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M Y0U NOTICED THAT” PICTUR HASNT CHANGED IN TWO DAYS 7

Mike Peters/United Features Syndicate

Reviving the Cold War may not work

Thirty-five years ago, just one year
after the United States, the Soviet Union
and Great Britain had defeated Germany
and Japan in World War II, Winston
Churchill and Harry S. Truman took the
lead in initiating a Cold War against the
Russians and Soviet expansionism. It
was an immense success. For almost two
decades Cold War ideology provided the
American corporate elite with a popular
mandate to impose its will and extend its
control over all of what it euphemistical-
ly called the ‘‘Free World,’’ while anti-
communist witchhunts confounded the
left and legitimized government harass-
ment and persecution of militant union-
ists, civil rights activists, anti-imperial-
ists and civil libertarians.

The extension of Soviet control over
Eastern Europe, as a result of the world
war, rather than of popular revolution,
contributed to the widespread accep-
tance of scare stories about a world com-
munist conspiracy aimed at the heart of
world democracy—the United States
and its ‘“free world”’ allies. So did the
rapid growth of Communist parties in
France, Italy and Greece, given the mon-
olithic character of the world Commun-
ist movement at that time and the proud
subservience of national Communist
parties, both East and West, to the inter-
ests and dictates of the Soviet Union.

But the basic premise of the cold war-
riors—that the American corporate elite
best represented the interests and needs
of the people of the world—soon began
to be exposed as false at home and
abroad. And at the same time the idea of
a monolithic world Communist con-
spiracy crumbled—particularly after the
20th Congress of the Soviet Communist
Party and the Soviet invasion of Hun-
gary in 1956, followed by the Sino-Soviet
split.

By the late *60s, the civil rights move-

- ment and domestic opposition to the

American attempt to keep the people of
Vietnam in a colonial status had made it
clear to millions of Americans that the
corporate elite were not overly concerned
with their people’s welfare, or that of

the peoples of the rest of the world. And
the growth of Eurocommunism, along
with the developing differences between
and among various Communist nations,
made it apparent that world Commun-
ism was almost as diverse as world capi-
talism, though a democratic pluralist
communist movement had yet to come
to power.

A step too far.

The Vietnam war was the watershed.
Having exposed as false the ideological
underpinnings of Cold War propaganda,
and at the same time having been perse-
cuted by the House Committee on Un-
American Activities, the Senate Internal
Security Committee and a greatly ex-
panded FBI and CIA—institutions creat-
ed in the halcyon days of the Cold War—
the anti-war movement not only de-
veloped enough momentum to restrict
American intervention in some places,
but also to do away with HUAC and the
Senate Internal Security Committee and
to impose limits on FBI and CIA inter-
ference with legal political and social ac-
tivities.

The momentum created by the anti-war
movement was enough to win George
McGovern the Democratic nomination
for president in 1972, but not enough to
elect him. Nevertheless, enough of the
““lessons of Vietnam’” had been internal-
ized so that when Jimmy Carter took of-
fice in 1976 he played down American
intervention and raised the issue of hu-
man rights in an attempt to refurbish the
American image among the peoples of
the world.

But now we have Reagan and an ad-
ministration that is as unabashedly pro-
corporate and expansionist as any in this
century. And along with the new admin-
istration we have an attempt to revive
the Cold War and its lethal parapher-
nalia. The promoters of Cold War II are
more narrowly based than their prede-
cessors, but just as highly placed. Fo-
cused in the right-wing Heritage Foun-
dation, some of Reagan’s top intelli-
gence advisors have written a blueprint

that the president and others in his ad-
ministration seem to be following close-
ly. Its stated premise is that ‘‘the threat
to the internal security of the republic is
greater today than at any time since
World War I1.”’ Its program starts with
repeated presidential speeches on ‘‘the
nature of the terrorist threat’’ and the
‘‘escalation of Soviet bloc intelligence
activities,”’ and calls for a revision of the
guidelines for the FBI and CIA set out in
President Carter’s executive order 12036
in 1978 and the exemption of all intelli-

gence agencies from the Freedom of In-

formation and Privacy acts. The Heri-
tage report also calls for repeal of the
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act,
which prohibits wiretapping of Ameri-
cans in the U.S. unless they are suspect-
ed of a crime. All of this is done on the
assumption that ‘“individual liberties are
secondary to the requirements of inter-
nal security and civil order.”’

