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Due to political infighting within the
British ruling class, a shocking fact has
come to light. During the Falklands War,
in the Spring of 1982, Britain prepared to
use nuclear weapons against Argentina.
A submarine armed with nuclear missiles
was dispatched to the South Atlantic.
The third largest city of Argentina was
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chosen as the target of incineration. And
it was explicitly determined which losses
in Britain’s conventional invasion force
would be considered serious enough to
warrant unleashing the nuclear strike.
The known facts, as reported under the
title ““The Belgrano Papers: Thatcher’s
Plan for Total War,”” were published in

In Memory

of Yilmaz Guney

Plan For A
British Hiroshima

the August 24 ssue of the New Statesman
in the following short account:

“One well-placed political source has
already revealed to Tam Dalyell (British
parliamentary representative — RW)
that a Polaris submarine was sent (o the
South Atlantic. Dalyell was informed

that the submarine went as far south as

Ascension; the likely target for a
threatened or demonstration nuclear at-
tack was said to be Cordoba, northern
Argentina. The nuclear threat might have
been used if any of the task force’s capital
ships — one of the carriers, or the troop

Continued on page 14
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One day last week a driver came into
our taxi dispatch room with an article
on the repression in Peru. With a copy
of the RW spread out on a table we .
stood around and read the story of
Laura Zambrano and the women of
Callao prison and the appeal for letters
and telegrams against the repression.

(See RW No. 271 which features an im-
portant statement and report from the
Communist Party of Peru.) This got an
immediate response from some of us
and within several minutes it was
agreed that we would send a telegram
expressing our indignation.

Five.people contributed enough to
enable us to send two telegrams to Peru
which have already been sent off.

I myself have been interested in the
situation in Peru since the news of the
guerrilla war began to filter out a year
and a half ago. | was surprised and
pleased to see the strong and im-
mediate reaction by the other drivers.
This summer of nausea ad nauseam
(some of which we witnessed very up
close) has brought out some strong feel-
ings of disgust in people and it seems
there is quite a reservoir of anger that
this outrage in Peru has tapped a bit of.
The revolution in Peru is beginning to
have an influence here and | would say
a positive one.

The message sent by telegram is in-
cluded.

Letter on
Meche
and the
Revolution
in Peru

A S.F. cab driver
who reads the RW
regularly

Telegram: (sent to Belaunde and the
magazine Caretas)

THE ARREST AND TORTURE OF PRO-
FESSOR LAURA ZAMBRANO AND THE
CRUEL TREATMENT OF THE WOMEN
OF CALLAO HAS AROUSED OUR
ANGER! SENOR BELAUNDE'S
“DEMOCRACY” IS JUST ANOTHER
CRUEL COLONIAL DICTATORSHIP.
FREE MECHE! WE ARE WATCHING.

Free Meche!

‘We have received a report that leaflets titled ‘“Save Meche’’ have appeared on
the streets of Lima, the Peruvian capital, signed by the Communist Party of Peru
(known in the press as Sendero Luminoso).

Worldwide support for Meche’s freedom is developing. In Europe, some sup-
porters have begun sending telegrams addressed to Peruvian president Belatinde
(Plaza de Armas, Lima), to the magazine Caretas (Jr. Camana 615-308, Lima),
the magazine Equis (Jr. Soledad 416, 3° piso, Lince, L.ima), other magazines, and
to Peruvian embassies in Europe.

In this country, the address of the Committee to Support the Revolution in
Peruis: 2483 Hearst Ave., No. 225, Berkeley, CA 94709. O
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Scene from Y6

Thousands Honor
Yilmaz Guney
At Paris Memorial

Paris, France. Thursday, September 13, 1984. Hundreds of
people lined up outside the Kurdish Institute in Paris to honor
Yilmaz Giiney, at a memorial held this morning. In the after-
noon, more than two thousand people marched to Pére-
Lachaise Cemetery where Yilmaz Giiney was buried. Pére-
Lachaise is the site of the last battle of the Communards in the
Paris Commune of 1871. Flowers were sent to the memorial
from all the Turkish left organizations, including the Com-
munist Party of Turkey, Marxist-Leninist (TKP/M-L), and
flowers were also sent by a Kurdish group from Iranian Kur-
distan, and by the RCP,USA, in honor of Yilmaz Giiney.

French television is featuring special programs on Giiney
and his films The Herd and Yol are being aired this week.
Giiney’s death received wide coverage in the international
press, including front-page notice in the newspapers of
Turkey. O
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Punctuating
The Point =

Taking a cue from their Commander in
Chief, outrhoded people in all spheres
continue to uphold and embellish on
Ronald Reagan’s threat of August 11:
““My fellow Americans, I am pleased to
tell you today that I’ve signed legislation
which will outlaw Russia forever. We
begin bombing in five minutes.”

