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STOP EXECUTION: Desmond Trotter, a political activist
on the island of Dominica, faces imminent execution by
hanging. The government had been harassing Trotter for
his leading role in African liberation solidarity demonstra-
tions and his position as an editor of two Black nationalist
newspapers. Now, to eliminate Trotter completely, the
government has framed him on murder charges. An appeal
to London’s privy council has just failed. (Dominica is an
“agsociate” state of the British Commonwealth.)

The Desmond Trotter Defense Committee has called for
emergency protests to stop the execution. Telegrams should
be sent to: Prime Minister Patrick John, Ministerial
Building, Roseau, Dominica, West Indies. The committee
can be reached care of the United States Committee for
Justice to Latin American Political Prisoners, 853 Broad-
way, Room 414, New York, New York 10003. Telephone:
(212) 254-6062.

MORE EVIDENCE OF TYLER FRAME-UP: Addition-
al new evidence has surfaced in the frame-up conviction of
Gary Tyler. Tyler, a seventeen-year-old Black youth, is on
death row for the 1974 murder of a white student. He was
convicted on the testimony of one “witness,” Natalie
Blanks, who swore she saw Tyler fire a gun from a bus into
a mob of white racists. Several weeks ago Blanks recanted
her testimony, saying that the police coerced her into lying.

On March 24 Blanks’s lawyer, Sylvia Taylor, submitted
an affidavit saying that she had met with the prosecutor
and the judge at the time of the trial seeking written
immunity for her client. She and Blanks’s mother feared
that the young woman’s testimony was false and could lead
to perjury charges.

With this new evidence, the defense has filed a motion for
the judge and the prosecutor to excuse themselves from the
hearing on a new trial for Tyler. The hearing is set for April
21. The Louisiana Supreme Court has stated that it will not
rule on an already pending appeal of Tyler’s conviction,
until the Twenty-ninth Judicial Court rules on the motion
for a new trial.

RACIST DEMOLITIONISTS: In last week’s Militant we
reported that vigilantes tried to blow away a Black family
and their home in a suburb outside Louisville on March 2.
The Coleman family narrowly escaped injury when dyna-
mite exploded in their driveway, shattering windows in
their home.

On March 19, representatives from forty-six Louisville
community groups, trade unions, and churches held a news
conference on the steps of the county courthouse. They
demanded the arrests of the perpetrators of this assault.
Jackie Garrett, chairperson of Progress In Education, a
prodesegregation group, commended the Colemans for their
courage. “Unfortunately,” she continued, “most of our
public officials have not been equally courageous. Their
silence can only be interpreted as a sanctioning of the
violence against the Colemans.”

BLACK EDITOR TOURS FOR APRIL 24: Robert
Allen, noted Black rights activist and editor of the Black
Scholar, is coming to New York to help build the April 24
national prodesegregation march on Boston. Beginning
March 31, the New York Student Coalition Against Racism
(SCAR) will sponsor meetings for Allen at Borough of
Manhattan Community College, John Jay College, City
College of New York, Teachers College at Columbia
University, Brooklyn College, and New York University.

At 7:30 on April 2, Allen will be a featured speaker at a
Martin Luther King commemoration meeting at the
Robeson Student Center at the Newark campus of Rutgers
University. Speaking with him will be Luis Fuentes,
bilingual educator and former superintendent of New York’s
District One schools; and Rev. Buster Soares, president of
Essex County Operation PUSH. And on April 4, Allen will
participate in a rally for school desegregation in Queens at
Andrew Jackson High School.

For more information contact: New York SCAR, Post
Office Box 1968, New York, New York 10027. Telephone:
(212) 280-3991.

JUSTICE FOR TREVINO: Protest against the murder of
Danny Trevifio, a Chicano killed by San Jose cops on
January 22, continues with a March 27 “March for Justice”
called by the Committee on Public Safety (COPS). This
demonstration follows a February 17 march of 1,500. The
Chicano community is demanding the jailing of the cops
who murdered Trevifio, an open grand jury hearing, an
independent investigation of the case, and the establish-
ment of a police review board.

NCLC MOVES AGAINST SWP BALLOT RIGHTS: The
right-wing National Caucus of Labor Committees (NCLC)
has launched another attack on the democratic rights of
working people. On March 17 NCLC member Henry Moss
formally challenged Socialist Workers party ballot petitions

in Pennsylvania. In a three-week period, supporters of Peter
Camejo and Willie Mae Reid, SWP candidates for president
and vice-president, and Fred Stanton, SWP candidate for
U.S. Senate, collected 49,000 signatures to place the
candidates on the ballot. This was well over the 30 000
required in Pennsylvania.

“The state board of elections spent over four hours
counting and checking our signatures to be sure that we had
the required number,” stated Stanton in response to the
challenge. “Our party has qualified for the Pennsylvania
ballot every presidential year since 1948. Now the NCLCis
trvlng to stifle the ideas that our candidates are express-
ing.

A hearing on the challenge will be held on March 29 in
commonwealth court in Harrisburg.

ABORTION VICTORY: In New York, Medicaid funds
must be made available to poor women who choose to have
abortions. This was the recent decision of a three-judge
federal district court. The ruling wipes out New York State
Commission of Social Services regulations that denied these
funds to women seeking ‘“voluntary” abortions. It stems -
from a suit, Klein v. Nassau County Medical Center,
brought in 1972 when the hospital invoked the regulations
to refuse all abortions. At that time, the same three-judge
panel rejected the state regulations, stating that to provide:
Medicaid reimbursement and hospital services for child-
birth but not for elective abortions was to unconstitutionally
coerce poor women into bearing chlldren However, the state
appealed.

The recent ruling came after the U.S. Supreme Court
instructed the federal district court to reconsider the case in
light of the 1973 decision legalizing abortion. “This victory

_comes at an important time, when the right to abortion is

under severe attack,” stated Rhonda Copelon, a lawyer for
the Center for Constitutional Rights. “The state fought hard
to keep this regulation to provide local anti-abortion forces a
handle to restrict access to abortions.” ‘

WAGES OF SIN DEP’T: The chairman of Gulf Oil
Corporation, Bob Dorsey, was ousted earlier this year after.
revelations that the company had greased the palms of
capitalist politicians. here and abroad to the tune of $12.3
million in recent years. Though Dorsey departed under a
cloud, it turns out to have a platinum lining. The deposed.
chairman gets a lump-sum retirement benefit of $1.6
million, vacation pay of $54,000, and $16,330 under a stock-
bonus plan. Plus a yearly pension of $48,158 and the right
to purchase 200,000 shares of Gulf stock at 20 percent below

the current market price. Like, ouch!
—Ginny Hildebrand

Special Offer
For New Readers

Will the ERA be ratified in 19767 Thousands of women'’s
rights supporters are preparing to march on Springfield,
lllinois, on May 16 to demand their rights now. The
Militant will keep you informed of May 16 plans and other
activities and discussions in the women’s movement.
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Rhodesia talks break down
Racist regime rejects majority rule

By Ernest Harsch
From Intercontinental Press

The negotiations between Rhodesian
Prime Minister Ian Smith and Zim-
babwean nationalist leader Joshua
Nkomo, which had been held behind
closed doors for three months, were
broken off March 19.

At a news conference in Salisbury,
the Rhodesian capital, Nkomo said,
“In the end the talks broke down on
the single and fundamental issue of
majority rule now.”

The more than six million Blacks of
Zimbabwe, who outnumber whites by
20 to 1, have been demanding Black
majority rule for more than a decade.
However, the white settlers, led by the
racist Smith regime, have resisted all
steps in that direction. Their privileges
and economic position are based on the
dispossession and domination of the
Black population.