Making it stick.

Of course, if there is no threat to internal
security or civil order it will be difficult to
sell a program of restrictions on individ-
ual liberties, so the Reagan administra-
tion and its allies in the Congress have set
out to create such a threat—or at least to
convince the American people that one
exists. One such step was taken by Rea-
gan on April 15 when he announced his
unconditional pardon of W. Mark Felt
and Edward S. Miller, two top FBI offi-
cials who had been convicted of ordering
illegal wiretaps and warrantless searches
of the homes of anti-war sympathizers in
1972 and ’73. In granting the pardon,
Reagan commented that the two men
had ‘‘acted on high principle to bring an
end to the terrorism that was threatening
our nation’’ in those years.

In the Senate, the first attempt to sen-
sitize Americans to the danger of terror-
ism took place on April 24, when the new
Senate Subcommittee on Security and
Terrorism opened hearings with Alabama
Republican Jeremiah A. Denton in the
chair. Denton, a former admiral and
naval aviator who was a prisoner of the

North Vietnamese for seven years, egged
on witnesses who testified that the Soviet
Union was giving material support, train-
ing and encouragement to a wide net-
work of terrorist organizations through-
out the world. They also testified, in an
apparent attempt to intimidate the press,
that Soviet intelligence has enjoyed con-
siderable success in deceiving public opi-
nion by manipulating American journal-
ists. Meanwhile, Secretary of State Alex-
ander M. Haig was taking any and every
opportunity to repeat his lines about
Soviet terrorists under every rock.

But not even the CIA or the FBI have
yet gotten the message. On March 28,
perhaps not yet clued in, a CIA draft re-
port concluded that there is insufficient
evidence to substantiate administration
charges that the Soviet Union is directly
helping to foment international terror-
ism. And four weeks later, on April 26,
FBI director William H. Webster allowed
as to how there was ‘‘no real evidence”’
to suggest that the Soviet Union was
sponsoring terrorist activity in the U.S.

As for the press and the American peo-
ple, they seem, so far, to be singularly
unconvinced, and even in Congress there
seems to be little enthusiasm for a new
wave of un-American committees. Red-
baiting no longer appears to work as a
political tactic. In fact, in almost every
election where it has been tried in recent
years it has failed badly:

But a notable lack of enthusiasm for a
new Cold War and the oppressive insti-
tutions that accompany it does not mean
that there is no danger of warlike hys-
teria and oppression. Clearly, the pro-
ponents of a re-run of the ’50s are in
ascendancy. The point is that they are
far from invincible and look much
stronger now than they may in a year or
two. There is a good chance, even a very
good chance, to stop the new witchhunt-
ers, and possibly even the new Cold
Warriers, ‘in their tracks. It is, in short,
not a time to run for the hills, but to run
to the people and to the Congress to take
on the administration’s disinformation
campaign. n
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! 147 is an independent newspaper committed to demo-
c Aei/;efg Zuild a popular movement for socialism in the United
7:’;»: ore cipen Ic g wide range of views on the left, both socialist and
ep? jor ecitorial statements appearing on the editorial page, opin-

g rfrs Q’f.o iz feature or news stories are those of the author and
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T T IS ALWAYS HELPY

, i EBEATING A
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suve 25e horse is
tman’s article
on Lnunypyma ang nealth (JTT,
Feb. 25) detracis from the any valid
issues raised Ly rxnoring the large seg-
ment of the rmenial heaith community
that does riet oraciice “evthodsx’ ther-
apy, is very much aware of social-sys-
tem factors 2ifecting people’s lives, and
would be u‘cncy"a i st were a
strong political movemen: fghting for
the unemployed.