Consider the following exploration of
grammar problems by the conservative
columnist William Safire, writing in his
weekly column *‘On Language” in the
liberal New York Times Magazine sec-
tion on Sunday, September 2, 1984. In
this article, *“The Wicked Which and the
Comma, " that purports to be a story of
the debate over the tax-hike controversy
at the Republican Convention, Safire
poses the grammar problem at hand:

A dependent clause is like a dependent

i

child: incapable of standing on its own but
able to cause a lot of trouble. You can
recognize these lovable but troublesome
clauses because they beginwith a relative pro-
noun, such as that, which, who, whom, whose
— words that stand in for nouns.

These clauses come in two types: Fowler,
the great grammarian whom sensible people
follow on that vs. which, called them defining
and nondefining clauses. . . .

Let’s hit that notion again, harder: ‘‘He
deep-sixed the evidence that was in-
criminating.” (Defining clause, beginning
with rhat, no commas; itis ‘‘the evidence that
was incriminating.)

Try that sentence this way: ‘‘He deep-sixed
the evidence, which was incriminating."
(Nondefining clause, beginning with which,
separated by a comma; it is the fact that he
deep-sixed it, not the evidence itself, that was
incriminating. You think grammarians are
splitting hairs? A person could go to jail on the

L =

~ TheINS River

difference.)

Safire, however, has no desire to deep-six
evidence thatis incriminating butchooses
to revel in it. After a brief foray into the
mundane world of tax-hike commas, he
continues:

At the risk of an accusation of which-
hunting, I must point out that Republicans
seem to have an unfortunate aversion to that.
In his off-the-record thigh-slapper before a
radio broadcast, President Reagan said, “My
fellow Americans, I am pleased to tell you I

just signed legislation which outlaws Russia

forever.” In that sentence, ‘‘which outlaws
Russia forever' is a defining clause referring
to the particular legislation and should be in-
troduced by the relative pronoun that. Other-
wise, if the clause were led by which and
separated by a comma, the sentence would
mean that, by virtue of the act of signing any
legislation, he had outlawed Russia. (*‘I just
signed legislation, which outlaws Russia
forever.” Quite different, and not what he
meant.)

President Reagan, whose comment was
noted around the world, may consider this
complaint as a kind of late hit, but in future
off-the-record outlawings, he should in-
trodyce his defining clauses with that. That

~ will keep him out of trouble with gram-

marians. -

That, however was not the end of the

- matter, as Mr. Safire went on to explore

other grammar problems such as the use
of the word abject by Governor Cuomo:

Abject, from the Latin, means “*¢ast off”’ —
the ject has the same root as jet — and that was
its earliest meaning. It later came to mean
‘‘despicable’’: Shakespeare used it to describe

“‘paltry, servile, abject drudges.’’ John Milton
used it to mean “wretched”’: ““To lowest pitch
of abject fortune thou art fall’n.” Servility
became the key: Thomas O’Connor, biogra-
pher of Disraeli, wrote, **Those who in adver-
sity are the most abject, are in prosperity the
most insolent.” :

In our time, the word has been married to
poverty, inthe cliché abject poverty; however,
this phrase has taken on the connotation of
*‘really deep poverty’’ more than poverty that '
reduced people to cringing servility. Un-
doubtedly, Governor Cuomo used abject as an
intensifier for poor rather thanasa description |
of the degraded condition of the fine people of
Essex County.

The Governor, and others, will now khow
better: Abject has a meaning all its own, and
not as part of a cliché. It still means what
George Washington had in:mind while ad-
dressing the Continental Army before the Bat-
tle of Long Island (nov\’r Nassau and Suffolk
counties): “‘Our cruel and unrelenting enemy
leaves us only the choice of brave resistance, or
the most abject submission.”

Mr. Safire has indeed provided a
lesson: he not only knows how the im-
perialists had better phrase their threats,
but he knows a fitting representative of
U.S. imperialism when he sees one and
how and why they are planning to use
their nukes. Furthermore he has
deliberately erred in using the phrase
“‘brave resistance’ when he really means
“‘mass murder'’ and wrongly substituting
“‘most abject submission’” when he
means ‘‘second-rate superpower.’’ The
correct use of the word abject in this case
would be Shakespeare’s usage: “‘paltry,
servile, abject drudges’ as applied to
people like William Safire and the liberals
of the New York Times. ]

In the last ten years, at least thirteen
farmworkers in California have been
reported drowned in irrigation canals and
rivers during INS raids — the actual

- number is certainly higher. At least seven

of these deaths have occurred since 1982.