According to Nkomo, Smith was
willing to consider accepting majority
rule only after a ten- to fifteen-year
transition period. The day after the
talks were ended, however, Smith
reaffirmed his total rejection of Black
rule, stating, “I don’t believe in black
majority rule ever in Rhodesia, not in a
thousand years.”

Smith said in Salisbury March 19
that the reason for the impasse was
Nkomo’s insistence on the immediate
resignation of the white regime and
the dissolution of the Parliament, in
which Smith’s Rhodesian Front holds
all fifty of the white seats (sixteen
other seats are reserved for Blacks).

Smith also said that Nkomo called
for a change in the racist voting
qualifications to allow for the election
of a Black parliamentary majority.
The present high property and educa-
tion qualifications in effect deny the
right to vote to all but a tiny propor-
tion of the Zimbabwean population.

Following the breakdown of the
talks, both Smith and Nkomo called on
Britain, the former colonial power in
Zimbabwe, to step in.

“It is the goal of Britain to decolon-
ize this country,” Nkomo said. “If she
is not prepared to play her role, then

Zifnb.ébwéans line 4up to be searched in thdesian ‘strategic hamlet.

Forced

resettlement of thousands of Blacks is aimed at isolating guerrillas.

Britain and the regime have left it to
the people themselves.”

Smith said, the day the breakdown
in talks was announced, “I believe that
the British Government should no
longer avoid the responsibility which it
claims and should now actively partici-
pate in resolving the constitutional
issue in Rhodesia.”

Replying to Smith’s appeal, a For-
eign Office spokesman in London
stated March 19, “There is no question
of the British Government becoming
involved in these talks until it is clear
that Mr. Smith accepts that there must
be an early transition to majority rule
in Rhodesia.”

The British daily Guardian also
rejected coming to Smith’s aid. “There
can be no rescue operation, diplomatic
or military, from this country,” it said.

This public rebuff to the Smith
regime came on the heels of a similar
statement by Washington. Secretary of
State Kissinger, speaking before the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee
March 16, declared that Washington
“will do nothing to help the white
minority to exercise authority in
Rhodesia.”

A State Department official in the
Bureau of African Affairs said that
Kissinger’s remarks were designed to
“clarify” White House policy, “to make
sure Smith doesn’t misunderstand the
signals.”

Kissinger’s clarification followed a
warning to Havana and Moscow two
weeks earlier not to get involved in the
Zimbabwean conflict. That warning
had been interpreted by some Rhode-
sian officials as a sign of support to

the Smith regime.

The British and American 1mpenal
ists have applied some diplomatic and
economic pressure on Smith in an
effort to compel him to reach a compro-
mise settlement with Nkomo. Their
aim is to head off a mass upsurge that
may threaten imperialist interests in
all of southern Africa.

While ruling out a rescue of Smith,
London has at the same time “stepped
up its search for an informal bargain—
possibly involving the Soviet Union,
Cuba, Angola, and South Africa—that
would reduce the prospects of a guerril-
la invasion of Rhodesia that could,
conceivably, lead to wider racial war-
fare throughout southern Africa,”
according to correspondent Robert B.
Semple in the March 21 New York
Times.

Guerrilla action in eastern Zim-
babwe, along the border with Mozam-
bique, has already risen sharply since
the beginning of February. And with
the breakdown of the talks, the pro-
spects for an expanded armed conflict
are even greater.

Zambian President Kenneth Kaun-
da, a leading proponent of a negotiated
settlement in Zimbabwe, said March
19 that Africans had no choice but to
intensify the armed struggle. He char-
acterized the halt to negotiations as

“the gravest hour in the history of our

subcontinent.”

The faction of the African National

Council (ANC) opposed to Nkomo,

which is led by Bishop Abel Muzorewa,

Rev. Ndabaningi Sithole, and James
Chikerema, hailed the breakdown of
‘the talks in a March 20 statement.
That wing of the ANC has frequently
denounced Nkomo’s participation in
the talks and has called for the
overthrow of the Smith regime through
guerrilla warfare.

Issued on behalf of Muzorewa in
Nairobi, Kenya, the statement declared
that Nkomo was now “irrelevant,”
although it invited him to “come back
to the fold.” The statement also called
on all Zimbabweans to join the Muzor-
ewa wing of the ANC.

By Tom Tilitz

NEWARK—On Saturday, March 20,
Rubin “Hurricane” Carter and John
Artis walked out of prison.

They are free on bail after serving
nine and one-half years for a crime
they did not commit—a 1966 murder of
three people in a Paterson, New Jersey,
bar. Carter and Artis are reunited with
their friends and families because the
New Jersey Supreme Court has over-
turned their convictions and ordered a
new trial, saying that the prosecution
withheld “material evidence favorable
to the defense.”

This victory was the culmination of
a massive defense effort involving
thousands of people in demonstrations,
petitioning drives, and benefit concerts
actively supported by Muhammad Alj,
Bob Dylan, and other prominent fig-
ures.

Support for Carter and Artis has
been aroused by the particularly arbi-
trary and racist nature of the frame-up.

Their 1967 conviction and life sen-
tences were meted out by a white judge
and an all-white jury, and based on the
L’cesi:imony of two white men, who later

Court orders new trial

Carter and Artis

admitted they had lied on the witness
stand.

Carter was a prlme target for police
harassment in 1966. At the time, he
was the top contender for the middle-

Rubin ‘Hurricane’ Carter

freed from prison

weight boxing championship. He had
made use of his prominence in the ring
to speak out against police brutality in
the Black community.

So in October 1966, four months
after the barroom shooting, cops co-
erced Arthur Bradley and Alfred Bello
into swearing that they saw Carter
and Artis fleeing the Lafayette Bar
and Grill, guns in hand. These star
witnesses sold the Black men’s free-
dom for police promises of special
leniency on burglary charges they
faced.

The sordid details of this frame-up
began to unravel in 1974 when Bradley
and Bello recanted their earlier testi-
mony. However, Superior Court Judge
Samuel Larner rejected defense ap-
peals for a new trial, saying the
recantations lacked “the ring of truth.”

But new evidence soon documented
the sinister truth behind the recanta-
tions.

The pressure of defense plans for a
supreme court appeal and an intensi-
fied public defense campaign put the
squeeze on the police. The prosecutor’s

office released a detective’s notebook
and tape recording of discussions
between the police and the star wit-
nesses detailing the bribe.

The court cited this previously sup-
pressed evidence as proof that Carter
and Artis had been denied due pro-
cess.

Hundreds of jubilant Carter and
Artis supporters greeted Carter as he
left the Paterson prison. Their elation
was shared by thousands who see that
the state will be bucking huge odds in
its next drive for conviction.

The prosecution and its only two
witnesses who had “positively” identi-
fied Carter and Artis stand totally
discredited.

The defendants, on the other hand,
have won the confidence and active
backing of thousands across the coun-
try.

At a news conference shortly after
the supreme court issued its decision,
Carter said that he welcomed a new
trial. To him, it’'s an opportunity to
prove that “Rubin Carter and John
Artis would not, could not, and did not

commit that crime. D
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Decndes of Zionist nggression

Behind Ilrnh revoit in Israeli-held

By Steve Clark

An eleven-year-old boy died in a
Jerusalem hospital March 22 from a
gunshot wound in his head. The young
Palestinian was one of three Arabs
wounded by Israeli soldiers who fired
into a crowd of demonstrators the
previous Wednesday.

This murder marks the bloodiest
chapter so far in the repressive blitz-
kreig launched by Israeli authorities in
recent weeks against the Arab popula-
tion on the occupied West Bank of the
Jordan River.

