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Israel’s war on Palestinians

backed

Besieged Palestinians in Beirut. Their heroic resistance has inspired work-
ing people throughout the world.

BY ERNEST HARSCH

As the Militant goes to press, the Is-
raeli army has been held at bay outside
of West Beirut for seven weeks. A few
thousand Palestinian liberation troops,
without the planes, without the tanks,
without the warships that are at the dis-
posal of the Israeli high command, have
fought back valiantly.

Added to the Israeli military pressure
against the Palestine Liberation Organ-
ization has been intensive political pres-
sure from Washington. The PLO has
held fast against that too.

Zionist officials have repeatedly
warned that if the negotiations do not
achieve Israeli objectives — the disarm-
ing of the PLO fighters and their expul-
sion from Lebanon — they will resort to
a largescale offensive against West Bei-
rut. Such an attack would surely take
thousands of lives.

The Israelis claim that what is hold-

Calif. socialist candidate advances
program for workers and farmers

On July 16 supporters of the inde-
pendent campaign of Mel Mason for
governor of California filed 214,699
signatures on petitions to place Ma-
son’s name on the state ballot.

Mason is a Black city councilman
in Seaside, California, and a nation-
al leader of the Socialist Workers
Party.

He was interviewed by the Mil-
itant about what his campaign
stands for and the response it has re-
ceived.

Question. Why are you running for
governor of California?

Answer. First and foremost to get out
the socialist alternative to working peo-
ple. We start with one fact: there are ba-
sically two classes in the United States
— the owners of the big corporations,
the bankers, and landlords, in other
words the capitalists; and the working
class.

In effect what we have in this country
is minority rule by those who control the
wealth, through their two parties, the
Democrats and Republicans. Those who
produce that wealth, the workers and
farmers, have no say fundamentally.

Until you look at things from this
point of view, what’s happening to this
society — what’s happening to the world
— seems incomprehensible.

How can there be 12 million unem-
ployed when people want to work and
there’s plenty of useful work to be done?
Why are people going without food
when the United States has the most
productive farms in the world? Why are
we involved in wars from Central Amer-
ica to the Middle East when the Amer-
ican people have said time and again,
“No more Vietnams”?

These things can only be understood
by recognizing that the capitalists who
run this country make their decisions
based on what will enrich them and de-
fend their profit system. And today,
they face severe competition from capi-
talists abroad, driving them to squeeze
even more out of our labor, to make us

pay for their problems. That’s why
they’re demanding concessions from the
unions, gutting social programs, and
pouring the money into the war budget.
Their war policy abroad is the other
side of their war against us at home.
They are determined not to allow the
people of El Salvador, or the Middle
East, to determine their own affairs be-
cause to do so would mean kicking out
the U.S. corporations that make billions
exploiting their labor and resources.

No individual solutions

Q. What’s the solution to this situa-
tion?

First of all, because of the depth of the
crisis, there aren’t any easy answers or
quick fixes. There are no individual so-
lutions. You can’t solve unemployment
on your own. Farmers can’t stop bank-
ruptcies by themselves. Blacks can’t es-
cape from the racism in this society. And
there’s nowhere to hide if Reagan’s fin-
ger gets itchy on the nuclear trigger.

Even militant trade union action
alone cannot stop plants from shutting
down, or wages from being cut, although
union struggles are very important and
my campaign supports them. But some-
thing more is needed, and everyone I
talk to is beginning to sense that.

The situation we face is forcing work-
ing people to more and more look at the
U.S. government itself, its role, and who
it serves.

A government is supposed to repre-
sent the people. It’s supposed to help
provide jobs — yet the U.S. government
is cutting back on jobs. It’s supposed to
protect you from discrimination — yet
Washington is gutting civil rights legis-
lation right and left. It’s supposed to up-
hold democracy — yet they send cops out
to attack picket lines and spies out to
pry into people’s political views.