These not-accidental “‘accidents’’ have
occurred as part of a strategy of terror
against immigrants in raids in the
countryside, known officially as the
“‘open fields’’ policy. In a typical ‘“‘open
fields’” raid, Border Patrol agents roam
around in jeeps and trucks, swooping
down on groups of ‘“‘suspected aliens’’ at
will. And in a part of the country in which
agriculture absolutely requires dirt-cheap
labor from Mexico, almost anyone work-
ing in the fields is “‘suspect.” In the
broad, flat*agricultural valleys where the
drownings have occurred, workers can
sometimes see the agents coming over a
mile away; those without papers, and un-
willing to take the chance of beatings,
rapes, and almost certain deportation the
INS is notorious for, run for whatever
cover or temporary hiding place can be
found.

The Border Patrol, on foof and in their

jeeps, tries to herd and trap as many
workers as possible — pursuing across
fields criss-crossed with the network of
canals that carry water down from the
Sierras. The large canals are forty feet
wide and the water is fast and cold from
the melting snow in the mountains.
Almost all who have'been drowned have
been young men, several as young as
seventeen, who have been driven to the
edge of a canal and have tried to swim
across.

The INS has defended the conduct of
every single agent involved ina drowning.
As the deaths have mounted and the INS
has come under criticism from forces
ranging from Catholic bishops to the
ACLU to the Mexican-American Legal
Defense Fund, and as the INS practices
have been the target of lawsuits and other
legal action by activist lawyers, various
branches of the government have been
called in to investigate, and to exonerate
the INS. One U.S. attorney who ‘‘in-
vestigated’’ several drownings near
Sacramento concluded: ‘‘All of the
drownings resulted from the voluntary
entry into the water by the decedents

(those killed — R W) following the arrival
of the Border Patrol agents in the fields
immediately adjacent...we have
solicited evidence and leads from a varie-
ty of sources and none of the material we
have received remotely suggests that the
Border Patrol acted with improper inten-
tions. Every indication has been that the
deaths were a highly regrettable
byproduct of that agency’s proper per-
formance and its duty to arrest persons il-
legally in this country.”’

Of course, there has been a rather con-
venient limit to the “‘variety of sources’’
such investigations have been able to tap
— almost all witnesses to drownings, ex-
cept Border Patrol agents, have been
deported to Mexico. One man, interview-
ed last year in Mexico by an investigator
for the California Rural Legal Assistance
organization, told of watching two of his
boyhood friends drown near Sacramento
— while Border Patrol agents forced him
to sit on shore, handcuffed. Everytime he
tried to get up in answer to calls for help,
he was shoved back to the ground. No
“‘improper intentions’’ there.

Border Patrol agents have explained

that it’s all just part of ‘‘enforcing the
law.’” In such situations, you see, if they
turn their attention to-helping someone
who is drowning, or turn loose someone
they have already caught to try a rescue
attempt, then someone might escape —
and that would be against the law. A top
INS spokesman put it this way: ‘“What
are we supposed todo, stop enforcing the
law? It’s really a question without an
answer, If people are going to flee, they
have to be responsible for what happens
to them.’” The law, and the INS as its
agent, puts these workers in the position
of being trapped between the Border
Patrol and an icy river — and if you don’t
walk into the arms of the INS, then, well,
you deserve to drown.

A Ventura County newspaper carried
this account of the death of Pedro Vargas
in 1982: ‘“...About fifteen or twenty
men were being sought by officers. He
(INS official, Jensen — RW) said the
young man who drowned was spotted
running toward the fast moving creek.
He jumped into the creek, Jensen said,
and swam across it two or three times in

Continued on page 13 '
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Proving that two parties can play at the
game of nuclear war “‘gaffes,’’ Geraldine
Ferraro last week let slip a few deadly
words about a U.S. first nuclear strike.

Speaking at a high school in In-
dependence, Missouri, Ferraro respond-
ed to a student who had asked what cir-
cumstances would be ‘‘appropriate’” for
the U.S. launching of a first strike against
the Soviet Union. Ferraro said she would
not discuss “‘the levels at which we would
move for a first strike.”” The meaning of
her answer was obviously that there were
“levels’ which would trigger the strike.

Later, just before a news conference, a
campaign aide explained that it was all a
mix-up in terms. Ferraro, he said, didn’t
really mean to speak of first strike — by
which U.S. warplanners mean an all-out,
surprise nuclear attack against the Soviet
homeland and its allies — but was talking
about first use — usually defined as use
of battlefield nuclear weapons in the
course of a war. Ferraro then tried to ex-
plain herself in basically the same terms.