The arrests, curfews, beatings, and
other measures have as their aim the
suppression of widespread strikes and
demonstrations among the 700,000
West Bank Palestinians.

These protests are the most powerful
upsurge of nationalist struggles inside
Israeli-occupied territory since the
establishment of the Zionist state in
1948.

A religious conflict?

Most news accounts have portrayed
this outbreak of protests as simply a
religious dispute between Muslims and
Jews. An editorial in the March 22
New York Times called it “an expres-
sion of localized resentment at an
obscure decision of a lone Israeli
magistrate concerning the rights of
religious Jews to pray on Jerusalem’s
Temple Mount, which is also a Moslem
holy place.”

Actually, demonstrations on the
West Bank began in late January after
the debate in the United Nations
Security Council on the Israeli occupa-
tion of Palestine—well before the
incident referred to by the Times edi-
tors. -

Other important protests broke out
last fall, spurred by the UN resolution
condemning Zionism as a form of rac-
ism. Demonstrations also swept across

Israeli soldiers beating young Palestinian demonstrator in East J

AT ot
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salem during

current protests against Zionist occupation of Arab territories.

the West Bank for two weeks in 1974
when Yasir Arafat, leader of the Pal-

estine Liberation Organization
(PLO), spoke before the UN General
Assembly.

Of course, the provocative violation
of a Muslim holy place pointed to by
the Times did fuel the current protests.
Yet the participation of Christian and
Muslim Arabs alike in these struggles-
clearly shows that national oppres-
sion, not religion, stands at the center
of the dispute.

As Hassan Rahman,

the PLO’s

deputy UN representative, told Inter-
continental Press in a March 20
interview, “What does this uprising
mean? It means that the Palestinian
people have decided to resist occupa-
tion, to reject occupation. .. .”

Zionists uproot Palestine

The Zionists’ claim to “legitimacy”
for the Israeli state is the UN partition
of Palestine in 1947. Palestinian
Arabs—who made up 1,280,000 out of
a total population of 1,874,000—
opposed this division imposed on them

by the imperialist powers.

Under the proposed UN partition, as
many Arabs as Jews would have been
left inside the boundaries of the new
Jewish state, and three-quarters of the
arable land would have belonged to
Arabs. The smaller, landlocked area
carved out for the Palestinians was far
less fertile.

The Zionists had no intention of
either tolerating a Palestinian state on
their border or leaving large tracts of
land in Arab hands. Joseph Weitz, the
head of the Jewish Agency’s Coloniza-
tion Department in Palestine, had
written as early as 1940:

“Between ourselves it must be clear
that there is no room for both peoples
together in this country. . . . The only
solution is Palestine, at least Western
Palestine without Arabs. ... And
there is no other way out but to
transfer the Arabs from here to the
neighboring countries; to transfer all
of them; not one village, not one tribe
should be left. . . .”

In 1948 the Zionists launched a war
with this aim in mind. They seized half
the territory allotted to the Palestini-
ans under the UN partition, and
worked out a secret deal with Jordan’s
King Abdullah giving h1m ‘the
remainder—the West Bank. ’

During the war, many Palestinians
took refuge from the battle zones, while
others fled from massacres and bomb-
ings carried out by Israeli terror
squads. After the war, these refugees
were not allowed to return to their
homes, and their property was seized
by the Israeli government.

In all, 750,000 Palestinians were
driven from their homeland by Israeli
terror, and most of the land passed
into Israeli hands.

The Zionist movement from ’its
beginnings sought to serve as imperial-

[The Organization of Arab Stu-
dents in New York has planned a
picket line at the Israeli mission to
the United Nations March 30 to
protest the brutal repressive mea-
sures taken by the Zionist regime
in recent weeks against demon-
strations:- in the occupied West
Bank. The action will coincide
with a general strike of all Arabs
in Israel called for that day by an
emergency meeting of Palestinian
leaders.

[The Palestine Liberation Orga-
nization is supporting the action.

[The following is a statement
issued March 22 by Peter Camejo
and Willie Mae Reid, the candi-
dates of the Socialist Workers
party for president and vice presi-
dent, backing the New York picket
line and calling for solidarity
actions across the country.]

An emergency meeting of Palestini-
an leaders has called for a general
strike of all Arabs in Israel. The strike
is to protest the reign of terror mounted
by Israeli troops against the Palestini-
ans living in the occupied area of the
West Bank. The date for the strike has
been set for March 30.

It is important to organize actions in
solidarity with the Palestinians on as
wide a basis as possible. These should
include picket lines, protest rallies, and
teach-ins. For maximum effect the
solidarity actions should be held wher-
-Lever possible on the same day as the

projected general strike, that is, March
30.

The background of the situation is as
follows:

In recent weeks, the nearly 700,000
West Bank Palestinians have carried
out the biggest and most sustained
mass struggle against Zionist oppres-
sion since the formation of the Israeli
state.

The American public has been able
to see the reaction of the Israeli

government on television—Israeli sol-

diers beating children aged nine,
eleven, and fourteen; Israeli troops
firing into the air to terrorize the
population; an eleven-year-old boy in
critical condition with a bullet in his
head. Thanks to the bravery of the
Palestinians of the occupied West
Bank, the world has been able to see
the real nature of the Israeli regime.

The mobilizations against the Israeli
occupation began at the end of Janu-
ary; they were answered with heavy
fines, beatings, curfews, increased
censorship, and travel restrictions. But
the protesters refused to be intimidat-
ed. Increasingly heavy-handed repres-
sion succeeded only in pushing more
Palestinians into the struggle.

The pro-Israeli capitalist press has
done its best internationally to supp-
ress details and to downplay the
significance of the resistance. But even
its reports have mentioned demonstra-
tions in every major town on the West
Bank, including Jerusalem, Bethle-

fumejo & Reid urge 1.5. protests

hem, Nablus, Jericho, Jenin, Bir Zeit,
Hebron, Al Bira, Halhoul, Tulkarm,
and Beit Sahur.

On March 7, Israeli troops stormed
into the Kadri Tougan school in
Nablus, dragging pupils from their
desks and beating them. The students
had committed the “crime” of shouting
slogans against the Zionist occupation.

The response came at once. Nablus
was paralyzed by protest strikes, and
the entire town council resigned in
protest.

An even more brutal attack March
10 on students at Bir Zeit College
resulted in the immediate resignation
of the mayors and city councils of
Ramallah, Al Bira, and Bir Zeit.

As demonstrations continued, the
Israeli* occupation forces clamped
twenty-four-hour curfews on Ramallah,
Al Bira, Hebron, and Halhoul. Accord-
ing to New York Times correspondent
Terence Smith, in Ramallah, “Soldiers
fired bursts of machine-gun fire into
the air to clear the streets quickly.”

In Bethlehem, students barricaded
themselves in the university and ran
up the Palestinian flag. In the nearby
village of Beit Sahur, the mayor
resigned, charging that Israeli soldiers
had beaten up clerks in the municipal
building.

On March 17, Israeli soldiers shot
and wounded three demonstrators
aged eleven, fourteen, and eighteen on
the outskirts of Jerusalem.

In face of the mounting repression,

Palestinian leaders called an emergen-
cy meeting. Toufik Zayed, the mayor of
Nazareth, said: “The government
holds us by the throat. We will catch it
by the throat. We will demonstrate,
stage sit-downs and hunger strikes and
shock the television screens of the
whole world.”

It was this assembly that elected a
“Committee for the Defense of the
Arab Land” and called for a general
strike of Arabs in Israel on March 30.

