne Brigade, who was in Vietnam
in 1971.

.. .I'd like to relate a few personal
experiences that I encountered while 1
was in Vietnam that have changed me.
When I arrived in Vietnam I was 18

years old. My father and my brother
had served in Vietnam before I did. My
father was a career man. He had spent
over twenty year's in the army. When 1
got to Vietnam I was attached to the
75th Infantry and they were attached to
the 173rd Airborne Brigade. We were
considered the most elite unit attached
to the I73rd. Our motto was, "Live by
chance. Love by choice, Kill by profes
sion." We thought we were SO bad, as a
matter of fact we were so bad, that we
enjoyed collecting human ears and we
made them into human ear necklaces.

The person with the longest human ear
necklace was considered a hero when he
got back to the base. He would receive
all the free beer he could drink, get a lot
of attention, and everyone treated him
Uke a real hero.
One other routine that we had besides

coUecting human ears was the routine
of nailing our unit patch to the enemy's
bead. We'd attach a patch like this and
we'd take a small nail and nail it into
the individual's head once he was killed

in action just to show anyone who came
into the area that we had been there and

we were responsible for these actions.
These are just some of the kinds of in
cidents that opened up my eyes to a
government that was condoning this
kind of activity. As far as truly being
bad Uke we re^ly thought we were—in
one incident that tells how really bad we
were was one evening we were sitting up
on a hill when we were out in the field.

We were overlooking a valley. In this
valley ihere were about seven NVA.S,
North Vietnamese soldiers, who were
walking to this heavily wooded area
that was to our left. We caUed in an ar
tillery strike that saturated the area for
about 45 minutes to an hour. We
Figured that anything in that area would
be dead. About 30 minutes later it took

us awhile to notice, but some indivi
duals were coming out of the area. And
before I had even noticed, about 20 or
so had already come out. It really
dawned on us. We said, "How could
anyone live through such massive bom
bardment?" But out of the area walked
about a hundred and four NVAs. They
had survived this massive attack that
U.S. artillery had laid down on them.
This tells you something about the drive
that the people had against the oppres
sion of American unperiaiism.

The next hearings of the
Mass Proletarian War Crimes
Tribunal are scheduled for
Chicago, Atlanta and New
York City. For further infor
mation contact:

War Crimes Tribunal
P.O. Box 582
6520 Selma Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90028
or call; (213) 384-7840

We were told later on, the next day,
to go into the area and investigate. My
team captain, he was about 19 himself,
we just sat up on the hill and told them
that we went down there and we didn't

see a damn thing. And I guess that
speaks for how much courage we had.

Testimony by a member of the Viet
nam Veterans Against the War (Anti-
imperialist):

My name is Larry and I'm an Army
vet and Tm proud to say that my entire
period of service was spent in disservice
to U.S. imperialism. I'm here to testify
about, to describe, the mood of the
troops during the latter part of the Viet
nam War, in 1971 to approximately
1974, during which time I ̂ d active du
ty GI organizing.
At the time I enlisted in the military, I

did so with an understanding that the
Vietnamese people were not my enemy,
that the government was; that we could
n't and shouldn't rely on this govern
ment that had caused us to be in Viet

nam in the first place, that had murder
ed tens of thousands of Vietnamese

people; and chat the only way the war in
Vietnam was going to end was for the
U.S. to lose militarily. For that to hap
pen the U.S. Troops would have to stop
fighting the Vietnamese and start fight
ing the government, the U.S. govern-
meni. in any way shape or form i hey saw
possible. With that understanding, bas
ed on conversations I had with people
in Vietnam Veterans Against the War
before I went in, I enlisted to do just
that. This is also why i am testifying
here today because there is a need for
people who were cannonfodder for the
U.S., who are currently cannonfodder
for the U.S. and who in the future the
U.S. will "hopefully" use as cannon-
fodder, to understand the exact nature
of this system so that they can have
some rational basis to decide who they
are going to go down with: whether it
be the people of the world or with the
system which has the blood of millions
of people on its hands. The way I'm go
ing to testify about the mood of the
troops will be through relating several
incidents which happened.
When I went in, the draft had basi

cally stopped. They had just started the
aJl-voiunteer Army hoping that the
problems they were having with their
military would stop now that they got
people who were "entering on their free
will." The first incident that I'll relate
happened about the fourth week of
basic training. The battalion chaplain
came in and he was going to give us a
talk about how this was our spiritual
duty to be in the military. He sent all
the drill instructors out. We didn't find
out until later that this fool who had
been to Vietnam had gotten flight pay
as a door gunner while still a chaplain.
This guy was supposed to be our spiri
tual advisor. If we had any trouble do
ing what we were being trained to do,
we were supposed to go talk to this
idiot. He had us in there and he sent all
the drill instructors out so he could have
a heart to heart talk with the men with
out them having any fear of intimida
tion. So he sent all these dudes out. He
starts laying down this trip about Viet
nam, how it was our duty to go over
there to kill commies for Christ and
garbage like this. About five minutes
into this the place exploded. Guys were
telling him to go shove it. People
weren't going along with that. He
quickly left and the drill instructors
came back and started screaming at us.
But I could tell from right there 1 was in
some pretty good company with the
ways the guys were responding. Up un
til that time I had been real timid about

what 1 was going to do while I was in
there. I'd been basically talking to guys
about what did they think about the
war in Vietnam. After this I had a pret
ty good idea about what they were
thinking.
The next incident happened when 1

got brouglii 10 Fort Sam Houston. I was
going 10 be a medic, or ihey were going lo
train me lo be a medic. We had just gotten
in. We were in the company for about
three days. The executive officer of the
company, this first lieutenant, he got up
on the stage and started screaming at us
about how we had messed up the bar
racks, how we weren't good soldiers
and all this other crap. About half way
through this tirade of his, every guy in
that auditorium, which was about 300
of us, stood up and started screaming
back at him, yelling "Bullshit!", that
he didn't know what the fuck he was
talking about and as far as were were
concerned he could shove it. He re
sponded, "1 don't believe I just heard
that," until every guy stood back up
and started telling him the same thing.
He said, "1 stiU don't believe I heard
that," and so we obliged him one more
time. By that time he was fit to be tied.
As we were sitting down, one guy was
slow in sitting down and he said, "1

"set up" because the Army knew that
they would refuse because they were (en
organizers from VVAW. They busted
them, but one thing they weren't count
ing on was that the rest of their troops
would become outraged about this.
Guys started to refuse to do duty, togo
to training. This was happening all over
this post. Throughout the company for
mations, they'd basically tell them to
jam it until they set these ten guys free.
■Within five days so much hell was being
raised on that post ^nd starling to be
raised at Fort Hood, Fort Bliss, Fort
Sill, that the Army ihoughi better of it
and released all ten of these guys.

Question: Did you have a sense of the
kind of interaction that was going on
with the political movements outside
the Army and their effects inside the
Army and the actions people took?

Larry: There was a direct interaction.
For one, there were these photographs
floating aroimd for awhile during the
Moratorium Day in 1969. Hundreds of
GI's in Vietnam wore black armbands
during the Moratorium, saying: we may
go out on the patrols, we may go out
and do some things, but we ain't going
to open fire unless fired upon; we're
declaring our own ceasefire for that
day. The sense I got was that what was

G.l.'s wear black armbands on patrol during Moratorium Day in 1969.

want to talk to you." By that time
everybody just went nuts and said if
you go after him you go after all of us.
They backed down going after that guy
for disrespect to an officer.

The reason why I'm relating these
things is because, although it is not
directly connected to resistance in Viet
nam, it gives the indication that if they
couldn't get their troops fresh from
basic training, fresh from eight weeks
of terror that they tried to impose on
us, trying to get us to be mindless zom
bies which they can mold, they certainly
weren't going to be able to get people to
go out and do their stuff.

A final incident that Tm going to
relate has to do with guys consciously
refusing to take part in preparation for
Vietnam. There was this MASH unit
that was getting ready to be sent to Nam
from Fort Sam Houston. They required
that their hospital be set up. Ten guys in
this one unit who were suppo.sed to help
set upthisMASH unit, refused.They were

going on outside the military was hav
ing a direct impact on what was taking
place inside. As much as they tried to
isolate us they couldn't. Guys were get-
ling news from the alternative newspa
pers. They were really searching for the
answers for why this was happening.
One other thing which 1 should have
related. Prior to the U.S. getting its butt
kicked in Vietnam there were at one
lime up to 241 GI newspapers around
the world going to every branch of the
service. And let me say this, none of
these papers were upholding John
Wayne. They were ail calling for the
defeat of the U.S. in Vietnam and they
were also starting to take up even larger
questions like what kind of system this
is, what's the nature of it and whether
we have any business, more like not any
business fighting for it, but when we do
fight where do we point these guns?
And a lot of the answer was, we point
them at the people who gave them to us.

□
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New Facts

Deeper Indictment of Police in
Damian Garcia Murder

Information gained in a recently con
cluded trial ID Los Angeles has added
startling new facts which show even
more conclusively that the murder of
RCP member Damiin Garcia was a

COINTELPRO-style police hit. Com
rade Garcia was murdered on April 22
of last year in a housing project in the
East L.'a. barrio while he and several
others were building for Revolutionary
May Day. 1980.
Ever since the murder, more and

more evidence indicting the bourgeois
state- in this murder has been accu
mulated. The uniformed police that had
been swarming around Damidn and the
rest of the May Day Brigade on the day
of the murder suddenly disappeared
just before the attackers confronted
them in an East L.'A. housing project;
the stabbings of Damiin and Hayden
Fischer, who was seriously wounded,
were highly professional; of the 12
revolutionaries present only those two
(Damiin and Hayden), who together
with another revolutionary had raised
the red flag over the Alamo one month
earlier, were targeted for e.xecution; one
of the attackers said, "You hate the.
government. I am the government.
Your flag is red. Mine is red, white and
blue," just before the attack; LAPD of
ficers had personally threatened
Damidn's life one week earlier.

One week after a "Statement of
Outrage at the Murder of Damidn
Garcia" was printed as an ad in several
newspapers, including the L./l. Times,
signed by over 6,800 people, the LAPD
held an unprecedented news conference
to respond to the exposure of the

murder. At the conference they attemp
ted to breathe new life into their

fabrication that (he assassination was
really a matter of "gang violence"—a
story the authorities have stuck to and
embellished all along. They announced
they had found Damiin's killer. Most
conveniently, the supposed killer.
George Arellano, had himself been kill
ed three weeks earlier; he wasn't going
to be around to make any embarrassing
statements. The man they said had kill
ed Arellano was never brought to trial
even though they had several witnesses
to the murder.

Three weeks ago, Hayden Fischer
was tried and convicted in a Los

.Angeles courtroom on charges stemm
ing from an incident which occurred on
April 12, 1980—ten days before the
murder of Damiin. At first, this inci
dent seemed unrelated. But through (he
course of the trial itself, as well as some
preliminary hearings, much of rele
vance to the murder of Damiin was re
vealed. In particular, the new facts fur
ther expose the LAPD's claim of "gang
violence" as regards Damiin. It is quite
possible that what in fact occurred on
April 22—Damiin's murder—(or
something similar)—was planned by
police for a date 10 days earlier.
On April 12th, two trucks carrying

the May Day Brigade had been travel
ing through L.A. agitating around May
Day. When they arrived at the intersec
tion of Manchester and San Pedro in
Watts they were set upon by 6 squad
cars and a police helicopter. Hayden
Fischer was arrested for "interfering
with an officer". However, it became

clear in the course of Haydcn's recent
trial that the real story is not what hap
pened at that intersection that day, but
the deadly trap set by the LAPD a few
miles away in the area of two housing
projects. Nickcrson Gardens and Jor-
don Downs.

During the preliminary hearings in
Haydcn's.case the South East Police
Division activities log was turned over
to the defense. It was immediately ap
parent that the LAPD, and in particular
the Public Disorders Intelligence Divi
sion (PDID—the red squad), was pay
ing a great deal of attention to the May
Day Brigade and the RCP this day.
PDID called the South East Division at
least twice during the day to relay infor
mation on the Brigade (how many peo
ple, where they were, identifying them
as the RCP, etc.) and to find out if they
had arrived in Watts. The LAPD Cen
tral Division also called and said that
the demonstrators were on their way to
Watts.

In and of itself, this isn't particularly
surprising. The May Day Brigade had
been surveilled and harassed by police
everywhere they went. And even an
L.A. Times article after Dami^m's

murder admitted that "The PDID
keeps close tabs on the RCP." Another
police log routinely handed over to the
defense had only a brief description of
the incident at Manchester and San

Pedro. This log ended with "See Sgt.
Preciado's log for further details on
their (the May Day Brigade's—/?HO ac
tivities in Nickerson Gardens and Jor

dan Downs."

Preciado's log opened up a whole

new picture of what was going on on
April 12. He had come in early to
"work planned demonstration in Jor
dan Downs." At 10 a.m. he set up a
command post with five more squad
cars (12 cops) at a school near the pro
jects. Throughout the day this com
mand-post was updated on the May
Day Brigades, receiving reports from
two helicopters, from the Central Divi
sion, South East Division and others.
On the .stand during the hearing,
Preciado was asked about his LAPD as
signment. He said Ite was a sergeant and
a supervisor for LAPD's CRASH pro
gram (Community Resources Against
Street Hoodlums). CRASH is one of
the key LAPD gang programs. Later,
during the trial, it was learned that
every one of the cops in the command
post was a CRASH officer. Why was a
CRASH command post set up to deal
with the RCP? Preciado tried to pass it
off saying that they just happened to be
available. One of Preciado's superiors.
Watch Commander Gillette (who ap
parently told him to SCI up the corh-
mand post) went Him one better, insist
ing throughout the hearing and trial
that the command post had nothing to
do with the expected RCP demo. But
every entry in the CRASH command
post log is related to the May Day
Brigade.
This new informaiioii prompted a re-

examination of the South East Division
log, and in the process of this review
something' else stood out sharply.
PDlD's first call to the Division reports
the May Day Brigade's present posi
tion, warns South East to expect trou
ble, etc. and ends saying, "Z units
working the area notified." "Z units"
is the LAPD.code name for the CRASH
units. Not only is it clear .that the
CRASH command post was set up to
deal with the RCP, but also, PDID was

(not at all. surprisingly) fully aware of
C'ontiiiiK'd on page 22

The New Programme of the Revolu
tionary Communist Party speaks about
all the studies that have been done
aboOt "why can'l Johnny read?" point
ing out how they usually blame Johnny
or his parents, ignoring the essential
point which-Is that "Johnny" isn't sup
posed to read at least beyond a very low
level.
While this ugly fact of American life

Is usually smothered and concealed
under mounds of pious hypocrisy about
"universal compulsory education" and
how this "great society" gives everyone
a "basic education and an equal
chance," there has recently come to
light a rare and open confession by the
bourgeoisie about their real education
policy.
Frank Torres is a 23 year old Spanish-

speaking man from Queens, N.Y. Aban
doned when he was seven he grew up in
a city-operated child care home and
went all the way through the school
system there, graduating (rom PS101 in
1975 unable to read or write—totally Il
literate. As he said, 'I coufd not even
read a street sign. I am painfully embar
rassed by the fact I cannot read." He fil
ed a $3.5 million negligence suit
against the City and the Board of
Education.

Torres described how because he
spoke only Spanish, teachers decided
he was retarded. "Teachers would
usually tell me to sit in the back of the
classroom and go to sleep, because I
could not read or write." In court, he
was armed with results of recent tests
proving he is not retarded.
How did the court respond to these

Charges? Try to disprove the facts of
the case? Try to prove Frank Torres was

retarded? or lazy? or rebellious? Try to
prove that the city had made an "honest
effort" to educate him and couldn't be
held accountable for failures? Or even
make the racist claim (In line with cur
rent governmental cutback policies)
that bilingual education is not a right or
the City's responslblily? (Obviously the
aspects of national oppression atone in
this case are an outrage.)

But no- The court's ruling was not
based on anything so "technical" or
particular. The Manhattan Supreme
Court Justice ruled against Torres ex
actly on the more universal grounds put
forth by the City's lawyer who had
argued that the City "has no legal duty
to leach Torres to read or to provide a
vocational program. It was only re
quired to cause Torres to go to school."
We thank you bourgeoisie for this

rare burst of honesty. Just lake these
youth and keep them off the streets In
your prisons—oops schools until
they're 18.
Does this all seem like a rare

case—an unfair example? A recent
survey of graduates of the Boston
public schools found them reading at
an average 5th grade level.
As the RCP New Programme con

tinues; "the essential fact (Is) 'Johnny'
is not supposed to read, beyond a very
low level, in a society such as this;
education (or the masses of people in
capitalist society is not supposed to do
anything more than prepare them for a
lifetime of slavery for the capitalist
class with just enough baste knowledge
to run a machine or some similar
task—or a short life as a soldier In the
imperialist armed forces."

A comrade

in New York City

To the flW;
•Last week the local Chicago CBS TV

station ran a "news story" on the sup
posed Issue of city alcohol licensing
laws which allow clubs and bars to slay
open until 4:00 a.m. and the supposed
"anger" and "complaints" this is giving
rise lo among residents in areas where
(he bars exist. In fact the brief "news
story" wasn't "news" at all but a Iwo-
fold attack—first on progressive cur
rents within music today as well as on
musicians and popuiarlzers, and sec
ond on Black people as a whole.

The bar that CBS somehow managed
to (ind and focus on In the slory Is Ihe
Wild Hare and Singing Armadillo Frog
Factory. 11 Is a small club that brings
Reggae music to Chicago. According to
the report, some weeks ago the Wild
Hare secured 60 signatures on a petl-
lion to the city for a license to allow
them to stay open past 2:00 a.m. (their
previous closing time) until 4:00 a.m.
These were all signatures from persons
living within a close distance to the
club (as required by city ordinance).
However, the CBS reporter found 2 per
sons, both while, one having lived in his
home 25 years, the other 10 years, who
don't like the X club staying open the
extra hours. One complained about the
"noise" and the other about people
frorn the club "urinating in the streets"
of "his" neighborhood. The attack Is
hardly even covered up.

First, why single out this club?'To my
knowledge The Wild Hare Is one of Ihe
only, If not the only,* club thai
specializes in presenling Reggae music
In the Chicago area. II also does things
tike funding radio programs lo gel air
time 16 present Reggae music and

discussion of trends within it. Second,

the attack on this music in particular
was hardly veiled. The camera showed
a shot of an older white man complain
ing lhal the "music" from the club
wasn't really even "music," just a lot of
"noise" and then switched lo a shot of
a Black drummer In Ihe middle of a
drum solo. Third, the racism running
through Ihe "sfory" was blatant: the
other "respectable (white) resident"
complained that the club drew the sort
of people who "urinate In the streets."
and the camera obligingly then switch
ed to a shot of a Black band in the club
as they played.

Clearly the development of pro
gressive and even revolutionary stirr
ings In the cultural sphere freaks out
the bourgeoisie and they are stepping
up their attacks, both ideologically as
in this "news story" whose point was lo
create public opinion both generally
about Reggae music (while promoting
racism overall) and speclllcally against
this club, and also In outright attacks
which this story no doubt is supposed
to help lay the ground for.

A reader

'Editor's note: While the Wild Hare
does regularly feature Reggae, it is not
the only club in Ihe Chicago area which
does so.
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Bob Avskian /n Paris, at Ihe Wa/f of fbe CommunarcTs.

Radio Interview

with Bob Avaklan from France

"This is

Our Chance,
We Can't

Afford To Lose it"
J/i i/te week before May First, J98I, Bob Avokian,

Chairman of the Central Coitimitiee of the RCP,
USA, gave a number of radio interviewsfrom France,
where he is now seeking political refugee status. A
number of these were run in the Revolutionary Worker
around the time of May First. The following interview
was given around the same lime to radio station KRE
in San Francisco. KRE aired a short, edited segment of
this interview as part of their news program on May I.
Here, frotn an original, pre-editing tape, we have ex
cerpted major segments of the interview because of Its
longer lasting value beyond May First.

Q: Do you feel that the Reagan administration is really
teing very effective in mobilizing the forces of the
working class here?

BA: The Reagan administration? Well, as you know,
I've been forced into a situation of having to seek
political refugee status, asylum, so to speak, In France.
And I'm not directly in the U.S.. but I'm able to
follow our newspaper, the Revolutionary Worker,
which is educating people every week and preparing
them for revolution. And 1 don't believe that; J know
who Reagan represents, and I think more and more
people see through the two parties that they have
there—whether it's Democrats or Republicans or they
bring forward Anderson or whatever—all these people
are representatives of the ruling class of i^mperlalists
who have been responsible for everything from the de
gradation and oppression and brutality people have to
go through in the glieitos and barrios to where they
work, to El Salvador to Vietnam: the.sc are the same
kind of people that are being rebelled against in Brix-
(on; it is the kind of people that have been rebelled
against in Miami. Reagan is. I think, a perfect symbol
at this lime of the roiling imperialist system, and of the
rotting position of U.S. imperialism in particular, it's
a bloodsucking system,ail over the world, not just in
[heU..S. You cait see how the rulers olThe U.S.. not just
people like Reagan, but his whole class and their kind,
whether in the Western countries or whether in the Soviet
U nion. which- is just as imperialist. ihc.se people are deca
dent, they're dying, they're on their deaihbcd and they
want to try to di^g hundreds of millions of people in a
nuclear war down with them to see which band of these
cutthroats can come out on top. Reagan is a decrepit,
decadent, reactionary fool and dog, and he is a perfect
.symbol for U.S. imperialism which is on its way out
historically and for the whole imperialist system which is
on its way out historically.

Q: Do you think that by Reagan being so reactionary lhat
he in fact really helps mobilize, you know put a fire
under, the revolutionary movement?