But even the explanation didn’t exactly
make the candidate look like a pacifist,
nor was it meant to, as Ferraro made
clear by expounding on first use when the

conference got started: ‘‘First use would
be if we were involved in Europe in a con-
ventional war and at one point we
thought we might send over a warning
shot of some nature, of a nuclear missile,
something like that.”

And so, a well-placed “‘error’” here, a
breezy little definition there, and the
Democrats have themselves a statement
on nuclear war every bit as chilling as a
Reagan Administration tract on nuclear
warfighting and just as casual in style as a
Reagan joke. Indeed, Alexander Haig’s
own infamous statements about nuclear
warning shots was dropped with the same
matter-of-fact air.

The Ferraro ‘‘gaffe’’ came at a time
when the Mondale campaign had an-
nounced that it had decided to come out
more heavily on what the party calls
“‘strength issues’’...more honestly, it
might be simply termed warmongering.
The ““strength issues’” included a call for
better ‘*military preparedness’’ in the
defense budget, in essence more and
stronger on the Democrats’ theme of a
leaner, meaner war machine. One David
Aaron, described as a top advisor to the
Mondale camp, put it squarely: “The

Ferraro’s Warning Shot

campaign will come down to whose
finger is on the nuclear trigger.”' Not,
mind you, to taking the finger off the
trigger, still less, to putting down the gun,
but to which candidate is most fitting to
lead the imperialist state off to battle.
(The Democrats also have a ‘‘second
track’” of calling for talks with the
Soviets, but this is no contradiction to
preparing for war, as Reagan himself,
who is to meet with Soviet Foreign
Minister Andrei Gromyko later this
month, well understands.)

In light of the Democrats’ even-more-
explicit calls for war readiness, Ferraro’s
“‘gaffe’’ looks very much like a deliberate
slip. At the press conference following
the incident, Ferraro showed quite an ex-
cellent understanding of the terms the im-
perialists use to define their war plans.
And well she should, since her party plat-
form defines and upholds first use of
nuclear weapons in Europe (while staying
conspicuously silent on the policy of first
strike). One can assume she has read the
platform since she headed up the commit-
tee that wrote it. ;

There is a final and vicious piece of irony

in the affair. In explaining her remark,
Ferraro actually echoes official U.S.
policy by trumpeting the Americans’ will-
ingness to use nuclear weapons first on
the battlefield level — this is an important
part of the West’s political and military
preparations for war at the moment —
but tries to make a great distinction be-
tween that and an all-out strategic sur-
prise attack;, a first strike. In real warfare,
however, there will be no such great
divide. Should the U.S. launch battlefield
nuclear weapons against the Soviets, a
nuclear exchange would almost certainly
escalate very rapidly up to the level of
strategic attack — and, in these condi-
tions, of course, whichever side strikes
first stands to gain a great edge over the
other. y

Allinall, it was an affair up to the level
of a Ronald Reagan in its bloodthirsty
talk of war. Although Reagan remains at
this time the most fitting representative
for the imperialists, the Democrats are
going quite a distance to show that,
should the call come their way, theirs will
also be a steady finger on the nuclear trig-
ger. Ol

Tune in next week
for coverage of the
Battle for God and
Country.

But Ron has
such a
great personality. . .
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The Vietnam Legacy anc

Paul Reutershan firmly believed that
the liver cancer killing him was brought
on by exposure to Agent Orange, the
main herbicide sprayed by the U.S. over
Vietnam during the war. Shortly before
he died in 1979, Reutershan initiated a
lawsuit against the chemical companies
who manufactured the herbicide. On
May 7, nearly five years later, the case, by
now involving tens of thousands of
veterans in a massive class-action suit,
was suddenly settled just hours before it
was to go to trial. Then in August, the
court conducted hearings on the settle-
ment around the country.

According to the terms of the settle-
ment, Dow Chemical, Monsanto, and

five other chemical companies will put
$180 million into a fund to be distributed
among Vietnam veterans who are suffer-
ing from exposure to Agent Orange.
Some have hailed the settlement; others
have castigated it. Viewed on an
economic level, the sum is indeed pitiful.
But the settlement involves more than
simply a “‘sellout.”” There were larger,
and largely hidden, features which
shaped the case and the settlement. Cen-
tral to this is the legacy of the war in Viet-
nam.

