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Carter Doctrine

t

U5
ciBW®
On the evening of January 23, at 9:00

pm, Jimmy Carter mounted the podium
in the main hall of the capital building
in Washington D.C. From there, he
delivered his annual Slate of the Union
Address to the members of both the
Senate and the House of Represen
tatives.

But by 9:30 what had become loudly
clear was the fact that this was no
typical annual presentation of routine
foreign and domestic matters to a
typical audience of intoxicated politi
cians and bourgeois diplomats. Quite
the contrary.
"As we meet tonight," opened U.S.

imperialism's principal politician, "it
has never been more clear that the state
of our union depends on the state of the
world. .. The I980's have been born in
turmoil, strife and change. This is a
time of challenge to our interests and
our values.. ." Just whose interests and
whose values are being challenged
became obvious by the end of Carter's
speech. This speech, taken together
with Carter's Afghanistan speech a cou
ple weeks earlier, marked a turning
point. U.S. contention with the Soviets
had been heading toward war for a
number of years. But the fact that war
is looming anytime in the next few years
has now been put out openly for all.

Carter's message was, in essence, that
the empire of the U.S. imperialists is in
severe danger, and that the masses of
American people—the real audience
Carter targeted—had belter get ready to
sacrifice and die in a holy defense of
this empire.

In a speech described as the
"toughest of his presidency," he
signaled—as David Brinkley summed
up—"a new belligerency" on the part
of the U.S. ruling class, leaving little
room for doubt that they are rolling out
the big guns for an all-out showdown
with their imperialist rivals in the Soviet
Union.

In his own distorted way. Carter
himself laid out how developments have
been shaping the world and forcing big

of

un-

changes in the objective position
U.S. imperialism—from one of
disputed top-dog imperialist power, to
one who's king-of-the-mountain rule is
being increasingly crowded in on. As he
looked back, beginning with the crea
tion of NATO after World War 2 in the
'40s, the containment of "Soviet
challenges in Korea and the Middle
East" in the '50s, the blustering over
the Berlin Wall and Cuban missile.crises
of the '60s etc., etc., his piou.s procla
mations amounted to this: the U.S. has
fought to build its worldwide empire
and it will fight to keep it. Of course,
times have changed, we are living in the
'80s and the rise of the Soviet Union as
a major imperialist power in the last
two decades, which now beats at the
gate of the U.S. imperialists' castle, has
dictated that the U.S. must feverishly
prepare for war—world war.
And naturally, this must be done

under the banner of opposition to
Soviet aggression—even Soviet "im
perialism". The United States must, of
course, be portrayed as the innocent
party, simply out to protect the world
from the Soviet menace.

Carter was making full use of the
U.S.' current world position for pro
paganda value. True, the U.S. has sent
armies all over the world, maintains
troops and bases all over. But the U.S.,
being the current occupier, is just
"■there'\ while the Soviets, trying to get
into the same position become 'Uhe ag
gressor y It got yer;/blatant! Carter ac
tually referred to expanding the U.S.
"sphere of friendship" in the "Third
World." Maybe it was "friendship
bombs" the U.S. dropped on Vietnam!

Has the 10 year war of aggression
waged by the U.S. imperialists against
the people of Vietnam—a span of years
conveniently omitted from Carter'.s re
count of U.S. history—slipped the
President's mind? Was the rabid flag-
waving campaign launched a few
montsh ago by the bourgeoisie of this
country against the Iranian revolution a
mere oversight in Jimmy Carter's

Wednesday night performance? Ag
gression? The U.S. imperialists are cer
tainly qualified to discu.ss aggression!

Continued on page 17
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Black Rebellion In Idabel iiad been
"He was

Idabel, Oklahoma—"Henry Lee. . .
is dead." This was the me.ssage i3-year-
old Vincent Johnson reported to his
mother early last Sunday morning. By
midnight on the same day, over 100
state troopers had been sent into Idabel,
Oklahoma to cool down the anger of
the Black population which had erupted
in a righteous rebellion there. "There's
been too many unsolved murders of
Black people in this town," one man
explained. Before the night was over,

the Black Hat Club, the scene of the
murder of 15-year-old Henry Lee
Johnson, had been burned to the
ground, and a second Black man from a
nearby town had also been murdered.
One state trooper was also dead.

Hundreds of people had converged
on the municipal building early Sunday
afternoon after the word of Henry
Lee's murder had spread. The people
demanded that this murder not go by
unsolved like so many others. But the

mayor. Rex Heimes, was about as anx
ious to find Henry's murderer as the
cops were to investigate it. It's strange
that a shooting could take place at the
Black Hat Club and no cops would be
called in, when frequently they arrived
on the scene to boot out Blacks who
tried to enter the whites-only private
club located In the Black area of town.
It was up to the family itself to even
discover Henry's body! Conflicting
reports trickled out of the police depart

ment concerniuc the cau.sc of Henry
Lee's death. Tiicy couldn't 'ctcrmine
for two days whether he
beaten to death or shot,
beaten, shot and hung," one of the
residents said. "That's why tiicy lied."

The next day, while the armed state
troopers, dressed up for war, held this
small Oklahoma town of 11,000 under
police occupation, hundreds of Blacks
refused to be intimidated and !.cld a
meeting in the First Baptist Church.
Having failed to contain the anger with
troopers' guns, the mayor showed up to.
shoot some sugar-coated bullets at the
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