This capitalist government we have
does not represent the majority of people
— it can’t, because it serves a different
class, the employers. And their interests

Continued on Page 6
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U.S. media’s lies

ing them back is concern for the massive
toll in civilian lives that would accom-
pany any attack on West Beirut. But
their actions belie their words. While
some 30,000 Israeli troops remain dug
in around the city, Israeli jets and artill-
ery have been carrying out savage bom-
bardment of Palestinian refugee camps
and Lebanese residential areas.

After a period of sporadic fighting
around Beirut, the bombings started up
again on July 22. Bombs and artillery
shells tore into apartment buildings and
homes. Israeli officials claimed the at-
tacks were directed against Palestinian
military targets in the city. But a July
26 New York Times dispatch from Bei-
rut noted, “It is clear, however, that
many Israeli shells have hit buildings
still occupied by Palestinian civilians,
who have nowhere to go and remain in
their homes that have now become the
frontlines.”

As of July 25, more than 200 people
had been killed or wounded in four days
of these attacks. These casualties come
on top of the tens of thousands who have
already been killed or wounded since
the lIsraeli invasion of Lebanon began
on June 6.

On July 24, Israeli jets also resumed
their attacks on Syrian missile positions
in Lebanon’s Bekaa Valley, which is vi-
tal to Syria’s defense.

The next day, Israeli Cabinet Secre-
tary Dan Meridor warned the Syrian
government against introducing new
antiaircraft missiles into the valley. If it
did, he threatened, Syria would suffer
“very grievous consequences.”

These most recent threats highlight
the continued danger of a Zionist push
toward war with Syria.

The renewed Israeli bombings of West
Beirut and the Bekaa Valley come after
several weeks of negotiations over the
fate of Lebanon and the 600,000 Pales-
tinians living there.

In the midst of this massive Israeli ag-

Continued on Page 2

War in Central America heats up
as U.S. sends pilots to Honduras

BY HARRY RING

U.S. transport planes, flown by air
force personnel, may be ferrying Hondu-
ran troops now being used in Washing-
ton’s secret war against Nicaragua.

Meanwhile, the Reagan administra-
tion prepared its certification to Con-
gress that the murderous Salvadoran
dictatorship was improving its “human
rights” record. This opens the way for at
least $61 million in military aid to El
Salvador in the coming year.

The fact that the war against Nicara-
gua is intensifying was confirmed by To-
mas Borge, a central leader of Nicara-
gua’s revolutionary government. He
said July 26 that “a real state of war”
exists along the border area with Hon-
duras.

Borge estimated that 6,000 troops
have been infiltrating across the border
for attacks in Nicaragua. These are
mainly former members of the Nicara-
guan National Guard, which was used
to maintain the Somoza tyranny in pow-
er.

These exile mercenaries function
from at least 17 camps on the Honduran
side of the border, enjoying the cooper-
ation of the Honduran military, and are
armed, trained, and financed by the gov-
ernment of the United States.

U.S. officials in Washington con-
firmed that two C-130 transports have
been operating from the Honduran capi-
tal, Tegucigalpa, since July 19.

They asserted this was simply part of
usual joint training exercises with the
Hondurans.

Reporters couldn’t get an answer on
whether the planes were being used to
ferry Honduran troops to the Nicara-
guan border. Honduran forces have
served as backup for the aggressions by
the Nicaraguan exiles.

In a 25-day period in July, 39 Nicara-
guan troops were Kkilled in the fighting,
while 75 counterrevolutionary invaders
died, according to the Washington Post.

In one incident on July 24, exile
troops from across the border held the

Continued on Page 2



U.S. war in Central America heats up
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village of San Francisco del Norte for
several hours. They killed 14 Nicara-
guan militia members.

The toll taken in El Salvador by U.S.-
armed, right-wing killers is, of course,
much higher.

Figures are now being offered to es-
tablish that “only” 400 to 500 civilians
— primarily workers and peasants —
are being slaughtered monthly by Sal-
vadoran death squads. This is purport-
edly a 50 percent drop from last year.

