ir they

. ! openly caII for

CPML Says “Later” ’
Eut gnough for now on the CUO; for

g . :sooner rather ‘than later. The CPML,

‘howeéver,  chooses .a slightly sllcker,

-bring some- More troops:

"along wnth therit when the time is-ripe.

Thus their first response to Sooner or’

“#:aterin the pages.of the June 30, 1980: .

ich-  edition of The Call, in: whichC.E. puts’
. up. the appearance of opposing. the
- QUO because “‘Sooner or-Later ‘pretty -

much gives a blank slaté to-the tulmg

" tlass in formulating its own-anti-Soviet
,agenda * But the only quarrel here is

e - simiply that the ‘CUQ is letting too much

. CUOsé

‘hang-o ort.. According to C.E.,

~united ‘front.”” Yes, says C.E., “The .
€U0 is ‘correct. in ;the sense- that the. -

.S, does‘havé a'role to play m'resnstmg"
,‘iSovaet aggression. To draw:the:U:S.in- -
-to some kind-of a. front, to-createobsta-
- cles to the-Soviet drive and to promote
: any osmve developments such-as the

o and Kam uchea-—all are useful.” But,,

- ‘mihute t
had: us: convmced that. it- -
: pem'_ali‘st,s ‘have:an dn-

© the -questton of defense wn;
eat - - ‘demand‘s ‘of \the peo 'Ie’ fq" :c‘i‘f ]

gemomsm : }
acttonaty monstra ons of ¢

'7 “Thé Sov1et Uﬁl :

@ clear and present danger to
pendence of small, big and all .

and to world peace: /In this there.

link: toqthe mterests iof; vthe Amez

ut to: them. f.hen'

- the: stmggle1 agamst
“In the; context of the:

nly sbeeause they have :

P mistake:a
enaced" 'By lzstening to:the masses;, -

*The CUO. also.goes much farther.than

- present. conditions call forin proposing~

supportv for Amierican mthtary prepara~

_ than Réagan, ¢h, Call!.

‘In the face of such unbndled “domg..‘
the bourgeoisie one better,’ what can .’

.C.E. possibly be objecting to in-Sooner

* -or-Later? The answer [ies in looking at

are quite open-about their choice ..
to openly and flagrantly capitulate

exactly what tactics the CPML thinks

- "are apprepriate under ‘‘present condi-

”

“tions.”” And ‘herein lies ‘the crux of
CPML ‘s dispute ot only with the CUO
but also with Larry Harris. Let’s look
briefly at the following passages from
the: August 4-17 Call reply by none

- other ‘than C.E. to a letter by:-Larry

-more-patient, more sophisticated-route, -
_preferring to. do’ a- little undglcover

.Harris which criticizes C.E.’s first reply
1o the-CUOQ for dumping.on Sooner-or

Later and in particular for claiming that *
*Sooner -or :Later merges all of the -

demands of the workers and minofities
-into' -one-‘demand for opposmon tQ
Soviet expansionism, when in fact-two

" of the five sections of the book. (pp.

v hat they have “‘a oné- _'
- sided viéw: ‘of thé (anti-Soviet—RW)

70-104) are devoted to thé relation be-
. tween the domestic struggles .of the
workers and national minorities and the
-struggle against Soviet expansionism.”’

. A quick note here. In this partlcular
issue of their paper, the CPML employs

-a.common tactic for them. First they -

run out two letters, Harris’s and

-another one, both of which support the

‘CUO and make no bones about tying
the knot with U.S. imperialism. Then

they run their response, which appears -
" to be a milder and more reasonable

posmon, but which is simply a-slicker
version of the same thing with certain
tactical disagreements. By this method,

- they accomplish two things: first, it

tions, generally supporting U S. mlhta-» ’

Ty expansion and the draft.’ .
The CPML’s real beef here is.cen-
tered around: the phrase “‘much farther

than present conditions call for2 And .

~.we :shall soon “see exactly what :they

- Patriotic Bandwagon.” Note the fol-

think ‘the. present conditions do call for. .

‘ But one:thingis for sure: they have not'

i the past nor do they now shy away in
the slightest from building support for
- U.S. imperialism under the guise of op-
pasing: Soviet hegemomsm In fact, like

* 1o ‘link the question of defense with the -

' nghts and“against the continuous deter- -

helps to cover their ass, but more im-

- portantly. it allows them to run some
things: stratght out without- attachmg
their namie ‘to.it.>In fact, this is a big
part of their carrymg this: whole *‘de-
bate’’ in the pages of their paper in the
first place But back to C.E., whose
résponse is titled ‘“Don’t Jump On the

lowing passages:
*‘While the authoris speak ot’the need

demand of the people for democratic

- joration of their standard of living,’

the CUO, they see this as their_central -

" task. The CPML’s list of ‘efforts. on’
* ‘behalf of U.S. imperialism is,long- and
smelly. For years, they. objected to op- "

posing U. S.afms shlpments t0 the Shah .

