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On the very day the ‘‘Reagan
mandate’® was declared, also declared
was ‘‘potentially the most serious
U.S./Soviet confrontation since the
Cuban missile crisis.”” The United States
is raising the specter of Soviet MIG air-
craft in Nicaragua and, fangs bared, has
delivered bloodthirsty threats and pro-
ceeded with real preparations for major
acts of aggression and violence. As we go
to press, any number of ‘‘solutions’” are
being openly bandied about: Nicaraguan
harbors might be mined; U.S. fighters
could engage in ‘‘surgical strikes’’; the
entire country might be quarantined; or,
the U.S. could invade. Already, a U.S.
frigate has entered Nicaraguan waters, a
U.S. C-130 aircraft, Nicaraguan
airspace. And the U.S. has announced a
rapid call-up maneuver of 15,000 troops
in Honduras, and, with the requisite
brutal gusto, has also announced the
name of these maneuvers: Quick Thrust.
There are to be concurrent naval
maneuvers as well, involving twenty-five
ships in the Caribbean.

The Yankee provocations have already
prompted a demonstration of 2,000 peo-
plein San Francisco, which was violently
attacked by the police (see pg. 4). Theac-
tion underscores the potential for great
political turmoil and upheavalin the U.S.

Rabid Imperial Arrogance

With the polls about to close, the
momentum was marching in the
designated direction. What better time
for the U.S. to produce a crisis, of global
dimensions, in Central America.

Suddenly, the news that U.S. officials
were monitoring a Soviet freighter
heading to Nicaragua began to filter
through the projections and percentages.
The freighter might be carrying high-
performance Soviet MIG aircraft, the

Continued on page 4
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ELECTION DAY ACTIONS

{n several parts of the country, youth and others took to the streets on election
day. As we went to press, some reports of these activities had been received:

SAN FRANCISCO

At 6:30 election night, groups of punk
youth and political activists began to
gather in San Francisco's UN Plaza, in-
tent on going up in the face of the election
political shitstorm, and the victory of
Ronald Reagan. The plan, announced
beforehand through word of mouth, was
to mafrch to the Republican victory
celebration, 15-20 blocks away. Many of
those gathering were veterans of the
Democratic Convention protests, par-
ticularly the Democratic War Chest
Tours.

Even before the march had a chance to
fully gather forces, when the protestors
only numbered from 30-40 people, the
San Francisco police made a move, bring-
ing in five squad cars to back a dozen pigs
in the arrest of one woman. The police
told one protester as they put their target
into a squad car, “We haven’t figured
out the charges vet.” They did make it
plain that the arrest had something to do
with the “‘Fuck a Bunch of Good Ameri-
cans’’ stickers that had been appearing
around town — and they made it even
clearer that the SFPD was playing the
Gestapo’s role in relation to this march.

The march took off through San Fran-
cisco’s Tenderloin District, then into the
posher neighborhood where the Republi-
cans were holding their celebration. It
took a meandering course past several
Democratic Party headquarters, to make
crystal clear the point that it equally op-
posed the Democrats and the Republi-
cans. The dreary site of the Democratic
victory party was greeted with a chorus of
‘“‘baa, baa,’” from the march, as were
several polling places, and there was a
die-in outside the Democratic Party Elec-
tion Night Headquarters.

The march grew in size and in spirit as
it went, and chants like “One, Two,
Three, Four, We Don’'t Want Your Fuck-
ing War,” “Fuck A Bunch of Good
Americans,”” ‘‘What’s the Difference
Between Reagan and Mondale? No-
thing!”’, livened up the night. At one
polling place, the American flag was
ripped down, then conveniently placed in
the street so that the marchers could walk
on it. 7

When the march reached the Republi-
can victory celebration, it had grown to
about 75 people and gathered on the
sidewalk across the street from the en-
trance where Cadillacs and limousines
were disgorging the Republican elite
(with a line or riot squad between, and
hordes of undercover cops clumped on
nearby corners). A crowd of people from
a squat in San Francisco (an abandoned
house which squatters have occupied)
brought in food; after the food was
eaten, the mood started to tense up again.

Los Angeles—An “elections beast" carried in the Hollywood demonstration on election day, called by Revo!urr’onary' Communist Youth Brigade.

Some American flags had been carried on
the march specifically for this moment —
one with black writing on it reading,
“Fuck Your America,”” went up in
flames, along with four others, one after
another. One of the Republicans ran
across the street, trying to save a piece of
the charred remains, to jeers of “‘fuck off

“and die’’ from some of the protestors.

The Tac Squad formed up and began to
move on the crowd, but the protestors
dispersed into the night.

CLEVELAND

Election Day — Cleveland — While
the radio and TV announcers whined and
cajoled, “‘take a friend to the polling
place,”” a thoroughly unrepentant band
of rebel youth took to the streets of
downtown to ‘‘smash the war party!”’
The very appearance of the youth flew in
the face of the orderly mandate for
World War 3 envisioned by the
bourgeoisie for electiun day 1984 — face
paint, mohawks. a “‘lingerie death mask’’
made from a black-lace slip, the
American flag .orn upside down and
painted over with red ink, Kafiyehs, red
bandanas and tattons of the Tri-Sisters
Mafia, a revolutionary feminist group. .

The demonstration was called by the
Antiwar Action Coalition, a new
organization which takes its inspiration
from the War Chest Tours at the
Democratic and Republican conven-
tions. Their actions, leading up to and on
election day, dramatically spread the
secret upsurge to Cleveland.

Posters announced, ‘‘If voting could
change things it would be illegal,’’ and
‘““Reagan gives good warhead.” Punk
women from Kent State brought a banner
proclaiming, ‘“The flowers will die in
nuclear winter."” The RCYB banner was
unfurled, ““A votein "84 is a vote for war,

Berkeley

On Wednesday, the day after the elec-
tions, a “BART Alert’’ was called to
begin in downtown Berkeley. Signed by
Students Against Intervention in Central
America, the Alert drew nearly two hun-
dred people to a march which wound its
way through central Berkeley. Rolling
along through the streets was the large,
stupendously ugly, elections beast, one
head a donkey the other and elephant,

fuck a bunch of good Americans!” As
the youth gathered in the public square,
three Black youths ran from the school
bus to join the rally, fists in the air,
shouting, ‘““A vote in '84 is a vote for
war!’’ One of them went on to say that his
parents weren’t about to vote, ‘“‘My
father’s a Vietnam vet, he ain’t gonna
want to get into that no more.”’ A group
of Black proletarians marched up — hav-
ing spent some of the day earlier selling
the R W — and galvanized the crowd with
their bright red banner which read,
*‘Elections are the wrong arena, it’s going
to come down to revolutionary war!"
The War Chest Tour was on.