It is the constant encroachments of’
the Israeli regime that have compelled’
the Palestinians to resist. Their resist-
ance has been met with savage repri-
sals. Spearheaded by the student
youth, the spirit of rebellion against
oppression is mounting. The struggle
resembles the ones seen in Northern
Ireland, in ‘Zimbabwe, in Czechoslo-
vakia, and in the Black ghettos of the
United States.

International solidarity actions can
offer effective help to the Palestinians.

First of all, they can have a direct
effect in limiting the Israeli regime’s
use of brutal repressive measures. N

Secondly, they can help assure the
Palestinians that people all over the
world support their rights and are on
their side in the struggle against .
Zionist oppression.

All out on March 30!

End the brutal repression!

Down with the Zionist occupation! . -

Stop the seizures of Arab land! y




ism’s key outpost in the Mideast.

Washington in particular helped to
bolster Israel’s economy after the 1948-
49 war, integrating it into the world
capitalist market. The Pentagon aided
Israel in constructing a powerful army
and air force.

A strong Israel, the U.S. government
reasoned, would be a bulwark against
rising nationalist aspirations among
the Arab masses that could threaten
American oil holdings in the area,
along with other vital U.S. economic
and military interests.

Israel expanded its territories still
further during the so-called “six-day
war” in June 1967. The Sinai Peninsu-
la and Gaza Strip were seized from
Egypt, the Golan Heights from Syria,
and the West Bank from Jordan. Half
a million more Arabs were driven out
of their homeland by terror bombings
against Palestinian refugee camps.

Some Zionist leaders were not entire-
ly satisfied with the results of the war,
however. Writing in the September 29,
1967, issue of Davar, the daily paper of
the ruling Israeli Labor party, Joseph
Weitz wrote:

“. .. in [the 1948-49] war a twofold
miracle happened: a territorial victory
and the flight of the Arabs. In the Six
Days’ War, one great miracle hap-
pened: a tremendous territorial victory;
but most of the inhabitants of the
liberated territory remained ‘stuck’ in
their places—which may destroy the
~ very foundations of our state.”

. Israel’s intentions were stated even
more bluntly in January 1968 by then-
Defense Minister Moshe Dayan, speak-
ing in Tel Aviv to a group of American
businessmen:

“Why do the Arabs hate the Jews?
Answer: they take us to be foreigners,
invaders that took an Arab country
and turned it into a Jewish state. And

" they are right about it. From their

" point of view, we did it. We didn’t come
here to contribute, or for a contribution
to the Arab countries.”

Israel’s ‘Jim Crow’ -society

Contrary to. Dayan, it is not Jews
~who are the object of Arabs’ hatred,

- but the state of permanent aggression
- by the Zionists against Palestine since
+1948. This has meant not only the
. expulsion of hundreds of thousands of
- Palestinians from their homes, but the
imposition of flagrantly racist mea-
sures against Arabs who remain inside
Israeli-occupied territory.

Public funds for schools, health, and

"social services are allocated to favor
" Jewish areas inside Israel. Arabs face
-widespread job discrimination, are
-barred from the armed forces, and are
denied the fundamental political right
to form nationalist parties or associa-
tions. Palestinian activists face con-
stant harassment, beatings, nighttime
searches, and arbitrary arrests.

Housing discrimination is officially
sanctioned and fostered in Israel.
Property owned by the Jewish Nation-
al Fund—a substantial portion of
Israeli land—cannot be leased to non-
Jews, for example.

On February 29 the Israeli Cabinet
approved a plan to “confiscate thou-
sands of acres of Arab-owned land in
Galilee and the Negev Desert,” accord-
ing to a report in the March 1 Wash-
ington Post.

A February 29 New York Times
dispatch from Tel Aviv reported,
“Arabs represent some 58 percent of
the population of Galilee. This has
caused Israeli leaders serious concern.
The housing program is part of a
campaign to encourage and facilitate
Jewish settlement in the region.”

Furthermore, Israel’s Law of Return

guarantees immigration rights to Jews
from any part of the world, while
denying 1.5 million Palestinian refu-
gees the right to return to their home-
land.

Conditions are even worse in the
areas conquered by Israel in 1967 and
held under military occupation to this
day. “There the people have no rights
at all,” Israel Shahak, chairperson of
the Israel League for Human and Civil
Rights, told Intercontinental Press in a
February 1975 interview. “All commit-
tees, parties, organizations, trade un-
ions, and so on are completely prohibit-
ed in the occupied territories. Any
political activity, even closing the
shops in protests, is prohibited.”

Since 1967 more than 1,500 West
Bank Arabs have been deported with-
out trial, and hundreds more have been
jailed as “administrative detainees”—
also without trial or charges.

Israel’s expanding borders

Following Israel’s 1967 conquests,
the Zionist regime moved rapidly to
incorporate these new territories into
its permanent boundaries. It also
stepped up military assaults against
Palestinian refugee camps and other
targets in Syria, Jordan, Lebanon, and
Egypt. These aggressive acts led to the
October 1973 war, during which sever-
al Arab states challenged Israel’s
expansionist aims.

Zionism’s policies in the Mideast
were not turned back, however, and
Israeli terror raids and colonization of
occupied territories have continued
unabated since 1973.

An unsigned dispatch in the Decem-
ber 2, 1975, New York Times reported
that “plans were being drawn up for 20
to 30 more settlements to be estab-
lished on the Golan Heights, on the
West Bank of the Jordan and in the
Gaza-Rafa area during the next few
years.” During the last nine years
Israel has established 55 settlements
in these areas.

The current protests on the West
Bank have been spurred in part by
opposition to two colonizing efforts
there—one at Kadum near the city of
Nablus, the other at Ofra near the city
of Ramallah.

New York Times correspondent Ter-
ence Smith wrote last November 5 that
such settlements, “which range from
paramilitary agricultural hamlets on
the Golan Heights to incipient cities,
represent the reality of Israeli policy.

“They are the tangible evidence,” he
said, “of Israel’s determination to
carve out new borders of the territory
taken in 1967.”

p srael Sttlements in
Occupied Territories
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‘Jobs for Democrats’

Hawkins-Humphrey bill:

election year flimflam

By Andy Rose

With a great tooting of horns and
fluttering of press releases, a new
version of the Hawkins-Humphrey bill
has been introduced in Congress.

Said by its sponsors to be “strength-
ened and improved” from earlier
models, it is entitled the “Full Employ-
ment and Balanced Growth Act of
1976.”

A more candid label would be the
“Full Employment for Democratic
Politicians in 1976 Balancing Act.”

The new bill is chock-full of promises
to curb inflation, end discrimination,
clean up the enviropment, improve
productivity, boost profits, bust trusts,
end waste, conserve resources, solve
crime, cure drug abuse, improve men-
tal health, call a halt to alienation and
class polarization, and—as the means
to accomplish all these—it promises to
provide jobs.

What it really provides is a vote-
catching slogan for the Democratic
presidential campaign. Candidates
Morris Udall and Fred Harris already
endorse it. Henry Jackson and Jimmy
Carter are “studying” it.

Its chief architects are Hubert
Humphrey, leading presidential non-
candidate, in the Senate, and Augustus
Hawkins and Henry Reuss in the

- House. It is sponsored by 10 senators

and more than 110 members of the
House.

The bill has the backing of George
Meany and the AFL-CIO Executive
Council. The National Committee for
Full Employment—made up of Demo-
cratic politicians, union officials, and
some Black leaders—has announced a
petition drive in support of the legisla-
tion.