BA: Yes. but the system would be the same if Carter was
in, and Carter alreadydid all these things tike demanding
the stationing of nuclear weapons all around the world;
he was making preparations for world war. trying to
whup down the Russians and get ready for nuclear war to
see if they can hang on, taking a stand of, "Look, we
stole all this .stuff fair and square, ain't no Russians goin'
to come and take away from us what wc stole from the
people of the world fair and square." But Reagan being

in there kind of brings it all out to a high point, it's a
perfect image, and I think it makes it clear, so many peo
ple can see that if the ruling class in this country brings

. forward a Reagan, that shows you what kind of system it
is and what they've got in store. In other words, Reagan
is a symbol, he's a symptom, he'.s not the cause, but he
docs reflect what this system is trying lo do and what it
has in store for people.

Q: Atlanta. I'm sure you're familiar with that.

BA: Oh, yeah, right, definitely.

0: Yesterday they found number 26.

BA: Is that right? 26 now? Oh, goddamn...

Q: What's behind Atlanta?

BA: I believe it's ihe same class of people that's behind
Atlanta. I mean, you've got (o ask yourself, like, I did
read one article in our paper where it says, the police
go to work—once again against the masses of people!
What have the police done? They're obviously, you
know, very, very likely to be directly involved in it,
and certainly in the context of this whole situation they
are showing what their true role is, which is to repress
the people. Here the people are beginning to rise up,
get themselves organized, push aside the police,
recognizing that all the police are doing is trying to
carry out more terror, which they do all across the
country, and are trying to break up the very actions of
the people to put an end to this outrageous degrading
and demented attack, it's just another attack on top of
all the previous attacks for years and hundreds of
years which you and your listeners are all loo familiar
with, on Black people and on oppressed people not on
ly in the U.S. but throughout the world. And here peo
ple "are, and we say they should do it even more on
May 1st, lake things into their hands, organize
themselves, recognize the role of the state, of the
police, of the armed forces of the governmenl and the
ruling class, is to keep Ihe people oppressed and
enslaved and to keep them even from stopping such
outrageous things as this. And I personally believe and
1 think the evidence points to the fact that if the police
aren't involved in actually carrying out ihe murders,
they're obviously involved in preventing the murderers
from being caught and slopped, which the ma.sses of
people ihem,se!ves have come close to doing and arc
going to have to rely on themsdvcs to do. And I think
it's an obvious thing, it's pan of the whole system and
it's not a new thing, but it's just a new form of the
same old thing, and It's a particularly outrageous one.

Q: Bob, do you think chat with the Atlanta situation,
the Buffalo situation, with the rise of the Klan in this
country—do you see that the actual day of the revolu
tion will be far off because of racial tensions and so
forth becoming so acute by the things that are going
on.. .and seeing lhat this racial tension will be brought
to a very powerful climax?

BA: In a sense we have to understand that being
brought to a climax is not a bad thing, because who is
responsible for this? Sure there are a number of while
people who are so used to taking bribes from the very
people that are exploiting them, taking bribes from the
plunder of the world lhat they go along with the
system. There are some like that, and we can't close
our eyes to that. But who is responsible is this same
system that's doing the same thing to people all over
the world, and they are definitely intensifying their ex
ploitation, their oppression, their attacks and brutality
on Black people. That is true, because they have to
when they're in a crisis like this and when they're try
ing to in fact to carry out the logical extremes of their
system, including even world war. But let us be clear.
In terms of their actual interests, the gre^majority of
people in this society, of whatever nationality, have no
interest in going along with this system. They're ex
ploited and oppressed under It, whether they're white,
Chicano, Puerto Rican—and that's not to deny or try
to cover over the very real inequalities and differences
that exist and have to be and are being and will be in
creasingly fought against by conscious and class-
conscious proletarians and revolutionaries.

But by intensifying this oppression and exploitation,
there is a rule, a law of history lhat is lhat wherever op
pression exists, there will be resistance; and where op
pression and exploitation is intensified, over lime it
will bring forward more resistance. And we can see
that this kind of resistance, like happened in Miami,
happened in Chattanooga, this is going to be on Ihe
upswing. It's the same kind of thing, the same kind of
system with many of the same kind of problems that
exploded in Brixton. We say this is very good, we hail
it because we think this can be a spcarpoini for revolu
tion to overthrow ail this. One thing I think is signifi
cant that we put in our paper, in a very poor, white
working class neighborhood in Atlanta, a housing pro
ject called Cabbagetown, where we took out a banner
there denouncing the killings of Black children in
Atlanta about 50 people in the neighborhood there
that we were able to reach in a few days' work came

Continued on page 18
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The Trial of Annie Small
"What's criminal, is that Mrs. Small

had to stand trial at an."This is the way
one supporter expressed the anger and
outrage that still smoldered even after a
Black and white jury in Cincinnati
found Annie Small not guilty in the
shooting death of her white neighbor,
Clyde Henson, Jr. On Wednesday,
June 24, after 3 intense, courtroom-
packed days, the jury issued its verdict
in a trial that had galvanized sentiments
across Cincinnati—especially in the
predotninantly white, working class
neighborhood where Annie Small lived.
The Smalls had moved into South

Fairmount 10 years ago. As Mrs. Small
and many of her neighbors would
testify, they had gotten along just
fine—e.xcepi for the Hensons. In fact,
Mrs. Henson had been known to openly
brag that she was right there with her
kids throwing rocks and eggs the first
day the Smalls moved in. After all, she
often ranted: "What gives iheM niggers
the nerve to move up herer' More
recently, it has been Clyde Jr., who had
returned home on leave from the
Marines, who had continued to carry
out the family tradition with gusto. In
deed, Clyde Jr. and a few of his good
'ol boy buddies have subjected the
Smalls to a campaign of increasing
racist terror, Hurling racial insults,
followed by rocks, were their everyday
antics. Gasoline had been ignited on the
lawn, concrete slabs tossed through the
window awnings, the Small's car rumed
by B-Bs, etc., etc., etc. In faa, Mrs.
Small's husband Edgar was driven from

the neighborhood on the verge of a ner
vous breakdown, in 1979, when Clyde
Jr. and his wife moved into the Henson

household, the harassment inten
sified—especially now that Annie Small
was alone and, being a woman, con
sidered "easy prey."

All of these 10 years of living terror
did not go unreportcd to the local
police. The police had been to the
Small's residence at least 5 times just to
deal with complaints against Clyde Jr.
alone. But all this was dutifully noted
down in the police report with a "no
suspect" accompanying each entry.
And, in 1976 when Mrs. Small hauled
Cylde Jr." into court for property
damage, the cops didn't even show. Of
course, the honorable Judge Crush
threw the case out. Crush is well known

among Blacks and others in Cincinnati
for his openly racist statement during
the upheavals of the '60s: "The trouble
with Blacks is, they multiply like rabbits
and we don't need anymore little Black
bastards running around."

It seems that Clyde Jr. was quite the
mixer with ihe KKK. In fact, there were
a number of times when good ol' boys
from Alabama and Mississippi would
gather at Clyde Jr.'s for a little
"socializin"." 01' Clyde Jr. did
everything a good little Klukker should
when it came to Mrs. Small—except
wear his hood in public.

All this—10 years of being in
timidated, insulted, degraded and ter
rorized came to a head on the morning
of January 25, 1981. Mrs. Small had

just returned from church. Clyde Jr.
pulled his van into position blocking
any escape by car from the Small's
driveway. Then he and some of his bud
dies began "playing football," bounc
ing the ball off the plate glass window
on Mrs. Small's house. "I stood at the
door and asked them not to play foot
ball on my lawn," Mrs. Small would
later testify. This brazen uppiiyness was
just too much for Clyde Jr. He bound
ed up onto her porch screaming: "Nig
ger! I'm gonna kill you today!" In the
background a reactionary little chant
had arisen from Clyde Jr.'s friends;
"Get the little bitch. Gel her!"

Clyde Jr. proceeded to kick Mrs.
Small's dog three feet into the air and
off the porch. Mrs. Small tried to dose
the door. Clyde Jr. grabbed the storm
door and, repeating his threat, kicked
out the bottom. Mrs. Small could not
hold the front door as Clyde Jr. ram
med it into her again and again. "Go
back. Go back," Mrs. Small screamed.
"I'm gonna kill you today, you black
bitch." Mrs. Small testified that she ran
from the door and picked up a gun that
she kept by the phone. "Don't come
in," she warned. "I'm gonna take that
gun and ram it up your black ass,"
Clyde Jr. 'answer^, stepping closer.
Mrs. Small fired the gun right into
Clyde Jr.'s twisted face. He took a cou
ple of more steps and then tumbled
backwards, through the storm door and
onto the porch. Ten days later, Clyde
Jr. would be dead.

Of course, when the police arrived

they stayed around this lime, arresting
Mrs. Small for "aggravated assault"
and placing her under- a $10,000 bond
(after Clyde Jr. died the charges .were
upped to "voluntary manslaughter").
The story the prosecution began im-
medjatciy running was that Clyde Jr.
was on Mrs. Small's porch apologizing
For the rowdy football game when she
shot him down in cold blood!! A wave
of outrage swept Cincinnati, as a
number of Black ministers, feminists,
the Anii-Klan Network and others

formed a loosely-knit defense Fund.
The bourgeois media virtually dropped
blackout .curtains'around the whole
episode. In fact, it wasn't until the night
before the verdict that one of the Black

ministers finally appeared on the local
I.v. news. ' • .

Mrs. Small's trial was standard

bourgeois-legal fare, As neighbors (all
but two defcn.se witnesses were from

Annie Small's neighborhood) braving
intimidation and threats came forward
to testify, only the incidents in which
exacl limes, dates and details were ruled
admissible. In fact. Judge Gorman tried
to pick up where the outside intimida
tion had failed, badgering the witnesses
about why had they stepped forward
now. The impticailons of perjury were
all but stated by this judicial mummy.
Indeed, when a white neighbor, a stu
dent, testified that he and other neigh
bors were originally afraid to'come for
ward because they feared reprisals, the
judge and prosecutor cried, out in

Cnnliniicd on page 18

Now Available

Revolution Magazine

Contents
• Outline of Views on the Historical Experience of the
International Communist Movement and the Lessons for
Today

"In sum; the second world war, from bedinraiTg to end. wos
the second world inter-lmperiolist war-thls was Its principal
aspect and overall character .

• Some Notes on the Military and Diplomatic History of
WW2

• On the Question of So-Calied "National Nihilism":
You Can't Beat the Enemy \A/hjle Raising His Flag

• "You Can't Beat the Enemy While Raising His
F|ag"-MLPUSA Tries It

• The Line of the Comintern On
The Civil War In Spain

"In Spain, to be blunt, trie possibilities for big revolutionary'
advances in tkiot country and worldwide were sacrificed. ..."

• Joint Communique of 13 Morxist-Leninist Parties &
Organizations-
"To the Marxist-Leninists, The Workers and the Oppressed
of All Countries"

Forces oi Ihe Republic rout fascist troops on the Sarcgossa front in 1936.

"In Spain, to be blunt, the
possibilities for big
revolutionary advances In
that country and worldwide
were sacrificed..

Berolutlon. Issue 49 (Vol. B, No. 1), June 1981. Propaganda Organ of the Central Com-
mitlee of Ihe' Revolutionary Communist Party. USA. Published in separate Spanish
and English editions.

Subscription Rales in the U.S.: 6 issuos—S10; by PIrsi Clasa—Sie. Other coun
tries: 0 issuos. by Surface Mall—$12; by Alrmelf—$20; Libraries end Institutions: $18;
Payable by Chech or money order.
Order from: RCP Publications. P.O. Box 3486, fiXerchandtee Mart, Chicago, IL

60864.

Single copies: $2.00. Available at these bookstores:

Bertroloy: Revolution Books. 3126 Qrovo St,, 94703, 415-841-8314
Boston: Revolution Books, 118 Mass. Ave., Box 137, 02115
Chicago: Revolution Books, 2526 M Lincoln, 60614, 312-528-5353
Detroit: Revolution Books, 5744 Woodward Ave., 48202. 313-872-2288
Honolulu; Revolution Books, 2948 S. Xing St., 9Q817. eOB-944-3i06
Los Angeles: Rovcilution Books. 2597 W, Pico Blvd.. 90006, 213-384-3856
New York: Revolution Books. 16 E, iBlh St., 10003, 212-243-8638
San Francisco; Everybody's Bookstore. 17 Brcnham Place. 94108, 4t5.781-4989
Seattle: Revolution Books, 1628 Broadway, 98122, 205-323-9222
Washington. O.C.: Revolution Books,,2438 iBtli St. NW, 20009, 202-265-1969



<  -—r I

Jiity 3,1981—Revoluiionary Worher—Page 11

TESTIMONY ON
POLITICAL PERSECUTION

The Provisional GovernmeRl of the
Republic of New Afrika

The following was sent lo the NO'
tional Office of the Mao Tsetung
Defendants Commiiiec along with the
article "Short History of the VS. War
on the R.N.A. " wHfch appeared in the
Black Scholar, Jan/Feh. 1981.

REVOLUTIONARY GREETINGS:

This is a brief note to reaffirm the
view of the Provisional Government of

the Republic of New Afrika on the
domeseic and international practices of
the United States of America.

It would be incorrect for the United

States to be deemed a democratic coun

try. Democracy is substantively absent
economically, politically and socially in
the USA and its occupied territories.
More political prisoners exist in the
USA than in any country in the world
with the possible exception of South
Afrika. Political prisoners in the USA
are called criminals, however, and not
granted the recognition they deserve.
The USA is also an imperialist. It

presently exploits and controls the New
Afrikan nation in North America which

is located on the land now known as
Georgia, South Carolina, Alabama.
Mississippi and Louisiana.
Any professed belief or practice of

democracy by the USA is a fraud. The
enclosed materials recount incidents of

repression against the BLACK NA
TION in North America.

FREE THE LAND!

Chokwe Lumumba.

Mid West Vice President

Ex-Paather

It has often been said, that the wise
learn from the past. By studying the er
rors of the past, we are theoretically
able to make sound assessments of pre
sent and future events. Yet it is clear

that the powers that be do not expect-
that people in fact do this. The case of
Bob Avakian and the members of the
Revolutionary Communist Party is a
clear example of this.
Many years ago another vanguard

party existed in this country, it was the
Black Panther Party and I was a mem
ber of that organization. The ruling
class through its agents in the police de
partments. FBI, and others systemati
cally sought to destroy that organiza
tion. The harassments came in many
forms from petty stopping pany mem
bers for numerous driving violations to
outright murder as in the case of Fred
Hampton.
The reaction of people to charges of

police harassment was at first, that the
party was lying and the Panthers were
paranoid. Over time it became apparent
that the charges were in fact true.
Now we are faced again with the sit

uation of a party and its chairman being
harassed by agents of the ruling class.
And it is critically important that we
speak out against these attempts at
political genocide. We cannot afford to
sit back and let the events of history
bear out the facts that the RCP is in
danger. Just as agents sought to im
prison Huey Newton, Eldridgc Cleaver
and Bobby Scale, they seek to imprison
Bob Avakian. Just as they beat up
members of the Panther Party,
they attempt and in fact do beat up
members of the RCP as the demonstra-1
tions of May Day. 81 clearly reveal.
We have often been told that the |

right to dissent and voice objection is a
fundamental freedom in this country.
This is simply not true. This govern-]
ment systematically trie.s to intimidate
revolutionary-minded people and if it!
fails in that effort then it has no |
moralistic hesitations about killing [
them. We cannot afford to,allow them
to succeed again. Stop the attacks
against Bob Avakian and the Revolts
tfonary Communist Party. iJ

From the Plantation

I, XXX, hereby wish to voice my sup
port for Bob Avakian and his actcmpi
to gain political asylum in France.
Bob Avakian has fled the imperialist

United States Government because of

his ideological commitment to com
munism.

1 can personally testify to the in
humane treatment inflicted upon Bob
Avakian. by the U.S. Government, in
that I spent many years of my life on a
plantation in Mississippi where 1 was in
timidated, harassed and persecuted by
the plantation owners, who were
flunkeys of the U.S. Government.
From the plantation, I went to the ar

my where the treatment was worse than
ever.

My efforts at becoming a decent, law-
abiding, American citizen proved fruit
less due to frequent harassment by
Mississippi as well as Federal police
which resulted in the loss of my job,
family and fortune. As a result, the
U.S. imperialist system, forced me to
resort to crime.

1 fee! that 1 was more harshly treated
than the other prisoners at Sing Sing
and Denamore prisons in New York
State as well as in Atlanta Federal
Penitentiary in Atlanta. Georgia.

1 can fully sympathize with the suf
fering and mistreatment that Bob
Avakian is currently going through in
that I myself have experienced similar
mistreatment.
In essence, I was ostricized from

society and placed in prison and then
ostricized from prison society by being
placed in solitary confinement, beaten,
harassed, assaulted and hounded by
prison officials and other prisoners at
the instigation of prison officials.

I feel that the same thing is happen
ing to Bob Avakian.

I also feel that Bob Avakian has done
the right thing by fleeing this country in
light of the persecution inflicted upon
such people as prisoner Martin Soslre,

George Jackson, Fleeta Drumgo and
other prisoners murdered or threatened
by prison officials.
Other Americans who were murdered

for their political and humanitarian
beliefs include Malcolm X, Fred Hamp
ton and Viola Liuzzo of Detroit, Michi
gan, who was murdered by the Ku Klux
Klan because of her activities iii the
Civil Rights Movement.
The 5 Communist (Workers] Party

leaders recently killed in Greensboro,'
North Carolina by members of the Ku
Klux Klan and neo-Nazi groups is just
another example of U.S. imperialism.

All of the above examples of injustice
clearly indicate that France has the
obligation to grant Bob Avakian the
political asylum he requests, otherwise
he could suffer the same fate as the ex

amples above indicate.

XXX

Pigs Attempt Murder

My name is Dolly Foung. In less than
two years, 1 have been arrested about J 2
times Of more (hard to keep count after
awhile) while selling the Revolutionary
Worker or agitating. Half of all the ar-
rests were directly related to May Day
1980. On May Day 1981 I was not only
arrested for assault on the police but
also inciting to riot after I was nearly
beaten to death at the hands of 12 San

Francisco TAG Squad bloodhounds.
Most of the charges have ranged from
assault on police (everytime I've gotten
beaten up I got this charge), littering,
obstructing the sidewalk, disturbing the
peace, inciting to riot, and more than
once, I was arrested for the singular
charge of resisting arrest. A couple of
these arrests stand out very blatantly in
relation to the oven and covert methods
the United States government used to
crush the Revolutionary Communist
Party and our Chairman Bob Avakian.

Beginning with the most recent: On

May 1, 1981, I was pan of the proud
red march on Mission Street in San
Francisco. Wc advanced two city block.s
before the police set on the march like a
pack of mercenary dogs and started lo
beat everyone in sight, to try lo hall the
historic advance of our red flag. Wc
dodged in and out of store fronts along
the street and .in between, trying to
regroup on the street. About the third
time the pigs charged at me. A touple
of others and 1 jumped inside this .small
restaurant to escape them, but they
came running in there loo. swinging
their clubs. As the one or two pigs were
unable to grab us they called for rein
forcement and about another ten of
them rushed the narrow doorway. Two
of us ran for the back door, hoping it
would empty into a street but found it
dead ended as a small isolated alley.
The dogs were on us in split
seconds—12 of ihem in helmets, steel
boots, blue jump.suils, clubs, guns and
froth oozing from their mouths. They
beat us for a good 10 minutes (1 am 105
pounds and the other revolutionary was
maybe a few pounds more, but not
much.) 15 stitches on his head. I was
struck on the head at least ten times, got
3 broken ribs, one in two places, a
broken right hand, a broken left finger
and as they tried to pull us out, they
grabbed me by my blood-drenched
hair, and tried to choke me unconscious
while the other swine continued to try
to beat and break my knees, legs, nose
and sternum, in other words, they tried
to kill me. Their lethal intent was more

obvious on the way to the jail when 1
was then locked In a full paddy wagon
for about an hour and was only taken to
the hospital as I was going into shock and
only because the other arrested com
rades raised hell.

As ] often have been agitating in the
Mission District both last May Day and
this May Day, 1 was well known to the

Coiiiiniied on page 22

Call to RW Readers to Testify in
Connection with Bob Avakian's Demo
for Political Refugee Status in France

Astounding though it may be, some people are unable—or unwilling—to recognize that the much adverii.sed democracy
in the United States is in reality no more than a big joke. This problem will have an important bearing on the procedure involv
ing Bob Avakian's demand for political refugee status in France. Already in the inilial stages of this process it has been said
that political persecution has not been proved—that it lias not been established that the difficulties encountered with the
authorities of his country of origin (the U.S.) were of political origin, in the sense of the Geneva Convention. As this case now
moves into the next and more decisive phase, the R W is calling on its readers to provide from their own experience, and to help
organize on a grand scale, information and evidence which will clearly detnonstrate two basic facts:
1. That the U.S. ruling class (which has been responsible for itiewar in Vietnam. Pinochet in Chile, the Shah of Iran, South

Africa, El Salvador and on and on) in fact exercises a vicious repressive dictatorship within the U.S. as well.
2. That, in particular, through its various government agencies (and in cooperation with various "private" reactionary forces)

it is carrying out systematic and increasing repression aimed against revolutionaries in the U.S. and specifically against the
RCP and its Chairman Bob Avakian.

This is a chance to testify about the so-called 'democracy" in the
United States and its true meaning for oppressed and class-conscious
people

Statements that, illusiraieilic above two points should be written down and, if <7/ all possible, notarized• (A notary does
not have to somehow approve or verify what you wrote; they arc only certifying that you arc the person who's signing the
statement.) These statements should then be handed over to the local Committee to Free the Mao Tsetung Delcndants in your
area, or if that is not possible,.be mailed directly to the National Office of the Commiiiee (P.O. Box 6422 "T" Street Station,
Washington, D.C. 20009), If necessary, statements can also be handed over to a regular RW distributor. The kind of
statements needed are those pertaining to such things as firings and harassment, frameups, brutality, ihrcai.s, murder, etc. at
the hands of police or government agents and especially as these incidents relate to Revolutionary Communist Party members
and sympathizers (including people who sell the R W) and above all as they relate to Bob Avakian. There is a certain amount ol
urgency about collecting these statements, and the bulk of (hem sliould be in the hands of the National Oflico of the Commit
tee right away. Please note if your statement could also he used (with or without signature) for publication rn the Revolu
tionary Worker.