Lichtman would alsc do well to study
the salaries of the social workers who
staff most of the agencies and mental
hiealth centers and who do most of the
therapy. “*Class interesi’® varies consid-
erably among vsychiairists, wsycholo-
gists and social workers, as well as be-
iween community service agency staffs
and those in privatc praciice,

When nejther the labor movement nor
the left have doue anvthing tc mount the
“significant social struggle” of which
Lichiman speaks, it makes Hitle sense to
place the major blame on tnose who deal
with the trauma caused by joblessness.

T‘aerapists who do not *“blame socie-
ty’s victims”’ are keenly aware that, in
the absence of g movement of and for
the unemployed, the physical and psy-
cholopieal disturbances cutniogued by
Lichtman maske seif-crganization ex-
iremely doubtful, let slons “‘organized
rebellion.” Many non-orihodox thera-
pists  working with unempioyed work-
ais individuglly or in grouss- are grati-
ficd ithai thsy have heised o turn rage
outward tustead of inward, {h=t they are
able to interrupt sulcide zng can “‘insin-
vate’’ themselves inic the cient’s con-
sciousness to piant the secds of better un-
derstanding of the relations Setween per-
son and sociely.

-Moay Hartman

Los Angeles, Calff.

HARRISRIUBRG

S ONE WHO ATTENDED 30TH THE
March 28 dernonstration in Harris-
burg, Pa.. and the Safe Energy and Full
Employmern: Conference in Pittsburgh
last October, T was disappointed with
Harvey Wasserman's coverage of the
event ({77, April 8) Uniike the Pitts-
burgh gati:ermm where aeasiy 1,000 un-
ion wenbers were in stiendance, the
Harrisburg macch lacked visible partici-
pation by union wmembers. Aside from
sizonble contingents from the United
Mine Workers and the Steclworkers,
there were few other identifable union
contingents. The bulk of the marchers
represented anti-nuclear, wolitical and
community groups. While 1 interna-
tional unions may have supported the
cvent they did not turn out their mem-
bers in any apprecizble fashion. Even
though ‘*anti-nuke alliances from as far
away s Cailifornia, Minnescta and the
Carolinas...”” werce therg, the absence of
Harrisburg area unicnists was striking.
The demonstration wes cslled by the
Labor Coumittes for Safs Energy and

Fuh Nmpmvmcnt y&t ivtl= emphasis

ruch of the
.. cnployment
o meet that

2iesia
.

4
D

't,r qzve‘

mon program. The lack of involvement
of members of the sponsoring unions
however bodes poorly for the future.
The major task facing the left in this
country is the mobilization of vast num-
bers of working people to oppose the
mumbo-jumbo emanating from Rea-
gan, Haig and the supply-siders in
Washington. The left has a responsibil-
ity to inform and educate the American
people as to the reality of what is hap-
pening in our society, even at the ex-
pense of exposing its own shortcom-
ings. Wasserman’s lack of critical anal-
ysis of the limitations and shortcom-
ings of the Harrisburg demonstration
is an example of the self-protection
that leftists must learn to overcome.
’ -Howard Harris
Pittsburgh, Pa.

CREDIT, WHERE DUE

N DAVID MOBERG'S ARTICLE ON THE

empire-building of oil companies
(ITT, April 1), he maintained that the
Atlantic Richfield Corporation blamed
““the cost of environmental protection’’
for the closing of its copper smelter in
Anaconda, Mont. Although I am not
an apologist for the company, I want
to defend ARCO on this one point.

When ARCO announced its decision
to close the smelter last September,
there was a great hue and cry through-
out the state that Montana’s newly-
adopted ambient air quality standards
were to blame, The Republican guber-
natorial candidate called for a special

" session of the state legislature to ques-

tion those standards. To its credit, AR-
CO explained that the anticipated cost
of the new standards was not the rea-
son for the closure. The company did
not say so directly, but I suspect the
real reason for the closure was exactly
as Moberg concluded: the cost of mod-
ernization weighed against the oppor-
tunity to take a huge tax write-off.
(The Republican gubernatorial candi-
date, incidentally, lost the election.)
ARCQ’s being honest enough not to
blame environmental standards has
proved helpful in defeating a bill that
would have gutted the air quality stan-
dards during the current session of the
Montana legislature.
~-Jim Deulsch
Billings, Mont.