The march was wild and out of control
from the beginning, moving quickly from
the offices of one major war supplier to
another, exposing and confronting their
plans for the future of humanity. A
Democratic Party headquarters met with
chants of ‘‘Reagan-Mondale, which will
it be, either one means World War 3’’ and
“American family, American dream,
these are the fruits of the war machine!”’
The Board of Education was exposed as
presiding over the prisons of youth. In-
side the offices of American Telephone
and Telegraph, the shout rang out,
““Plutonium is forever, ATT is not!"' The

which ate ballots and shit out missiles and
shreds of ballot paper. The marchers
passed by the UC campus ROTC build-
ing, and headed back downtown where
revolutionaries seized the moment in an
intersection and burned an American
flag. The crowd was called upon to
destroy the elections beast, a task which
was performed with gusto by some
youth, right in the face of the police. [

War Chest Tour handbook explained,
“ATT's subsidiary, Sandia Labs, U.S.
Department of Energy nuclear weapons
developer is contaminating large portions
of the globe with plutonium.”’

Chased onto the sidewalk by police one
minute, the youth were blocking intersec-
tions with die-ins the next. The climax of
the demonstration was a final die-in
amidst rush-hour traffic in the central
downtown intersection. ‘“Ten, nine,
eight, seven, six, five, four, three, two,
one..."" The countdown ended with
about 15 people stretched out in the mid-
dle of the intersection, the RCYB banner
raised in their midst. Cars and buses
backed up in all directions. The intersec-
tion was blocked for about ten minutes.
The police arrived (with the Guardian
Angels in tow) only after the youth were
back ontheir feet and calling the day’s ac-
tions to a close. Someone grabbed the
bullhorn and from high on the Soldiers
and Sailors Monument proclaimed, ‘I
don’t owe my allegiance to any fucking
country on this planet. You can have
your American way. [’m not going to die
fighting for this country, I'd rather die
fighting against it!"’ e ]
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Getting Out The Message

On October 12, 1984, the front page of the Revolutionary Worker carried a
mysterious announcement: ‘“‘Soon. . .the Revolutionary Communist Party will
be making public a major message on war and revolution.’’ The next week,
spray-painted signs began appearing on freeway overpasses and walls in cities
across the country — a prelude to the major mobilization of revolutionary
political activity from October 20 to October 29 which saw ‘the successful
distribution of 1/2 million leaflets nationwide: Let’s End This Madness Before
It Ends Us! The distribution of this leaflet marked an important and new
development in putting the urgent question of nuclear war and the only real way
out — revolution — into the hands of the proletariat in this imperialist bastion.
About 70% of these leaflets were distributed and intensely discussed among the
oppressed sections of the proletariat: in the barrios and ghettos, at factories and
unemployment lines; to the youth in the projects and schools; in neighborhoods
through small stores, newsstands and restaurants. Tens of thousands of leaflets
were also distributed among other sections of the people: the youth and students
from the middle class and other sections of the middle classes as well as the
better-off workers. Through new and creative means — both boldly public and

clandestine — the leaflet was taken out and taken up by the people, often in
bundles of 50 to 100. It is clear from all reports that the message of this leaflet,
which set forward the pressing revolutionary tasks confronting those whose in-
terest most lie in revolution throughout the planet, tapped the sentiments and
political yearnings of the proletarians, particularly among Black people who
have not been heard from in a revolutionary manner for quite some time. This
major political initiative, which could not have been accomplished without the
participation of thousands, marked a significant step in strengthening the
political basis for revolution now, in preparation for the opportunity when the
situation is ripe enough and there is a crack that a revolutionary mass uprising
can blast through and become a war to overthrow this regime and establish a
revolutionary one. As the leaflet itself pointed out: *“This leaflet is one part of
that political work; at the same time as you'’re reading this, people all over this
country are also getting copies of it — because of the leadership and coordina-
tion given by our party. Think about that in terms of building the political and
organizational foundation for a revolution.”’ ]

The following report on the leafleting
in one major city “somewhere in the
U.8.A. "’ gives a sense of the political ad-
vances made with the distribution of the
leaflet, “‘Let’s End This Madness Before
It Ends Us!™”

Tens of thousands of copies of the
RCP’s leaflet ““Let’s End This Madness
Before It Ends Us”’ were distributed in
this city — which has a reputation as a
tough town — in the fourth week of Oc-
tober. By the evening of October 29,
which had been targeted as the deadline
for getting out this major statement on
war and revolution, the quantitative
goals' established for this area had been
achieved. The overwhelming majority of
these leaflets were distributed among
{(and, to an important degree, by) pro-
letarians; among some of those people
who, in Bob Avakian’s words, are “‘that
section of society whose interests are, in
fact, most fully in line with the fun-
damental interests of the international
proletariat, and whose felt aspirations are
also more in the direction of those inter-
nationalist interests.”’

While certain focal points of the
distribution were sections of town which
have been scenes of fairly consistent R W
distribution for some time, efforts were
made to extend the direct influence of the
party’s line to other areas that also have
concentrations of proletarians and op-
pressed but have not been the sites of
revolutionary political activity as regular-
ly, and in some cases not at ali. Whether

in newer areas or in more familiar terrain, .

a close scrutiny of past practice and ex-
periences was necessary to meet the goals,
both quantitative and qualitative, of the
leafleting efforts.

Fiery Application

We are living in a time when, as the
leaflet said, “there will be (nuclear war)
— and very likely within the next few
years — unless this matter of life and
death and the very future of the human
race is taken out of the hands of the
governments of the United States and the
Soviet Union and their allies and puppets.

To stop nuclear war, governments like
these must be brought down!’’ Clearly
what is demanded of revolutionary forces
at a time like this is not a rote, mechanical
perseverance aimed solely at ‘‘getting all
the leaflets out,’” but a creative, fiery ap-
plication of Marxism that would help
unleash and arouse the advanced at the
same time as it provoked broad discus-
sion and wrangling among the masses,
and consternation among the forces of
the enemy. In a certain sense, what would
be required was a ‘‘storming of the
heavens’’ aimed at both taking and
hastening the political pulse of the masses
in preparation for great collisions of the
different class forces in the near future.

Plans drawn up took into account and
analyzed the political and social aspects
of the city, and even the physical layout as
well, to hammer out a correct overall and
tactical approach to the distribution of
the leaflet. For instance, this is a sprawl-
ing, decentralized kind of city, and even
in inner-city areas like the northside there
are generally not large concentrations of
people out in the streets. The tactics em-
phasized throughout were not based on
establishing a presence at certain loca-
tions and remaining there for lengthy
periods of time, though that method was
also utilized at selected sites and times.
More often, however, the emphasis was
on mobility and flexibility.

Groups of revolutionaries would
quickly converge on'areas in an apparent-
ly erratic pattern, red flags flying, and
with a blaster belting out Beat Street
Break Down. Leaflets and RWs were
distributed rapidly, and inevitably small
knots of people would gather together,
reading over the leaflet, often with one
person reading it out loud for others,
arguing over what it was saying, and
quite often posing serious questions and
challenges to the revolutionaries. This
outburst of red activity would, seeming-
ly, subside almost as abruptly as it had
begun: By the time police or security
guards had arrived, dull routine would
again appear to be dominant. But while
the pig brains might have noticed only an

occasional leaflet tossed to the ground by
backward forces as an indication that
something out of the ordinary had taken
place, quite often the stirrings of revolu-
tionary conspiracy were taking place
right under their snouts.