* (This can be done in many ciiics ai banks, L-iirrciicy exchaiiees, and many oiher small business offices).
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Mounted tr<

of the anti-l

What becomes fairly obvious even
upon the most superficial examination
is that present-day Northern Ireland is
thoroughly penetrated and thoroughly
dominated by Britain and other im
perialist powers. Since 1972, Northern
Ireland has been ruled directly by the
British Parliament at Wesiminsler via

their Secretary of State for Northern
Ireland, oui of his Northern Ireland of
fice. in alliance with the reactionary
Protestant regime there. It has only
been through the ma.ssivc infusion of
financial supports for social services
and as incentives to lure foreign invest
ment, that Britain and its Protestant
loyalists have been able to keep the rot
ting Northern Ireland economy from
collapsing altogether. And, it falls upon
the shoulders of some 13,000 British
Army Regulars (backed by an entire ap-
paraius of repressive "Special
Powers." Protestant para-military ter
rorist organizations, and assorted other
"special bodies of armed men") to keep

their rule iniacl. How can anyone miss
the ugly and wari-riddcn load of British
imperialism squatting squarely, and
rather prominently, in the foreground
of the landscape of Northern Ireland?
Yet there are those, who dutifully serve
the inierc.sts of the imperialists (as well
as the imperialists themselves), who
relentlessly try to drown the struggle
ripping acro.ss Northern Ireland in tor
rents of bourgeois double-think: "Ii's
not political—it's criminal," they
shriek. "It's nothing more than a cen
turies old religious confiict," ihey
recite, as if by sheer redundancy their
incantations con turn fact into fantasy,
and further—that people will actually
believe them! But what we find after we

dig deeper and clear away some of the
layers of crud that they have piled on
for years and years and years, is that the
"centuries old religious conflict" has
really been the Centuries old struggle of
the masses of Irish people, the vast ma
jority of whorn are Catholic, against

British rule in alliance with reactionary
pro-British Protestants and whose op
pression of the Irish people has taken
on religious form.
This has everything to do with the

particular history of how Britain was
able to consolidate its domination of
Ireland, namely with the use of Protes
tant .seiilcrs, especially^from Scotland.
In essence then, wliai appears to be a
question of religion is actually a ques
tion of national subjugation and the
fight against it in Ireland. There is an
800-year-long history of the struggles of
the Irish people against their subjuga
tion by Britain, covcring a period from
the 1 100s, right up into the prc.seni. But
it wasn't until 1609 that Britain was

able to actually establish a firm
foothold in Ireland. It was then that the
British rulers turned to using massive
influxes of Proiesiani settlers a.s their
pry-bar. their lever to colonizing
Ireland. The Corporation of London
(i.e., the city's governing body )

was called on to find and contract set
tlers to go to Ireland. The Corporation
preceded to form a management firm,
innocently named the Irish Society, to
.see to all (he details, etc., of the seliling
and the bringing of the Gaelic clans to
heel in order to provide British col
onialism with unfettered access, to
plunder Ireland. These selllerswcre
predominantly Scottish, and it is part of
the historic record, that due to the Pro-'
tesiani Reformation in England, they
were Proiestan(.s. They came, in many
instances, to escape poverty, the deb
tors' prison, or worse. A significant sccr,
lion were Presbyterians (or Dissenters)
who came to escape persecution by thCj
established Church of England—a fact:
that ut times put the settlers at odds
with the British rulers and, upon occa
sion, was pan of the basis for instances
of unified resistance by Protestant and!
Catholic against the colonial overlords.
It is, also part of the historical record
that the majority of the Irish at this

Karl Marx on British Rule in Ireland
The following are excerpisfrom a lei-

(cr on the Irish national struggle from
Karl Marx to Higfried Meyer and
AugiLV Vogt. two memhers of the In-
lemafional tv/to emigrated from Ger
many to the U.S. in the tnid-l860s and
curried nut revoliiiionary m»rk in this
LOUtUry as purl of the International.

Marx In Sigfrid Meyer and
Aagusl Vugt

April 9, 1870

On January I, 1870, the General
Council issued a confidential circular

drawn up by me in French (for the
reaction upon England only the French,
not the German, papers arc important)
on the relation of the Irish national
-Struggle to the emancipulion of the
working class, and therefore on the
attitude which the Inicrnalional
A.ssociaiion should take in regard to the
Irish question.

I .shall give you here only quite briefly
the decisive points, Ireland is the
bulwark of the English landed
aristocracy. The exploitation of that
country is not only one of the main
sources of this aristocracy's material
welfare: it is its greatest moral strength.
It, in fact.Tcpresenis the domination of
England over Ireland. Ireland is
therefore the great means by which the
English aristocracy maintains its
domination in England herself

if. on the other hand, the English army
and police were to withdraw from
Ireland tomorrow, you would at once
have an agrarian revolution there. But
the overthrow of the English
anistocracy in Ireland involves as a
necessary con-scquence ii.s overthrow in
England. Attd this would fulfil the
preliminary condition, for the
proletarian revolution in England. The
destruction of the English landed
aristocracy in Ireland is an infinitely
ea.sier operation than in England
herself, because in Ireland the land
question has hitherto been the exxiusive
form of ihesocial question, because it is
a quc.slion of existence, of life and
death, for the immense majnriiy of the
Irish people, and because It is at the
same lime inseparable from the
naiional question. This quite apart
from the Irish being more passionate
ami revitluiionary in character than the
English.
As for the English liourgeoisie, it ha.s

in the first place a common interest with
The English aristocracy in .turning
Ireland into mere pasture land which
provides the English market with meat
and wool at the cheapest possible
prices. It Is equally interested in reducing,
by evict inn and forcible emigration, the
Iri.sli population to such a small mimhcr

•that English capital (capital invested in
land leased for (arming) can function
liicre with ".security". It ha.s the same
interest in clearing the estate of Ireland

as it had in the clearing of the agricul
tural disiricis of England and Scotland.
The £6,000-10,000 absemee-lahdiord
and other Irfsh revenue.s which at

pre.sem fiow annually to London have
also to be taken into account.

Bui the English bourgeoisie has.
hcside.s. much more important interests
in Ireland's present-day economy.
Owing to the constantly increasing
concentration of tenant farming,
ireiand steadily supplies her own
.surplus to the English labour-market,
and thus forces down wages and lowers
the moral and material condition of the

English working class.
And most important nf all! Every

industrial and cornmereial centre in

England now possesses a working class
divided into two hostile camps, English
proletarians and Irish proletarians. The
ortlinary English worker hates the Irish
worker as a ctmipcliior who lowers his
standard of life. In relation to the Irish
worker he I'eels himself a nicmbcr of Ihc
ruling iialioti and so turns liiniselfinlo a
tool of the aristocrats and capitalists of
his couniry aguinsi Ireland, ilni.s
strengthening their domination over
hlm.se(f. He clicri.she.s religious, social,
and national prejudices against the Irish
worker. His altitude ioward.s him is
much the same as that of the "poor
whites" 10 the "niggers" in the former
slave states of the U..S.A. The Irishman
pays him back with interest in his own
money,. He see.s in the English worker at

once the accomplice arid the stupid tool
of the English rule in Ireland.
This aniagonisni" is artificially kept

alive and intensiried by the press, the
pulpit, the comic papers, in short, by .all
the ineaii.s at the disposal of the ruling
classes. This amagonism is the secret of
the impotence of the English working
class, de.spiic its organisation. It is the
secret by which the capitalist class
maintains its power. And liiai class is
fully aware of it...
England, being the mciropolis of

capital, the power wliich has hitherto,
ruled the world market, is for the

present the most important country for
the workers' revoliiiioti, and moreover
the only country in which the material
conditions for this revolution have

developed up to a certain degree of
maturity. Therefore to hasten the social
revoluiion in England is the mvjst
imporiaiit object of the international
Working Men's AssociatitJu. The sole
means of hastening it i.s to make Ireland
indepcmlcni. Henc'e it is the task of the
Iniernaiional everywhere to put the
confiici between England and Ireland in
the foreground, and everywhere to .side
openly with Ireland. And it is the
special tusk of the Central Council in
London to awaken a consciou,Mi.e.ss in
the English workers iliai/or them the
national vma/ici/iation of Ireland is no
question of abstract jusfice or humani
tarian semitnem, but the first condilion
oftheir o wn .social emancipation U
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ops of the Irish Republican Army on drill during the course
ritish war 1918-1922.

time were Catholics. (Interestingly
enough, this loo was a product of Bri
tain's attempts to dominate Ireland,
when earlier foray.s into the island only
succeeded in Catholicizing the clans.)
The aims of the British rulers were

clear: colonize Ireland. And, ihcy had
struck upon the use of Protestant set
tlers as the vehicle by which these aims
would be achieved. What becomes quite
evident is that the religious contradic
tion'. were first and foremost manifesia-

itons of the national oppression of (he
Irish people by the British. And as the
domination, of Ireland by Britain
developed, from early colonialism to its
present-day form, so did the inevitable
intensification of national opprc-ssion
and the frish people's resistance to it.
So too. did Britain and their allies
among the Protestants more and more
develop a whole structure of Protestant
supremacy solidifying a systematic set
up of oppression based on religious dif
ferences and fanning religious con-
iradictions that existed since the .settlers

first arrived hundreds of years ago.
The rest of ihc I7ih century saw

brutal and calculated destruction of the

Irish clans, the confiscation of their
lands, the suppression of the Gaelic
language and of Irish culture generally.
While a few clan chieftains were bought
offand given land for their submission to
Briifiin and its settlers, overall, a reign
of terror swept Ireland as the colonists
moved to insure a good climate for

British iniercsi.s by stomping the Irish
into submission. In 1690, in a desperate
effort to break the British colonial

yoke, a number of Gaelic clan chief
tains Joined with King James il. who
was attempting to restore the Catholic
church to the throne in England. The
uprising was sub.sequenvly crushed by
the armies of William of Orange.
William's ascension to the Brltisli

throne brought with it a new level in (he
subjugation of the Irish. A series of
Penal I.aws/Anti-Popery Laws were in
stituted in 1704 to rip all avenues of
political expression and poiiiicaJ power
from the hands of the Irish-Catholics
and to prevent ihem from obtaining any
in the foreseeable future. To underscore

the point that these laws were part and
parcel of Britain's colonial domination

Continued on page 14
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6r/(ish "ingenuity" in the suppression of the Irish peo
ple is demonstrated once again. Today it's "white
noise'' torture chambers and "non-lethal" plastic
bullets. Here (above) it's a mobile gallows on-wheels,
used by British troops in the execution of rebels during
the 1798 United Irishmen's Uprising—just in case they
captured a rebel miles from the nearest tree!

- •* i

I

Dally life in Northern Ireland, now under military occupation by some ^
13,000 British troops. Here, shoppers are detained, questioned, and
frisked at one of the numerous "chec/tpornfs" in Belfast.

t

r  I

Map at left shows the €-counries of present-day Northern Ireland and
three of its principal cities. The three counties—Donegal, Monaghan
and Cavan—were originally part of the province of Ulster. They were
consciously severed when Britain partitioned Ireland in 1921 In order
to ensure a 2:1 Protestant ma/ority in the north. (Inset depicts the
26-counfy Republic of Ireland and the 6-county north.)
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Irish
Struggle
( iintiiiuvd fruin pu};i' 13
of Ireland, whose p«>p!e were Caiholic
in iheir majoriiy, Briiish implementa
tion or the laws was highly uneven.
They were used against the masses of
poor Presbyterian Dissenters as well as
the Irish-Caihoiic-s. .And runhcr, a
number of Catholic lanciowncr.s <the
ones that did not side with James II)
found many ways to skirt the laws.
They cither put their lands in trust to
Proicsiant.s while reaping the economic
beneriis. or gave formal submission and
allegiance to Briiish rule. It was also at
this time that the Dublin Parliament,
made up exclusively ofloyal Protestant
landlords, was set up in Ireland in an ef
fort to even more securely entrench Bri
tain's hold on Ireland via these local

overseers.

It should be pointed out that these
repressive laws were hardly what one
would call "ami-Pope." In fact, due to
an alliance against French expansionist
aims in Europe (to which direction
James II had turned for aid), William
of Orange and Pope Innocent XI were
as thick as thieves—up to and including
the backing (financially and spiritually)
of William's suppression of the Irish!
Indeed, as evidenced even by events to
day. the history of Papa! aid and acqui-
c-sciicc in the subjugation of the Irish
people is nearly as long as the history of
Briiish aticmpi.s to do so. The Penal
J.aws were once again a way for Britain
10 lighten the colonial lca.sh.

Britain's colonial rule over Ireland

developed virtually unchallenged for
the next 100 years. A sub.staniia! linen
industry was developing in the province
of Ulster to the northeast. And. due to
its non-threatening position, vi.s-a-vis
industry in Englanii. h continued to
blossom, trading with both Britain and
Europe on a tomiJCiilivc level. It wa.s
from this that a Protestant capitalist
cla.vs began to develop. Bui Ulster, and
ii.s industrial development,, was an ex

ception and in stark contrast to the rest
of Ireland. Due to a number of fac-
tstr.s—it being the Protestant settlers'
gateway into Ireland, and its close prox
imity {12 miles acro.ss ilte Irish Sea) to
the British mainland, and first and
foremost a land tenure system more

favorable to the Protestant settlers that
enablcd an agricultural base to be built
up 10 support indusiriali/aiion—Ulster
took off on the path of rapid industrial
expansion. Meanwhile, southern and
western Ireland was being mercilessly
ravaged and economically distorted to
suit the needs of the Briiish rulers. Vast
stretches of land lie fallow, as British
ab.semee latidlords and their local Pro
testant landowning coumerparis who
controlled the Dublin Parliament did
nothing more than collect the rents
from the Irish tenant farmers. (It
•should be noted t hat due to the relaxing
of lite Penal Laws, this period also saw
a further growth of Irish-Catholic lan-
dttvuncrs.) At every point in the
economic development in these regions
of Ireland, where trade and manufac
ture developed into conflict with British
economic expansion, the colonial leash
•was yanked in order to beat down these
potential threats. Through the use of the
Navigation Acts—initiated to break the
hold of the Dutch on trade by declaring
that all imporis/expons to Britain mu.si
he in British .ships—all trade between
these areas of Ireland and Europe was
ibwaried- The woolen industry in
Ireland was completely destroyed: the
export of live cattle was altered to
become export of cattle produas only;
the brewing and glass Tnaniifaciuring
indu.siries were severely citriailcd and
restricted. Meanwhile, at the bottom of
Irish society, hardly benefiiiing front
developments in Ireland's trade and
manufacture and at the mercy of the
British and local Protestant landlords,
were the ma.sses of Irish people, tied to
ihc land.and brutally exploited. Indeed.
British colonial rule, intervening as it
had so early in Ireland's history (when
the relations of production still revolv
ed around the primitive clan structure),
was extremely thorough in its control
and distortion of Ireland's economy.
That Ireland was deformed by British

domination is an understatement, to
say the least.

li was these harsh and restrictive col
onial policie.s followed by iJie British
and Protestant landlords in Ireland,
that compelled a section of the rising
Protestant manufacturers (principally
among the Presbyicrian Dissenters)
centered in Ulster into conllici with the
British <ls they sought freedom to
develop their intcresis. At the same
lime, peasant organizations were arm
ing across the face of Ireland, exacting
reprisals for landlord abu.ses and
outrages. In 1761, the Whiieboys {nam
ed for their while shins) were formed
unifying Catholic and Protestant tenant
farmers into active resistance to the

landlords. Even in Ulster, the heart of
the Proiesiant population's concentra
tion. predominantly Protestant peasant
organizations like the Oakboys and the
Hearts O' Steel, sprang up and carried
out resistance to the landlords, indeed,
[join 1761-1778, a.virtual state of war
raged between the loosely-knit and local
peasant organizations and the forces of
terror unleashed by the landlords. After
1778, agrarian resistance was reduced
to a more local and isolated nature, eb
bing in the face of its own limitation
and landlord reaction.

It was upon this foundation of mass
social unrest and resistance that the

Society of the United irishmen, led by a
Protestant lawyer, Wolfe Tone, was
able to develop as the leading center of
resistance to British control of Ireland.
Indeed, the United Irishmen, politically
led by a section of the Presbyterian Pro
testants among the manufacturers in
Ulster, was very successful in uniting
the outraged masses of peasants, both
Catholic and Protestant, undeY the ban
ner of religious persecution, in 1798, an
attempted uprising against Britain led
by the United Irishmen (modelled after
and inspired by the French Revolution)
was brutally crushed.
The British acted swiftly to the threat

posed by this uprising. Aiding their
bloody and brutal suppression was the
Mother Lodge of the Orange Order,
which had been organized by Protestant
landlords backed by Britain in 1795,
The Orange Order was formed for the
express purpose of uniting reactionary
Protestant elements on the basis of Pro
testant supremacy and loyalty to the
British Crown, to carry out systematic
terror against the Irish-Catholic masses
and 10 disintegrate the bonds of Pro
testant/Catholic unity that peaked with
the uprising of '98. Presbyterian
Dissenters were barred for a number of
years during which time a number of in
roads were made to bring the Dissenters
back into the loyal Protestant fold.
These ranged from the posi-1798 upris
ing terror tactics of repression, to the
Royal Grants by the British government
10 Presbyterian ministers to buy their
services. By 1834, when the doors of the
Orange Order were thrown wide open
to all non-Catholics, these ministers
and their tlock swept in. The principles
of Protestant supremacy and loyalty to
Britain upon which the Orange Order
wa.s founded are well iliusiraied by the
song below, excerpted from the 1975
edition of the Crimson Banner Song-
hook. The song is entitled "The Orange
and the Blue," and continues to be
popularized among the Protestants in
Northern Ireland today:

"Against the altar and the throne
(he democrat may prate,
Bui while I am an Orangeman.
I'll stand for Church and State

Let. not the poor man hate the rich.
Nor the rich on poor look down*
But each join each true Protestant
For CiotI and for ihc Crown..."

And. ai 'he same time the Orange
Order was being whipped up into an
anii-c:ailiolicipro-Brili-sh frenzy, the
Brili-sh government passed the Act of
Union in 1801, abolishing the nominal
.scir-rule held by the Dublin Parliament
and instituting direct-rule via
Westminster—and backed by a garrison
of Briiish troops hastily dispatched^ to
tiie island. This was an effort to bring
Ireland tighter into the Briiish orbit; for
greater and more ihovough economic ex
ploitation, military security on Britain's
western Hank, and for a measure of
political smbiliiy in the wake of the
rebellion. The Act of Union broughi Bri

tain's colonial rule over Ireland to its
zenith. In the following years, the Pro
iesiant bourgcoksie and large sections of
the Protestant masses were solidified in-

•  to a reactionary force for perpetration of
Briiish domination of Ireland.

Tlie Act of Union had a profound im
pact upon the economic development of
Ireland. By breaking down the barriers
erected earlier under the Navigation Acts
that had placed severe restrictions on
Ireland's irade with England and the resi
of Europe. Ireland was swept up into
Britain's rapid industrial growth and its
entrance upon the world scene as the
foremost imperialist power. What it
ineanl for Ulster was a iremencious

bottsi to the already burgeoning develop
ment of industry there. Linen, engineer
ing. and shipbuilding niushroorhcd. But
throughout the rest of Ireland. British
imperialism even more thoroughly and
more harshly subordinated Ireland to its
needs. The production of meal and wool
for Britain became the watchword of the

day. as ma.ssive tracts of land in Ireland
were forcibly turned from small-scale
liilagc into pasture lands, and Ireland
turned inio Eng|and'.s back 40. Evic
tions. coupled with widespread fairiine.

cleared the lands and concentrated

massive landholdings into fewer and
fewer hands. Between J855-I866, some
1,032,694 Irish men. women and
children were replaced on the land by
996,877 head of livestock—nearly a one-
to-one ratio! Karl Marx, who along with
Fredrick Engels had written extensively
about the "Irish Oucsiion" during this
period, poignantly describes the decima
tion o! Ireland and its people:
"England, a country with fully

developed capitalist production, and
prc-cmiiicmly indusirial. would have bled
10 death with such a drain a-s Ireland

has sulTercd. Bui Ireland is at pre.sent
only an agricultural district.of England,
marked off by a wide channel from the
country to which it yields com. wool,
cattle, indu.siriai and military recruits."
indeed, Marx, observing the massive
emigration of the Irish, bitterly and sar-
casiically siated that Ireland may .soon
he completely empty of people, "that
thus she may fulfil her true destiny, that
of an English sheep \valk and cattle
pa.siure."

Bui important developments were tak
ing place ill Ireland, events thai heralded
the rising demand—first voiced in whis
pers and then accompanied by the
sounds of guns—for an independent
Ireland. By the 1820s, the demand for
the repeat" of the Act of Union was the
mo.si popular slogan in Ireland. It was
taken up by the budding Irish Catholic
hourgcoisic and the landlords, and a
growing number of Catholic peasants
who were seeking an end to the most
heinous conditions—conditions that

claimed one million Irish lives through
outright starvation and another million
Irish through emigration. Indeed, .so
widespread had the movement become
thai in 1829. (he British Parliament pass
ed the Catholic Emancipation Act that,
after several decades, gave some paltry
rights to Catholics in the form of run
ning for office. And by 1849, due to the
Encumbered Estates Act which enabled
bankrupt English ab.semee landlords to
sell their landholdings in Ireland, some
3.00(1 estates passed into the hands of
new Catholic landlords, thus strengthen
ing the developing bourgeois forces
among the Catholics.