WHy BCA Lost

IREAD /TT BECAUSE 1 LIKE BEING IN-
formed by extensive, in-depth cover-
age of complex situations. But, my con-
fidence was eroded by the April & run-
down of the issues in the Berkeley muni-
cipal election. From my on-the-spot,
worm’s-eye view, your coverage looks
pretty crummy—to use the same kind of
superficial language and off-the-wall
judgments you accepted from your local
stringer. Even taking into account his
understandable bias (and yours), I
would have expected a more serious ex-
amination of the rea/ issue in this elec-
tion: how well and honestly do social-
ists use power when they get it?

So landlords and rent control were
the one and only issue, were they? So
100 landlords have been peddling their
politics door to door? More than three
times that number walked precincts to
oppose the BCA and mosi of them
aren’t landlords. As an owner of rental
property I myself have beer defensive
and outnumbered within a caa.neign
mounted by people of wideiy divergent
views, united only by the affront to so-
cial justice and common sense repre-

sented by the BCA.

So there are 4,500 landlords in Berke-
ley? They can’t he very /arge scumbags
ther:, can they? Yes, as a female provid-
er of rental housing I'm offendec by the
persistent use of that feudal term,
‘“‘landlord.”” Of course, being redefined
as a scumbag by the weekly propaganda
sheet subsidized out of my tax money
and in non-compliance with housing
and zoning regulations by the BCA-
dominated city government doesn’t sat-
isfy me, either. Naturally, as someone
who never knew what it was to be able
to afford to rent a place with a bath-
room until she was 18 years old, 1 do
realize how perverted a view of the class
struggle it is to suggest that the real
working class, in Berkeley at least, are
the landlords—er, pardon me, the
scumbags—who saved their pay and
bought houses to rent to the deviant
bourgeoisie that now reviles them.

-Kathleen Casey
Berkeley, Calif.

Social, RELATIONS

OSEPH R. EGAN'S ARTICLE “THE MIS-
J chief Syndrome’ (IT7, April 15)
rightly raises a long-ignored aspect of
nuclear power, i.e., the threat 1o safety
of labor-management tensions. But his
presentation reveals an unsubstantiated
faith in technology shared by many
technical and professional workers.
Egan maintains that it is the ‘‘social
structure, not the mechanical struc-
ture’”’ of nuclear plants which is the
cause of potentially devastating mis-
haps. Specifically, he states that ‘‘de-
fects in the machine or the regulatory
structure...could be cured by a little
money flowing in the right places.”

Technology is not neutral. Technol-
ogy is social relations. That is, the so-
cial relations of production of the past
created today’s technology. Thus the
machinery of our nuclear plants con-
tains within it the same contradictions

s ‘‘the labor-management structure of
production.”” Egan is misleading to
suggest that the two can be scparated.

Getting nuclear engineers into the
same union as other nuclear workers is
no sclution. Even *‘people’s control”’
of nuclear power plants is no solution
because the technology of nuclear pow-
er, as presently constituted, is not
amenable to pecple’s control. Thus real
people’s control of nuclear power will
necessarily transform (and perhaps
abolish) that technology, subjecting it
to principles appropriate to human ad-
vancement—production for human
needs, non-alienating, creative work,
organization on a human scale, respect

£
for nature. -Jim Schlosser

Chicago

$4 b2 )
LENINISM

N HIS REVIEW OF TWO RECENT LEFT
2 works on Eurocommunism (I77,
April 8) Jeff Frieden concludes, rhetor-
ically: “*Is a non-Leninist approach to
socialist transformation compatible
with a belief in the self-liberating poten-
tial of the working class, when the most

important politically active segment of

this class is staunchly Leninist?’? 1
doubt this formulation is helpful in ex-
plaining either the contradictions of
Burocommunism or the current politi-
cal reality in France, ltaly and Spain.