Like its previous incarnations, the
revised bill would establish as a
“declaration of policy” by Congress
“the right of all adult Americans able,
willing and seeking work to opportuni-
ties for useful paid employment at fair
rates of compensation.” :

There are two major changes:

First, the target date for “full em-
ployment” has been pushed back to
four years (that is, one presidential
term) after enactment of the bill.

Second, an earlier provision that
unemployed workers could go to.court
for relief if the government failed to
provide jobs has been scrapped.

Thus the “right to a job” is left with
no legal standing whatsoever. It is up
to Congress and the president to
interpret the election-year promise as
they see fit later on.

Nor does “full employment” have the
common-sense meaning of every work-
er having a job. It is defined as 3
percent unemployment—for adults.

For workers under twenty, who
suffer the highest jobless rate, no
target figure is set. So even if the bill’s
stated goal were reached, millions
would still be jobless.

Since the bill’s sponsors do not
expect it to be adopted until next
year—if then—even this dubious target
for “full employment” is postponed
until 1981 at the earliest. By that time
even President Ford predicts a reduc-
tion of unemployment to 4.9 percent.

The truth is that the Hawkins-
Humphrey bill will not reduce unem-
ployment to 4.9 percent.

Or to 3 percent.

Or at all.

It does not provide for the immediate
creation by the government of even
one job.

Public works jobs are to be instituted
only:

¢ if Congress and the president
judge that the “full employment”
target will not be met on time,

Militant/Harris Freeman
demonstration against
unemployment. Hawkins-Humphrey bill
has no provisions to make the right to a
job a reality.
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e jf it is deemed “practicable,”

® if it is “consistent with [the
government’s] needs and obligations
and other essential national policies,”
and

® if it can be done “in a manner
calculated to foster and promote free
competitive enterprise.”

And don’t expect any money to be
taken from the Pentagon budget for
jobs under the Hawkins-Humphrey
bill. It specifically lists “national
defense and other needed international
programs” among its “priority policies
and programs.”

Even though the bill is touted by
Democrats and union bureaucrats as
an answer to race and sex discrimina-
tion, it does not have one word to say
about the discriminatory layoffs going
on right now. Both jobs and equality
are strictly pie in the sky.

The bill does have some concrete
provisions:

It does direct the president to draw
up a “Full Employment and Balanced .
Growth Plan” and report each year on
progress toward meeting the plan.

It does provide for appointment of an
“Advisory Committee on Full Employ-
ment and Balanced Growth.”

It does establish a “Division of Full
Employment and Balanced Growth” in
the Congressional Budget Office.

It does create a “Full Employment
Office” within the Department of La-
bor.

The total effect of all these provi-
sions is merely to admonish future
administrations to shape their econom-
ic policies so as to achieve what no
capitalist government has ever accom-
plished: stable growth and full employ-
ment.

The reason the government hasn’t
provided jobs for all is not that it lacks
the necessary bureaucracy—
committees, plans, and offices. The
problem is that the government repre-
sents the interests of the wealthy
minority that owns and controls all
industry in this country.

The capitalists find it profitable—
especially in this period of sharper
competition from their international
rivals—to restrict economic growth
and keep unemployment high, so as to
pressure workers to accept lower wages
and worsened working conditions.

Far from challenging the profits of
the rich or the anarchy of capitalist
production, Representatives Hawkins
and Reuss declare:

“Just last week Premier Kosygin of
the Soviet Union alleged that the
United States and other Western

Continued on page 30
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San Jose

Maoists try to break up rally for Iran prisoners

By David Keepnews
SAN JOSE—Despite concerted ef-

forts to disrupt it, a March 16 meeting

on “Repression in Iran” was held here
at San Jose State University. The
event, sponsored by the Committee for
Artistic and Intellectual Freedom in
Iran (CAIFI), drew 400 people.

It was conducted amid attempts by
about 125 members of various Maoist
factions of the Iranian Students Asso-
ciation (ISA) to shout down speakers
and provoke a physical confrontation.

Those in attendance heard Daniel
Ellsberg,
Jessica Mitford, Nemat Jazayeri of
CAIFI, and others describe cases of
political repression in Iran and urge
people to involve themselves in CAI-
FI's efforts to free Iranian political
prisoners.

One of the scheduled speakers, well-
known Iranian poet and former politi-
cal prisoner Reza Baraheni, was un-
able to attend the meeting. Several
minutes before the event was slated to
begin, San Jose police informed Bara-
heni that through a ‘“reliable source”
they had learned there was a plot to
assassinate him at the meeting.

The police refused to disclose their
source or say who was behind the plot,
but informed Baraheni that they would
be unable to provide for his safety.

According to the campus newspaper,
the Spartan Daily, the Maoists said
the death threat was not made by
anyone from the ISA, and slanderous-
ly accused CAIFI of manufacturing
- the threat.

_ The Maoist disruption of the meeting

follows a pattern established over the
past year. ISA members have tried to
shout down Dr. Baraheni in Berkeley,
Boston, and Austin, Texas.

At least ten different leaflets, in
Persian and in English, had been

authors Kay Boyle and '

distributed by the various Maoist
factions of the ISA during the week
leading up to the San Jose event. While
all these leaflets labeled CAIFI, and
Baraheni in particular, “agents of the
shah” of Iran or CIA operatives, the
Persian-language leaflets were the
most inflammatory.

One of them called for turning the
meeting into “a battleground.” During
that week ISA members—many of
whom had come from Northern Cali-
fornia cities solely to disrupt the
meeting—made clear their intentions,
making physical threats against the
meeting and against CAIFI suppor-
ters.

The Maoists’ chanting, whistling,
stamping, and booing began imme-
diately after the meeting’s chairperson,
Asher - Harer of International Long-
shoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Un-
ion Local 34, introduced himself. It
continued throughout the remarks of
Daniel Ellsberg, who has apparently
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Baraheni, Iranian poet and former
prisoner of shah, received death threat.

Georgia trade unionists

-By Al Budka

ATLANTA—Opponents of the Equal
Rights Amendment have claimed that
the ERA is not in the interests of
working women and Black women.
Both these lies were answered by a
panel of five trade unionists here
March 20.

The panel, sponsored by the Trade
Union Task Force of Georgians for the
Equal Rights Amendment (GERA),
was part of an outreach campaign to
build the May 16 national march in
Springfield, Illinois, to ratify the ERA.

“We as trade unionists have a
special role to play in building the May
16 demonstration,” said Martha
Shockey, a member of American
Federation of State, County and Mu-
nicipal Employees (AFSCME) Local
1644. “Union support can make the
difference in whether or not the Equal
Rights Amendment will win ratifica-
tion in 1976.”

Shockey, a coordinator of the GERA
Trade Union Task Force, explained the
committee’s goals as ‘“‘educating and
mobilizing” the ranks of the Atlanta
labor movement in support of the ERA.
“We have produced a special brochure
entitled ‘Trade Unionists Support the
ERA’ to answer the myths spread by
the STOP ERA forces,” she told the
other unionists. “And we’ve set up a
speakers bureau to attend local union
meetings throughout Atlanta.”

So far, the task force has spoken to
ten union meetings. Six of the locals
endorsed the May 16 rally.

Virginia Ramsey, chairperson of the
Grady Hospital chapter of AFSCME
Local 1644, discussed the relationship
of Black working women to the ERA
fight.

“Women’s oppression hits the poor
hardest—Black and white,” Ramsey

6

said. “But Black women especially had
better get serious about the passage of
the ERA. ‘

“The law says that Blacks are free.
But we aren’t,” she continued. “Just
the fact that the laws are there doesn’t
mean a thing if they’re not enforced.”
Citing the discrimination against
Blacks in the work force and the racist
attacks on school desegregation in
Boston, Ramsey went on to explain
that ERA ratification would not be the
end to women’s-rights struggles, but
would be a new tool in their struggle
for equality.