During this period there were several
attempts at uprising-s among the Irish
Caihoiics thai the Briiish were able to
suppres'' with the aid ot the Orange
Ordci. Still powerful lorec-wcreeoalesc-
ing and aligning, led by the developing
Catholic bourgeoisie. By the 1880s. the
demand for an independent Ireland had
been raised to a fever pitch. A whole new
resurgence of natlonalksm gripped Ire
land. as lite Gaelic language was rescued
and Iri.sh citliure in general was pro
moted in an effort to build a new na
tional identity in the struggle for Irish in
dependence. But it wasn't uriiil Britain
was bogged down in lite Inier-imperialisi
bloodletting of WWI. that the demand
for an independent Ireland was trans
lated into an actual aiiempi to over-
throw British imperialism and seize
power. Led bv forces who saw Briiaiir.s
problems with the war as Ireland's op
portunity (most notably. James Connol
ly. a Marxist), (he Easter Uprising of
1916 was launcltcd in Dublin. Lenin and

other revolutionaries at that time firmly
supported and upheld this uprising and
its goals to free Ireland from the clutches
of Briiish imperialism. He along with
others, including the Irish delegation of
the Second International, condemned in
no uncertain terms the social-chauvinism

of the opporiunisi leaders of the Second
International who attacked the Irish up
rising and James Connolly, calling the
rebellion a "putsch." In fact Marxism
had a .significani influence among some
of the forces among the masses in
Ireland who were rising up against Bri
tain, The Bolshevik revolujion especially
became an inspiration to many of the
Irish masses in the period that followed.

While (his attempt at a bourgeois-
democratic revolution was brutally put
down and most of its principal leaders
executed, it kindled nationalist sen
timents into a raging brush fire across
Ireland. Within two years an "illegal"
Parliament (The Dail) had been set up in
Dublin, proclaiming itself the sole Ibgiii-
maie representative of the Irish people.
Simultaneously, armed guerrilla warfare
pummelled the combined forces of the
police (Royal Irish Constabulary), the
British Army, and (he mercenary Black
and Tans (who had been recruited from
the ranks of British convicts and ex-
army officers). Things were fast coming
to a head in Ireland. It was fast becom
ing clear that the British imperialists and
their Protestant allies could no longer
rule in the same old way. Something had
10 be done.

In, 1921, the British government pro
posed a treaty, ending the conflict and
partitioning Ireland into its present-day
configuration: granting the 26-couiny
Republic to the south, and forming the
6-couniy British possession of Northern
Ireland. The desperate imperialists lean
ed heavily on the Catholic bourgeois
forces, threatening all-out war if the
treaty wasn't signed. A truce was
declared while the nationalist forces
discussed the proposal. In January,
1922, a close vote of The Dail (64-57) ap
proved the treaty and the partitioning
and led to the formation of the Irish
Free State, but not without significant
opposition. The Irish Republican Army's
19 divisions split (11 against the treaty
and 8 for it); already armed dashes were
taking place between anti-treaty and
pro-treaty elements. At the same time, in
Ulster, a vicious campaign of anti-
Caihoiic, anti-nationalist terror was be
ing unleashed by the Proicsiani
bourgeoisie and its Orange Order in an
effort to pave the way for securing
British control of the north. Indeed, be
tween June 1920 and June 1922, 428
Catholics had been killed, 1,766 wound
ed. 8,750 driven from their jobs and
23,000 made homeless!
By July 1922. sharp armed struggle

raged across southern Ireland between
Republican forces and the new govern
ment. Under an ultimatum from Bri
tain to the new Irish govern
ment—crush the resistance or we rescind
the treaty and go back to direct
rule—and with the aid of borrowed
British artillery, the government forces
levelled the anti-Treaty forces' head
quarters in Dublin. The brutal repression
that followed effectively defeated the op
position. An Irish Catholic bourgeoisie
was now in power in the south which was
granted formal political independence
under dominion status as part of the
Briiish Commonwealth (the Republic of
Ireland was iicn officially established un
til 1949), complete with an oath of
allegiance to the King of England.

But while relative formal in
dependence was granted, economic con
trol and dependence on British im-

-pcrlalism's nco-colonial rule heightened.
The Irish bourgeoisie struggled to
establish a viable national economy. Due
to the previous distortion of Ireland's
agriculture (pasture land to the neglect to
industry except in Ulster), the new
government had to legislate aid to the
farms in order that they might compete
in the export market. But given Britain's
overwhelming economic dominance,
free trade by the Irish was faced with in
credible competition in the world market
and export earnings from agriculture
were railing behind those needed to
finance industrial iniport.s. By the 1930s,
free trade policies were scrapped in favcr
of protectionist barriers. In response,
Britain imposed tariffs on food and

C'ontinticd on page 23
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Ronald Reagan's 4th of July
"Cracker" Nostalgia
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The June 28, 1981 issue of Parade
magazine treats its millions of readers
to a special Fourth of July message
from the President complete with full-
page pictures of Ronald Reagan hold
ing a miniature American flag. The
magazine claims that this rare piece of
prose was penned by the hand of the
Commander-in-Chief himself "on a
yellow pad at Camp David." After
reading the one-page article imagina
tively titled by the author, "What July
Fourth Means To Me" by Ronald Rea
gan, President of the United States, Pa
rade can safely be taken at its word on
this one. We are looking forward to
another essay by Reagan in the fall titl
ed "What I Did On My Summer Vaca
tion." Here we see this decrepit spokes
man for a decrepit decaying system at
his best displaying his broad expansive
knowledge of a full range of subjects
from his childhood fun with fireworks

to the 56 men who signed the Declara
tion of Independence—men who "had
pledged their lives, their fortunes, and
their sacred honor" and men who

Reagan carefully points out were "men
of means and education; they were not
an unwashed rabble. They had achieved
security but valued freedom more."
(These men were indeed real men of
prowess for according to Reagan "they
sired a nation that grew from sea to
shining sea.") And before leaving the
reader with his final solemn "Happy
Fourth of July," Reagan treats him to
deep insights and profound truths such
as the following; "In recent years,
however, I've come to think of that day
as more than Just the birthday of a na
tion. It also commemorates the only
true philosophical revolution in aU
history."
While all of Reagan's reflections 'on

this "little band so unique we have
never seen their like since" that sired

"the greatest nation on earth" cause
even (he greaiesi of mind-s io siop and
ponder, by far the most revealing part
of the article, intentionally or uninten
tionally, is the beginning nostalgia.
Here Reagan demonstrates his lust for
the fireworks on a world scale that the

U.S. imperialists are feverishly prepar
ing for recalling: "We'd count and re
count the number of firecrackers,
display pieces and things and go to bed
determined to be up with the sun so as
to offer the first, thunderous notice of
the Fourth of July...I'm sure we're
better off today with fireworks largely ,
handled by professionals. Yet there was
a thrill never to be forgotten in seeing a
tin can blown 30 feet in the air by a
giant 'cracker'—giatii, meaning i( was
four inches long." Yes, today the
fireworks at hand are "handled by pro
fessionals" and they are much bigger
than those Reagan toyed with as a boy
and capable of blowing things
significantly larger than a tin can far
higher ihaii 30 fcci, bui (he imperialists
and their spokesmen are just as small in
siaiure as ever. 'J

Snakes
Continued from page 1

was Israel's major arms supplier. Peres
established a web of personal connec
tions with military and intelligence
circles in France that, according to the
Zionist moothly. Midstream,
culminated in France's decision to
cooperate in building Israel's first
nuciear reactor. Since then, Peres has
consolidated his reputation in the West
as a reliable henchman and team
player—a reputation he shares with
other top leaders in the Labor Align
ment, including Yitzhak Rabin. Rabin,
the Prime Minister in the government
which preceded Begin's, caused mur
murs of approval in the Western im
perialist press—and last-minute prcdic-
liohs of a possible Labor victory in the
elections—when he decided to bury the

hatchet in a personal feud with Peres
and join the Labor slate as candidate
for defense minister.

Begin's History

Menachem Begin's political history
is, of course, no less that -of a reac
tionary lackey of imperialism; but its
circumstances-are somewhat different.

Prior to his accession to power in 1977,.
Begin was considered a kookic outsider
in Israeli politics. Begin was a far right
lawyer in Poland when the Germans in
vaded Warsaw in 1939. Begin left War
saw for the Soviet Union—where he
was arrested and sentenced to eight
years hard labor in the Arctic for anti-
Soviet activities. Released in 1941, he
enlisted in the reactionary Free Polish
Army, and arrived in Palestine in 1942.
There, he created a neo-fascist terrorist
organization, the Irgiin Avai Leuni,
which conducted attacks against British

forcc.s and Arabs alike. It conducted
some of the most infamous massacres

of Palestinians ever seen.
Following the founding of Israel,

Begin headed a small party considered
extremist even by Israeli standards,
primarily because of its uncompromis
ing expansionist platfortn and its
criticism of the "shackles" imposed by
U.S. imperialist foreign policy on the
fulfillment of the goal of "Greater
Israel." In 1973, Begin achieved a
greater base of political power through
mergers with several other panics and
the formatidn of the Likud bloc, Prior
to the elections of 1977. the Labor Par
ty was rocked by a series of widely
publicized corruption cases and finan
cial scandals. The Israeli economy was
already entering the economic crisis
which has continued to intensify to the
pre.senl day. Likud was also able to
capitalize on its base among llie grow
ing numbers of Sephardic (Middle

Eastern) Jews in Israel, which emerged
as a major factor in an Israeli election
for the first lime in 1977.

Begin's 1977 victory was greeted with
expressions of dismay by most quarters
of U.S. and European imperialists,
primarily for fear that a Likud govern
ment would prove loo rigid in its ex
pansionist policies to allow an accom
modation between Israel and the

pro-U.S. Arab regimes, which in some
form or another is indispensable to
U.S. strategic policy in the Middle East.
How "sincere" ihe.sc expressions of

concern were is a matter for conjecture.
It became evident with the announce
ment of Begin's cabinet thai whatever
his personal or political idiosyncracies,
his government would remain true to
the policy of its predecessors: working
to achieve Zionist aspirations through
serving as a loyal tool of imperialism.
Although Begin brought into the

Cnnllnued on page 17
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Revisionist Scapegoat
Conlinued from puge 4
Hua svas "Mao's choice." Bui this is
clearly not so. The death of Zhou Enlai
in January 1976 raised ihe stakes for
both the revolutionaries and the revi
sionists, and the contention between the
two sides focused directly on the issue
of who would succeed Zhou as premier.
Mao and the left wanted Chang Chun-
chiao, but they were not able to push
this through because the balance of
forces were against them. At the same
lime, the right was not able to put for
ward their most outspoken political
representative, Deng, because he was
increasingly coming under fire from the
mass criticism campaign launched and
directed by Mao. But the right, who
had powerful forces on their side, was
strong enough to push for Hua, who
was politically in their camp but not so
exposed and therefore not such an easy
target as Deng. For the revolutionaries,

.one good point about Hua was that
although he was in the opposing camp,
he himself did not command much of a
personal following and did not have a
substantial power base. Mao's thinking
was that the best hope for the left lay
not in staking everything on personnel,
which was beyond their ability anyway,
but in deepening the mass polilicai
movement to expose Deng's rightist
line. At the same time, by putting Hua
in the position of having to publicly
support the campaign against Deng,
Mao hoped to increase the contradic
tions within the right, as well as lay the
basis for exposing Hua's opportunism.
Under these conditions, Mao had to go
along with Hua's appointment as acting
premier, and later as premier and vice-
chairman, but he stepped up the strug
gle against the line that Hua, as well as
Deng and all the revisionists were
pushing.
The revisionists took further offen

sive by staging the April 5ih riot in Tien
An Men Square as a sign to their camp
and social base nationally. Such signs
and stogan.s as "The time of Chin Shih
Huang (the first emperor, a hi.storical
figure used by the rightists to refer to
Mao) has gone already," "Long Live
the Four Modernirations" left little
doubt who was behind the affair and

what its aims were. The riot was quelled
with a combination of PLA units,
police and militia.
One of the statements made by

Chiang Ching during her trial referred
directly to this incident: "1 was not
responsible for the suppression of the
Tien An Men incident. You can ask the
Minister of Public Security at that time
to come and act as my witness." That
minister was Hua. Chiang Ching was
pointing to real contradictions within
the revisionist camp between the out
spoken revisionists like Deng who were
the main targets during the Cultural
Revolution and those who were more

slick and managed to stay in office, like
Hua. The immediate result of the riot

was that Deng was removed from all
posts and Hua was named premier and
vice-chairman. Actually, it was not a
bad deal for the revisionists. Deng kept
his parly membership and a basis for
coming back (as he eventually did) and
Hua was nominally second behind Mao
in standing. Very crucial was the fact
that by forcing the revolutionaries to
take organizational measures against
Deng, the mass political struggle
against his line was actually short-
circuited before it could develop widely
and deeply enough. Therefore, Hua's
role in their organizational suppression
of the Tien An Men riots in his role of

Public Security Minister is not a simple
matter.

Hua, with his lack of a power base,
was not the prime mover or the archi
tect of the revisionist coup. The right-
would have had to move to take power
even without Hua, if it had come to
that. But of course Hua played a very
vital role for them, providing an out
ward appearance of an orderly succes-
,sion and sowing confusion with his
reputation of being "endorsed" by
Mao. An example of the kind of role he
played in the crucial days of the coup
was the defusing of the potential upris
ing in Shanghai. Leaders from
Shanghai as well as a good number of
middle, even advanced elements, were
either swayed or confused by Hua. A
carefully worked out plan for an upris
ing, which would have had a iremen-

WHAT WAS MAO TSETUNG ALL ABOUT?

WHY HAS HIS VERY NAME COME TO STAND

FOR REVOLUTION?
Now. concentrated in a single
volume is a summary of the
essence of Mao's rhought and
teachings, which he developed
through the twists and turns of
over SO years of revolutionary
struggle.

This tx50k delivers a powerful
plow in defense of Mao's revolu
tionary line at a time when
everything he fought for,
everything that inspired millions
about revolutionary China, is
under fierce attack from
reaaionaries of all stripes.

It blasts the slander that Mao
was an Idle dreamer trying to im
pose an impraaical vision on the
world. No one knew better than

he chat ttieie was no straight line
to liberation but that through
continued struggle the world
would be won and remade by
the people. "The ceaseless
emergence and resolution of
contradiaions as against all no

tions of absoluteness and stagna
tion ... this Mao grasped as the
driving force in the development
of all things.. .and this
understanding runs like a crim
son path through Mao's writings
and actions."

It shows his contempt of
bureaucrats, and all who say
that revolution has gone far
enough as soon as they are in a
position to feather their own nests
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"CAN ANYONE EVEN CONCEIVE OF MAO AS
A STODGY BUREAUCRAT OR COMFORTABLE
VETERAN RESTING ON HIS LAURELS!"

dous effect not only in China but inter-
nationally, never happened.

In the period after the coup, portraits
of Hua were hung next to every portrait
of Mao, and widely distributed posters
showed Mao sitting next to Hua and
telling him. "With you in charge, I am
at ease." The revisionists now repudiate
all this as evidence of Hua's creation of
a personality cult for himself, as if he
had goneon some megalomaniac binge.
Although Hua himself might indeed
have illusions of grandeur, the revi
sionists a.s a whole directed and fueled
the Hua "personality cull," as feeble as
it was with his mediocre boring per
sonality, in order to preserve as much as
possible the cover of an orderly succes
sion from the Mao years. In this period,
in an appearance at a restaurant Deng
Xiaoping was said to have quipped,
"Keep on criticizing Deng Xiaoping."
This was both Deng's sarcasm and his,
tactical advice.
That the revisionists' grandiose

schemes of "catching up with the
West" and "modernization by the year
2000" has turned into a complete flop is
now also being blamed on Hua and his
"ultra-left" line. In fact the revisionists
now connect the two years they
associate with Hua's leadership—from
(he coup to the Third Plenum of the
lllh Central Committee where Deng's
line and influence came to the

fore—with the "10 years of turmoil" of
the Cultural Revolution and the failure
to break from the "ultra-left" thinking.
This is pure fabrication on the part of
the Deng forces. The economic pro
gram being carried out in that first two
years of revisionist rule was precisely
the program of the revisionist camp as a
whole, as formulated in the "'Three
Poisonous Weeds," pure and sim
ple—the "weeds" which were drawn up
under Deng's overall guidance and in
which Hua and Hu Yaobang had signi
ficant roles to play.
In summing up Hua's role, the article

by the Revolutionary Communist Par
ty, USA in the International Journal
"A World To Win" compares Hua to
the historical revisionist figure Kauisky.
"Hua Guofcng's role vis a vis Deng
Xiaoping has an historical precedent in
the relation between Kautsky and the
Scheidemanns and Plekhanovs in (he

Second International. These latter two,
of course, were well-known for their
open and undisguised calls to 'defend
the fatherland' during the first' inter-
imperialist war and their complete
.subservience to the bourgeoisie. Kaut
sky, on the other hand, struck a 'cen
trist' pose. But does history have a dif
ferent judgment of Kautsky than the
open revisionists? If anything, one can
only say that Kautsky, by uniting with
the Right, by drawing up theoretical ex
cuses for capitulation, by demanding the
Right not be driven out of the socialist
movement while attacking the Left bitter
ly, played a more destructive and vicious
role in combatting the revolutionary pro
letariat. The same can be said for Hua

Guofeng."

Hu Yaobang—A Deng Clone

Hua's replacement, Hu Yaobang,
has always follwed Deng's political ups
and downs. Hu was accused of being
Deng's follower during the Cultural
Revolution and was sent to the coun
tryside. When Deng returned to the
polilicai scene in 1975, Hu followed,
becoming head of the Academy of
Sciences. Then when Deng was toppled
again after the Tien An Men incident,
Hu again followed in his footsteps.
Since his rehabilitation after the coup,
Hu has steadily risen up in the ranks be
ing named last year as the general
secretary of the party, a post last held
by Deng before the Cultural Revolu
tion. Hu hbs been playing the role of
the spearhead in breaking new territory
on criticism of the Cultural Revolution
and Mao. His remark that "Mao's er
rors have been the cause of great mis-
I'oriune for the party and the Chinese
proletariat" touched off a new round
of heightened attacks on Mao last year,
and he later said, referring to the
Cultural Revolution, that "nothing was
correct or positive during (he 10 years.
The whole thing was negative."
The recent moves by Deng at the 6th

Plenum show on the one hand some of
the strength of the Deng forces. They
were able to force through a consensus

on the long-awaited historical evalua
tion of the party history and organiza
tional changes. But what comes
through more fundamenially is the
precarious nature of their position. For
example, the central committee had
been expected to take up the question of
the economy, but this subject was not
even touched on. Apparently the main
struggle over the wording of the
historical document, in particular the
evaluation" of Mao, was so intense that
it was all that Deng could do to get
some agreement on the Mao question.
The economy, however, continues to be
a huge problem for the revisionists with
rising inflation and unemployment be
ing the most visible signs of extreme
dislocation caused by the" breaking
down of socialist economy. They can
hardly blame all this anymore on the
Cultural Revolution or the Four, and*
now with Hua, the perfect whipping
boy gone, the future can only hold even
sharper falling out within the ruling cli
que.

Hu and Deng are swe to face real
trouble, including from tfie revolu
tionaries of China. According to the
New York Times, Hu gave evidence of
this in his speech: " 'Comrades at a
lower level must respect and obey the
leadership of comrades at a higher
level,' he said...Mr. Hu raised his
medium-pitched voice several limes to
the level of shrillness in making his
point."
Deng's appointment as the head of

the military commission, a post tradi
tionally held by the party chairman, in
dicates the serious nature and the dif

ficulties the Deng forces arc facing in
regards to the military. According to a
Taiwan source, a document from the
Central Committee secretarial last year

lays out extremely serious discipline
problems in the military. In the army in
the Jiangsu Province, for example,
there is such talk as "What business,

does the central secretariat have con
trolling ihfe military? Where does Hu
Yaobang stand in the hierarchy?" Four
of the 8 divi.sional commanders involv
ed in transfers within the province
simply refused to follow orders. Deng,
who has some influence in the military,
obviously felt that a stronger hand was
needed to control the military than the
lesser-known Hu.

What portends to be even more
decisive in the fuiiire for the revisionist
rulers is the pressures of the fast
developing international situation. This
point was brought home by the visit of
U.S. Secretary of State Haig to Peking
only a few days before the opening of
the 6th Plenum, and the announcement
of the possibility of the U.S. supplying
arms to China. There were reports of a
Politburo meeting, just prior to Haig's
trip where a sharp battle took place be
tween those pushing for even more
craven capitulation to the U.S. and
those wary of the U.S. and advocating
turning to the Soviet side. The outlook
for the future is definitely not as the
revisionists state in their historical

document: "China has now returned to
the 'scientific principles of Mao
Tsetung Thought' for a 'period of
peaceful development.'" □
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Dirty Work by the High Court

Agee's Passport Revocation Stands
Last , week, the United Siaics

Supreme Court by a vote of 7 to 2
upheld the actions of the State Depart
ment in stripping former CIA agent
Phillip Agee of his passport under
regulations authorizing such revocation"
when "the Secretary determines that
the rtaiionars activities abroad are

causing or are likely to cause serious
damage to the national security or the
foreign policy of the United States."

After spending nine years as an un
dercover agent and participating in at
least two coups, as well as constant
bribery, manipulation and murder for
U.S. imperialism in Latin America,
Agee came out of the cold in 1974, and
publicly embarked on a "campaign to
fight the United States CIA wherever it
is operating." His first book. Inside the
Company: CIA Diary (1974) exposed
every agent, contact and method used
throughout Latin America, forcing the
Cl.A to completely reorganize its Latin
American operations. In 1978 he
published a second book, Diny Work,
exposing CIA activities in Western
Europe and helped launch the Coven
Aaiot) Information Bulletin which
regularly uncovers CIA agents and their

clandestine skullduggery around the
world. Agee—who has been living in
exile, deponed at the request of the
U.S. from one European country to
another—originally had his passport
revoked in 1979 by Secretary of State
Cyrus Vance after he created a stir by
publicly proposing that the Iranian
hostage crisis could be resolved by hav
ing the U.S. government exchange CIA-
files on Iran for the release of the

hostages. More recently, his continuing
exposures (as well as others) have in
spired a so-called "Covert Action" bill
which would make it a crime to divulge
the names of U.S. inieltigcnce agents,
even if this knowledge is already public.
Now in the decision on Agee's passport.
Chief Justice Warren Burgher scream
ed: "Agee's disclosures, among other
things, have the declared purpo.sc of
obstructing intelligence operations and
the recruiting of Intelligence personnel.
They are clearly not protected by the
Constitution. The mere fact that Agee
is also engaged in criticism of the
Government does not render his con
duct beyond the reach of the law."