These figures, largely drawn from
progovernment papers, are disputed by
the findings of such independent bodies
as the American Civil Liberties Union
and the Americas Watch Committee.

On the eve of the certification presen-
tation to Congress, the State Depart-
ment piously assured it took a very dim
view of torture and assassination in El
Salvador, and has “strongly” protested
such crimes.

We don’t know the State Depart-
ment’s definition of a “strong” protest.
Perhaps it includes such things as
former Secretary of State Haig’s re-
sponse to the murder of four American
missionaries by Salvadoran troops.
Maybe, Haig speculated, they were run-
ning a roadblock.

With certification, and congressional
agreement, the Salvadoran regime will
have the green light — and materiel —
to continue its bloodshed.

This was attested to by Robert White,
former ambassador to El Salvador and
no friend of the liberation forces there.

White, who favors recertification of E1
Salvador to ensure a continued flow of
arms, argues in a July 27 New York
Times column that such certification
should be made, somehow, in such a way
as to exert pressure on the Salvadoran
government to clean up its act.

Yet even this “tactical” critic of Rea-
gan provides a devastating indictment.

He writes: “In spite of the many thou-
sands of cases involving torture and
murder by the Salvadoran armed forces,
no officer or enlisted man has yet faced
trial for any of these crimes. Nor will
they. . . .

“The military and economic elites of
El Salvador . . . insist that the Reagan
leadership secretly agrees with their
terrorist methods and will continue to
send aid because the alternative is to see
the revolutionaries victorious.”

Along with its assertion that official
bloodletting is on the wane, the Reagan
administration is also claiming that
progress is being registered with the
government-sponsored “land reform.”

This program was no more than token
under the Duarte regime. -

Today the “modified” program is di-
rected by members of the Nationalist
Republican Alliance Party. The minis-
ter of agriculture, the president of the
agricultural bank, and the director of
land distribution are all party members.

The Nationalist Republican Alliance
Party is headed by Roberto d’Aubuisson,
the notorious “pathological killer.”

D’Aubuisson, who had to be booted
out of the Salvadoran army for his readi-
ness to slaughter anyone who even men-
tioned “land reform,” is now president of
the country’s National Assembly.

This butcher achieved his present
high office as the result of the widely
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touted “free” elections staged last
March.

In addition to the subsequent revela-
tions of ballot-stuffing, phony counting,
and general intimidation, there is now
new, if terse, illumination on how those
elections were run.

In a July 16 interview with CIA Di-
rector William Casey, the Wall Street

Journal reported that “the CIA was ac-

tive again [again?| in clandestine activi- -

ties, albeit in post-Watergate style.”

“There’s a lot of talk about my being
trigger-happy,” the CIA chief observed.
“But lots of the little countries of the
world are under pressure.”

Casey added:

“For instance, we helped in the El Sal-
vador election.”

CIA-sponsored elections. Whitewash
of mass murder. A steady flow of arms.
U.S. military “advisers” on the scene.
Special training at U.S. bases for Sal-
vadoran troops.

With all of this, they have not been
able to crush the popularly based guer-
rilla forces.

And they have not been able to blud-
geon the Nicaraguans into retreating an
inch.

Nor the Cubans or Grenadians, who
remain high on Washington’s hit list.

The danger of direct military inter-
vention in Central America is real and
growing. That must be recognized and
fought every inch of the way.

Israeli war backed by U.S. media lies

Continued from Page 1
gression in Lebanon, the New York
Times, in its July 25 edition, published a
lengthy smear against the PLO by cor-
respondent David Shipler. Its obvious
purpose was to justify the Israeli inva-
sion.

“Lebanese Tell of Anguish of Living

Attention Subscribers

This is the last issue of the Militant be-
fore our two-week summer break. We
will resume publication with the issue
dated August 27.