-of Iran, 4nd while saying they opposed
the Shah, they refused to'go. *‘so far*’

10’ favor the- slogan “Down ‘with ﬂte-_
_. Shah.*” This was because, according.to

then, the Shali had “‘an aspect” of . de-,

N fending then-U.S.-dominated “Iran’s

““‘independence’” against the Sovxets " Benefits of"increased producttvtty . .

They ‘would also never go 5o _far as '

- Sooner or Later and. call -opetily for-in-
_ creased'U.S. military spending.-Oh,_no.
: Theyr would. confine theif remarks to
" criticizing any drep in proposed U.S.

military expenditures. (the B-1 bomber

" being a-casé in point) as being'a ‘‘nega-

tive appeasement trend.’’ They hdve.

more -openly supported thmgs like the.

- 'U.S. Olympjc boycott. There is hardly

an .issue ‘of their newspaper that"does
not lament that the 1.S. is supposedly
. not “‘getting tough” with the USSR and

«portray - the U.S. as weak and impotent

‘ggainst’ the aggresswe fascist Soviet
‘Union. They’re fond of quoting such-
bourgeois experts as ‘Drew Middleton,
- defense analyst of the New York Times.

L ’The June: 23 1980:issue of The Call, for

example. runs an article entitied “Rea-
gan’s China Plan Aids 1USSR,’” which

'begms {and: this-is no. joke!l)! “Repubh-
.can presidentutl seandidate Rohald Rea-.

their program for. doing so comes right’
out of the rhetoric of Business Week
magazine and the capttahsts plan for a

“new ‘social contract’ between labor and -

‘business (Business Week, June 30).
““According to the authors, ‘If the

American worker is to cooperate by,

-say, restnctmg work actions at defense.

“taken to assure histher safety. . .and to
prevent ownership from. reaping. the

'98). The CUO is évén running ahead of
the bourgeoisie in asking the workers to
~give up their right to stnke for the war
effort.”

“To ask workers ahd mmorltles to

accept the rule of the-U.S. millionaires
because it is not as 'bad as the fascist
Soviet reglme is the height of demago-

gy. That is certainly. not the question in-

volved in the contemporary struggle of

*-fhe people of the U.S.

““Phe fight in defense .of the trade =
nunions, the struggle for jobs.and for the .

ngbts of Afro-Americans, Chtcanos.
Puerto Ricans and other minorities is in
no way harmful to the needs.of the in-

: ternational struggle. Why then: dwell, as .
do. the authois-of Sooner. or Later, on ™ -
the subordination of the national strug- -
gle to the needs.of thie international -

F

gan fancnes htmself a ‘hardlmer when |t K
- -~ comes to-standing-up to Moscow Butif - - -
; elected,. his. foreign pollcy ‘platform will
play. nght ‘into the hands of the Soviet
drive towards war,”’ More- “hardline” "

plants, then’ vigorous measure$ must be -

Continued onpage 14
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on.ag edl~w1th Brezhnev -to-keepthe
'mtan fiten dl‘lv_ | xactly what ladvantage

moe chanty rand kmdneSS

. LS, ,press didn’t reveal any.

'olher seeret «¢lauses. which: are -almost:
sure tor «exist and some of whleh are.cer-
avorable to: them and less

abillty' for the

U.S. arsenal and:
. for . I'off the megaton=

age “of -the land based mnssnle forces.
., The: .complaint today, agamst the Titan,
- and the reason: why some: in the rulmg
= classar umpmg onthe “safety" issue
“to-get rid-of.it, is because it is ‘somewlhial

" Jess dccurate than: newer issiles, ard
" therefore less-likely to-have an exact hit
-on. ‘Soviet mlssﬂe silos; ‘Of course the

‘w'arhead! e whole

. - makes.up-some for the lesser accuracy,
. and.besides,the U.S. has simply targeted
. the Titan: for:other targets-that require a. .
~ littfe less aceuracy, such as industrial

" aress. To say the least, the Titan ac=

oad he hew | fneln required;
he Am Fot:ce bnag-

or howa 'vhe mnssnle vmnght just
a ¢lose reading of the Ait 1972,
j "'f'om last M‘ y-shows ’

- argumen{ that - the masses have ab-
;- solutely nevinterest in taking sides in.
Of course the politicians are holding
~up a way:to:get out of the **TFitan dilem-
ma.’” President Carter announced.that
the U.S. will indeed begin: phasing out
- the Titan Flimissilés—just as'soon'as the
- MX missiles are installéd. " Want To get -
rid of - the' creaking old missiles? Then
vote for :the new and. lblgger missiles
guaranteed this time to explode where.
they are: supposed: to=—in; Russia.
"There has also-béen: a great .deal of
speculationabout what-might-have hap-
~:pened:if the ‘hydrogen bomb which was
thrown. 200 yards by the force of the -
#ssile fuel éxplosion had itself.explod-
“ed. A9 an indication. of the possnble
_results, 'we nmight recall that natives of
the Marshall Islands in the Pacific are
just now being allowed 1o return to
theéir-homes. after spme of :their islands -

agreem i
mgen Jot‘fered

) y deSIgned»
. :lﬂryears il‘he - big

theif olden T"§ystems, while
replacmg1 .themn ‘with ngwer ones. Since’
the Russians eonmdcrbd ishell‘ SS9 ‘too
udble, their - gnswcr‘ was Nyet. Thus .
the final' ,treaty as it was; Imade pubhc