This ruling, however is obviously
aimed at far more than simply curtail

ing Agee's own concluct^for his personal
ability to travel and obtain further ex
posures on the CIA's activities. As law
yers for the ACLU have pointed out,
the broadness of the court's ruling pro
vides the government with the legal
jii.siificaiion to revoke the passport of,
say, any journalist who travels abroad
and writes an article criiicizing U.S.
foreign policy—not to mention the
prior effect of intimidation such
government license would have on what
liiile objective reporting of the U.S.'s
international role there is in the first
place. Bui more, this ruling Is clearly in
tended to provide the government with
yci another weapon against who
dares speak up and expose them—all on
the basis that the U.S.'s national securi

ty or foreign policy was likely to have
been "seriously damaged." it is an un
mistakable message to any and all con
cerned that, particularly as world events
arc propelling ihem toward war. the
U.S. rulers arc less and less willing to
tolerate any kind of opposition to their
murderous dealings on a grand scale
and their imricaie web of imperialist
oppression that stretch to every corner
of the globe.

Snakes
Continued from page IS

cabinet a number of his old chums from
Poland, the critical ministries were
reserved for long-time Laborites and
experienced and trusted flunkeys of the
U.S. Moshe Dayan, commander of
Israeli fprccs during the 1967 war, was
appointed Minister of Foreign Affairs,
and Ezer Weizman, nephew of Israel's
first president, got the Defense port
folio. The Begin government went on to
"play ball" with the U.S. and Egypt at
Camp David. The Israeli-Egyptian
peace agreement served to cement
Egypt into the U.S. bloc and laid the
foundation for the evolving U.S. im
perialist policy of attempting to unite
Israel and the bourgeois pro-Western
Arab regimes in an "anti-Soviet
strategic consensus."

There have, nevertheless, been secon
dary contradictions between the U.S.
and Israel during Begin's tenure. A ma
jor source of friction has been the Li:
kud policy of establishing settlements
on the occupied West Bank of Jordan:
an area considered a prime location for
the establishment of some son of
phony, imperialist-imposed "autono
mous region" where the Palestinian
people may be herded and kept in line
under Jordanian supervision. The
settlements, small at first, have increas
ed until now there are 22,000 "settlers"
on the West Bank, organized in
paramilitary units; most of them are
fanatical Zionist zealots who have
sworn never to leave territory which
they (and official Likud doctrine) claim
is theirs by the direct stipulation of
God.
The U.S., especially during the

Carter administration, has issued
numerous statements deploring the
settlements, and officially, the Reagan
administration also does not support
them. However, as the recent
hypocritical "condemnations" of
Israel's attack on Iraq's nuclear reactor
demonstrate, such official statements
are largely intended to placate Arab
opinion, and do not necessarily reflect
what the U.S. is really up to. There are
differences wiihfti U.S. policy-making
circles over how much weight to place
on a "settlement of the Palestinian
question" in the overall scheme of
things, and no clear means of achieving
a settlement soon seems to be at hand.
Since the U.S. protests of Israel settle
ment policy have been ineffectual, it
must be concluded that they are not
meant to be taken too seriously. The
U.S. might not be pleased with Begin's
West Bank policy, but so far has not
considered the issue worth a
showdown. It is likely, however, that
the U.S. has held off in anticipation of

Begin's disappearance and the
emergence of a new Labor government,
whose West Bank policy is a faithful
reflection of that of the U.S. State

Department.
Most U.S. media post-mortems on

the Israeli election, after it had become
clear that Begin would probably be able
to hold on to power, at least temporari
ly. carried on about the West Bank
issue. The Washington Post complain
ed that Begin liad ignored the vague
provisions of the Camp David accord
which mumble about the rights of the
Palestinians, stiffly observing that
. .he has acted to insure ihcy would

be unresponsive by promoting a West
Bank settlement in a manner contemp
tuous of the spirit of the agreement and
by offering a version of Palestinian
autonomy seemingly calculated to repel
all sclf-respeciing Palestinians. He has
made ever more explicit his religious
and Party commitment to holding on to
the West Bank forever..." The Post's
following comment, "The American
government, and others, have a bit of
time to analyze the emerging political
configuration in Israel.. .to release Mr.
Begin in particular from his—from
Israel's—Camp David vows would be
recklessly foolish"—seems to be a call
for forcing Begin into line around the
West Bank question, and, failing that,
to "do something" to fix the political
configuration.

U.S. Troop.s in Sinai

The issue is broader than policy
toward the West Bank, of course. An
editorial in the New York Times follow
ing the election, under the byline of An
thony Lewis, begins with reciting the
litany of Begin's sins on the West Bank,
predicting thai the second Begin
government will be narrower and more
obdurate than the first, fretting that
Begin i.s about to appoint a maniac
(General Sharon, currently in charge of
constructing sctllcmenls in the occupied
zone) as Minister of Defense, etc. But
Lewis then throws the whole Israeli-
Egyptian peace agreement into the pic-
lure, charging that Begin's policies have
"embarrassed" President Sadat of
Egypt,

It is doubtful thai President Sadat i.s
capable ol embarrassment, if his
nauseous public bootlicking of Jimmy
Carter and other "close friends" is any
•guide. What Lewis is alluding to is the
possibility thai some hitch may develop
in the scheduled 1982 withdrawal of
Israeli armed forces from the last por
tion of the Sinai desert, Egyptian ter
ritory which they occupied during the
six-day war of 1967. Israeli withdrawal
from the Sinai is a key provi.sion of the
Camp David accords. Negotiations are
still proceeding to install some kind of
"peacekeeping force" in the Sinai to in
sure Israel's security, it is anticipated

But (here is a liiile problem for the
U.S. rulers here—i.e. what aboui their
"sacred right" to freedom of speech, to
political beliefs, lo travel, eic., and all
thai other good sluff thai is supposed lo
be the essence of "American democra
cy"? Well, a-s Chief Jusiice Burgher put
ii, Agee posed a dangef noi because of
his beliefs bui because of his condiici,
adding that "The protection afforded
beliefs standing alone is very different
from the protection accorded
conduct." All this is quite a blatant e-v-
posiirc. .so blatant in fact that even cer
tain circles in the bourgeoisie arc ner
vously speculating that this ruling went
perhaps a liiile loo far. at least for (he
lime being. Even the Was/iiiigion Past
(while shedding no lears for Agee)
politely pointed out (hat: ihie Supreme
Court ruling cast.s in a rather ridiculous
light the U.S.' pious claim to be the itt-
tcrnational repository of "human
rights." Since, as the Post put it, the
right 10 travel abroad has traditionally
been irumpctcd as "the mark of a free
nation." I 1

that the U.S. will be the main, if not the
only, element of this peacekeeping
force. The U.S. has big plans for selling
up military bases in the Sinai, as part of
it.s preparations for a U.S.-Sovici
military showdown in the region.

All of ihi.s is, of course, highly critical
to the U.S. imperialists' vital interests.
But negotiations for an arrangement
satisfactory to all parties have proved
difficult, Ftfrlher, within Begin's Likud
Party there is a significant faction
which is making no secret of its opposi
tion to Israeli withdrawal from its re
maining posts in the Sinai. This faction
is led by Moshe Arens, Chairman of the
Knesset Foreign Affairs & Defense
Committee, and ihey are not without
influence. In an atmosphere of
heightened tension—or under any cir
cumstances in which Egypt could be
once again plausibly portrayed as a
potential "aggressor"—it is possible,
some U.S. "analysis apparently fear,
that the whole Sinai deal could be
jeopardized.

However, again, the public hand-
wringing is not necessarily to be taken at
full face value. State Dept. officials are
quoted in the Times a.s predicting that -
Begin, if he could consolidate his grip
on a new four-year term, would "in the
short run be the best hope" of con
cluding agreements both on the Sinai
withdrawals and the stalled talks on so-
called Palestinian "autonomy."
"At (he start of the Reagan ad

ministration," the article states,
"State Dept. officials had almost
uniformly expected and hoped that
Shimon Peres, the Labor leader, would
be the nexi prime minister.. but that
over the last two months they had "ex
pected Prime Mini.ster Menachim
Begin's Likud bloc to triumph." It
seems likely that Begin was able to
come to an understanding with his U.S.
employers on outstanding issues around
that lime. U.S. cooperation in the at
tack on the Baghdad nuclear plant sure
ly. would not have been forthcoming
had the U.S. been seriously interested in
dumping Begin. Apparently, one im
portant reason for what seems to have
been a U.S. decision to ride it out with
Begin was the fear that a change of
government—and the consequence of
having to deal with the Likud as a
"hard-line" opposition—would do
much more harm than good in the
delicate maneuverings that lie ahead.

If this is actually the case, then wc
should expect a new "surprising" fit of
"reasonableness" from Prime Minister
Begin in the months ahead.

Israel's Instabilily

But the picture is still further com
plicated by the fact that the elections
produced no clear-cut victory for either
Labor or Likud. The Labor Alignment
gained one more seat in the Knesset (the

Israeli parliament) than did Likud. But
neither major party won a majority.
More than 30 panics campaigned in the
election, many of them winning no
more than one or two seats. The ques
tion boiled down to one of coalition

partners: Begin wa-s able to strike an
agreement with the National Religious
Party and several s^maller groupings
under its wing, and has come out claim
ing that he is capable of forming the
next government.

Under Israeli law, however, Israel'.s
ceremonial president has the power to
ask whomever he choo.scs to aiiempi to
form a government in the event that no
party attains a majority. Peres initially
insisted that he should be given the first
crack at knocking together a coalition.
But speculation has been that the presi
dent will give the nod to Begin, despite
Labor's one-scat plurality. All this
maneuvering could take weeks; and, in
the end, it i.s po.ssible that new elections
will liave to be called.

Beneath all of the parliamentary com-
plicaiion.s, the internal basis for the
stability of the Zionist state is being
rapidly eroded. The Israeli economy is a
shambles. Inflation is roaring ahead at
I30'7o a year. To bolster hi.s popularity in
the months prior lo the election. Begin
ariincially sliced prices and raised wages,
bul these temporary measures will
boomerang in the period just ahead, im
migration to Israel is slowing to a trickle;
emigration is picking up speed. Con-
iribuirons from the overseas Jewish
comhiunilies, which have been held in
thrall 10 Zionist ideology since World
War 2, aren't what they used to be. The
number of oppressed Arabs within Israel
is rising steadily, as is the number of
Sephardic Jews; the original European
ruling elite is a minority within their own
Zionist creation. Rebellions in (he Arab
communities are a daily occurrence, and
brutal repression cannot quell them. The
disintegration of the formerly super
ficially stable colonial society has been
marked in recent years. Begin's
mobilization of gangs 'Of Sephardic
youth to carry out "storm trooper" ac
tions against the Labor Party (which
Labor and the U.S. media bewailed as
"fascisiic." ignoring the fascistic
character of Zionist Israel as a whole)
provide just a superficial glimpse of the
unravelling of "democratic" niceties.
The potential for major internal

upheavals, including mass rebellions
among the subject population and
violent infighting between various reac
tionary political par(ie.s, is growing. The
South Africa of the Middle East, for
30-odd years the chief enforcer of U.S.
imperialist rule in the region, not only
exists in mortal terror of the millions it
has brutalized atid uprooted from their
homeland; it is slowly choking on its
own acciimulaled venom. □
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Our Chance
Continued from page 9

oui. They were white people, poor, white working-
class people, people who don't have anything to lose
but their chains and are beginning to recognize that
their true and natural brothers and sisters are the Black

people and other oppressed people in the same situa
tion as them. They wrote statements of outrage on a
banner that was taken over to the various areas where
these murders have been concentrated. That's a small

thing, but it's the kind of thing that our Party is work
ing to build, and we think these kinds of attacks, and
more than that, the response and the rebellions back
against them, can be the kind of thing that can be a
spearpoini, a driving force for revolution to put an end
to all this. So let the ruling class bring it to a head,
because they may bring it to a head, but it may not end
up the way they want it to end up, and ihai^ what our
job is—lo seCyihai it doesn't.*

Q: Why are they after you?

BA: Because the samesystem and the same ruling class
which is.carrying out all this madness, intensifying at
tacks on people and preparing people—I'm not saying
this for rhetoric. I'm not saying thLs to jive, I'm not
saying this to sound heavy, I'm saying it for people to
think about seriously—they are getting ready for
World War 3 and they're going to drag the whole
world into it. with all the hell and madness and
destruction that can mean for people, billions of peo
ple all over the world. And they can't stand for a Party
such as ours which will not compromise with them. I
didn't come over here for aiiy other reason than the
fact that our Party is determined to maintain its
revolutionary position, and that the ruling class will
not allow that, and me being the leader of the Party,
they arc going to try to get me out of the way, even to
the point of not only putting me in jail for hundreds of
years, which they have hanging over my head, but they
could kill me in their jails or otherwise. J came here
because I'm not going to devote my lime, as I said in
the statement released at the lime, to merely try to stay
out of their murderous clutches and to dodge their
assassination attempts.
.And when 1 come hack it's not going to be crawling

on my belly, I'm going to say this right now and people
can judge me and our Party by it. I'm not coming back
crawling on my belly or apologizing for being a revolu-
lionary. I'm going to say that straight up. When 1
come back it's going lo he to nnish what we started. In
the meantime we're going to be working, other people,
the Party as a whoic, to be carrying out that work.
And everything I'm doing is consistent with that. 1
want people to know that and understand that.
Anybody can say that, but I'm saying it so people can
judge me. and judge our whole Party.

Q: Why go to Paris, France?

BA: We had to make a decision based on the concrete

situation and the reality and eoniradkiion.s that we're
faced with. It was a tremendous loss for the interna

tional proletarian class of people and fort he oppressed
people ihroughoni the world when China (which under
Mao Tseiung it was a beacon and a base area of world
revolution) was snatched away by sniveling dogs like
Deng Xiaoping who came crawling up to make deals
arid make their peace and to carry out the murdering
business of imperialists like those that run the U.S. So
in the world today, there is no state, there is no govern
ment that is run by the revolutionary working class,
and that stands for and promotes the interests of the
tniernationa! proletariat. There is no revolutionary
government that stands for and promotes the inierna-
lional revolution. So therefore wc have to deal with the
concrete situation, including that fact. And in France,
there is. among the masses of people and among many
iniellecutals, there is a tradition of asylum which is
supported strongly by many. We have to recognize
contradictions, we have to make use of contradictions,
but I'll .say again,, that everything that I'm doing is
consistent with the unchanging basic principles of our
Party to make revolution and not just for the benefit
of the .people in the U.S.. but for the benefit of and to
advance the cause of the whole proletarian class and
oppressed people throughout the world. I think that if
people think about it they can understand what I'm

* From this point on, the interviewer's questions became
almost inaudible on our copy of the tape, so from here on the
questions were constructed from the context by us—RW.

saying.

Q: What about your future?

BA: Well, we've made the prediction and we think it's
a real possibility, that a revolutionary situation and a
real chance, which doesn't come very often, to find
them not just in trouble like they were during the 'fiOs
and during the Vietnam War but able still to
maneuver, able still to have some reserve, but to find

ihem and all the people like them, both lined up with
them and on the other side of the barricades from

them, all the imperialists stretched to the limit and
fighting each other and therefore us, and not just us
but people throughout, the world, having a chance to
ri.se up and make tremendous gains in the revolution,
finding them weak and vulnerable and fighting
themselves. We think that this may be a real chance
that they'll come to that situation and their reserves
will be thin, and we'll be able to turn the situation

around and maybe rise up and make revolution in the
U.S.. and certainly make tremendous .siricles for
revolution throughout the world. Thai's the most im-
poriani question. My view and the view of our Party
has always been that wc will be and wc will go and we
will do whatever wc have to do to advance the whole

world rcvoluiion, the cause of freeittg all the pro
letarian exploited and oppressed peoples ihroughoui
the whole world and advancing the whole world
beyond ihjs barbarous stage. And when 1 would come
back would be dependent on the advance and the
whole course of the revolution throughout the whole
world and how the be.si comribuiions could be made lo
that. Bui I cixm'i think the lime is very far off when
tremendous gains can be made in the revolution, and
thai would Include perhaps the ptissibiliiy that I should
and can come back and be a pan of thai direeily in the
U.S.

Q: Couldn't the opposi(e happen? There arc a lot of
backward people. Couldn't the U.S. government
organize a reactionary onslaught?

BA: Yeah, well they've done some of that, but look
how desperate they are. I mean they have to take a
bunch of CIA agents, and you know what that means,
that means people who are responsible for pulling
coups like in Chile, like in Indonesia and other places
where hundreds of thousands of people in Indonesia,
tens of thousands in Chile were murdered outright as
a result of those coups that the CIA pulls off and put
in the murderous governments. They arc so desperate,
they have Id iiold up people like that, and I'm talking
about their so-called hostages, who are the kind of
people who designed programs in Vietnam to murder
whole villages and wipe out whole villages—they're so
desperate they've got to have a Reagan for president
and they've got to have people like that, so-called
hostages, and they have as heroes. And yeah, there
are some people that are either blinded by a few things
that they've been able to get on the backs of the peo
ple of the world or arc just plain ignorant as to the
real events in the world. We've been turning around a
lot of especially the latter category of people who are
just ignorant.

But let's look at their desperation. Let me just give
you a'simple example. I'm out of the country, but
people like yourself can comment on this and people
can judge. Even let's say something like when the
green ribbon thing started up somewhat spontaneous
ly and sometimes became red ribbpns in response to
Atlanta. And from every report I've gotten, that
caught on tremendously, even among white people,
not just among Blacks, more than the yellow ribbons;
and from all reports I got. except for government
employees. White House cooking staff, and other
Slate Department flunkeys and CIA agents, the
yellow ribbon thing was not that big a thing among
people. And I know I wa.s around when at different
limes they tried to get people out waving the flag, and
they were desperate to find some government
employees to put on the television. You see I was
there, and people weren't doing it. So I think that wc
can't be taking-yeah, if they start up a war for exam
ple, there will be a wave of chauvinism, but the simple
fact is that there is going to be a war in which they're
going to put people through hell, and that superficial
chauvinistic stuff which does not correspond to the,
interests of the majority of people will not hold when
people see the kind of madness and hell that they are
intending to and will put them through. And we're
going to be able to be there to explain to people the
real cause and the real way out of it. which is revolu
tion. So yes, we have to be realistic and take those
things into account, but we can't just look one-sidedly

or superfictally.
Q: Question inaudible.

BA: The thing is, the way I feet about the question of
May Isi is this way; May 1st is a concentration of
what we've got to be about. It's an opportunity and
it's an obligation, because the conditions are shaping
up, not just in the U.S. but throughout the world,
where wc might actually have the chance, if we get
organized enough, get educated enough, get united
enough to rally around the red flag of the interna
tional proletariat tightly enough to be able to go out
with a programme, as represented by the Programme
of our Party, the Revolutionary Communist Party,
which is coming out also on May 1st, to be able to win
over the intermediate, even to nentraiize the wavering
forces, to be able to i.soiate sufficiently and find
weakened enough and without reserves, our enemy,
and be able to rise up and strike them down together
with people throughout the world and .make tremen
dous advances toward getting rid of this.
We have always said, we have always insisted that

it's a ba-sic principle of Marxism and Leninism and
Mao Tsetung's teachings, Mao Tsetung Thought that
wc stand on, that the people have to consciously
liberate themselves. May Isi is a tremendous step
toward that but it goes beyond that, jt comes down to
wielding in a consistent way the newspaper, the main
weapon we have now, the Revolutionary Worker, the
newspaper of our Party. It comes down to organizing
around it, to going into the many struggles where peo
ple rise up, where people question, where people
revolt, raising up the newspaper and organizing peo
ple to take up that political line and that understand
ing, 10 grappling with this theory and struggling to
understand the whole world, and preparing ourselves
consciously so that the thousands, the tens of
thousands, the hundreds of thousands that we move
and influence now, can be the leaders, and can build
on the influence it spreads and lead forward con
sciously to revolution, the millions and tens of
millions of people who will be drawn into motion with
all the swirl and upheaval that's coming in the years
ahead. Both the tremendous horrors of things like
world war and the even more vicious attacks but also

the opportunities of finding these gangsters who hide
way in the bowels of the earth while they dteg
the people into this war, to dig them up and really give
them a proper and decent and fitting final burial in
terms of their system-to give a burial to that system.
And I'm not just selling wolf tickets, I'm not boast
ing, this is what in fact history has put on the agenda,
the chance where everything comes together and we
might-have a chance to do it.
See a lot of people tried to work for revolution in

the '60s and gave their lives, especially people in and
around the Black Panther Party as well as others,
were heroic, they sacrificed and they fought and they
didn't do it for nothing. We've learned a lot, we're
able to go forward from there, but more than that the
situation is getting more favorable, because at that
lime our enemy, the U.S. imperialists who rule over
us and the people all over the world and their kind like
ihem in the Soviet Union and other countries, they
still had enough strength, they still weren't stretched
lo the limits, they didn't have to go at each other's
throats the way they're preparing to do now. This
lime, we will be able to take many of the reserves that
they had and rally them into our camp. Many of the
middle forces who were wavering but began to come
to our side in the Vietnam war struggle, in the struggle
of Black liberation and other movements in the '60s,
this lime they're not going to be able to create as
many .splits although they will work very hard to do It,
they will have some short-term success, but they're
going to be stretched, they're not going to be able to
pass out as many crumbs and favors, they're not go
ing to have the strength. Internationally, one's not go
ing to be able to help out the other that much, as
they're going to be fighting at each other's throats
and stretched to the limit. This is our chance, we can't
afford to lose it, so let's move forward on May 1st,
break out and break free and prepare to move and ac
tually start moving together with people like
ourselves, the proletarian class and oppressed people
toward that goal of revolution, concretely and
realistically breaking out and. taking history even
more firmly and boldly into our hands.
Thank you a lot and I hope you're able to use this.