Under the P.L.O.” the front-page head-
line blared.

Until the Israeli invasion, Shipler
claimed, large areas of Lebanon were
under virtual PLO rule and were subject
to constant “theft, intimidation and vio-
lence.” He went on, “The major tool of
persuasion was the gun, according to
those who lived through it.”

Shipler cited the testimony of a

number of Lebanese — mostly people of
wealth — in support of his contention.

One Lebanese, Dr. Ramsey Shabb,
complained that Palestinians had en-
croached on his 100 acres of orange
groves and vineyards. According to
Shipler, “He stopped taking his family
there for weekends, staying instead in
an apartment he kept in the private hos-
pital he owned in Sidon.”

Another Lebanese, Shipler wrote,
“Ahlam Ghandour, whose husband is a
wealthy importer, said she protected her
luxurious house in the hills outside Na-
batiye by never leaving it empty, by
never going away on trips, by staying
alert to any sign of P.L.O. encroach-
ment.”

Yet another, Dolly Raad, an executive
of Middle East Airlines, was constantly
worried that her car might be seized.
“Miss Raad,” Shipler wrote, “never
drove her well-kept Mercedes-Benz to
work at the. airport in west Beirut,
which was controlled by the P.L.O. and

N.Y. rally opens SWP ballot drive

BY RAUL GONZALEZ

NEW YORK — Over 100 people at-
tended a July 23 rally here to launch the
drive to get the Socialist Workers Party
candidates on the ballot in New York
state.

Héctor Marroquin, a Mexican-born
socialist currently fighting deportation
from the United States, chaired the ral-
ly.

He pointed out that he was proud to be
a member of the Young Socialist Al-
liance and of the Socialist Workers Par-
ty “because they defend the oppressed.
One thing that you will never see is an
undocumented worker, an immigrant,
or an ‘illegal alien’ speaking at a cam-
paign rally for any Democrat or Repub-
lican.”

Jane Harris, a reporter for the Mana- -

gua bureau of the Militant and Perspec-
tiva Mundial, had just returned from
Nicaragua. She spoke on the deepening
of the Sandinista revolution and the
most recent assaults on it by U.S.-
backed counterrevolutionaries.

Explaining to workers and farmers
here the gains the Nicaraguan revolu-
tion has made and defending this revo-
lution from U.S.-backed attacks are an
important part of the Socialist Workers
campaign, she said.

Verénica Cruz, a member of the
Young Socialist Alliance and the SWP
candidate for the 16th Congressional
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District, also spoke. She pointed to the
growing impact both here and abroad of
the Cuban, Grenadian, and Nicaraguan
revolutions. She said that the U.S. rul-
ing class is both slanderous and hypo-
critical when it says that these revolu-
tions are undemocratic.

“Democracy for the U.S. rulers means
that it is okay to exploit. Democracy for
them means that it is okay to draft
young men and force them to fight their
brothers.

“Democracy for them means their
right to profit off the misery and hunger
of millions. As long as there is an op-
pressor class and an oppressed class
there will never be any real democracy,”
she said to applause.

Marroquin urged everyone to help col-
lect the over 59,000 signatures the so-
cialists plan to get to achieve ballot sta-
tus. He then introduced Diane Wang,
the SWP candidate for governor.

Wang’s talk touched on a broad range
of issues of concern to working people,
from the U.S.-backed Israeli war in Leb-
anon to the problems of New York farm-
ers, to the struggles of garment workers
in Manhattan.

“Our petitioning campaign will ena-
ble us to talk to tens of thousands of
New Yorkers about these issues and the
need for a government of workers and
farmers in this country,” she said.
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Syria, taking instead an old, beat-up
Mercedes.”

Shipler went so far as to quote an Is-
raeli administrator in southern Leb-
anon, who had the audacity to declare,
“These people being pushed around by
armed elements is really the worst
thing that can happen.”