“Just like with the Civil Rights Act
and school desegregation, we will have

From left: James Thompson, UAW, Carolyn Green, AAE; and Martha Shockey,

AFSCME, speak out at panel for ERA.

been added to the Iranian Maoists’ list
of “CIA agents” along with Gloria
Steinem and Kate Millett.

The ISA members, who were joined
by members of the Maoist Revolution-
ary Student Brigade and Revolution-
ary Communist party, extended their
disapproval to all the other speakers as
well.

Ray Gonzales, a leader of the Chica-
no community’s efforts to win justice
for Danny Trevifio, a young Chicano
murdered by San Jose cops, spoke to
ask support for an upcoming March 27
community demonstration. He too
faced Maoist heckling. .

Although the attempt to drown out
the speakers was virtually unrelenting,
most of the talks could be heard over
the din. Only a well-organized defense
team of more than 100 people kept the
meeting from being stopped.

The meeting heard Ellsberg de-
nounce the regime of the shah of Iran,
scoring U.S. ties with this dictatorial
government.

Kay Boyle, a professor at San
Francisco State University, discussed
the cases of a few of Iran’s more than
100,000 political prisoners, concentrat-
ing on the case of Tehran sociologist
Vida Hadjebi Tabrizi. Tabrizi was
jailed in 1972 without charges after
writing a study of the living conditions
of peasants in Iran, and she has been
severely tortured.

Boyle charged that the United States
is “responsible for Tabrizi’s imprison-
ment.”

Disapproval of the disruption was
swift and widespread. A statement
issued on Tuesday morning asserting
the right of CAIFI to hold its meeting
was signed by Representatives Nor-
man Mineta, Ronald Dellums, Don
Edwards, and Paul McCloskey; Kath-
erine Bishop of the Santa Clara

join drive to

l1:0 keep fighting and organizing our-
selves for our rights as women and as
Blacks.”

Ramsey’s AFSCME local has
endorsed the May 16 rally and donated
the funds to print more GERA trade-
union brochures in a local union shop.

Gail Husbands, a member of the
executive board of the Atlanta Associa-
tion of Educators (AAE) and of the
board of directors of the National
Education Association (NEA), spoke
on the discrimination that women face
in her field.

Sixty-seven percent of all teachers in
this country are women, she reported.
“But the average salary of male

County American Civil Liberties Un-
ion; San Jose State student body
President John Rico; People’s World
editor Carl Bloice; and various student
and labor leaders.

The speakers themselves scored the
disrupters at the meeting. “I’ve never
been intimidated,” said Ray Gonzales.
Daniel Ellsberg, answering the charge
of being “a CIA agent,” told the crowd,
“Those who work for the shah and the
CIA can be identified as those who do
not want to hear criticism of the
shah.”

In its March 18 edition, the Spartan
Daily condemned the disruption, stat-
ing that “the first amendment to the
constitution applies to everyone and
not simply to a small, noisy group of
detractors.”

CAIFI leaders say they will launch a
national campaign to condemn the
disruption and assert their right to free
expression.

Baraheni
at Brown

On March 22, a successful meet-
ing featuring Reza Baraheni was
held at Brown University in Provi-
dence, Rhode Island.

One hundred fifty people turned
out to hear a panel discussion on
repression in Iran, sponsored by a
broad range of campus organiza-
tions.

Other panelists included Joshua
Rubinstein, Boston area director of
Amnesty International; Prof. Willi-
am McLaughlin of Brown’s history
department; and Nasrin Pakizegi,
Boston Committee for Artistic and
\Intellectual Freedom in Iran. J

pass ERA

teachers is $2,000 greater than that of
women.”

“Eighty percent of all elementary
school principals and 95 percent of all
high school principals are men,” Hus-
bands pointed out. The ERA would aid
women teachers in their efforts to win
equal pay with men and higher-paying
jobs, she said.

Another AAE member, Carolyn
Green, also addressed the meeting. She
reported on the decision of the NEA’s
Fifth Annual Conference on Civil and
Human Rights in Education to endorse
the May 16 ERA action called by the
National Organization for Women.

She read the conference resolution,
which pleged to “urge ALL members of
NEA to attend the rally” and to
“create a committee to build participa-
tion of NEA members in the rally.”

Members of the Atlanta Association
of Educators and the GERA Trade
Union Task Force are planning to
bring a motion supporting May 16 to
the Georgia Association of Educators
state convention.

In addition, the AAE is distributing
the GERA trade-union brochure to
teachers through its building repre-
sentatives.

James Thompson, legislative liaison
for the Georgia United Auto Workers,
also spoke on the panel. He said: “I'm
here today to commit the full resources
of the UAW to the ERA movement in
1976. We will work shoulder-to-
shoulder with you to see that next year
Georgia will become one of the last
four states to ratify the ERA.”

The meeting also received greetings
from Service Employees International
Union Local 579 and Guy Baker,
business manager of the Atlanta
Chemical Workers Union.



‘Solidarity’ is keynote at N.Y. rally
to protest murder attempt on Garza,

By Linda Jenness

NEW YORK—“What happens to one
of us happens to all of us,” said
Elizabeth Colén, a member of the
community school board in District
One. “And I think we should use that
as a motto.”

It was indeed the byword of the
evening as 150 people turned out
March 20 on New York’s Lower East
Side in a display of community solidar-
ity with Catarino Garza, the target of
an assassination attempt five days
earlier. Garza is the Socialist Workers
party candidate for Congress from the
Eighteenth Congressional District,
which includes the predominantly
Puerto Rican Lower East Side.

“What happened to Catarino,” said
Colén, “could happen to any of us who
dare speak out, who dare say what we
feel.”

The meeting was an impressive
show of unity in the face of a right-
wing attack. The crowd enthusiastical-
ly greeted the community leaders and
representatives of organizations who
came to protest the murder attempt
and to demand that the city authorities
act to find the would-be assassin.

On the morning of March 16, a rifle
bullet crashed through the window of
Garza’s tenth-floor apartment. The
shot came moments after Vangie
Eidsvik, one of Garza’s campaign
workers, had opened the venetian
blinds and turned on a light by the
window.

It was a shot meant to kill. It came
within a foot of hitting Eidsvik.

“According to the police, who ought

to know, this sniper was a pretty good
shot,” Katherine Sojourner, Garza’s
campaign manager, told the rally.
- On most other mornings it would
have been Garza standing by the
window. That day, however, he had
left the apartment early to go to
Albany to join a demonstration
against cuts in state funding for educa-
tion.

Despite the seriousness of the attack,
the police have steadfastly refused to
carry out a serious investigation.

New evidence

On March 17, Garza’s campaign
committee turned over to the cops new
evidence that the sniper’s shot was an
act of right-wing political terror.

Several days before the attempted
assassination, a hate sheet called the
Baruch Eye began circulating on the
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school board, at protest meeting.

Baruch College campus. This paper
contained several overt threats on the
life of Mark Friedman, editor of the
Baruch Sentry, a student paper.

Friedman shares the apartment with
Garza. He is an active supporter of the
socialist congressional campaign.

The Baruch Eye “exposed” the fact
that Friedman is a member of the
Young Socialist Alliance. It pro-
claimed: “The Baruch College Veter-
ans Association has voted to throw
[Friedman] a necktie party.” And it
warned Friedman to have his “life
insurance paid up.”