The Trial of
Annie Small
Continued from page If)

unison: "Ladies and gentlemen of the
jury; you have not heard that'."
Of course, what the jury wizs permit

ted to hear, and sec, showed an obvious
effort to nail this woman who refu.sed
10 know "her place." The only photos
showed as evidence (and quite probably
the only ones taken) were of the blood

stained porch where Clyde Jr. had
finally fallen. There was not a single
photo of the inside of the house, the
busted doors, ,etc. And, not a single
fingcrprini was dusted for. Even Mrs.
Small's nephew was jumped by a couple
of good ol' boys—Clyde's
"supporters"—in the courthouse
elevator.

But, in the face of the intensifying
outrage that was building in Cincinnati,,
the judicial hanging of Mrs. Annie
Small—a hanging that was passed from
the dead hands of Clyde Hcnson, Jr. in
to more "legal" surroundings, that
is—did not go through as planned.

It was now the media's turn. The

Cincinnati Enquirer, silent for so long,
ran an articfc the day after the trial in
which they dug up the fact that Mrs.
Small's daughter-in-law had been con
victed of manslaughter in the death of
her husband a few years back. But the
point ihcy seized upon was the quote,
attributed to Mrs. Small, that she said
lo her daughter-in-law: "Why didn't
you aim lower so he'd have a chance?"
in fact, the Assistant Prosecutor com
mented that she shouid've remembered
her own words (read: Annie Small shot
to kill, therefore she is a murderer).
This article was run a full 5 columns

across the page and illustrated with a
none too subtle photo of a house that
had been blown up in'Kentucky. Gel it,
all you good ol' boys?
But howl and threaten as they might,

the case of Annie Small is a vivid pic
ture of the living hell that Black
people—and women—face in this best
of all possible worlds called America.
But Annie Small's case is something
further still. It is an even more vivid 11-
lusiraiion of what the rulers fear right
down to their bowels—an example of
the proud, straight-backed demons that
can, and will, rise from this hell to
haunt them. □
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Continued rrom page 6

Wasbiogton and Pretoria." But, at the
same time, the U.S. has also been
forced to keep up something of the pre
tense that various "changes" and "re
forms" may stiii be in the offing in
South Africa.

There is no dearth of ridiculous ef
forts by the U.S. rulers to convince peo
ple that South Africa's rulers arc truly
concerned with "improving" the eco
nomic condition of the country's black
majority. In a recent New York Times
article we are told, for instance, that
"A sharp bureaucratic battle, with ma
jor political implications, is being
fought among white administrators
over the issue of whether to make more
housing available" in the impoverished
Sowcto ghetto. Here some 1.5 million
blacks live crammed into shacks made
of tin or bricks generally with no electri
city or running water, and literally tens
of thousands of houses would have to
be built even to house the existing black
population "adequately" (that is,
something like ten to a room by Afrika
ner standards). However, after plough
ing through the Times' lengthy analysis,
including an account of the "heroic ef
forts" of one South African adminis
trator who threatened to resign unless
more houses were built, we find that the
government now "hopes to have 300
houses built by the end of the year"—a
truly stunning display of progress!
In another Times article on South

Africa's booming gold industry, we are
told that "there has been marked im
provement" in the living and working
conditions in South Africa's hell-hole

mines where half a million of the coun
try's blacks slave for the enrichment of
the Afrikaner rulers and their Western
investment partners. And recent mate
rial distributed by the South African
embassy in Washington makes the
claim that medical care In South Afri

ca's mines is "equal to the best in the
world." Here are glowingly advertised
such medical wonders as the fact that
"at least 21 gallons of fresh mr are
pumped underground for every worker
operating there" (generously, South
Africa's gold magnates take great pains
to supply their workers with the mini
mal requirements for breathing). What
is not mentioned, of course (and what is
noted only casually in passing in the
Times article) is that no less than 5,455
miners were killed on the job between
1970 and 1979 (and these are only the
"official" figures)—an average of
more than one worker dead for each
day of the last decade. And the real toll
is certainly far far higher.
There is ongoing speculation in the

U.S. pr«s holding out the vague possi
bility of various political changes and
the fiaim that sections of South Africa's
rulers are genuinely interested in remov
ing some of the "excesses" of apartheid
rule. This has usually been presented as
a "struggle" between the verkramptes
(hard-line whites) and the verligles
(literally "enlightened" whites). In par
ticular, the recent elections (all-white,
of course) in which the Nationalist Par-

ftmily stands In front of their one room home with hundreds of simiiar homes in the background.

ty retained its dominant position over
its Progressive Federal Party rivals have
been hailed as a mandate for carrying
out various "reforms" promised by
Prime Minister Botha, although it is ad
mitted that "the lives of blacks will be

little changed." As one observer point
ed out: "To whites, change is generally
understood to mean the easing of ludi
crous hotel and park bench restrictions"
—i.e., what is known as petty apartheid
—restrictions that have become some
what of an anachronism even for South

Africa's rulers, considering that blacks
are now allowed into white areas like
Johannesburg during daylight hours so
that the various white businesses may
relieve them of their meager wages.
As another liberal commentator

writing for Africa magazine pointed
out: "After 33 years in power the ver-
ligte Afrikaner nationalist has become
more sophisticated. He realizes that
these crude manifestations of apartheid
are unnecessary, are bad for the econo
my and not vital to the sustenance of
apartheid." Of course, there are no dif
ferences whatsoever between the verlig-
tes and the verkamptes on the necessity
of denying black majority rule, preserv
ing the Race Classification Act (under
which South Africa's 27 million blaciu
are legally and forcibly classified into
racial, tribal and sub-tribal groupings
for separation), the Immorality Act and
Mixed Marriages Act (which forbid sex
and marriage between blacks and
whites), the Influx Control and Pass
Laws, etc., etc.—since these are the
basic foundations of white minority
rule. How "sophisticated" can an Afri
kaner nationalist afford to gel anyway?

It is not very surprising, then, that

for all the claptrap in the media about
the hoped-for evolution of apartheid in
to neo-apartheid, "sophisticated"
apartheid or whatever else they are call
ing it these days, the authorities are as
usual pulling out the bottom line of
their Internal Security laws to deal with
the growing threat to their rule, which
has always rested on the crack of the
"sjambok" and staccato of the
machine gun. Indeed, the need to pre
serve these and other basic pillars of
apartheid was indicated by testimony
given by Chester Crocker, the
current Slate Department official in
charge of African affairs, before a
House Foreign Affairs Committee last
year not long after the wave of renewed
upsurge by the Azanian people began,
in which he warned that western gov
ernments should not "fall into the trap
of an indiscriminate attack on aU as
pects of 'the system' (of apartheid), as
though each were equally odious and
none more important or urgent than
any other. .Given the accelerated
pace of change in Southern Africa and
the rapid rise of black expectations of
iiitemal change, does it really make
sense to call for the scrapping of the
country's security laws?"
From the imperialists' point of view,

of course not. And included in the testi
mony before this same House commit
tee were some interesting examples of
the progress made in the South African
legal sphere in the past three decades,
such as the retirement of the 90-Day
Detention Law and its replacement by a
180-Day Detention Law. Then there is
the Riotous Assemblies Act of 1956
(which enables authorities to prohibit
public gatherings of more than 12 peo

ple for up to 48 hours), which was
amended in 1974 to prohibit any gather
ing, public or private, of more than one
person for any length of time, when in
voked. Some laws, however, are consi
dered basic and have not been changed,
such as the Criminal Law Amendment
Act of 1953, which reveals something of
the Afrikaner notion of "reform." This
law, designed to outlaw even peaceful
civil disobedience, makes it an offense
to violate any other law "by way of
protest against any law, in support of
any campaign for the repeal or modifi
cation of any law or the variation or
limitation of the application or ad
ministration of any law"! The penalty
is still a fine not exceeding 600 rand or
imprisonment not exceeding three years
and a whipping not to exceed ten
strokes. After all, progress does have its
limits. A mere ten strokes—why, that
was perfectly reasonable to begin with!

Clearly, South Africa's imperialist-
backed white settler regime has no in
tention of reforming the apartheid sys
tem upon which its whole rule rests, as
the recent arrests and the government's
unleashing of their security forces
shows. Nor does the U.S. wish anything
but the most superficial cosmetic
changes, along with the brutal suppres
sion of the struggle of the people of
Azania. The problem is that with each
passing day, the very workings of this
system, including its vicious political
repression, call forth growing resis
tance, and the imperialists are sitting on
a volcano in South Africa that is rum
bling louder with each passing day,
threatening to erupt with perhaps quite
devastating results for their whole ex
ploitative set-up. □

French CP
Continued from page 3
document which calls for the
withdrawal of Soviet troops from
Afghanistan, no outside intervention in
Poland, the inclusion of the Soviet SS-
20 missiles in the current arms control
talks, and so on. There is some truth to
this, in that the declaration is a far cry
from, for instance, the French CP's in
famous support for the Soviet invasion
of Czechoslovakia in 1968. But there is
another side to it as well. As Marchais
himself later pointed out, everything in
the joint agreement is something that
the Soviets themselves call for. After
all, haven't they repeatedly said that
they would like to withdraw from
Afghanistan, that they don't want to in
vade Poland, that they really crave
disarmament, etc., but the U.S. won't
allow it? Just like U.S. rhetoric, only in
reverse. Marchais claims that his sign
ing the joint agreement represents no
change at ail from his previous posi
tions, including his endorsement of the
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan.

The upshot is that as propaganda the
joint agreement does overall favor the

U.S.-headcd war bloc through which
the French bourgeoi.sie seeks to serve its
own imperialist interests. The hand of
Marchais and the Soviets may be
weakened. But maybe not. "The Com
munists are not in because they have
any leverage on us,"-explained a Mit-
lerand official, quoted in Newsweek,
"but because wc want to have leverage
on them." This much is true. But wan
ting and accomplishing are two dif
ferent things. Whether the French CP is
ultimately strengthened or
weakened—that depends both on
future developments in France (it is not
inconceivable that she French CP could
re-enter the opposition all the stronger
for having been in the government) and
even more on international
developments, especially the balance of
forces between the two superpowers.
The fact that the French bourgeoisie
has had to take these risks is not,
overall, a sign of their strength but
rather of increasingly hard necessity.

Italy

What worries the U.S. the most is not
France—which is presently in no danger

whatsoever of being lost to the U.S.
bloc because of the CP—but other
countries in Europe, including Portugal
and most especially, Italy. This was the
substance of the Reagan administra
tion's siaiemcin on the entrance of the
CP into the French government. What
France does is "France's business," it
said, meaning that the U.S. is willing to
go along with it (otherwise the U.S.
would make it its business), but the
U.S. is "generally" opposed to CP
members being included in any way in
European governments, in le.ss public
ways now (and rather blatantly in the
past), the U.S. has made it clear that
Italy, for instance, has no business at all
letting even one CP member into the
government and that the U.S. would
consider it it.s business to stop it if they
tried it. The difference is not that the
Italian CP is more pro-Soviet than the
French. In fact, their rhetoric is quite
the contrary, The Italian CP supports
the Pope in Poland and generally has
declared itself in favor of all kinds of
anti-.Soviei activities. The difference is
that the French CP is too weak, right
now, to represent much of a threat to
U.S. bloc interests, while the Italian

CP. the second most powerful party in
the country in its own right and even
more so when stacked up against the
crisis-ridden and divided Christian
Democrats it is second to. is powerful
enough to represent a very real ihrcai in
deed, especially if a situation of major
turmoil and realignment begins to
develop in Europe, a situation which
might tempt the Italian CP to accept
Soviet aid and go for broke.

The bourgeoisies of the various im
perialist countries arc preparing for a
war to redivide the world. Exactly how
they prepare depends very much on the
particular circumstances and conditions
in the various countries. There arc
several ways to skin the cat. As wc
pointed out in the first article about

, Milterand's election, in the concrete
conditions of the class struggle in
France today, Milterand's "socialism"
represents a specific form of trying to
convince the French masses thai they
have something to fight such a war for.
So, loo. what is behind the inclusion of
the CP in (he Miiierand government is
that the CP has been drawn in not to
promote peace with ilic USSR bu,i to
prepare for war. □
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iHP Explodes
The U.S. is aJrcady sionc-coid mor-

lified by ihe spreading rcsisiance of ihe
Iranian masses (and ihey musi besiariing
lo have nightmares abtnii how quickly
things "got out of hand" only several
years ago in Iran), but the powerful
bomb explosion that blew away many
of Ihe key pro-U.S. IRP leaders and
government figures last Sunday has ad
ded to their problems. Likewise, the
bombing has generally been welcomed
and celebrated by the progre.ssive and
revolutionary masses in Iran, especially
the end of the reactionary Mr. Behcshii,
whom many Iranians call "the second
most hated man in Iran, after the
Shah,"

The facts surrounding the bombing
csiabilsh very clearly that whoever
planted the bomb had to be highly con-
netted and wanted to get Beheshii, for
sure, and possibly much more of the
IRP leadership. Last Sunday, according
to reports, nearly all of the cabinet of
ficials ami parliamentary members of
the IRP were holding their weekly
meeting in (he basement of the IRP's
headquarters in southern Tehran—
a  long, two story building
built back in the t930s. The bomb was

planted in a garbage can close to the
podium where Bchcshti was going to
speak, and it went off about 10 minutes
into his speech. Whoever seiji off was •
not only lechniealiy skilled, but very
familiar with the IRP's operations. Fur
ther, they made sure that Behesti did
not get out alive, for the bomb was so
powerful that it collapsed the roof of
(he large room they were meeting in,
and killing 72 out of the 90 IRP politi
cians trapped inside.

In the wake of the explosion, the of
ficial government line was to blame it
on the U.S. While there is certainly
plenty of reason to accuse the U.S. im
perialists of attacking Iran in a myriad
of ways, this charge has been cynically
used us a lactic by the Iranian govern
ment (and is also consciously be
ing utilized by the pro-Soviet Tudeh
Party forces who have received many
posts in the Iranian media for loyally
supporting the IRP's reactionary pro
gram) in order to rally the masses
around themselves as broadly as
possible—and then to try to whip them
up to attack the Mojahadeen artd the
left, whom these shameless demagogues
have been calling ".\merican agents"!
Three days after the bombing.
Ayaiollah Khomeini—who has been
playing a reactionary role in supporting
the IRP and attacking the revolutionary
forces—came out and directly accused
the Mojahadeen of setting off the
bomb, calling them "blind people who

claim they arc cru.saders for the
people."
The Mojahadeen, who have many

connections inside the government and
a great deal of military experience and
have organized armed milii[a.s in many
parts of the country, have the capability
of undertaking such an action; and
neither they nor the Marxist-Leninist
groups have denied responsibility for it,
cither. But the real point is that the
government is making no bones about
trying to use the violent demise of 72 of
their own to prepare public opinion in
Iran for new and rpore savage attacks
against the Mojahadeen and the left.
This began on Wednesday, with the ar
rest of nearly 50 Mojahadeen sup
porters in Tehran after a gun battle; all
uf them were accused of setting off the
bomb!

I'.S. Htlmen Squirm

At this point, the circumstances sur
rounding the bombing do not point the
way of the U.S. imperialLsis. Certainly
Ihe various arms of the U.S.
state—including the CIA. the FBI and
various Special Operations
Groups—are no strangers to such
"mysterious" explosions and assassina
tions, either here in the U.S. or around

the world. In Iran, in the wake of
ihe overthrow of the Shah in 1979, the
U.S. worked hand-in-glove with
counter-revolutionary terrorist groups
such as Forghan, to assas.sihate the
head of the Revolutionary Council and
several other more progressive religious
leaders close to Khomeini. The students
who seized the U.S. embassy in Tehran
in November 1979 unearthed official

U.S. documents proving that the head
of the political section at the embassy,
Victor Tomseth, had been in contact
with Forghan, as well as his chief in the
State Department.
However, (his particular "hit" does

not appear to be theirs. To begin with,
their man—Ayaiollah Beheshti—was
buried in rubble. Beheshii was the man
inside the IRP the U.S. imperialists
were counting on to come out on top in
the struggle for power, having dealt
With him many times before, and
because of the immense power he com
manded inside the IRP. This was only
admitted publicly in a brief statement
by the Slate Dept. after the explosion
on Sunday night. They had clearly been
trying to conceal their connections with
Beheshii earlier in order to size up the
IRP's ability to consolidate power and
to avoid giving him the kiss of death,
but now iliey felt it was necessary to
both signal other pro-U.S. forces in the
IRP to move into the vacuum quickly,

and give them a green tight to keep up the
bloodbath against the left, as well as a
political warning to the pro-Soviet
forces inside the IRP who have been
gaining in strength and influence in the
recent past.
The very brief official statement

issued by Secretary of State Haig the
day after the bombing pointed to these
same concerns. After "categorically"
denying thai "there'was no, absolutely
no, American involvement" (which is
not exactly a stunning confirmation of
the truth), Ihe tight-lipped Haig warned
that, "It is important that the events in
that country be able lo proceed without
interference of any kind." Just in case
someone didn't understand that he was
talking about the Soviets, State Depart
ment officials were "privately" ex-
pre.s.sing concern to reporters thai "Iran
may be headed inio another period of
major disorder thai could invite Soviet
interference."

Particularly in such a crucial area of
the world as the Persian Gulf, which the
U.S. bloc is preparing as a major
theatre in fighting World War 3 with
their rival Soviet imperialist bloc,
"disorder" and "instability" are code
words for a situation where they fear
ihe Soviets may get the upper hand and
beyond that, they can see jhc elements
of an even greater nightmare—the
masses in a country such as Iran rising
up in revolutionary struggle against the
imperialists and their reactionary
lackeys. "Disorder" of the sort created
by the U.S.-backed Iraqi invasion of
Iran on he recent Israeli bombing of (he
Iraqi nuclear plant is one thing; but just
when they had high hopes of bringing a
"stable -governmcm" (read pro-U.S.
reactionary government) into power
and decisively crushing the revolu
tion... oh, oh, here comes the mass

struggle of the Iranian people again.
At the .same time, it cannot absolute

ly be ruled out that the bombing was an
inier-bo'urgeois hit. Beheshti had a lot
of enemies in all quarters. It is possible
that some prn-U.IS. monarchist faction
or group associated with exiled reac
tionaries in the army might have had
reason to get Beheshti out of the way to
give further impetus to a U.S.-backed
"government in exile" to fill the Icadei"-
ship vacuum. Or it could have been a
desperate move by a group of army of
ficers who had been previously aligned
with Bani-Sadr and were about to be

pushed out of the picture, although
most bourgeois sources have ruled out a
direct link to Bani-Sadr.

It could also, more likely, have been
a preemptive strike launched by the
more pro-Soviet faction in the IRP,

who sensed that this was an opportune
lime to knock out their pro-U.S. rivals
in the party grouped around Beheshti
before they had time to consolidate
their power and move against them.
Though a relative newcomer to the
world of imperialist assassination and
murder, the Soviets have provided
many recent examples of this, as in
Afghanistan with their crudely disguis
ed assassinations of first Prime Minister
Taraki and (hen Amin to make way for
the "election" of their current favorite
puppet, Babrak Karmal.
There is some evidence that points in

this direction of some kind of Soviet in
volvement. First, there is the fact that
Ayatoliah RaLsanjani (the speaker of
Iran's parliament ar\d one of the
most prominent Soviet-leaning
clergymen) and Prime Minister Rajaii
were called out of the meeting only
several minutes before the bomb went
off. Rajaii's chief aide, Bchzad Nabavi,
a hardened opportunist who is widely
known lo be a former Tudeh Party
member, was not at the meeting either.
So the U.S.' man Beheshii gets sent to
meet Allah, while some of his chief

rivals get to keep invoking Allah's
name as they commit crimes against the
people and pursue closer ties with their
social-imperialist "friends" to the
north. Just a coincidence? Possibly, but
still (here is no doubt that as a result of

this one well-placed bomb, the Soviets
have gained a few steps over the U.S. in
their close quarters contention within
the IRP.

As pan of the Soviet imperialists'
current strategy of trying to burrow in
to the reactionary IRP government
from within, the pro-Soviet Tudeh Par
ty and Fedayeen (Majority) have now
established themselves more clearly
than ever as diehard enemies of the
masses of people. In many places, their
members have been seen fihgering Mo
jahadeen and Marxist-Leninist fighters
and pointing out their houses to the
fascist gangs and Pasdaran. This is tru
ly the nauseating product of the mar
riage of reformism and support for
whatever advances the interests of

Soviet social-imperialism in Iran today;
these revisionist goons are actively
assisting the IRP's attempt to drown
the revolution and the masses in blood.
But already the pro-U.S. reactionaries
are beginning to pay for ihdr crimes,
and the pro-Soviet revisionists are sure
to gel what's due to them as well at the
hands of the Iranian people, who are
quite capable of determining real
friends from mortal enemies. □

Barricades
Ciintinued from page 1

But in unleashing this all-out assault,
the IRF has truly picked up a rock only
to drop It on their own feel. Every new
deadly attack on the revolutionary
forces, every new outrage and atrocity
commilied against the masses has not
broken and cowed them into submis
sion. Instead, as with the massacres
.committed by the Shah's troops, this
has produced a rising wave of
resistance. Tens of thousands have
taken to arms, in many cases led by the
militias of the People's Mojahadeen (a
revolutionary Islamic group, by far the
largest revolutionary organization in
Iran today) and by the revolutionary
Marxist-Leninist groups. All revolu
tionary groups are calling for the over
throw of the IRP government. Increas
ingly the masses' attempts to defend
themselves are passing over into armed
guerrilla struggle and barricade warfare
in scores of cities and towns, from
Amol in the north lo Bandar Abas in
the far south.

Beginnings of Armed Struggle
Fierce street battles in Tehran have

occurred all week, pitting squads of
Mojahadeen. Marxist-Leninists and
other revolutionaries against Ihe

Pasdaran and gangs of Hcbollahi. In
the northern city of Amol on the Cas
pian Sea, an area where the revolutionary
forces have a particular strong base of
support among Ihe people, barricades
have been set up in I he city and the IRP-
led forces have been repulsed several
limes from reestablishing their control
over the city. Throughout much of the
south of Iran—where top IRP leaders
such as Behcshii and Rafsanjani were
run out of several cities a few months
ago by outraged masses due to their at
tempts to prevent the people from
mobilizing to fight against the
U.S.-supported Iraqi invasion of the
country—the IRP had already lost their
authority among broad sections of the
people. In Isfahan, a targe city swollen
with refugees from the war, one armed
street clash last week left at least 12
dead.