In the wake of the more open and bold
forms of distribution, organizers were
beginning to delve into the challenges and
problems posed in taking up revolu-
tionary activity, questions raised in a
razor-sharp way by the leaflet and
responded to immediately by many ad-
vanced proletarians. Patrol cars prowled
by, their occupants no doubt both puz-
zled and relieved that they detected no
‘‘abnormal’’ activity, while hidden from
their view, copies of the RCP’s New Con-
stitution were often being perused for the
first time.

Even in areas of town that had long
been targeted by revolutionaries for

political activity, areas which the political -

police knew to be the focus of consistent
revolutionary activity, the distribution
was done in ways that strived to bring the
form of distribution up to the level of the
call of the leaflet. Certain locations that
had long been considered ‘‘off limits”
were leafleted intensely. How this hap-
pened is perhaps being mulled over now
by various agencies of the political police;
we’ll leave it to their sleuths to unravel the
““mystery.’’ But we can say that a key ele-
ment in all this is tapping and bringing
forward, at all points, and in numerous
different ways, the revolutionary initia-
tive and energy of the masses.

Welcome Challenge

An intense interest in the challenges
put forth by the party was evident
everywhere the leaflet got out. Among
some sections of people, particularly in
some of the ghettos, the way this leaflet
was received was indicative of the
widespread agonizing among many of the
oppressed as they grapple with the loom-
ing reality of impending world war. Even
in the few months since the formation of
the Revolutionary Internationalist Move-
ment and May Day 1984, the escalation

of global tensions has forced many to
deal with the inescapable presence of
what they’d perhaps previously regarded
as remote, or unthinkable. Few,
however, are reconciled to this war’s in-
evitability, though many different resolu-
tions are being posed. Generally these fall
into the categories of voting' Reagan out
and supporting the Democrats in various
ways, or finding solace and salvation in
religion. To many people though, espe-
cially including those being awakened to
political life by the crunching, jolting mo-

_ tion toward imperialist nuclear war and

the feverish chauvinist din enveloping the
U.S., the clear presentation of the path
that must be taken if this horror is to be
prevented came as a welcome challenge to
be taken seriously.

One youth angrily expressed this when
he came upon a squad of leafleters in the
city’s central district. After reading over
the leaflet, he spoke of how disturbed and
upset he had become while watching the
Olympics and said that in his high school
several teachers were always talking
about the imminence of world war.
““They tell us world war is coming, we got
to be ready to fight, we ought to join
ROTC, we need to see Red Dawn to see
what it’s really gonna be like. Not many
kids really go for it, but I never knew
what to say.-They just talk about world
war, war with the Russians, they never
talk about rhis, that maybe revolution
canstopit.”’ He and a friend eagerly took
100 of the leaflets for distribution in their
school.

This episode, in a certain way, points
to a problem confronting revolutionaries
in a time that is approaching unprece-
dented opportunities, yet still (in the
U.S.) is characterized by a surface calm
among the oppressed. To the extent that
this superficial atmosphere of “‘business
as usual’’ went unchallenged and pre-
vailed, the leaflets were generally received
politely but the political questions were
not joined with the urgency they require.
But when the real terms and stakes of this

Continued on page 13
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This week the Revolutionary Worker presents the fourth in a series of ex-
cerpls from Bob Avakian’s newest and most important work to date, A Horri-
ble End, or An End to the Horror? The entire book is being serialized weekly in
Spanish in Obrero Revolucionario. In English, we are only excerpting some
sections to give our readers a “‘taste.”’ The book is available at local Revolution
Bookstores and outlets, through RCP publications, and at some other loca-
tions.

This week's excerpt includes three subsections from Chapter I and its third
major section “‘Questions Concerning The Actual Struggle for Power."’ The

“You Fight Your Way And
’ll Fight My Way”’

Mao says at one point that all military logic, whatever the particulars, can be
reduced to this.* This does not supersede (and he does not argue that it
supersedes) what he describes as the basic principle or object of warfare: to
preserve oneself and destroy the enemy, in which the second aspect is principal
and decisive.*® Mao’s point is that ‘“You fight your way and I’ll fight my way”’
is the basic doctrine or strategic orientation for applying this basic principle,
for achieving this basic object of warfare.

One specific elaboration of this by Mao — ““if I can win, I will fight; if I can-
not win, [ will run away’®” — may not be strictly applicable in all situations,
particularly the “‘run away’’ aspect, since it relies on being in a situation affor-
ding the ability to maneuver and avoid battle (maneuver in time as well as in
space). But in an overall sense and as a basic orientation this formulation —
““You fight your way I’ll fight my way’’ — applies and is of great importance,
specifically to the strategic orientation of not initiating battle unless conditions
are favorable.

With regard to the imperialists and reactionaries generally, if they can’t fight
their- way — as they are deprived of the ability to fight their way — their
strategic weaknesses will increasingly show up; and so it must be a major objec-
tive of the revolutionary army precisely to deprive them of that ability. Par-
ticularly up against a revolutionary army, they depend on utilizing, and intimi-
dating and overpowering the other side with, superior technology and (at the
start) superior numbers. They depend especially on extensive air power not on-
ly for heavy bombardment but also to amass combat force and for mobility
generally. In this regard it is interesting to note a telling comment in one of the
numerous ‘‘my true story as a soldier in Vietnam'’ novels in recent years:
Frederick Downs, the author of this one, The Killing Zone, says perhaps more
than he meant to when he writes, ‘‘The noisy fuss of a helicopter was always
welcome, dustoff or not. It reassured us of the tremendous system backing us
up.”*** Imperialist and reactionary troops generally cannot fight effectively, or
sustain effective fighting, without such ‘‘reassurance,’’ especially when they
are up against revolutionary armed forces representing and fighting for the in-
terests of the masses of people.

Again, when imperialist and reactionary armies are deprived of the ability to
fight their way — to overwhelm and pound the enemy with superior technology
and force — then their strategic weaknesses increasingly stand out: they are an
army of plunder and exploitation, opposed to the interests of the masses of
people worldwide; their troops have no real political consciousness or
awareness of the actual interests and objectives they are fighting for; they rely
on technology and technological superiority and therefore are at a loss to a
great degree when they do not have it or it is effectively neutralized; their ranks
are organized in a strict, oppressive hierarchy and command structure and are
riddled with acute class and national (and male/female) contradictions and
conflicts, including among the *‘grunts’’ themselves as well as between officers
and rank-and-file soldiers. And all this will gather momentum once it has
begun to strongly assert its influence.

All this is also an expression of another basic principle formulated and
fought fiercely for by Mao: people, not weapons, are decisive in warfare.” Ina
fundamental sense, an army is a concentration of the society it is fighting for —
of the social and political relations, values, etc., that are dominant and charac-
terize that society (recall here the statement by Lenin cited earlier that war is not

(Note: All footnotes are numbered as they appear in the original.)