The Case

The case had its more immediate roots
in the conflict which many Vietnam
veterans were experiencing with the
Veterans Administration hospital system
over treatment of certain diseases. One
veteran, later found to have a form of
bladder cancer rare except in men over
the age of sixty, described in one study his
initial encounters with the VA: “In the
beginning, when I first started urinating
blood, they insisted I was putting ketchup
and water in the specimen jars. They said
1 was doing something to myself so I

could receive dlsablhty, and that the
problem was all in my mind. They also
scheduled me for an appointment with
the staff psychiatrist because they said my
illness was self-inflicted. I would get real-
ly upset with them and say, ‘Look, when
start urinating blood I’ll just fill a test
tube and bring it in so you can see for
yourself I'm not lying.’ So I brought it in
and the doctor looked at it and said, ‘Oh
sure, Ray, that’s ketchup and water.’ Or,
‘C’'mon, Ray, that’s just ketchup and
urine and you know it.”’’ (From the book
Waiting for An Army to Die, the Tragedy
of Agent Orange, by Fred A. Wilcox.)
The VA, charged with taking care of
veterans, has persistently been in the
front ranks of those who have denied that
there was anything real to take care of.
Initially they argued that there was no -
dioxin in the herbicides sprayed in Viet-
nam (Agent Orange is composed of equal
parts of 2, 4-D and 2, 4, 5-T, which con-
tained most of the dioxin), then that no
American soldiers were exposed toit, and
finally that even if they were, dioxin was
not at all harmful to humans. Besides,

. they added, no vet could prove he was ex-

posed, since the Pentagon had either
destroyed or was withholding records of
the spraying. Vets with chloracne (which
looks like a severe, disfiguring acne) and
other dioxin-related diseases tell of con-
tinually being sent to VA staff psychia-
trists, given Valium and Thorazine, along
with Rorschach and Minnesota Multiple
Personality Inventory tests, since it was
‘“‘all in their heads.”’

To the VA was added the voices of the
Environmental Protection Agency and
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other government and chemical company
spokesmen. One chemical company
representative proclaimed that dioxin
was “‘as safe as aspirin.”’ During the war
itself, GIs had been issued purifying
tablets to clean up any contamination in
the water. It was like dropping the tablets
in a vat of arsenic.

After Reutershan initiated the case,
vets joined from all over, including New
Zealand and Australia. Some had soft-
tissue sarcomas, a rare cancer of the con-
necting tissues; a number had children
born with birth defects including cleft
palates, missing bones, missing genitals,
and other rare abnormalities; other vets
had chloracne, loss of memory or sexual
drive and a number of other problems.
Meanwhile evidence mounted from other
sources about the effects of dioxin on
human beings, including from chemical
workers who had produced or handled
the herbicides, from locations in the U.S,
and other countries where 2, 4, 5-T had
been heavily sprayed, and from various
accidents involving the herbicide. Con-
spicuously absent from the mounting
discussion of dioxin poisoning was
anything from or about Vietnam and the
Vietnamese.

The case gathered momentum, pro-
pelled by the tens of thousands of
veterans numbering among the plaintiffs.
The chemical companies mounted a
massive defense, with a battery of several
hundred lawyers and expenses reaching a
million dollars a day in the weeks just
before the trial date. As for the U.S.
government as such, the judge had early
on allowed it to exempt itself from the
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| The Agents of Destruction

suit under what it called the Feres Doc-

trine. This is an American legal theory !

that derives from the common-law doc-
trine of ‘‘sovereign immunity’’ — the
king can do no wrong. And in this case,
neither can Washington. The judge ex-
plained that it would harm national
security and the integrity of military
discipline to allow soldiers to sue the
government for wartime injuries. Taking
this logic a step further, the judge went on
to say that if the government did in fact
know about Agent Orange’s toxicity,
then Dow and the others would also be
immune, sheltered by the government’s
sovereignty — because they would only
have been following the wartime orders
of the Pentagon.

Thus an extremely narrow legal
framework was intentionally imposed on
the proceedings — not only was it out of
order to go after the government, but do-
ing so would automatically result in los-
ing the formal legal case by exempting the
chemical companies.

But at the same time, interestingly, this
framework also resulted in some intense
infighting; Dow, for instance, even as it

continued to claim dioxin ‘‘safe as
aspirin,’’ was bringing forward evidence
of government knowledge of dioxin tox-
icity right and left in an effort to shield
itself behind the government’s immunity.
(It led to a doubly bizarre spectacle: on
nationwide TV the head lawyer for Dow
was waving around letters he said proved ,
the Defense Department’s knowledge of
Dioxin’s toxicity, while the veteran’s
lawyer insisted that the goverpment had
no real knowledge and that it wds the
chemical companies’ responsibility.)
Dow was also charging that a good
number of the veterans’ problems could
be laid at the doorstep of the VA. A not

Continued on page 10
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