In Shiraz, a popular demonstration
against the IRP and their bloodthirsty
gangs went over to taking decisive ac
tion against the local tyrants who had
been giving out orders to the
Hcsboliahi—7 reactionary mullahs
were captured by the people, sentenced
and executed in ihe streets.

In Bandar Abas, a port city further
south on the Persian Gulf, there was a
spontaneous uprising among the peo
ple, after a squad of Pa-sdardn ap
proached a literature table that was be
ing manned by a number of Mojaha

deen supporters, pulled their guns and
cold-bloodedly shot them through the
head for the "crime" of selling revolu
tionary literature. When word of this
spread, many hundreds of people arm
ed themselves and engaged the
Pasdaran in a gun battle when they
returned. In this case, as well as in more
than a few others, the "revolutionary"
guards and the "Pany of God" thugs
have been forced onto the defensive in
the face of such mass armed resistance.

In the heat of the struggle breaking
out all over, layer upon layer of the
religious and "revolutionary" political
rhetoric utilized by the leaders of the
Islamic Republic is being stripped
away, exposing the ugly features of a
reactionary government increasingly
headed into (he grip of imperialism, to
broader and broader sections of the
masses. Khomeini continues to hold
broader, anti-imperialisi credibility
among the masses than the IRP leaders.
Bui even thai is diminishing somewhat
as his actions lend support to (he con
solidation of a reactionary government.
For months now, especially with (he
economic devastation wreaked by the
U..S.-backcd Iraqi invasion last fall, the
basic conditions of life for the masses
of Iranian people have been getting less
and less loicrable. Unemployment is
hitting record levels, inflation is pricing
many goods, including many
necessities, out of the reach of the ma

jority of the masses.
But the decisive immediate factors in

breaking open the situation have been
the fracturing of the government and
the IRP's driving out of the bourgeois
forces around ex-president Bani-Sadr in
their drive to monopolize and con
solidate power, and even more decisive
ly. their all-out attempt to crush the
revolutionary movement in Iran by
murdering, arresting and executing the
revolutionary Moslem and Marxist-
Leninist forces' and to crush and
demoralize the masses of people in
general. There can be no doubt about
this. In order for these reactionary, pro-
imperialist clerics of the IRP to con
solidate their power, they must destroy
and uproot the organized forces of
revolutionaries which concentrate
politically and organizationally the
revolutionary sentiiiients among the
masses of people. Fundamentally this
shows the profound weakness of (he
IRP—their inability to deal with the op
position and revolutionary ferment
which has been growing among sections
of the workers, students and petty
bourgeoisie in the cities, among the
peasants and oppressed nationalities
and even among their own soldiers.
And, in turn, the vicious measures of
[he IRP have only fueled this ferment.

Reactiunary Coup-plntting
An IRF-led coup and bloodbath had

Cnntiniied on page 21
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Barricades
Continued from page 20

been ploiicd for quite some time,
though it was only towards the begin
ning of June that they were able to
make iheir move. According to infor
mation printed on June 7 in issue No.
125 of Haghighar {Trulh, organ of the
Union of Iranian Communists, the
UlC) there was an actual three-stage
coup plot hatched by a group of eight
reactionary pro-U.S. clerics and other
political figures, led by Ayatollah
Beheshti and including Hojiloiistam
Khameini. E)efense Minister Chamran

(who has since recently been killed at
the Iraqi front), and Prosecutor
General .Ardebili (who has just been ap
pointed to Beheshti's post as head of
the Supreme Court). The rough outlines
of this coup plot were: First, a change
was to be made in the composition of
the security force guarding Khomeini's
residence. With some of the coup plot
ters' forces in position, ihcy were to be
"attacked" on a certain day by
"revolutionaries." Second, the guards
would repel the "attack" and under
this pretext launch coordinated raids on
the houses of all known Mojahadecn
and revolutionary leftist groups in
Tehran, killing them on the spot, as
well as capturing and executing Bani-
Sadr and his top aides..All this was to
be carried out by 1000 specially picked
and trained armymcn and Pasdaran,
organized into squads of 17 men each.
Third, after this bloodbath carried out

in the name of "protecting the Imam,"
a new government would be installed.

This is essentially the "plan" that the
IRP has been attempting to put into
motion, but it ran into difUcuities right
from the beginning by the disclosure
and publicizing of many of its details by
the UIC and others (Khomeini per
sonally attacked the UIC by name after
chey exposed the coup plot in early
June, ordering the masses not to read
"the leaflets' of the Union." The
IRP's newspaper, which has many pro-
Soviet Tudeh Party members working
on it now, has cranked out reactionary
Islamic/revisionist charges against the
UIC, calling them "agents of the U.S."
and "American Maoists." In addition, •
Bani-Sadr disappeared on June II
before they could capture hint; and
most importantly, their bloody coup
plans ran afoul of the revolutionary
masse.s, who are increasingly not im
pressed by the use of Khomeini's name
and chants of "Allah o Akbar" (God is
Great) in blessing the butchering of the
progressive atid revolutionary forces in
the country.

Further Cracks Appearing

The street fighting and popular upris
ings that are spreading throughout
Iran, as a major section of the masses
rise up to meet this reactionary clamp-
down, have been fueled by—and in turn
fueled—other forms of opposition and
resistance to the IRP's authority. The
farces around the deposed President
Bani-Sadr have been emboldened and

have managed to start publishing their
newspaper Islamic Revolution again.
Bani-Sadr himself issued a challenge
last week to the IRP and Khomeini, of
fering to return to stand trial (he's being
charged with treason) under three con
ditions: thai he be allowed to release the
files he has accumulated detailing the
corruption and foreign connections of
the principal leaders of the IRP; that he
be given three hours of TV time to de
fend himself; and that the borders be
closed (presumably to keep the IRP
leaders from fleeing) and special army
units dispatched to take the place of the
present border guards.
This episode is an example of how' the

contradictions among the ruling (and
former ruling) groups in Iran are add
ing fuel to the fire, but also quite a
typical example of the weak-kneed and
vacillating resistance being put up by
Bani-Sadr and the sections of the
bourgeoisie centered around him. Not
only has he rtoi come out in support of
the armed resistance of the masses, he is
still only threatening to release these
"incriminating documents" on the
IRP. Why, one might ask. hasn't he
done so already—unless there might be
some material that would require him
to "take the fifth" (on grounds of self-

Ayatollah S.M. Beheshti:

Born 1929, Blasted Away 1981

According to an admiring Time
magazine special a little over a year ago,
Beheshti was "a wily politicaJ
pragmatisi who use(d) ideology as a
means to power." Beheshti was indeed
a ruthless political infighier and a prac
ticed demagogue—specializing in
snorting out fiery denunciaiion.s of
"imperialism" in the name of Islam
when it became necessary. But most im
portantly, these were all qualities that
advanced him as a premier poiiiicai
repre.seniaiive of the Iranian
bourgeoisie and landlord class, both
before and after the revolution that top-
pied ihe Shah from power in early 1979.

• Back in the early '60s, Beheshti ap
parently did quite well for himself
writing religious texts for the Shah's
public schools. According to a universi
ty professor who knew him then, "He
never argued with anyone." This was at
a  lime when the Shah and his

U.S.-trained armed forces were
crushing a massive wave of popular
upheaval among the people, which led
10 the massacre of 15,000 people in
1963 and the exile of Ayatollah Kho
meini from Iran.

In 1965, Beheshti's political career
took a big step forward when he was
named spiritual leader of a mosque for
Iranian immigranis''in Hamburg, West
Germany, funded by the Iranian
government. From 1965-70, Behe.shli
distinguished himself by opposing the
activities of revolutionary anti-Shah
students in W. Germany. He repeatedly
refused the use of "his mosque" for use
in hunger strikes protesting the torture
and execution of tens of thou.sands of
political prisoners in Iran, and he would
not allow any criticism of the Shah to
appear in a newspaper published by
Islamic siudeni associations with funds
supplied by his mosque. Beheshti
returned to Iran in 1970, and during the
■70.S received a job as religious
counselor to the Ministry of Education.
In this capacity he reviewed textbooks
for use in the schools to see if they were

"morally fit" (under the Shah's fascist
dictatorship, no less!) for the nation's
youth. In other words, his job was to
give an Islamic stamp of approval to the
imperialisi-siyie education and corrupt
Western culture being introduced in
iruckloads into Iran at the lime. Up to
the late 1970s. Beheshti had no criticism
for the Shah's fascist regime. As one of
his clerical colleagues at the time put it,
"Beheshti would never side with
anyone."

• However, as a revolutionary crisis
developed throughout Iranian society,
Beheshti took a reading of the political
winds and showed up in Ayatollah Kho
meini's entourage in Paris in the fall of
1978. Like many other religious figures
tied to the bourgeoisie who had
previously made their peace with the
Shah's regime, when the revolution
came they saw ihdr chance to jump on
board and try to take the helm of the
movement. Beheshti became
Khomeini's main organizer in Tehran,
and soon became known among pro
gressive and revolutipnary circles for
his fierce ami-communism and, when it
came to opposing imperialism and reac
tion, his compromising political stands.
In January of 1979, as the mass struggle
was building up momentum towards an
insurrection and U.S. imperialism was
desperately trying to find a way to
salvage its position in Iran, Beheshti,
together with soon to be prime minister
Bazargan, had a series of secret
meetings with some of the Shah's top
generals (who were being directly advis
ed by the U.S. embassy and military
mission in Iran at the time) to try to
work out a deal that would hand over
power to the Khomeini forces witiioui
smashing the Shah's army. Such a deal
never came to pass, largely because by
then the U.S. and the Iranian people
were on a direct collision course, but
Beheshti's bourgeois nature was amply
demonstrated at this crucial juncture in
the revolution. Also in January,
revolutionary leftist forces in Iran were

rapidly growing in influence and were
beginning lo cal! their first independent
demonstrations and marches; Beheshti,
along with other high-ranking Kho
meini aides, helped organize attacks on
iliem by the now familiar gangs of Isla
mic thugs and tried to red-bait the left
out of the ranks of the "Islamic revolu
tion." •

• Immediately after the popular in
surrection in February 1979 that brought
down the Shah and much more of his
U.S.-backcd regime than Beheshti arid
others wanted, Beheshti set out to
organize the Islamic Republic Party as a
bourgeois-feudal poliiicil machine,
based around the network of mosqu«
in ihe cities and cpuniryside alike.
Utilizing his position as secretary-
general of the IRP and (he required
doses of "anti-American" rhetoric,
Beheshti became an increasingly in-
riueniial political figure in Iran. Within
a year he was head of the Supreme
Court, while other IRP men steadily
took over nearly the entire government
apparatus throughout 1980. Like the
other top leaders of the IRP, Beheshti
aggressively pushed to "Islamicize"
much of the economy, especially those
controlled by the state under the Shah,
and developed sicp-by-siep into a new
bureaucratic bourgeoisie with growing
ties to imperialism. Bcheslui personally
became a director of the siaic-
conirolled Islamic export-import com
pany,of one of the biggest nationaliz.cd
"Islamic banks," and of the
Mosiazafin Foundation, a multi-billion
dollar "charitable" foundation for the
"dispossessed" that was formed out of
ihc huge holdings—including extensive
landholdings—of the Shah'.s Pahlavi
Foundation. And finaily, Beheshti con-
.sistcntly advocaied brutally suppressing
any popular resistance to the develop
ing reactionary regime, whether from
the Kurdish people, the revolutionary
forces; the peasants or the workers'
councils. □

incrimination), and more importantly
would upset his continuing hopes to
ride out the storm and weasel his way
back into power by keeping on good
terms with sections of the army and
other elements in the bourgeoisie and
government bureaucracies.

Further evidence of the cracking of
the IRP's authority is that over the past
weeks at least 1000 Pasdaran have quit.
In some cases they have publicly de
nounced these reactionary pogroms
against the masses of people and the
revolutionary forces (who had over a
period of tirhe been making some head
way inside Pasdaran units in countering
the reactionary politics and brain
washing of their commanders). One
former member of the Pasdaran wrote
a very moving letter to Haghiglioi
recently, explaining how he had made
up his mind to quit. After going
through 20 hours of questioning about
his political beliefs, he had been
.selected from his unit .several months
ago to receive special "riot training" at
an army base. After going to several
classes, mainly dealing with techniques
for suppressing the revolutionary
forces, he quit, thoroughly disgusted.

As the struggle sharpens up even fur
ther, more and wider divisions are bound
to open up in the reactionary armed
forces, including the army which has
been piaying a largely behind-the-scenes
political role up to now. Top army com
manders have made a number of an
nouncements recently about how they arc
going to show loyalty to the Islamic
Republic and the motherland by pledging
to launch new offensives against Iraq.
This is clearly nothing but poliiica)
maneuvering to build up their credentials
as "true patriots" who are "above
politics"—all in preparation for sending
their forces against the masses, which

might not be that far off in the future. No
doubt, the senior army commanders
know that this may require them to pay a
very high political price, for it was only
three years ago that these same regular
armed forces were brought out into the
streets of Tehran and dozens of other
cities to gun down the people. As many of
these offtcers undoubtedly remember,
they eventually lost com rol over large sec
tions of "their soldiers" altogether,
many of whom went over to the
"enemy."

Thus, the massive fracturing of the
government, the bloody measures of
the IRP against any and all opposition
to the consolidation of their reactionary-
regime, in the context of an insoluablc
economic crisis and the continuing dea
dend war with Iraq, have once again
thrown the masses into intense political
turmoil and many arc beginning to
sense the actual possibility of bringing
down the regime. The siiuaiion is
heading closer to nationwide civil war
as new sections of the masses are drawn
into the fray.

What most marks the present situa
tion is not the strength of reaction, but
the growing degree to which things arc
being thrown up for grabs. There are
increasing opportunities not only in the
major cities, but also in the areas of the
oppre.ssed nationalities. And the coun
tryside. where the regime has basically
left intact the semi-feudal relations and in
fact has acquired an incrca.scd stake
in them, there is a vast reservoir of
potential. All this poses challenging
new opportunities for genuine revolu
tionaries to lead the masses in waging
mass armed struggle to overthrow the
IRP regime and carry forward the anti-
imperiali.si new-democratic stage of the
revolution to victory. This is a very
favorable situation for the imernailona!

proletariat.
U.S./lran Press Blackout

These reports are all about a week
old. due to the fact that no incoming
calls to Iran have been able to get
through for a number of days, and- the
systematic news blackout in force. With
the breadth and intensity of the mass
resistance that is developing all over the
country, the Iranian government is sup
pressing and censoring the news with a
vengeance. As for the U.S. imperialists,
they arc extremely uptight, to say the
least. Their various news services, TV
stations, newspapers and other mouth
pieces are all obediciiily hushing iliings
up. However, the news about Iran that
has been chosen as "fit to print" is in
creasingly labelling the people's just
and revolutionary resistance to the IRP
as "acts of terrorism." Thus, in the
twisted speech of U.S. imperialism, ex
ecutions of 12-ycar-oid Mojahadecn
girl fighters are not "terrorism", mid
dle of the night raids and assassinations
of revolutionaries, Marxist and Moslem
alike, are not "terroristic." It is even
quite permissible to utilize SAVAK tor
turers in the prisons overflowing with
rcvoiutionar'es who perfected their
trade under CIA/FBI teachers under
the Shah—this is termed meting out
"stern Islamic punishment" in the U.S.
press. Without yet .openly embracing
tlJc IRP,, the U.S. is making it very
dear that it supports llic sanguinary
suppression of the Left, as the
necessary means to restore "siability"
in Iran. Thus, a recent New York Times
column written by an "Iran expert"
who gets his briefings from the Slate
Department and CIA, concluded; "One
w.iy or another the hardliners* triumph
is a necessary condition for any return
to stability." □
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Underground Work in tHe Suburbs
D. Bracker and D. Bloomficid, B&B

forshqri, arc uvo guys assigned in carry
oui work in ihc suburbs. The .suburb.s
being difficult lurf for such work these
days, ihcy go about ihcir business
rather quietly, afinnsi "underground"
you might even say. Their task is to get
to the local youth who arc their target,
their "hiissioii" as they call it. And ihcy
have a set goal to recruit two of the.se
youth per month. "Going zero" meaas
failure to meet their goal; and going
zero, white it certainly doe.s happen to
the best of 'em. is siricily n.g.—it
doOMt'i put B&B in good stead with the
organization.
To avoid going zero and get in with

the youili they havedcvclttpcd iactic.\ to
make inroads into the community.
"Know your community and be known
in yt>ur continuniiv" is their motto.

Their tactics arc real subtle—like taking
their outfits lo a dlfrereiii laundry
cvcryiimc ihcy wash, or leaving their
car parked very Ci>nspicuously when
llicy go to a resiauram. They rap with
the local merchants. Nick the tailor,
Pcic the barber, Tony the restaurant
owner and the guy who runs the bowl
ing alley are all sympaihctic. These arc
guys that B&B call CPs or "centers of
innueiicc"—it's their lingo for somc-

. one whti might-help intlucnce a poten
tial recruit.

Mostly tliey hang out at electronic
game parlors talking lo the youth or
just hanging aroiiiid wlierc the kids can
•sec their jackets and hats—maybe get
interested in Joining up. They hang out
at high sclioitls. stnnciimcs giving a
short rap or just visiting □ class to bring
ill a poster or sornciliing like that. They

Damian Garcia Murder
Coolinued Triim page 8
the aciivities and was feeding them in
formation,

At the time the cops had estimated
the revolutionaries would arrive in
Watts, the Brigade was being tailed by
at least one heiicoprer and by Central
Division patrol cars; awaiting them in
the area was the command post, a
PDID squad car and the South ^t
Watch Commander Gillette who at
tempted to time his arrival at Nickcrson
Gardcn.s to meet the May Day Brigade.
A trap had been set to go off. But. ap
parently, when the Brigade wa.s stop
ped, harassed and detained at Man
chester and San Pedro, these plans fell
through. While this imerscciion is in the
South East Division territory, all 6
squad cars detaining the Brigade were
from the neighboring 77ih Street Divi
sion. From South East only Com
mander Gillette went to the intersec
tion. taking charge and trying—accord-.
ing to his own report—to bring the inci
dent to an end as quickly as possible.
All this adds up to the likelihood that
Gillette .saw the incident at Manchester
and San Pedro as interfering with what
was planned for the projects. This
could also explain why Preciado
disgustedly summed up the incident
saying, "They (the May Day Brigade)
bailed them (the 77th Division cops)
and they bit." Not a .single cop from the
command post went even to check out
the scene, even though this was the very
demonstration they were set up to deal
with! Obviously, they had other plans.

What were these plans? Another
disclosure from Hayden's recent trial
shed some light on this. On April
Uih—the day before the trap wa-s
set—M>HJ/t7z/e Detectives were put in

charge of all bookings, reports, etc.
related to the demonstration on the
]2ih! The head of detectives, who gave
them the assignments said it was part of
their responsibility to "be prepared for
whatever happened." One .of these
detectives tried to squirm out of (his
saying that while he knew about the
demonstration ahead of lime, and had
talked to other cops about it, he had
gotten no assignment in relation to it
until the evening of the 12th. But he was
followed to the stand by the head of
detectives who contradicted that story.
This chief pig still tried to pass it off as
unimportant, however, claiming he
assigned the homicide detectives
becau.se they are "the most ex
perienced" officers. But why do you
need "the most experienced" cops to be
in charge of routine booking, etc.? Ob
viously, homicide detectives are "most
experienced" at dealing with homi
cides.

On April 22, in the East L.A. housing
project, DamiSn Garcia was murdered
by police agents (and, again, Hayden
Fischer was seriously wounded). The
circumstances of that murder bear an
unmistakable-resemblance to the police
set up in Watts on April I2th. All along
LAPD gang experts and the CRASH
unit itself had been Involved in the
murder and covcfup. A Hollcnbeck
Division Homicide Detective named
Boozell investigated and made reports
on both DamiAn's murder and the kill
ing of his supposed killer, Arellano. Ac
cording to another' Hollenbeck
Homicide Detective, both Boozcil and
his partner Valcnzuela worked with and
are "very familiar" with the East L.A.
gangs. On the Coroner's Report on
Arellano's death, Valenzucia is.listed as

alway.s take ilic long route through the
school to class so that more kids gel to
see ihcm in their outfits. One day they
brought a poster into the mechanics
class—the teachcrihcrcisal.soa.sympa^-
ihi/cr-and created quite a little stir.

As reported by the Chkugo Tribune,
w-hich rccenily ran a sutry on the subur
ban adventures of B&B, it was a poster
ofGoldie Hawn as "Private Benjamin,"
Because, you .sec. these two guys skulk
ing aboil! between Space Invaders and
the high .school locker room are recruit
ers for the U.S. Army. Their assign-
nicni is toTcon some nice, educated,
healthy, white suburban boys and girls
to sign up—poteiiiial leadership maie-
riid in an army which is replete with
undesirable elements (from the stand
point of the imperialists), many of
whom have been compelled to join the

saying he "personally knows"
Arellano. The other main investigators
of the Arellano killing were from
CRASH.

The LAPD has extensive gang-
related operations. It's certainly possi
ble that they used some o.f these opera
tions to involve gang members in the at
tack. At the same time, (he murders had
all the markings of a trained, profes
sional killer, and the LAPD gang rela
tions would make it very easy for them
to rig it up to look like "gang
violence." In fact, CRASH (originally
set up with Law Enforcement
Assistance Act funding) is well set up to
carry out just such an operation.
CRASH is SCI up independently within
the police department. It has its own
funding, its patrol officers, detectives,
investigators, secretaries and it has its
own command structure. Each CRASH
Bureau encompasses several separate
Divisions: and the orders come from
Operation Central Bureau. CRASH
deployment of cops, operative deci
sions, etc., are all coordinated centrally
(even if the officers involved are assign
ed to specific divisions), interestingly,
(he Central Bureau has jurisdiction over
both the South East Division and
Hollcnbeck-(where Damian was killed).
CRASH has continued to follow RCP
activities. CRASH was involved, for ex
ample. in the arrest of two RCP sup
porters in Watts on May Day 1981.