35 Gee Mad, “'You Fight Your Way and I'll Fight My Way — A Conversation With Palestine
Liberation Organization (March 1965),"" Miscellany, Part 11, pp. 447-48.

36 Gee, for example, Mao, *‘On Protracted War,” MSW, Vol. 2, p. 156.
57 Mao, “*You Fight Your Way and I'll Fight My Way,"' Miscellany, Part 11, p. 447.
38 Frederick Downs, The Killing Zone (New York: Berkley !!uokx.' 1983), p. 144.

59 See, for example, Mao, *‘On Protracted War,"” MSW, Vol. 2, p. 143.

other subsections in this section of the book are:
The Basic Context and the General Contours of the Armed Struggle to
Overthrow U.S. Imperialism :
Without a People’s Army the People Have Nothing
Returning to the Border Question
Making Good on the Task Set Forth in Coming From Behind
to Make Revolution
Some Differences Between the Bolshevik and the
Chinese Army-Building Experiences, and Some Lessons From This
In War as in Revolution: The Next Time Is not the Same as the Last

only the continuation but the epitome of politics); and the fundamental dif-
ference between revolutionary armies and counterrevolutionary armies will
continue to find fuller expression the more a war between them goes on. This is
one of the most significant aspects of the importance of being able to keep the
revolutionary war going and gathering momentum once it has been initiated.

To get to the point where this is possible — to initiate the armed struggle and
be able to continue it to the point of being able (to at least begin) to deprive the
imperialists and reactionaries of the ability to fight their way depends on the de-
velopment of the objective world situation, but a very important part of that is
revolutionary struggle and mass protest and rebellion not only in the U.S. but
worldwide. And even favorable developments in the objective situation which
might provide revolutionary opportunities will be lost without the orientation
and the political ““tenseness’’ to be able to recognize and seize the moment to go
over to insurrectionary struggle. This is another expression of the importance
of political preparation of the masses, especially of the advanced, as well as of
the party itself, from now looking forward to the time when the insurrection
can be launched and coordinated into revolutionary war for political power.*

From the beginning the insurrection must be viewed not as a thing unto itself
but as the beginning of a civil war (even if there should be a brief interval before
all-out civil war, as occurred in Russia after October 1917). As Lenin summed
up in the midst of the civil war in Russia: '

Never in history has there been a revolution in which it was possible to lay
down one’s arms and rest on one’s laurels after the victory.. . .

Revolutions are subjected to the most serious tests in the fire of battle. If you
are oppressed and exploited and think of throwing off the power of the ex-
ploiters, if you are determined to carry this to its logical conclusion, you must
understand that you will have to contend against the onslaught of the ex-
ploiters of the whole world. If you are ready to offer resistance and to make
further sacrifices in order to hold out in the struggle, you are a revolutionary; if
not, you will be crushed.® :

Thus the insurrection and civil war to follow must be viewed, strategically, as a
whole, and in an overall sense must be guided by a unified-doctrine and’
strategic orientation.

This is especially important given the concrete conditions and relations in the
U.S., where the social base for proletarian revolution is concentrated so
preponderantly in the *‘urban cores’’ and where a key question from the begin-
ning of the armed insurrection will be to *‘break out’’ of an enemy encircle-
ment, containment, and suppression of these ‘‘cores.’’ In fact,.the emergence
of a situation in which there is a “‘good shot’’ at doing this in at least a number
of major urban concentrations is a decisive aspect of the objective conditions
needed to launch the armed struggle for power.

Offense and Defense

The offensive is decisive — and the defensive is death — in insurrection; the ob-
jective of this insurrection is at least to establish some kind of revolutionary
regime, encompassing as much territory and as many people as possible but
viable enough to act as a relatively secure rear for the revolutionary armed
forces in the civil war.

First, on the offensive in insurrection. On the eve of the October 1917
Revolution, in refuting those who argued that an insurrection could not suc-
ceed and if it did the Bolsheviks could not retain state power anyway, Lenin

Continued on page 6

60 Lenin, *The Achievements and Difficulties of the Soviet Government,”” LCW, Vol. 29, pp.
67-68.







The Making Of The

This is the third article in a series on the
current reactionary religious movement
in the United States. It deals with the
history of this army of god over the last
decade and a half.

e ok sk

In 1968 the ruling class of the United
States reeled under heavy blows from all
sides. The fat years of the ’50s had
ground to an end amidst deepening crisis
and a rising wave of revolution both
within and without. Imperialism needed
belligerent, unashamed combat troops,
and could not content itself with passivity
from the loyalists it had fattened over the
years.

So when the Wallace movement arose
i that vear, lights flashed in thz heads of
the farsighted representatives of U.S. im-
perialism. Here was a militant reac-
tionary movement assembled from the
various raw materials long nurtured in
the mother country. It was a movement
thar foreshadowed the social forces and
political themes which would ooze into
view, under different circumstances, in
the form of today’s religious right.

Ten million people, concentrated in
the South but also spread im all 50 states,
rallied to support the arch-segregationist,
Alabama Governor George Wallace, as
he ran for president. Underneath the
thinnest veneer of codewords, his
message had been clear: step up and not
back from the war in Vietnam, and for
“Law and Order,” a call to mow down
Black people and all opposition if
necessary to defend the interests of the
imperialist citadel. America was to be set
right. - -

There had been no similar movement
in the post-World War 2 period. In every
sense it was ugly; but to the rulers, this
was most welcome.

Unlike the conservatism of the 1950s,
this reaction was not based in the effete

intelligentsia of, say, a William Buckley.
In fact, it bristled with disdain for the
refined and educated, and rejected their
dogmas of “‘individual rights’’ in favor of
the language of the lynch mob.

Unlike the segregationist states’ rights
movement he sprang from, Wallace held
appeal far beyond the regional
peculiarities of Dixie. Open racism was
no longer just a Southern rallying cry: the
active suppression of Black people and
others had become clearly the crucial
challenge facing reactionaries every-
where. And so the Wallace movement
gathered around itself boneheaded labor
aristocrats and middle-class rightists out-
side the South.

The kind of appeal held out by Wallace
to these forces was of special interest to
the bourgeoisie as the '70s approached
and the glory days of the *50s, with their
seemingly limitless reserves for im-
perialism, disappeared into the past
forever. No old-style AFL-CIO anti-
communists these, the Wallacites avoided
any focus on more privileges and benefits
for the privileged workers who formed
their base, relying instead on emotional
triggers, and a mean-spirited, unreason-
ing defense of Americanism. Unlike John
Birch Society-type fantasies of con-
spiracy pegged to the right-wing petty
bourgeoisie of the ’50s, this program
pledged a clear cut, frontline defense of
U.S. imperialism against the rea/
challenges in the world.

‘““Wallace,”’ one commentator wrote,
**has no real policies, plans or platforms,
and no one expects them of him...
Wallace plumbs to, rubs and inflames the
fears of those uneasy with the present and
wistful for...some imagined past.”
How familiar today.