The concrete examples Shipler cited
do not describe a PLO reign of terror
over the masses of people in Lebanon —
as the headline suggests — but instead
the concern and hostility of Lebanon’s
capitalists and landlords toward both
the PLO and its alliance with Lebanese
workers and farmers.

Shipler himself had to admit that the
PLO was popular among working peo-
ple. In Nabatiye, Shipler reported, the
better-off Lebanese had gone to Beirut,
“leaving only the poor and the sympa-
thetic leftists.”

“There were overtones here of a class
struggle,” Shipler wrote, “for the poor
Palestinians in the camps had provided
cheap labor for years in the citrus groves
and the factories of the wealthy Leba-
nese. . . .

“For many Palestinians . . . the
P.L.O. was protector and benefactor.
Some in the crowded camps recall the
pitifully low wages the citrus-pickers
once received in the south, and they
credit the P.L..O. with forcing employers
to improve the payv. The results were re-
flected in rising living standards.”

The PLO obviously had a big impact
in Lebanon. But that was not because its
“major tool of persuasion was the gun,”
as Shipler claimed.

It was the determined struggle of the
Palestinian people to return to their
homeland that inspired working people
in Lebanon — Palestinian and Lebanese
alike — to fight for their rights against
the Lebanese ruling class.

It is that source of inspiration that the
Zionist invaders - and their U.S. back-
ers — are now trying to snuff out.
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Zehdi Terzi, United Nations representative of the PLO.

BY WILL REISSNER

On July 25, the 50th day of the Israeli
invasion of Lebanon, some 2,000 New
Yorkers participated in an eight-hour
teach-in and rally against Israeli ag-
gression.

Iskander Zalami of the November 29
Coalition, which organized the teach-in,
told the audience that “the success of
this meeting shows that the embargo on
the progressive view of the Palestinian
question has been broken.”

At an evening rally, more than 1,200
people heard speakers from liberation
movements around the world express
their solidarity with the embattled Pal-
estinian people.

The meeting was held amid tight se-
curity due to the long history of attacks
by the Jewish Defense League and other
Zionist organizations on supporters of
the Palestinian struggle, particularly in
New York, which is a center of Zionist
activity. Only days before the teach-in,
the hotel at which it was to be held can-
celled the contract, citing numerous
threats and pressures.

But the size and breadth of the gath-
ering, and the fact that it took place
while Israel was involved in a war, indi-
cates the growing receptivity of U.S. au-
diences to the Palestinian side of the
Middle East conflict.

Zehdi Terzi, the United Nations rep-
resentative of the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO) told the crowd that
“meetings like this make us more con-
fident” about ultimate victory “in the
struggle for a democratic Palestine.”

Terzi stressed that the Israeli inva-
sion of Lebanon would have been impos-
sible without U.S. aid. “The U.S. is pick-
ing up the tab for the Israelis,” Terzi
stressed. “It is paying the $100 million
per day in war costs. Already this comes
to $5.2 billion, all coming out of the
pockets of American taxpayers, coming
out of your schools, your hospitals, your
social spending.”

The PLO representative also focused
attention on the pernicious role of U.S.
diplomacy in the Middle East. Special
Envoy Philip Habib, Terzi noted, is only
concerned about getting the PLO out of
Lebanon. “But the question is not what
to do with 6,000 PLO fighters, but what
to do with the 120,000 Israeli troops in
Lebanon, what to do about the 4 million
Palestinians,” Terzi argued.

The Palestinian leader hailed “the
tens of thousands of Jews and non-Jews
who demonstrated in Tel Aviv, con-
demning the invasion of Lebanon.” This
points out, he stated, that “there are
tens of thousands of Jews in Israel who
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know that we are all destined to live to-
gether in a democratic Palestine.”

Arnaldo Ramos of El Salvador’s Revo-
lutionary Democratic Front pledged his
movement’s support to the Palestinian
people. “In Central America,” Ramos
pointed out, “we have been directly vic-
timized by Israeli aid to the Somoza dic-
tatorship in Nicaragua, and to the pres-
ent dictators in Guatemala and El Sal-
vador.”