The dynamics of working-class poli-
tical socialization in southern Europe
and elsewhere are more complex than
Frieden suggests. To be sure, many
Communist workers still identify with
“‘Leninism,”” but does this mean they
believe the PCI for example should
arm the workers and ‘‘seize state pow-
er’” in Ttaly? Or that parliamentary
democracy is mervely a ‘‘tool’’ of the
ruling class? As far as 1 know, only a
small part of the Communists’ base
holds such views, and probably not
very firmly, )

It lizly, these inciude many older
workers who fought in the Resistance
and were probably sympathetic to the
Voiante Rosse (Red Flying Squads) that

formed after Toghattx refused to or-
ganize an insurrection at the end of
World War 11. Many younger workers
associate “‘Leninism’’ wiih
consistent and coherent
politics the party practic
Eurocommunism, when i’;s ﬂergzniza—
tional practices were, in fact, glready
out of step with Bolshuvisra. Likewise,
many of these workers iden ify Euro-
communism with support for govern-
ment austerity and mass Jde-mctiliza-
tion. It seems that & mor: militant
“left”” Eurocommunist pcsture would
enjoy wide support among Comm.unist
workers.

’16 more

~Terry jamas
Washington, D.C.

THE I AST WORD?

CANNOT ALLOW YOU TO CLOSE THE

discussion on the Jewish guestion
with your arrogant and contemptuous
summary ({77, Apri! 15;. Anti Semi-
tism is a deep-rooted and subtle phen-
omenon in European culturc, snd no
gentile escapes this tradition without a
conscious struggle. You have clearly
not made much of a struggle.

1. The Holocaust, thoLg}* the most
dreadful, is scarcely unigue in t1e his-
tory of the Jews. My greust-grandmoth-
er protected her children from Cossack
sabres with her own body in & pogrom
in which during a single wcek 35,0600
Jews were massacred, far more than
the most extreme estimatas giver. of the
lynchings of Blacks in this country over
three and a half centuries.

2. Ever since the Jewish Christians
separated themselves frcim other Jews
in order ‘‘heroically’’ to avoid the wrath
of the Emperor Hadrian against the
stubborn liberty-loving Jews of the sec-
ond century, the Jews have suffered the
“loving charity’’ of their neighbors,
when these neighbore found a respite in
slaughtering each other over petty gques-
tions of dogma. The Crusaders prac-
ticed on Jews before taking on the Sara-
cens. Not only Spain, but England,
France and petty principalities through-
out Europe periodicailv expelled the
Jews.

3. Anti-Semitisr: has been and con-
tinues to be a weapon of established
power for diverting the wreth of the op-
pressed from the esiablishinent.

4, Curbed and harassed, the Jows suf-
fered a constant near-extermingtion re-
sulting perhaps in the sirvival only of
the fittest, and they learnzd 10 protect
themselves by inteliectual attammeqt
Dartxcularly after their spitit of aggres-
sive defense was broken int horrible mas-
sacres in 17th-century Poland. In recent
years when the U.S. has rfvtizr‘y won
about half of the Nobel prizes. half of
these have gone to American Jaws.

The above background pertains toc no
other Americans, including thz blacks
and Hispanics. It is & tale of 2000 years
that continues to izzve & trauwma cn ihe
mind of every consc*ohs
left or right, and it is &
by terrors not of cur ma
ish qucstion is not our guestion,
problem of the gentiles. They czn avoi
it by blaming the Jews i !
troubles. I can remember the me when
the Jews were alracst the only signifi-
cant defenders of ¢ivil J;graLs and liber-
ties for all minorities in this country.
Paul Robeson d'lC W.E.B. _)u':}sxs,
both of whom I knew very well, recom
nized this and were appreciative of Jew-
ish heroism and devotion in the strug-
gles of the blacks in this couatry.

-Arthur 2. Xahn
Brookdyn, NY.

Editor’s note: Whot, ine gentile?

CORRECTION

The cover photo of In These Times, Ap-
ril 29, was creditad incorrectly. Credit
and thanks are due to Africe News.

Editor’s note: Please try (o keep letiers
under 250 words in length. Otherwise we
may have to malke drastic cuts, which
may change what you wasit to say. Also,
if possible, please type ans dovble-space
letiers—or ai legst writz clearly and with
widle margins.