Book after book appraised the impor-
tance of the new reactionary legions of
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Wallace and pondered: how to-jolt these
most reactionary slime into semiperma-
nent wakedness, how to maintain their

activism, train them to speak and forge

them into combat forces for world war
and the next round of counterrevolution.
A virulent linkage had been forged be-
tween the ‘‘traditional wvalues’’ of
religion, family, white supremacy and
small town stability on the one hand, with
the international needs of imperialism on
the other. *‘String ’em high’’ meets
“‘bomb 'em back into the stone age.”
Considerable evidence documents how
the activism of these forces was en-
couraged and even directly ordered from

the highest levels of society. It has come |

out that Nixon ordered his Secretary of
Labor, Brennan, to organize the in-
famous ‘‘hard hat’’ demonstrations in

New York, where construction workers |

were led to beat up antiwar demonstra-
tors on Wall Street. Similar actions were
attempted across the country to develop
these guys as a cudgel force of the *‘Silent
Majority.”” However, with the general
ebb after the '60s, and despite the efforts
of the ruling class, none of the reac-
tionary currents took root in any lasting
way. Wallace himself was violently
removed from the national political
scene, under very suspicious cir-
cumstances.

Demoralization

As the '60s gave way to the '70s, the
bourgeoisie was forced into a period of
regroupment and political reconstruc-
tion, even as they scrambled to prepare
for their most dangerous confrontation.
Not only did they face the legacy of
defeat in Vietnam, the Soviet Union now
posed a life-or-death obstacle to their em-
pire. -

One difficult internal problem was
that, with America punctured and expos-
ed, and economically damaged, even
loyal supporters were deeply demoraliz-
ed. In the '60s, absolute values had been
rocked, old gospels flouted. As late as the
summer of 1979, President Carter was
placing this problem center stage in his
famous ‘‘malaise speech’’:

“‘I want to talk to you right now about
a fundamental threat to American
democracy....It is a crisis of con-
fidence. It isa crisis that strikes at the very
heart and soul and spirit of our national
will.”*

And he was calling for a reversal of
trends using *‘spiritual’’ values:

““We know the strength of America.
We are strong. We can regain our unity.
We can regain our confidence. . . . Let us
commit ourselves together to a rebirth of
the American spirit.”’

These were indeed a difficult and
critical time for the U.S. bourgeoisie,
scrambling as it was to set its affairs in
order for an approaching world war.

The battle cry for a spiritual rebirth
became a prime ground for rekindling the

' 1

T

monster of American national will. Every

sign, large or small, of movement around
traditional, and increasingly religious,
American backwardness was explored
and encouraged by those who would later
recruit the Christian soldiers of the *80s.

One revealing example is a strike
among coal miners in 1974. Throughout
the decade the miners mounted sharp
economic struggles, sometimes with
political overtones. During this time, an
untypical but significant and totally reac-
tionary strike broke out in the area of
Kanawha County, West Virginia and
lasted for months. In Kanawha, the
strength of the miners (who in West
Virginia are largely bornagain Chris-
tians) was turned against new textbooks
being introduced into the school system.
These contained Darwin’s theories, sec-
tions on drugs and sex education,
writings by Black people (including
Eldgridge Cleaver’s Soul on Ice), and
other fruits of the '60s. Schools and buses
were bombed and coal productions stop-
ped, as miners and others (led by
preachers wearing coonskin caps)
demanded child indocrination into that
“‘old time religion.”’

This and similar sputterings of a mass
reactionary movement were recognized
as opportunities and seized by political
operatives of the ruling class. The text-
book protest, like the South Boston anti-
busing movement at about the same time,
was infiltrated by agents, studied in
detail, and popularized nationally.

But if such outbursts hinted at a poten-
tial movement, the reaction to the
legalization of abortion in 1973 was a
declaration of war for right-wing
organizers. The Supreme Court decision
of that year knocking down state an-
tiabortion laws is still called *‘the Pearl
Harbor of the Religious Right’’ by the
Right itself.

It seems clear that the Supreme Court
decision and the subsequent spread of
birth-control clinics, like Planned
Parenthood, into nearly every county in
the country, represented a recognition of
major changes in the lives of women and
the shape of the family. It was a decision
that, in the eyes of the bourgeoisie,
perhaps, couldn’t be helped. But it also
touched off a reaction among those loyal
Americans, beset by demoralization and
scared to death that women were rising
out of *‘their place,”” that the family was
disintegrating and with it the ‘‘American
way of life.”’ Fertile ground indeed for
the currying of a new reactionary move-
ment.

The antiabortion trumpet call also
helped glue together various strands of
backwardness and obscurantism. Once
the Roman Catholic hierarchy had the
field to itself, and during the decade, if
anything, redoubled its role, in 1975 com-

Continued on page 12






Months ago when many were telling oppressed and progressive-minded
people that they had to line up at the ballot box in ‘84, we declared our Anti-
Candidacy, running against the notion that the oppressed could advance
their interests through the electoral arena. Now, when some are reeling in
demoralization and disorientation at the outpouring of patriotic know-
nothingism, neanderthal religious fundamentalism and chauvinism of every
stripe, consciously cultivated throughout the campaign, we declare our
Anti-Candidacy victorious.

Once you cut through the hype about Reagan’s victory of record propor-
tion and talk about landslides, mandates and realignments, you come down
to the fact that the largest number of voters wasn’t those who voted for
Reagan, but those who didn’t vote at all! They poured millions of dollars in-
to and diverted much media hype to registering voters, yet they were again
only able to draw slightly more than one-half of those eligible into endorsing
their political process. The reasons why people didn’t vote were varied, rang-
ing from cynicism to disgust and outrage at the whole set- up, but the basic
division in U.S. society isn’t between Reagan and Mondale supporters but
between those who still have faith in this system and its political process and
those who don’t.

Of course, we can’t take all the credit for the plurality that our Anti-
Candidacy won. First we must thank the candidates for running a campaign
where both bragged about being ready and willing to lead America to victory
over her adversaries and both claimed to be the candidate of god, country
and family — while debating which one was most fit to have his finger on the
nuclear button. We must also thank the imperialist system for repeatedly
making it clear that voting does nothing to stop it from perpetrating horrible
crimes against people here and worldwide.

Finally we note that Reagan has talked of continuing his record of *‘ser-
vice" to the American people and Mondale has appealed that we ‘“go for-
ward together as Americans.”’ For our part we will make no such appeal. We
are aware of the cracks and divisions in U.S. society and we say fine. In fact
we want to see them deepened — politically. Also we will not suggest that
anyone passively await service. Instead, those who avoided the trap of
voting have work to do. Alienation, dissatisfaction, even conscious disgust
with their election ritual won’t cut it in the face of the current situation.
Those who see that imperialism has dragged the world to the brink of
nuclear war, and see the misery that the imperialists force millions
worldwide to live in, must take up serious preparation for revolution to over-
throw this system and its madness.

mandate to rule based on the results of
November 7, what can we, without exag-
geration and with an eye to the future,
rightfully claim on the basis of all the
things they have strained to hide, deny or
explain away?