David Ndaba of the African National
Congress (ANC) stressed that the close
collaboration between the South Afri-
can and Israeli regimes made it impera-
tive for the ANC and PLO to cooperate
in fighting their common enemies.

Grenada’s ambassador to the United
Nations, Caldwell Taylor, summed up
the need for international solidarity
against imperialism. “When the slave-
masters are uniting,” he commented, “it
behooves the slaves to unite too.”

Meetin

Columbia University professor Ed-
ward Said, a member of the Palestine
National Council, called on participants
in the teach-in to bring the issue of Is-
raeli aggression into the U.S. peace
movement.

“Many progressives will talk about
anything but Israel,” Said noted. “They
have been allowed to get away with
complicity through silence about Israel
. . . . They demonstrated on June 12
for a nuclear-free world, at the very mo-
ment that the Israeli invasion of Leb-
anon was taking place, and said not a
word about Israel.”

The need to bring opposition to Israeli
aggression into the U.S. antinuclear
movement was reiterated by David Del-
linger, a long-time activist in antiwar
and progressive movements.

Lea Tsemal, an Israeli lawyer known

for her defense of Palestinian political -

prisoners, pointed to the hypocrisy of

42,000 at N.Y. teach-in
"protest U.S.-backed
™ sraeli war In Lebanon

g hears from liberation fighters

Begin’s stated war aims. “Begin claims
the war is being fought for peace in Gali-
lee,” Tsemal noted. “But many of the
residents of Palestinian refugee camps
in Lebanon were themselves driven out
of Galilee in 1948.”

Tsemal pointed out that a real polari-
zation is taking place in Israel for the
first time during a war. She stressed
that this development goes far beyond
the left-wing and anti-Zionist forces, en-
compassing a broad spectrum of Israeli
society, including active duty soldiers.

Activists in the U.S. must demand
that “U.S. Marines stay home,” Tsemal
argued. A storm of applause greeted her
statement that “the place for Palestini-
ans is in Palestine.”

The New York teach-in was one of a
series being organized throughout the
country. A march on Washington has al-
so been called for September 11 in sup-
port of the Palestinian people.

L.A. youth is third to be indicted
for refusal to register for draft

BY JERRY FREIWIRTH

LOS ANGELES — “I remember dur-
ing the Vietnam War, when I was quite
young, looking at the war footage on TV
and the lottery numbers for the draft. I
had this terror of being sent to Vietnam
and fighting for something I totally
didn’t believe in. Then the Vietnam War
ended, and I thought I didn’t have to
worry about it any more.”

But the nightmare David Wayte had
as a teenager has returned. On July 22,
he became the third person in the coun-
try to be indicted for refusing to register
for the draft. The other two indicted are
Benjamin Sasway and Enten Eller.

Wayte, now 21, lives in Pasadena, a
suburb of Los Angeles. He works as a de-
liveryman for the Los Angeles Times.

This reporter, along with Ellie Smith
of the Young Socialist Alliance, had the
opportunity to spend some time talking
with Wayte at his home just a few days
after the indictment was handed down
by a federal grand jury in Los Angeles.

“When then-President Carter first an-
nounced the reinstatement of draft reg-
istration in 1980, I was a freshman at
Yale University. . . .Ihad a deep-seat-
ed aversion to the whole idea of milita-
rism and war,” Wayte told us. He then
began considering different ways to op-
pose draft registration.

“Here President Carter was trying to
threaten the Soviet Union by reinstitut-
ing the draft, military spending was es-
calating, there was the furor over Afgh-
anistan, and the U.S. was getting
deeper and deeper involved in El Salva-
dor.