Yet the cops have refused to pursue
the link between these death threats
and the bullet fired into the apartment
where Friedman and Garza live. The
detective from the police intelligence

unit that has been “investigating” the

case says that the threats at Baruch
are “out of our jurisdiction.”

“Whether that bullet was aimed at
Catarino Garza or at one of his
supporters,” Katherine Sojourner said,
“it was an attempt to silence socialists
and to silence the Garza campaign.
This new evidence makes it even more
imperative that there be a thorough,
complete investigation.”

Speaker after speaker at the rally
denounced the unequal treatment
faced by Puerto Ricans and other
minorities, and by socialists, at the
hands of the cops and the city authori-
ties.

“It is Mr. Garza’s right to run for
office and to get equal protection,” said

Carmen Diaz, president of the Tenth
Street nucleus (branch) of the Puerto
Rican Socialist party. The PSP, she
said, offers its “solidarity with Mr.
Garza.”

“We feel that it is his right to run for
office if he wants to. That is his right.
We also denounce any attacks against
any leftist group.”

Carmelo Diaz, like Elizabeth Colén
an elected member of the community
school board, said, “It is a privilege to
be here in support of Catarino Garza, a
friend of everybody—a friend of the
poor people in this community.”

“When any minority person tries to
rise to a position of prominence,” said
Carmelo Diaz, “a position held by
those who have been on the top all
their lives, we are putting our freedom,
our reputation, our rights, and our
lives on the line.

“When they fear you are going to
win, and are going to taste some of the
candy—the sweets—that they have
enjoyed, they try to put an end to your
campaign. They try to eliminate you.

“I never thought it would come to the
extreme of trying to dispose of you.
The attempt against Mr. Garza is a
deplorable act. . . .

“I join Mr. Garza in demanding that
the government authorities take a
serious look at this incident and
investigate it thoroughly until they
find the would-be killer. [Garza’s]
campaign for getting into Congress
should be protected as well as it would
be if the attempt was against a
Republican or a Democrat.”

Other speakers at the meeting in-
cluded Garza (see below); Marcia
Gallo, SWP candidate for U.S. Senate
from New York; Carlyle Thornhill, a
student government leader at Baruch;
and Laura Quintano, from the Hunter
College YSA. SWP presidential and
vice-presidential candidates Peter

Camejo and Willie Mae Reid, who were -

unable to attend the rally because they
are on national speaking tours, sent a
message of support.

Ethel Lobman, a leader of the SWP
branch on the Lower East Side, made
an appeal for funds that netted more
than $1,300 in cash and pledges for the
Garza campaign.

‘Ostrich approach’

Doug Jenness, a member of the SWP
Political Committee, wound up the
rally by explaining the importance of a

vigorous public response to right-wing
attacks.

“Sometimes we are told that the best
thing to do is to let things ride,” he
said. “That the right-wingers are just
out to get some publicity when they
carry out these kinds of attacks. That
it’s better not to get publicity because
that’s just what they want.

“We say no. That’s the approach of
the ostrich, the big bird that runs
around and, when it is being chased,
supposedly sticks its head in the sand.

“But this leaves a great deal of its
anatomy exposed. The upshot of that
approach is that you can get a big bite
in the hind end!

“We want our heads out of the sand,
so that we can speak out loud and clear
and can see what’s happening around
us. We have to speak out, and speak
out as a united force. That is the way
to discourage and demoralize and give
warning to those who carry out these
right-wing attacks.”

Jenness concluded by refemng to
the motto suggested earlier by Eliza-
beth Colén. “I don’t know if you know
it, but that’s a longtime slogan in the
labor movement, going back to the
turn of the century—"

“An injury to one is an injury to all!”
came a shout from the audience.

“Right,” said Jenness. “We have to
rally people of all different views,
whether they are Democrats, Republi-
cans, or socialists, who are willing to
protest these attacks and to stand up
for democratic rights.”
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message from Puerto Rican Socialist

party.

[Following are excerpts from the
speech by Catarino Garza to the
March 20 protest rally.]

The rulers of this country try to
create an atmosphere in which those of
us who are socialists, those of us who
advocate independence for Puerto Rico.
those of us who struggle for the rights
of Black people, are seen as a menace.
They create an atmosphere in which
right-wing terrorists feel they can
organize violence against us without
fear of being caught and punished.

What is it that we advocate and do
that the capitalists and their govern-
ment consider so dangerous?

We can be very specificc We are
involved in the fight for bilingual-
bicultural education. We say it is our
right—es nuestro derecho.

Is that so dangerous? Hispanic and
Chinese parents and children don’t
think it’s a danger. But it is a danger
to those who don’t want to permst
LPuerto Ricans, Hispanics, and Asians

access to decent jobs at decent wages—
a danger to those who want to keep us
on the bottom of the pile. They do that
by preventing our children from get-
ting an equal education, a good educa-
i
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Catarino Garza, SWP candidate for

Congress in the Eighteenth
Congressional District.

jobs,

‘That bullet was aimed at all of us’

What's so dangerous about our
support for the right of Puerto Rico to
be free and independent? The only
people who think this idea is danger-
ous and subversive are the big inves-
tors, the bankers and industrialists
who have seized control of Puerto Rico,
and who make immense profits each
year from the cheap wages they pay
Puerto Rican workers.

What’s so dangerous about organiz-
ing the people of this city to save our
and prevent the closing of
schools, hospitals, day-care centers,
and libraries?

Is it -illegal, subversive, or un-
American to think that everyone
should have a job, doing constructive
work for decent pay?

Is it so dangerous to talk about
transforming this society so that the
needs of working people become the
first priority?

Well, it appears that some people
think these ideas are dangerous. And
they are determined not to permit

»blgger and much stronger than any

)

people to hear them, to think about
them, and least of all to organize to
make them come true.

That’s why that shot was fired.

“And that’s why, although the shot
was fired into my apartment, it wasn’t
aimed just at me or at Mark Friedman.
It was aimed at all of us in this room—
at anyone who is strugglmg for these
ideas.

But how desperate they must be to
think that a rifle is an effective
response to the aspirations of millions!

How isolated they must be to think
that a sniper can refute ideas that
reflect the needs of the overwhelming
majority in this country! )

What fools they must be to think
they can stop this movement with a
bullet! What we represent is much

sniper’s bullet.

The turnout tonight and the re-
sponse of the community are proof that
our movement, and our campaign, will
not be silenced. .
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Sowet dissident’s appeal
Plyushch: ‘Fight for somaljst democracy’

[The following open letter to
Communist parties of the East and
West was issued February 23 by
the Ukrainian antibureaucratic
fighter Leonid Plyushch, who is
now living in France.

[Plyushch was convicted in the
Soviet Union in»1973 of ‘anti-
Soviet agitation and propaganda”
and held for two-and-one-half
years in a ‘“‘psychiatric hospital.”
The Kremlin bureaucracy objected
to his steadfast defense of Ukrain-
ian national rights.

- [After a worldwide outcry
against the Kremlin’s persecution
of Plyushch, he was released last
January and allowed to emigrate.

[The translation from the origi-
nal Russian is by Intercontinental
Press.]

Dear Comrades,

The Twenty-Fifth Congress of the
Communist party of the Soviet Union
(CPSU) will soon begin. Your repre-
sentatives will be at this congress. It is
for this reason that I appeal to you in
this letter in the name of all the
Communists in the Soviet Union who
stand in opposition to conditions
existing in the USSR.

So as to make our position clear, I
will remind you of some tragic events
in the history of the international
Communist movement.