The Real *“Voter Gap"’

In the first place, the absence of any
prominent discussion of “‘turnout’’ with-
in their electoral postmortems gives a ma-
jor clue to some of the election’s most im-
portant developments. The key election
result was not the ‘‘polarization’’ be-
tween Reagan’s supporters and Mon-
dale’s. No! It is the polarization between
those who voted and those who did not.
This race, from everything we can tell,
was neck and neck at the wire.

The fact was hidden. When the New
York Times got around to discussing this,
they slipped it into a page 16 article under
the title: “‘Election Turnout Shows Slight
Rise...Gains Reversed Decline of 2
Decades.’’ More than a slight distortion!
In fact, even by their own figures, the
voter turnout this year almost exactly
matched the dismal low set by the 1980
elections: 52.9% of eligible voters turned
out this year, only a 0.3% change from
the last election which was the lowest
point since 1960. But that is not the end of
the story, since their term ‘‘eligible
voters’” specifically ignores the millions
of people, mostly proletarians, in this
country who have avoided the honor of
citizenship. Because so many are without
papers — and avoid being counted — it is
simply unknown how many inhabitants
of this great democracy are simply ex-
cluded from the ‘eligible.’” But, if the
numbers are 10 million immigrants (and
this is hardly unlikely), then there are at
least 90,451,000 men and women over 18
in the belly of the beast who didn’t vote,
compared to the 9¢,358,000 who did!

Now the elections are always a sham,
because the rulers of this country simply
do not lay their deepest disagreements be-
fore the oppressed to have them resolve
— but even looking at the formal bour-
geois terms of a supposed ‘‘democracy”’
the vast number of people excluded or

Carl Dix, .
Anti- Candidate 1984

rs
too alienated is both an exposure and a
sign of weakness.

And it is particularly significant given
the tremendous effort made by the bour-
geoisie in this election to make voting a
sacred act. (““Don’t forget, son, men
fought and died for your freedom to
vote!’")

Never has such a campaign in favor of
voting been waged. In particular, the for-
merly disenfranchised and the disaffected
have been the target of tremendous mind-
fuck. Here Jesse Jackson (among other
““historic firsts’’) deserves honorable
mention. He was sent out (‘‘the first
Black presidential candidate’’) to drag
the disenchanted into the arena, to raise
up their hopes, and then (after those
hopes were spit on, trampled and soiled),
he was paraded around to teach them
how to grovel in the “‘realism” of Ameri-
can politics.

Millions of new voters were signed up.
Bornagains were unleashed to sign up
their millions, previously one of the least
involved sections of ‘the people. And in
counterpoint to them the Black bourgeois
liberals were whipped up in an unan-
nounced contest with these reactionary
white religious freaks, over who could get
the most of *‘their base’’ to participate.
Tables were set up in churches, in Black
high schools, even on the welfare lines.

Here we can learn something from the
constant theme of the voter drives: “‘The
key thing is not who you vote for but that
you vote.”” The bourgeoisie expresses its
actual attitude — that the elections are a
plebiscite on the system itself, in which
the very act of participation represents
belief that this system ‘‘draws its consent
from the governed.”” They too recognize
that the important polarization is be-
tween those who vote and those who
don't.

All this underscores the significance of
the fact that voting did not rise above its
twenty-year low. And particularly the
strength of Black abstention reveals that
many emerged from Jesse Jackson’s be-
spit-on-and-grovel parade even more
consciously alienated. While the overall
percent of eligible voters who cast votes

remained (as we said above) essentially
stable, some early reports claim that the
percentage of Blacks among those voters
declined from 9 to 8 percent. ABC News’
exit polls were used to calculate that over-
all the absolute number of Black people
who voted also declined, from 7.8 million
in 1980 to 7.2 million this year. This takes
place at a time when at least a million new
Black voters were coaxed onto the elec-
tion rolls!

All this puts the lie to bourgeois claims
that not voting arises simply from apathy
or indifference. Broad forces expressed
the fact that they are left out of this politi-
cal process. They said ‘‘Fuck it!”’ outof a
deepening alienation, not yet politically
advanced or radical, but out of a sense
that they have been specifically excluded
from a sinister momentum being built up
— at the very moment they are being or-
dered to participate in the system as a
whole.

It is also highly significant that this
election saw a small and “‘outlawed"
revolutionary minority openly calling for
a refusal to vote, and exposing the act of
voting in 1984 for what it is — an act of
complicity with the criminality of this
system today, and the truly ‘‘historic
firsts’’ the system is preparing for tomor-
row.

Given the accelerating pace of world
events, and their nature, there is great
potential for precisely such a conscious
revolutionary force to exert a rapidly
growing influence on the more broadly
alienated as they are drawn, with all their
anger and existing consciousness, into the
swirl of political life.

Mondale’s Reluctant Voters and
Reagan’s Mandate °

Some of those who voted for Mondale
may have a hangover today. They voted
for one warmonger over another, and if
they feel dirty — they should. They
grasped at straws, and ended up in com-
plicity. Freaked out by Reagan’s extre-
mism, they sought solace in his official
opposition — and ended up demoralized.
This is because the Democrats were no-
thing different and their very participa-
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tion only helps Reagan parade as ‘‘the
winner, fair and square.’”’ Some of these
people may feel like they were buried
under a Reagan avalanche of unthinking
meat — they should take heart in the fact
that large sections of the oppressed stood
apart in largely sullen abstention. Isn’t
this a sign that Mondale versus Reagan
are not the only conceivable poles?

For the established and organized Left
who shamelessly promoted this complici-
ty, it was never really a question of clutch-
ing at straws but of a cynical and con-
scious strategy. (One of these revisionist
groupings actually called on people to
“hold your nose and pull the lever’!)
Coming to terms with imperialist political
forces has been part of their strategy all
along, and entering the Democratic Party
on the eve of a debacle was their idea of
“‘getting in on the ground floor’ of a
coming shake-up within that party. For
that, whatever progressive forces they
could get to follow them were to act as
capital for negotiations — and these
maneuverings are far worse than just
“‘complicity,’”” they are dress rehearsals
of counterinsurgency. But even here, the
situation is hardly grim for revolution!
Just watch how these worms had to wig-
gle and blabber defensively to come up
with justifications for their course —
even among their supporters, in the
reform-minded middle classes, it was
hard to get many to swallow the whole
“Dump Reagan/ Vote Mondale’’ scena-
rio, and it suggests that many of these
forces may not follow the revisionists in
counterrevolution when the battle lines
are far more sharply drawn.

Certainly there are forces in America,
millions of them, who recognize and mili-
tantly support a reactionary program
when they see one. The revolution will be,
as Lenin put it, a civil war between two
sections of the people. There are certainly
millions corrupt enough, poisoned
enough to actively crave more American
aggression, and who even look forward
to a chance to take a swipe at the Big One.
And for these forces, Reagan has offered

every encouragement possible, from his
Continued on page 10
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A Horrible End, or
An End To The Horror?