“I decided I wanted to make the
strongest stand I could, to be as public
and vocal about my resistance to draft
registration as possible. That’s why I de-
cided to write the Selective Service and
Carter informing them of my decision
not to register and tell as many people
as possible through the media and oth-
erwise.”

Wayte explained to us that he had a

deep personal commitment to world
peace and disarmament.

“The draft has nothing to do with real
national self-defense,” he continued. “It
can only be used to send troops abroad to
fight for American interests. . . . It’s
impossible to even keep up with all
these wars — El Salvador, Nicaragua,
the Middle East, It’s terrible what Israel
is doing in Lebanon, and now we’re
thinking of sending marines in there.”

The draft, he explained, “is a war-
and-peace issue, but it’s more than that.
It’s also an issue of intervention and ag-
gression.”

While viewing his decision not to reg-
ister as an intensely personal one,
Wayte doesn’t see his refusal as an iso-
lated act. He considers himself part of a
network of public draft resisters all
around the country. He and Ben Sas-
way, the first nonregistrant to be indict-
ed, are in touch with each other and
plan to attend each other’s trials.

In addition, Wayte explained, “with
57 percent of draft-age youth in Los An-
geles County not bothering to register,
there’s been a lot of support and sym-
pathy for my actions. Most of my friends
didn’t register. Of course, not everyone
chooses to go public the way I did. But
it’s a good feeling to know so many sup-
port me, and so many have done the
same.”

Wayte’s arraignment is scheduled for
August 2. He is working with the Selec-
tive Service Law Panel, a local antidraft
group, along with other groups such as
the American Friends Service Commit-
tee, Resist the Draft, and the Alliance
for Survival, in planning a demonstra-
tion at 10 a.m. in front of the Federal
Court House at 312 North Spring Street
in downtown Los Angeles.

“I’d like to invite everyone to come to
my arraignment. It’s important to let
people know I'm not alone. August 2 is
kind of a preliminary demonstration,
however. When the trial date is set, we

August 6, 1982

want to plan for as large a demonstra-
tion as possible.”

In Wayte’s opinion, the issues in-
volved in this case and that of the others
who have been or will soon be indicted,
are quite far-reaching.

“What they’re trying to do with this is
to subdue and subjugate the youth, by
forcing them to conform to a system that
is immoral: ‘you do what we want you to,
and support our policy, or else we’re go-
ing to throw you into prison.” Right now
they’re trying to eliminate the most vo-
cal opposition.”

Toward the end of our discussion,
Wayte put it quite simply, “I don’t sup-
port my country’s preparations for
war. . . . I want to show the govern-
ment I'm not a piece of its property.”

Chicago socialists
complete petitioning

BY DIANE ROLLING

CHICAGO — Socialist Workers Party
supporters here completed their most
successful petitioning drive ever, gain-
ing 36,661 signatures for mayoral candi-
date Ed Warren in 28 days.

The drive was capped by a rally on
July 24, attended by 70 people.

By law, candidates independent of the
Democratic and Republican parties need
to file 25,000 signatures by December of
this year to appear on the April 1983
mayoral ballot.

SWP campaign supporters distributed
more than 32,000 leaflets. More than
200 individuals filled out interest cards
that enable them to get free three-week
introductory subscriptions to the Milit-
ant, the socialist campaign newsweekly.

The drive has enthused many people,
from a railroad worker and three other
young people who decided to join the
Young Socialist Alliance, to a middle-
aged Black who joined the petitioning
effort to get Warren on the ballot.
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U.S. miners visit Nicaraguan gold mine

In early July, 13 Americans, includ-
ing coal miners from West Virginia, Il-
linois, and Utah, visited Nicaragua on a
tour sponsored by the Militant and
Perspectiva Mundial.

The country had been hit in late May
with devastating floods. In addition, the
Nicaraguans were facing ongoing hos-
tile military operations by counter-
revolutionaries from neighboring Hon-
duras.

The tour’s purpose was to learn from
the revolutionary process under way in
Nicaragua since the overthrow of U.S.-
backed dictator Anastasio Somoza in
1979.