I realize that many of you find the
testimonies of the samizdat authors
unconvincing. Therefore, I will try to
base myself solely on generally known
facts with which you can acquaint
yourselves by carefully reading the
materials of the Twentieth and
Twenty-Second Congresses of the
CPSU, the historical studies of Soviet
scholars during the period of the
Khrushchev “thaw,” and samizdat
articles written by persons who remain
Communists.

Accomplices of Hitler?

In the 1930s, the Comintern concen-
trated its forces not so much against
the Nazis as against the Social Demo-
crats, who were regarded as the accom-
plices of Hitler. As a result, the
working class was split, and its
struggle against fascism was para-
lyzed.

In 1939, the CPSU concluded a
treaty of “peace and friendship” with
fascist Germany. Molotov declared
that after three months the war had
undergone a dialectical transforma-
tion, and that France and England
had become the aggressors. And many
Western Communists followed the turn
in the course of the CPSU. Theodore
Dreiser, for example, made indignant
protests because the United States
began to help England and France.

The blindness of the Comintern went

Protest
right-wing
terror In
Argentina

to the point of dissolving the Polish
Communist party at a time when all
forces had to be mobilized for the
struggle with fascism.

The Stalin gang wiped out foreign
Communists after the war as well. I
need only mention the trial of Slansky,
the first secretary of the Czechoslovak
Communist party.

Thanks to the geographic position of
their country and their firmness, the
Yugoslav Communists averted KGB
interference in their state affairs. You
remember what a flood of lies was un-
leashed against Yugoslavia. Tito was
supposed to be an “agent of the Gesta-
po,” and “friend of Franco,” and so on.

You might reply that all this is over
with, and that since the Twentieth
Congress the CPSU has set out on a
Leninist course.

‘Prague Spring’

Remember the fate of Czechoslo-
vakia. No sooner did the Czechoslovak
CP decide to set out on an independent
course than it was invaded and occu-
pied by Soviet troops. All of you can
acquaint yourselves with the document
of the “Prague Spring” and see the
falseness of the accusations against
the Czechoslovak Communists. I want
simply to note the most important
fact—Dubcek had the full support of
the people and the party.

The occupation of Czechoslovakia
exposed the CPSU in the eyes of all
peoples; it exposed the great-power
chauvinist course of the Soviet govern-
ment’s international policy. The events
of 1968 are a grave warning for all

NEW YORK—Representatives of the
Solidarity Committee with the Argen-
tine People (SCAP) and the U.S.
Committee for Justice to Latin Ameri-
can Political Prisoners (USLA) deliv-
ered a protest to the governor consul of
the Argentine Consulate here on
March 13. Chants of “End right-wing
terror in Argentina” and ‘“Free all
political prisoners” could be heard
from the eighty picketers two floors
below in the street.

Those picketing braved a driving
hail-storm to register their protest at
recent revelations of complicity of the
Argentine government with the right-
wing terror squad known as the AAA
(Argentine Anti-Communist Alliance).
The AAA has admitted to the murder
of several hundred labor, religious,
student, socialist, and other leaders in
the past year and a half.

In a recent news release the AAA
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peoples: Too close ties with the USSR
constitute a threat to their indepen-
dence.

I want to remind you about the
domestic policy of the CPSU. In the
Twentieth and Twenty-Second
Congress, unfortunately, most of what
was said focused on the fate of Com-
munists. The leaders of the CPSU were
afraid to talk about the tragic fate of
millions of nonparty workers, peas-
ants, and intellectuals. They did not
decide to hold a public trial of the
hangmen of the Soviet people.

The Stalinist Gestapo liquidated
virtually all the figures in the October
revolution and the civil war who had
played any significant role—party
leaders, officials in the Soviet appara-
tus, trade unionists, leaders of the
Communist Youth, commanders of the
Red Army. The party of the Bolsheviks
was physically and morally destroyed
and replaced by the party of Stalin
(and even in Stalin’s party, any
independent thinking was systemat-
ically wiped out).

Usurper of soviets

In the Twentieth and Twenty-Sec-
ond Congresses, it was said that the
secret political police—the GPU-
NKVD—stood above the party. It was
not said that the top-level party bu-
reaucracy usurped the power of the
soviets. In the USSR, the workers,
peasants, and intellectuals have no
influence over their government (re-
member the “palace” coup in 1964,
when Khrushchev was ousted without
the people knowing anything about it).

I want to remind you of one of the

promised to murder ‘“all individuals,
regardless of their nationality, reli-
gion, race, or creed, who obey unpatri-
otic Marxist, Masonic, anti-Christian,
or international reactionary dJewish
interests.”

Recent revelations have linked the
AAA directly to the Peronist govern-
ment. In testimony before a parliamen-
tary investigating commission on
February 4 of this year, retired army
Lieutenant Héctor Paino testified that
he had been recruited to the AAA by
the director of public relations and
press in the Ministry of Social Welfare,
Jorge Conti, who provided him with a
governmental post as a cover for his
illegal activities.

He also reported that another high
government minister, José L6opez Rega,
was deeply involved with the terrorist
outfit. According to Paino, funds from
ministry accounts were used to pur-

most terrible crimes committed by the
Stalinist party.

At the end of the Second World War,
many peoples of the Caucasus, Crimea,
and the Volga region were accused of
“betraying the fatherland” and were
exiled to Central Asia and Siberia.
Now some of them have returned to
their homelands. But the Crimean
Tatars, the Meskhis, the Greeks, and
the Volga Germans cannot return to
their homelands.

The Meskhis and Crimean Tatars
have been waging a struggle for many
years to return to their ancestral lands.
Active participants in this struggle are
prosecuted and jailed in prisons and
camps. The fate of these peoples is yet
another lesson for other nations.

In the 1960s a movement arose in the
Soviet Union for democratizing the
country. The participants in this move-
ment demanded respect for the politi-
cal, economic, and national rights
proclaimed in the Universal Declara-
tion of Human Rights, rights that are
also written into the Soviet constitu-
tion, which formally promises elec-
tions, freedom of speech and con-
science, the right of national
self-determination, and so on.

The democratic movement unites
both Communists and non-Commu-
nists.

Return power to workers

We Communist oppositionists be-
lieve that with the democratization of
the Soviet government, power will pass
from the hands « f the party and Soviet
bureaucracy to the hands of the
workers. We belicve that a restoration
of private property is impossible in the
USSR (if there is a democratization of
the country). Bitter historical experi-
ence has taught us that a state cannot
develop normelly if opposition is
banned.

We appeal to you to struggle for an
amnesty for political prisoners
throughout the world and especially in
the “socialist” countries.

You Communists in the capitalist
countries say that you are fighting for
a humane, democratic, communist
society. But the peoples of your coun-
tries can make their own judgments
about events and choose their road.
The CPs of the so-called socialist
countries have discredited and are dis-
crediting the ideals of communism.
Only if you resolutely and uncompro-
misingly support the democratization
of the “socialist countries” and am- -
nesty for political prisoners in these
countries can you prove to your peoples
that you will not bring them the
horrors of Stalinist dictatorship.

Socialism without democracy is anti-
socialism.

Respectfully,
L. Plyushch

hase submachine guns for the mur-
lers.

The only res;. nse of the Argentine
:onsul, Frederic Bernini, to the dele-
ration’s charges was to characterize
he reports in the New York Times and
sther papers as ‘lies” that “slandered
he Argentine nation.” He denied the
xistence of anv political prisoners or
‘epression of le »r militants or other
ictivists.

He claimed t.. have no knowledge,
,ecause of the ‘thousands of miles
retween New York and Argentina,” of
‘he recent revelations before the parlia-
nentary commission of governmental
romplicity with the AAA murder
squad.

In an address to the assembled
pickets, Gino Lofredo of SCAP pl