Continued from page 6

with the two basic types of countries: imperialist states and oppressed nations,
with insurrection followed by civil war the general model in the first type and
protracted revolutionary war, beginning in the countryside and with the
strategic defensive, generally the model in the second type). It is counter-
revolutionary war that cannot be fought on a protracted basis on the strategic
defensive (at least not by counterrevolutionary forces involved in war against
revolutionary armed forces); and more generally all imperialists and reac-
tionaries (and not just fascist states) have great difficulty sustaining a war
where they cannot succeed in simply overpowering their enemy and where they
have difficulty confronting him in fixed battle lines (this remains so despite the
efforts of the imperialists and reactionaries to employ more mobile forms of
warfare). .

But to return to the point of analogy with what Mao says about the fascist

states around World War 2: these fascist states were, in fact, the ‘“*have not’* ~

imperialists, forced to seek a bigger sphere of influence and a bigger share in
worldwide plunder and exploitation, especially in the colonies. They not only
had the necessity, in the actual circumstances in which they found themselves,
to seek a major redivision of the world to their advantage (as did the ‘‘have’’
imperialists of the time) but they had to adopt dramatic tactics of offense in the
attempt to deliver crippling blows to their rivals before the strategically
superior reserves of the latter could be brought into play. In a different way —
and with profoundly different and opposite goals and overall means — the
revolutionary proletariat, where its necessary strategic approach is to begin
with armed insurrection, must also strike dramatic blows quickly. It must shat-
ter the existing status quo and balance of forces, thus bringing into play its vast,
powerful reserves — among the masses of the oppressed — and bringing over
to its side important parts of the previous reserves and forces of the enemy,
among his own troops as well as middle forces in society who tend to “‘go with
the flow’" (and more to the point, with the power — with who is on top or at
least has the momentum). :

But here, again, the analogy ends, because, after a certain phase, even if the
insurrection is victorious, it will come to the point where consolidation of what
has been won will be necessary (once more the relevance of the analysis by
Clausewitz on pursuit coming to its limitations in any given situation). It is
quite possible then that the newly established revolutionary regime will have to
go over to the strategic defensive for a period in the civil war that follows.”

The Prospects of
Actually Winning

Yes, the other side is powerful — it does have a genuinely awesome arsenal of
destruction — but it is also strategically vulnerable (Vietnam certainly showed
that imperialism is not invincible!) and it is facing the unbelievably difficult
prospect of world war (strategically even more difficult for it than for the inter-
national proletariat and revolutionary people worldwide). The present world
situation, including the ever more intense ‘‘face-off’’ of the rival imperialist
blocs, contains many elements favorable for the revolutionary proletariat and
the masses of the oppressed in the world. Wars are never decided by weapons
alone, and in the case of revolutionary war versus counterrevolutionary war

75 In this light I have to modify my *‘correction’" in Conquer the World 10 a statement in Mao
Tsetung's Immortal Contributions in the chapter on revolutionary warfare. [n this *“‘correction™ [
underestimated the degree to which the importance of the defensive at the beginning of a war may
apply toeven revolutionary war inimperialist countries. This can be seen if itis kept in mind that the
insurrectionary phase, which must be characterized by the offensive, is in a sense a prelude to civil
war — a decisive stage and struggle in its own right, without whose success the revolutionary civil
war cannot follow, but nevertheless a prelude to the civil war that will inevitably follow a successful
insurrection and initial seizure of power. (Compare Conquer the World, pp. 31-34.)

this is all the more the case — or-there never could or would have been a suc-
cessful revolution!” ‘

The horror produced by the prospect of a war between the rival imperialist
blocs — involving almost certainly the massive destruction of major nuclear
?xchapges — can itself be an impetus toward revolutionary struggle against the
imperialists, and must be developed as such by the revolutionary communists.
The horror produced by such a war, if it actually does break out — if i is not
prevented by revolution — would be truly monstrous and devastating; but this
does not change the overall task at hand nor the truth that the overthrow and
the elimination of all exploiting systems and relations is the only way to finally
abolish such monstrosity. Nor certainly does it change the fact that they will be
more vulnerable than ever before, that the whole global landscape — including
of course the U.S. — will be suddenly, dramatically, and profoundly changed,
gne;g»;iy or the other. Our basic orientation must remain that put forth by Mao
10 §

One must not become flustered in fighting with rifles, guns, or atom bombs.
One will not become flustered if one is well prepared politically. . . . In general,
we must be ready to fight, we must not become flustered when the fighting
starts, we also must not be flustered in fighting the atom bomb. Do not be
afraid. ILis nothing but a big disorder throughout the world. It is nothing but *
people dying. Man eventually must die, he may die standing up or lying down.
Those who do not die will go on with their work, if one-half meets with death,
there is still another half. . . . Do not be afraid of imperialism., It will not do to
be afraid, the more one is afraid, the less enthusiasm one will have. Being
prepared and unafraid, one will have the enthusiasm.”

And I must say that after having gone deeply into and facing squarely this
whole prospect of “‘nuclear winter’> and the kind of devastation that [ think
you have to realize is on the agenda, if it’s not prevented by revolution — after
all that I still found it tremendously uplifting and inspiring to go back and read
this statement by Mao which, despite the greatly increased destructiveness of
nuclear weapons today as compared to 1964, embodies a fundamentally cor-
rect and vital, liberating orientation.

On the other hand, Mao also insisted that fighting on enthusiasm alone
would lead to mistakes and specifically to being tricked by the enemy.”™ We
must combine our revolutionary enthusiasm — our urgent desire for radical
change and our deep hatred and strategic contempt for imperialism and its
crimes — with sober, serious, scientific, and consistent preparation for revolu-
tion. That means most of all political preparation now, but it also means
specific preparation for revolutionary war — in the realm now of theory and
strategic thinking and the urgent summing up of the practical experience in war
of all different forces, but especially revolutionary forces, in the international
arena. (One important form of this might be conducting interviews with and re-
questing letters from veterans who fought in the imperialist armed forces in
Vietnam, or elsewhere, and people with experience in warfare against im-
perialism, from all over the world. This could be published and important
lessons thus popularized.) It also means taking initiative and making innova-
tions to develop practical steps which are not themselves military but involve
people in mass forms that lay a basis for military organization in the future,
when the armed struggle does come on the agenda. (Note that Sun Tzu, the ex-
pert on warfare in ancient China, stresses the importance of drill — even
without arms — at the beginning of military training. His works exerted signifi-
cant influence on Mao, among others, and are for good reason studied and ap-
plied by diverse forces to this day.)”

In short, without making rash mistakes and being tricked or provoked by
the enemy on the basis of our own enthusiasm or impatience, we must prepare
now to be able, as soon as conditions ripen and a political jolt or tremor in
society opens a wide and deep enough crack, to channel the eruption of the
formerly suppressed revolutionary energy of oppressed masses and launch and
wage a revolutionary armed struggle. And when we do so it must be with the
real perspective of going all out to win!