.S, could: écrap“ iits -older
Tnans for. three nuelear mlssﬂe sub-

hissiles. \#hﬂe-
sumlar ’swaps

ed - were used in the |9505~ for H-bomb test

sofi. "Good - social-chduvinists must
imaintain ‘some*“socialist,’’ or ‘at least
““in favor .of the working ‘people” type
mask in order to.deceive the masses of
people who'have a bit of a.sense-of class
_ struggle and that theif interests are not

_identical tothe-tuling ¢ class of imperial- .

| inists fS, as.Lenin once put it, to- “‘throw .

'en ffom -wha many im--  dustintheeyés” of these workers. and
i re xunmng out - -~win:them-away: from embarking.on ‘the
path :of fevolutionary struggle against
the 1mperiahst ‘bourgeoisie irito bemg a-
loyal opposition. -

Thus all this back and. forth. on the’
questton .of-nationalism vs..internation-
alism:is simply two vérsions- of the same
.old reactiontary social-chauvinism. And
with: theif warmng of ““Don’t-jump on.-
the: patfiotic bandwagon," the CPML
really means, **Pon’t juriip ox. so: bra-»
et, ‘help ws fill up. the wagon -
d the CPML is clutching to-~
ossrble basts to do 50. In

" of Class: ‘Strug :

- MikeK! nsky,gromlses':that, the “‘strug-
8l inst ‘hegemonism’” is. all around. -
today' “It.can be found in the workers”
strugglc_ where the sentiment for jobs
'ondltrons 1s not

sky‘seems dgfermined’ not- to
by CUO’s extraordinary ef-

; *nonal chemlcal: explosnve W tdh »could

-And surpiise, sur: . potentially blow: the ,plutomunrall over, -

iy ﬂsmee_n' nhad Ehe most powerful

fact :that it- ‘packs a 'larger -explosion

.. ‘Curacy squabble is an: infra-ruling class

~ weapons.

" “Wlthou't such sm

1 ethtngl ,progresswe :

-the landscape. In,1966,a B-Sz', accideris
tally dropped 4 H- bombs on. the coast
of Spam with; ‘two. of them ‘breakmg
open: and: splllmg plutomum.

.Plutonium’s, ;great danger comes

from its' «éxtreme -canceg- ca_usmg
characterlsut':s, the easg with which tiny.
particles. can ‘be iinhaled, :d@nd its enor-

- mous- half-life. The half-life of pluto-

-‘nium, the length ofi time:it takes. for.a .
quantuy 10-lose-one-half. of its radioac-
" tivity is 24,360 years.

While the-air. force trht:ked away the ~

. ,recbvered ‘H:bomb' in. a - comau‘ler with

. -the: neatly. stenciled words “DO NOT
DROP ** the. people of the world can-
not forget for a.minuteé that: that is just’
exactly what the: lmpenallsts build

. nuclear . bombs for—to drop. Last

week; for sabre-rattlmg purposes, yet -
another nuclear. policy - Presidential
_Directive was. leaked—columnist Jack

- Anderson reported. last week the con-

“tents of Presidential Directive No. 51,

. -outlining the; U.S. pohcy for the use of

- nuclear weapons i .the. Middle -East.

According to the Anderson -column, a
squadron of B-52s stationed in -Minot,:
North Dakota has been given the assign- -
“ment ‘which calls for"the use of 19 nu-
clear weapons.

" Each and every day both lmpenahst
superpowers meticulously plan and in-
creasingly rely upon the use ofi:nuclear
weapons. from the opening. rounds of
their impending world struggle.. It is
typical—and 'su:'kening—imperialist
politics.that when their precious nuclear
arsenal starts gettmg some- bad’
_ publicity—as it did in Arkansas—they
‘try to :turn this around and claim it
shows not the destructiveness of nuclear-
weapons and the imperialist system that
spawans and plans to use them—but the
need for more deatructlve nuclear

“ CUO' and -Larry. Harris "arou’nd the
questlon of “Is-there a democratic’

trend-in U.S. foréign policy, that can be
_united: with?"* THe CUO, with its open
political support for the U.S. govern-
ment, . now is..compelled t6 come up
“with some sort of justification for it.

ists. The special job of socialcchauvi- - . Thus they have come up with the notion

“that there is “‘a shift in American poli-

trend in the American ruling class
. represented by various politicians who
not only dre anti-Soviet but support
“progressive policies toward the third
world” -and can therefore be united

" with. The CPML, -on the other hand,.

‘has no.immediate. need for such a device
and' therefore; contenids that *“‘no. such.
- democratic trend. yet -exists. within' any
. major faction: of-U.S. tuling. circles”

(our emphasns =R In rESponse to .

on.:t_h_ls que_st_lo

- ties” and’ that there is a ‘democratic =
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