Throughout the lengthy course of
legal proceedings against Hayden
Fischer, the existence of and the nature
of the command post and oiher police
activities on April 12 were deliberately
concealed. Key PDID files, thai could
no doubt explain much, were not turn
ed over to the defense. Different cops

army for economic rca.sons and not out
of more lofty patriotic sentiments. Yet,
as the pitiful .story of their "under
ground" work above indicates, it is not
smooth .sailing for ihc.sc itnperiaiisi
recruiters, even with suburban youth.
Two recruits per month is not exactly a
staggering quota for these guys. Chris-
sake. they've got state power behind
Ihcm. Anyone who thinks revolution-
ury work is rough these days should
take heart. □

CORRECTION

In No. llCf, in the article "The
Genetic Effects of Nuclear War" (page
7), there is an error in Dow Woodward's
testimony. The co-discoverer of the ef
fects of X-rays on heredity in 1927
should read "Siadler" instead of
"Siurdevani."

were constantly contradicting
themselves and each other about their
activities. All the South East Division
tapes and radio calls for April 12th were
mysteriously destroyed. Police fell ail
"over themselves trying to explain how
they knew, ahead of lime that anything
was planned by the May Day Brigade
for April 12ih in Watts. The Watch
Commander, who talked to the
homicide detectives on the 11th about
the expected demonstration, and gave
police a briefing about the expected
demonstration at 6:45 a.m. on the I2ih,
actually claimed repeatedly in the hear
ings and the trial that the fi rst he heard
about any expected demonstration was
when PDID called at 9:30 a.m. on the
12th! Other officers claimed they knew
about the demonstration from a leaflet
announcing it. But no such leaflet ever
existed, in fact, there was no demon
stration as such planned and no public
aimouncement of any kind about May
Day Brigade activities on (he I2lh. Ob
viously, the police had to have gotten
their information from some kind of in
telligence operation, probably PDID.

The exact details of what police had
set up on April J2ih are locked up in
police fi les. It could have been a dry
run, an actual effort to attempt what
was accomplished ten days later, or some
other vile plot. People active in the Bri
gade at the lime have informed the RfV
that Damian was with ihcm that day. In
any event, facts revealed tn Hayden
Fischer's trial have deepened the ex
posure of the concerted attack on ihe
RCP, and in parlicijlar have shown
some of the mcchanism.s by which the
police organized the murder of Damidn
Garcia. □

TESTIMONY
Continued from page 11
porks and they outdid themselves as 1
was getting patched up in the hospital—
talking about how well they knew me
and how much trouble I had given them
in the Mission, blah, blah,.snort, snort.
Last May Day. they threatened to kill
me. I was arrested with 18 others in the
Mission the week after May Day and
mysteriously solely let out the same
night, solely on a "mistaken arrest"
story. Then, the following week, we
had a march in the Mission where they
arrested two or three other women on a
warrant for me as they looked to grab
me, but couldn't identify me amongst
the other demonstrators. They told one
of the women they released, whom they
had mistaken for me, to idl nic that J
was going to be a dead rat if they got
me. When I surrendered with a lawyer,
on the $1,000 warrant, (he pigs said no

warrant was on their main computers
but they just conveniently kepi the war
rant in their back pockets as they crawl
ed the streets.

Choice siaicmcni'. c.xposing the
botiomsidc of this great system of I'ear-
dom and hypocrisy have been such win
ners as: one pig telling us he could bust
us for looking ugly on the sidewalk (o
show us what a communist state is like
(?!), and a couple of times one pig
screeching that I should go for his gun
if I am such a revolutionary and itot
dtsiribuic the paper 'cau.sc that's jasi hoi
air. and on one arrest right before Bob
Avakian's trial rally on November 18
out here, the restrictions on my own
recognizance bail was that I do not
agitate ("disturb the peace") near the
Revolutionary w.orkcr Center in
Oakland until after November 19.
They've also shown their prehistoric
side often with racist originals like:
"Are you one of Ihe boat people?",
"Ghink", "bitch", "go back lo

China", and other such high IQ stuff.
It seems that people do have to be

rather politically naive or blind, or
both, 10 think all these arrests are 'some
type of isolated criminal charges and
not part of an overall program in
cluding arrests of thousands, enormous
bail ransoms, beatings, the murder of
Damian, and most especially, it should
be seen that the leashes go all the way to
I he top authoritie.s who want to get their
fiilhy, bloody paws on our Chairman to
crush this Party, and the developing
prospects of revolution here and world
wide. Even in the '60s with hardly as
much on the line for the imperialists, i
and others ' got bu.sted for
dcmon-sirating against the Vietnam War
(my fi rst profound lesson on the "free
doms" of this country being like an
oasis to a thirsty desert traveler.) in
1970 when I was arrested for a phony
rap of as,saiilt on a pig in a demonstra
tion protesting the invasion of Cambo
dia, the bail was $1500. 1 was recently

arrested in the very same city agitating
around opposing the US-USSR war
moves, and held on $3,000 bail, for the
single charge of felony resisting arrest.
This took place in Berkeley, California.

In San Jose. California I was arrested
at a lunch time hotdog restaurant for
"liiiering" when the cops surrounded
me and 1 threw bundles of the /?IFovcr
the police lines to ih.c people on the
other side. I was taken dowmowii and
thrown in a room, handprinted,
Polaroid pictures taken and held for an
hour before ihey-iook me to Elmwbod,
Women's Facility. (This is known Red
Squad, FBrprocedurc). When I was
taken to the holding cell, the cop put his
gun on the counter (they usually put it
on the shelf in a box) and told me lo
"go for it. Go ahead, blow me away!"
or course there wasn't a soul around.

Dolly L. Feting
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Irish
Cimtinued from pagr 14

animal fmpons from Ireland—the very
staples of the Irish economy. It was a
conscious neo-colonial caich-22 initiated
by the British imperialists: money from
exports were desperately needed to
finance industry, but cxpons were
severely tariffed by Britain. The limited
size of the home market further exacer
bated. the economic crisis. In 1938, the
Irish government signed an extensive
trade agreement with the British, the
terms of which were quite favorable to
the imperialists. Indeed, British
dominance in the economic sphere
became so great that ait .American firm
called in to analyze Ireland's economic
woes during the posi-WW2 depression
of the 495Gs, reported Ireland's
dependence .so strong "as to be incom
patible with the status of political
sovereignty" (i.e., independence)! To
day. the Republic of Ireland's economy
is still thoroughly distorted and depen
dent upon imperialism. Both the U.S.
(which is responsible for 50% of ai! fixed
foreign investment in the Republic) and
Britain (to which pver 75% of ail Irish
trade .still flows) jointly ravage the
dependent Irish economy. .So what
developed in the south after the parii-
tioning of Ireland was a neo-colonial
form of imperialist domination with the
Catholic bourgeoisie there lied increas
ingly economically and politically to Bri
tain and secondarily, to other imperial
ists. The form erf this domination,
however, was different than what
developed in Northern Ireland, which
was still ruled directly by the British and
their loyal I'roiesiaiil bourgeoisie, open
ly subjugating the Irish Catholics in the
most irrutal rnanner.
The British impen'aiisis were in fact

very careful and very conscious in how
they partitioned Ireland. The 6-counties
wa.s the most highly industrialized (for
all the reasons noted earlier), aitd it was.
(he most politically secure. Its large con
centration of Prolesiants, overwhelm
ingly under the leadership of the Protes
tant bourgeoisie, saturated with the
poisonous ideology of Protestant
supremacy and its undying loyalty to
Britain guaranteed that. The British im-
pcrialLsis put aioi of conscious calcula
tion into establishing some son of
economically viable entity there. Indeed,
historically, Ulster province was made
up of/i/«e counties and not six. And in
an effort to consolidate an area that was
politically secure and firmly in the hands
of its allies, the British government lop
ped off (he two southern-most counlies
(Cavan and Monaghan) and the county
of Donegal in the northwest (see map).
Thus a guaranteed majority (2:1) of Pro-
testant-s was consciously set up on the
6-county side of the partition.

Bui. as already noted, the partitioning
of Ireland hasn't changed the fundamen
tal fact that all of Ireland is dominated
primarily by British imperialism. And it
is this reality that has provided—and
provides today—for the powerful in-
terpenetration of political events be
tween the two regions. In 1972, when
British troops massacred 13
demonstrators in Derry. protestors in the
Republic burnt the British Embassy to
the ground. And, so too today, the
struggle in Northern Ireland is spilling
over into the Republic in important ways
that bode ill For the Irish bourgeoisie in
the Republic and mast especially for
British imperialism, it was with this
understanding in mind, of the tremen
dous irhpact that the two areas have
upon each other, that the British enlisted
the Republic's Gardai police force to
conduct Joint border security with its
armed forces in an effort to root out
anti-impcrialisi stforighoids on boiii
sides.

But it is hardly surprising that it is in
Northern Ireland where the sharpest
focus of the anti-imperialist struggle is
concemrated. Indeed, the struggle in
Northern Ireland is the engine pushing
the entire struggle against Britisli im
perialism in Ireland forward. For it is in
Noihern Ireland thai the trappings of the
centuries old setup—not "religious"
differetice per se. but the oppression of
the Irish people by the British, in alliance
with the Protestant bourgeoisie-.still re
mains intact.

Catholics in the urban areas of Nor
thern Ireland are herded into ghettos un
fit for habilalion. while the Catholics in
the rural area-s along the border are con
signed to eke out a living off the land.
E.xccpi for the small minotity who have
made it into the middle classes—either

through schooling, small businesses, or
small landholders—the great ma.ss of
Catholics are consigned to the slag heap
in Northern Ireland .society. At every

turn they run right into a wail of
systematic oppression: for everywhere
ihey turn they arc confronted with the
Orange Order. The Orange Order
permeates every aspeci of Northern
Ireland. It-s phiio-sophy: Protestant
supremacy and union wiih and loyalty to
Britain. The Orange Order provides the
reactionary ideological glue that cements
inira-class unity among Proicsiani.s.
Every Protestant politician (at least
those that want to reach office) belongs
to an Orange Order Lodge. The Order
nominates directly at least a guaranteed
ininiiiiuni of 20% of the members who
sit on the Ulster Unionist Council, the
governing body of the Unionist Party.
Local Unionist Party councils and the
Orange Order decide where every house
in Northern Ireland is built. This enables

the Protestant rulers to perpetuate the
siruciurc of Prote.siani supremacy,
unleashing terror and suppression in the
Catholic areas, and buying the
allegiance of the Proicsiam middle
classes and the working cla.ss. It means
that Catholics are pressed into places like
West Belfast's Divis Fiats housing pro
ject . where an averaae of 8 people and 23
rats jockey with cacTt other in each of its
740 apartments!
The same situation applies with

regards to employment. There are
Orange Order Lodges.set up along the
lines of the -skilled trades—Carpenters'
Orange l.odge. Shipwrights' Orange
Lodge, etc., etc.. etc. And of course hir
ing is done on the basis of religion and
membership in the Orange Order. In
fact, to this day, workers in the Belfast
siiipyards (and probably other areas of
employment as welt), must carry iden
tification cards—Orange ones for the
Protestants and Green ones for the
Catholics. And even where companies
owned and operated by foreign
capiiaiisis might have tended to break
down reliance on the Orange Order for
cmpinymcni. two things mitigate against
this. One. most of these imperialist in
vestors pay conscious attention to
"local pecularilics." And two, it is the
local councils and the Order that decide
where foreign factories are to be built.
What this has meant in the most recent
past is that while traditional textile
plants, which hire Catholic women,
close their doors in Wc.st Belfast and the
western pan of the province, electrical
plants have opened in Proiesiani East
Belfa-s( and synthetic tc.xtilc concerns
have opened in the predominantly Pro
testant city of Carrickfergus. This, along
with the systematic exclusion of
Catholics from the more skilled and bet
ter paid jobs and their being pressed into
unskilled and peripheral cmploymeiu,
has meant Catholic unemployment
figures in West Belfast are over 50%. In
.some areas, like the Falls Road neigh
borhood, unemployment stands today at
60% with 25% of the eligible workforce
there never having worked a single day
in their lives.

Organized official and "unofficial"
anti-Catholic terror is a constant reality
in Northern Ireland in an effort to en
force the subjugation of the masses of
Irish-Catholic people there. On the of
ficial side there is the British Army, its
Northern Ireland auxiliary the Ulster
Defense Regiment (UDR), and the civil
police the Royal Ulster Constabulary
(RUC). On the "unofficiaT' side there is
a number of Protestant para-military
death squads, the Ulster Defense Asso
ciation (UDA) being the biggest. It is
common knowledge, that in addition to
official encouragement and support, the
UDA's members can be found in both
the RUC and in the UDR.
The UDA was formed in late 1971 by

a  core of petty bourgeois small shop
keepers in an attempt to stem the tide of
the anti-imperialist upheavals shaking
Northern Ireland at the time through
sheer terror. The UDA's most notorious
period was their torture and assassina
tion campaign carried out between
1972-1975, in which nearly 200 Catholics
met their deaths under a reign of random

assassinations. Political leaders of the
anti-imperiaiisi organizations, like (he
Provisional IRA, etc., a.s well as
Catholics in the official government like
the Social Democratic Labor Party, were
assassinated. Any Protestants who
associated with Catholics,, or had
Catholic boyfriends/girlfriends were
also targeted.

While the UDA (and its front group
the Ulster Freedom Fighters) do not
claim formal ties to any of the Unionist
poiitieal parlies, it is closely linked to the
Ulster Vanguard Party which was form
ed in 1972 by William Craig, a member
of the British Parliament and a member
of the Orange Order as well. The UDA is
also elbow-deep in neigltborhood extor
tion and proicciion rackets inside the
Protestant community. Indeed, the links
between official party politicians, the
Orange Order, and all manner of para
military thugs is as vast as it is complex
in Nonliern Ireland. Today, the UDA,
the Ulster Volunteer Force (UVF, a
smaller, but equally, reactionary group)
and a number of other splintered para
military organizations act as vigilantes; a
political terrorist force at the beck and
call (both explicitly and implicitly) of the
Protestant rull'tg eia.s.s in the service of
British imperialism.

Part and parcel of this whole .structure
aimed at suppre.ssing the Iri.sh Catholics
who are denied basic rights, herded into
ghettos, and subject to all manner of
police and paramilitary Proicsiani ter
ror, is a very entrenched and blatantly
propagated Protestant supremacist
ideology. This ideology has the defen.sc
of Briii.sh rule as a central comporieni
and holds sway among large sections of
the Protestant population of all classes.
For example, in ilie educational sphere,
as well as the cultural life of Northern
Ireland, this reality continues, indeed.in
the Proiesiani schools, Ireland, as an
historical entity does not exist! in. the
standard text, Britain '.s Hirintge, there is
mention of Scotland and \Valcs. but
none of Ireland. According to the latest •
.syllabus, the history of Ireland begins
only with the creation of Northern
Ireland—but the study of this is rated
optional! And, one cannot find a Protes
tant ncwpapcr where some anti-Catholic
slur in the form of a cartoon Is not readi

ly available. Indeed, all the foul
stereotypes are regurgitated endlessly in
the Protestant "funny" papers. Images
of Catholics as being diriy , alcoholics,
smelly, having too many kids, welfare
spongers who should be exterminated,
etc., etc., eTC.,r.abound. Take for exam
ple this excerpt from another venemous
little ditty, popularized in that same
songbook referred to earlier:

I was born under the Union Jack,

I was born under the Union Jack,
If guns are made for shooting,
Then skulls arc made to crack.
You've never seen a better Taig,
Than with a bullet in his back.

(Union Jack of course is the British flag
and Taig is Protestant slang for a

Catholic—A! IK)-
And this ideology is able to be widely

propagated and accepted on the ba.sis of
mainiaining targe sections of the Protes
tant masses in a better off, privileged
position. It is the defense of this privileg
ed position and Inindreds of. years of
Proiesiam .supremacy thai is the material
basis for the widespread pro-British sen-
limeiii among ihe Prolesiants in
Noihern Ireland. Though there have
been instances where some sections of

the Protestants have broken through this
and joined the Catholics in struggle
again.si the Prolesiaiit bourgeoisie and
the British (for e.xamplc, during the
struggles there in the '60.s), and while
there may certainly be breakthroughs,
even signil'icani ones, in the fitiure (par
ticularly among the youth) a.s things
develop in Ireland and worldwide, this
ihoroughly reactionary .sci-up continues
lo have a strong hold (o ihis day. It is
because of this thai ihc Driiish arc able

to get over somewhat with their, por-^
irayals of (he struggle in Northern
Ireland as a "centuries old religious eon-
liici" by pointing to ihe sitiJation iltcre
today and conveniently neglecting to
mention the fact ihat their own domina
tion of Ireland is the foundation upon
which Protesiani rule and the whole
Protestant supremacist structure rests.
In addition, since the Protestant

bourgeoisie rules as a direct insiruincni
of Britain, all snuggles by the Catholics
against this and British occupaiion are
simply portrayed as religious affairs bas
ed on some kind of ancient religious fer
vor on the pan of the Catholic mas.ses.
The rcaciionary absurdity of these cheap
ploys should by now be abundantly
clear.

The tasks of.thc struggle in Ireland to
day, both'in the North and in, the South,
remain to kick out Britain and other im-
periali.sis from Ireland and move for
ward from there. While the exact path
that this struggle will take cannot be
predicted and will undoubtedly be very
complex, the struggle in Northern
Ireland today is pushing things forward
toward this goal, it is having profound
political effects on the struggle in the
south. And the struggle in Northern
Ireland has been great ly a I'fecied ii.self by
the recent outbreaks of struggle in
Europe and national liberation struggles
around the world, and in turn, has lent

its strength to the imcrnaiional struggle
against the imperialists of all stripes. In
this light, the British and the imperialists
generally have great cause for worry.
Imperialism's hold on Ireland is being
threatened and big changes on a world
scale are up ahead. And all the varioii.s
lies and slanders on the part of these im
perial rulers directed against the revolu
tionary struggles of the prolciariai and
masses of people around the world, be
ihey in the Form of calling them
"criminal acts of iniernaiiona!

terrorists" or "ccniurie.s old religious
conflicts", etc., arc nothing more than
the desperate screams of a beast doomed
to extinction. H

Meg's U.S. Trip Bagged
Britain's Royal Family lias quite ob

viously been stung and .shaken by their
Prince Charles' reception at the Royal
Ballci's staging of "Sleeping Beauty"
in New York two weeks ago. No, no.
Not by his official rcccpuan-, nor by the
quality of the performance itself, it was
the exposure of British imperialism's
occupation of Northern Ireland, by the
thousands of demonstrators across

from the recital hall and, mo.si especial
ly, the .stunning condemnation Charles
received during the ballet front
demonstrators in the audience—right in
the SI,000 boxes usually reserved for
"his kind" of people—that has sent the
Royal Family into a rather advanced
.state of apoplexy.

Indeed, it was against this backdrop
that, "on the advice of liic
_governmcm." the Qnecn's little sister
cancelled her previously scheduled trip
to the Royal Ballci's performances in
Wasiiingioit, D.C. Princess Margaret,
readers may remember, on her 1979 trip
to Chicago was quoted as grunting that
"the Irish are pigs" at a dinner party
with Mayor Jane Byrne.

The canccllaiion of the Princess' trip
comes as a result of the growing ex-
po.sure of British imperialism's role in
Northern Ireland, it is exposure that the
Royal Family is becoming quite testy
about, especially comiiig so graphically-
from inside the shores of Britain's ally,
the U.S. A siatemcril issued by a
member of the British Parliament, in

(he wake of Princess Margaret's cancel
lation, .succinctly captures the desperate
fears of Britain's rulers.

"II. is regrettable thai the American
people have driven the Briiisii Govern
ment to give this advice lo Princess
Margaret. I am disappoinicd that she
cannot go to America. However, I
think she has been correctly advised. I
am sure all of us would want to spare
Princess Margaret from what Prince
Charles had to suffer...."

Such a piiy isn't it ihai Princes and
Princesses, and imperialists -of all
stripes these days can'i even attend the
ballet without fearing encounters wijli
"the mob" and exposure of their
crimes and their rule. i 1
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This is a cail to ail co-conspirators to raise thousands of
dollars toward our main weapon against imperialism, the
Revolutionary Worker, through a special 1-month fund drive
Many thousands of dollars from RW sales and regular con
tributions are spent each week to produce the RW and this
will continue to expand and increase, in addition, funds are
needed now beyond the regular sales of the paper, building
off the tremendous advances in its distribution over the past
two years, to finance operating expenses and further expand
and strengthen the influence of the RW.

This includes;

—developing RW distribution in new .areas of the country
—initiating new foreign language editions
-dissemination of the RW and revolutionary literature to

prisoners
—increasing the flVV's ability to cover major outbreaks
-international mailings of the filV
Co-conspirators will come up with many creative ways and

various fundraising projects. These projects in the main will
not only raise money but will demonstrate the tremendous
class-conscious enthusiasm for revolution and through this
the influence of the RW will expand to include even broader
numbers of revolutionary fighters. It would be very signifi
cant and deepen proletarian internationalism if: Black
residents of a housing project would take on the task of
raising funds toward a foreign language edition of the
RW-... groups of autoworkers would contribute to the
Prisoners' Revolutionary Literature Fund.. .farmworkers
would see to it that the RW is able to reach people's hands
where it has not been distributed before. There are
countless possibilities and we urge all co-conspirators to
get together to discuss their plans to carry out this special
drive. It's in your hands. Contact your local distributors and
correspond to the RW.

CREATE PUBLIC OPINION.. .SEIZE POWER

Money raised through this special drive can be turned in
to the RW in your area (see addresses below) or sent to the
national address: RCP Publications, P.O. Box 3486, Chicago,
IL 60654. Please specify that it is for the fund drive.
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