76 Even war waged by reactionary forces is never a “‘purely military'" affair. For example, the
victory of Caesar over Pompey in the civil war in ancient Rome was in large part due to political fac-
tors, including Caesar's use of political maneuvers and enticements to split and weaken the enemy
army in combination with successful battlefield strategy and tactics. Or to take another example,
the conquest of Mexico by Cortez involved not only the military aspect but also his tactics in pit-
ting many of the peoples he conquered against each other, making use of rivalries and so on —
which contrasts with the more crude tactics of Pizarro, conquerer of Peru, who was a more
unembellished and *‘personally interested™ plunderer and who lost his head, literally, in a ralling
out with his fellow pillagers.

L Mao, **Cultivating Successors to the Revolution,* Miscellany, Part I, p. 357.
8 See Mao, **Problems of Strategy in China’s Revolutionary War,"' MSW, Vol. 1, p. 188.

79 See Sun Tzu, The Art of War, translated with an introduction by Samuel B. Griffith (Lon-
don: Oxford University Press, 1980). ¢
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favorable to the opposition have been
destroyed and their publishers either kill-
ed or forced to flee the country. Hughes
says the Nicaraguan election was ‘‘not a
meaningful electoral process’” because it
was conducted ‘‘without the participa-
tion of any significant opposition,” a
comment echoed by Duarte. Of course,
no mention is made that in El Salvador,
the opposition did not participate
because of the very real threat of death —
political and otherwise.

Indeed, the U.S.’s salvos against the
Nicaraguan election are even more bla-
tant and hypocritical than a comparison
with El Salvador provides. For it turns
out that, according to U.S. officials, they
never had any intention of allowing their
main ‘‘significant opposition’’ man,
Washington D.C.-based banker Arturo
Cruz, to particiffate in the election under
any circumstances. A report in the New
York Times said that the CIA worked
closely with a Nicaraguan businessman’s
group to make sure that Cruz would not
agree to run ‘‘because then the San-
dinistas could justifiably claim that the
elections were legitimate, making it much

harder for the U.S. to oppose the
Nicaraguan government.'’ It also turns
out that the U.S. ambassador to
Nicaragua met with all the more pro-U.S.
bourgeois parties just before the election.
This was merely to present U.S. objec-
tions, of course, and no threats or
pressure of any kind was applied.
Perhaps just a careful reading of the CIA
assassination manual.

The U.S.’s campaign against the
Nicaraguan election was preceded by a
major press barrage declaring that the
Sandinistas were losing support (as if the
Nicaraguan masses just love the U.S. and
its lackeys) and that Nicaragua has major
economic problems (which are certainly
nothing to set it apart from the Central
American neocolonies dominated by the
U.S.). And then, after weeks of declaring
that regional peace talks were not work-
ing and that negotiations between
Nicaragua and the U.S. had hit a dead
end, the New York Times dropped the
following paragraph into a ‘‘news
analysis’’ article the day after the
Nicaraguan elections: ‘‘If the regional
peace talks collapse and the negotiations
between the United States and Nicaragua
fail to make progress, administration of-
ficials said, the chances of some kind of
American military intervention in
Nicaragua would increase if President

Reagan is re-elected on Tuesday."” Of
course, this won’t stop U.S. officials
from arrogantly declaring the Sandinistas

* “‘paranoid’’ whenever they state that the

U.S. is preparing an invasion of
Nicaragua — a statement they will pro-
bably continue making until the U'S.
paratroopers touch down on Nicaraguan
soil.

Despite all its threatening comparisons
with Grenada, the U.S. is fearful of in-
vading Nicaragua — knowing that this
would definitely not be a cheap fix. Such
a move has the potential to bog the U.S.
down in a no-win situation and touch off
a tumultuous situation in many parts of
the world, including possibly the U.S.
itself, that could spell disaster for its
global plans — a disaster that would be
greatly welcomed, and made use of, by
revolutionary forces internationally. (In
particular, revolutionary forces in-the
U.S. call for “many more defeats for
U.S. imperialism" — and that’s on this
MIG issue too!) But the U.S.’s global
compulsion is driving it in a continually
bloodier direction in Central America.

U.S. officials have publicly refused to
say what they will do if they decide to
declare that MIGs are indeed on
Nicaraguan soil. (And the commentary
has already begun that even if therearen't
MIGs involved, the Sandinistas are surely

getting more advanced anti-aircraft —
and perhaps this would be

. “justification’” enough for a U.S. direct

intervention of some kind; when the U.S.
makes up its mind to move, there will un-
doubtedly be some story to go with it.)

The ‘“idea’’ of quarantining Nicaragua
was raised by the liberal Walter Mondale
during the presidential campaign. The
notion has gained popularity in the last
few days. This has brought up com-
parisons to the Cuban Missile Crisis of
1962, and the possibility that the U.S.
might stop Soviet vessels on their way to
Nicaragua. Along with this comes an
overdose of the imagery of big, bad
America facing down the whimpy
Soviets.

But there is a world of difference be-
tween 1962 and 1984. International ten-
sions are at a snapping point; all the im-
perialists face an intractible crisis, in-
cluding the Soviet Union which is now a
contending imperialist power. World war
— their only solution — was not on the
historical agenda in 1962. But it is today,
and today a “‘Cuban Missile Crisis”’
could spiral to world war.

Clearly, extraordinary efforts are re-
quired to oppose the U.S.’s Central
American crimes, in active preparation
for prevention of the doomsday scenario
through mass revolutionary struggle. (]
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if the rulers of this country can prepare for a global war of conquest against
their Soviet rivals, a conflagration which fhas the potential to extinguish
human life on th.s planet, then why cannot those who understand this fact
and who aspire (o a higher form of society prepare to overthrow these rulers
before they embark on this monstrous enterprise? This is the profound
challenge pased by Bob Avakian in his latest and most important work (o
date, A Horrible End, or An End to the Horror? '

Avakian surveys the contemporary social and political teriain to reveal how
and under what circumstances U.S. imperialism might be brought down. Yet
what makes this such a compelling study is not merely its insights into
revolutionary strategy but its insistence that these issues be viewed in the
larger setting of the historical advance toward, and the problems attendant o,
the achievement of socialism and communism.

IF THERE’S
GOING TO BE
A CHANGE
T0 MAKE

AND PREVENT
WORLD WAR,
THIS BOOK
SAYS HOW.

Avakian casts his analytical gaze on the shartcomings of the movements of
the 1960s, the recent assaults on Leninism, Marxist-Leninist military theory
and experience, the ensfaving essence of modern democracy, the role of
dissent in socialist sociely, the centrality of the woman question lo the
revolutionary process, and the ideological roots of accommodationism and
capilufationism within the revolution. Here, as in all his writings, Avakian
articulates a Marxism for which revolution cannot be a halfway affair.

A Horrible End. or An End to the Horror? is not airy speculation but a lucid
and riveting assessment of the problems, tasks, and opportunities that this
 oritical historical period. presents to revolutionary-minded people. It may be
objected to but can no more be ignored than can the imperialists’ plans for
nuclear war: the world situation is just that acute and the approaching
possiblities for the revolutionary seizure of power are just that real.
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