Tour participants visited with leaders
of Sandinista Defense Committees, lit-
eracy campaign workers, doctors and
hospital administrators, child-care
workers, youth leaders, sugar mill work-
ers, and agrarian reform technicians, as
well as a representative of the Directo-
rate of the FSLN.

One day of the tour was spent at the
Mina de Limon gold mining complex,
abut 50 miles south of the Honduran
border in northwest Nicaragua. There
are 1,200 workers there, who live in a
community right at the mine site.

The following article is by tour
member Nancy Makler, a shuttle car
operator at Consolidation Coal Com-
pany’s Blacksville #2 Mine in Wana,
West Virginia. Makler is a member of
United Mine Workers Local 1702.

* * *

BY NANCY MAKLER

When a coal boss in the U.S. has used
up every other trick in the book, he can
always fall back on his “right to direct
the work force,” which is in the United
Mine Workers contract. We came to Ni-
caragua partly to find out what it’s like
when the government and the union
jointly “direct the work force.”

At the entrance to Mina El Limon, a
brightly painted billboard welcomes vis-
itors: “Bienvenidos, Companeros.” It ex-
plains that the complex has been dedi-
cated to the memory of one of its native
sons, Comandante Francisco Meza Ro-
jas, who died fighting Somoza’s Nation-
al Guard in Managua.

The entrance to my mine in West Vir-
ginia is a lot different. All you see are
warnings about private property, and
an-old John Doe warrant for the arrest
of anybody they might think could be a
picket. It’s left over from the last major
wildcat strike in northern West Virgi-
nia.

Old owners fled

Following the revolution in 1979, Mi-
na El Limon was nationalized. The Can-
adian owners and most of the mining
technicians fled the country.

The mine superintendent had been
there for 30 years and “knew where
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Nicaraguan miner (center) checks out photo of mine in Morgantown, West
Virginia. Miners in Nicaragua have won major improvements in working
conditions through revolution.

everything was.” Most of the upper level
management left with him, leaving a
vacuum in the technical side of the oper-
ation since no Nicaraguan miners had
ever been to school in engineering or
metallurgy.

Currently the government is taking
steps to solve this by providing scholar-
ships for training in other countries.
The Sandinista Workers Federation
(CST) has channeled some scholarships
to the children of miners.

The shafts go as deep as 3,000 feet,
and the temperature ranges from 140 to
160 degrees. The mining is still done by
blasting and hand loading. The loaded
cars are pushed to the bottom of the
shaft by hand. ’

The effects of decades of exploitation
by U.S., Canadian, and other corpora-
tions were evident everywhere we went.

There is still no telephone line from
the capital city to this mine, and the
road to the mine was worse than the
worst in West Virginia.

Steel is- used only for power-driven
moving parts and hand tools. Every-
thing else in the preparation plant area
is made of wood or some other cheaper
material.

The Nicaraguans have some of the
tools to raise productivity but not nearly
enough. I saw a horse at a hitching post,
with a gallon can of threading oil lashed
to the saddle horn.

Until very recently, the profits from
this mine were spent elsewhere, not to
meet the needs of the Nicaraguan peo-
ple.

One young leader introduced himself
to us as the political education director
of the local union. Posters and bulletin
boards around their union hall called on
the miners to see themselves as respon-
sible not only for their own conditions,
but for the defense of the whole economy
and the struggles of all the world’s poor
and dispossessed.

Solidarity with oppressed

Solidarity ~ with  oppressed and
exploited workers and farmers through-
out the world is a principle for the
Nicaraguans. People that we talked
with on the streets and in our meetings
explained to us the importance of sup-
porting the Argentines’ demands for
sovereignty over the Malvinas islands
and the Palestinians’ struggle in Leba-
non.

Since the revolution, the miners
explained, the government-union man-
agement has:

® Tripled the wages of the miners.

® [ncreased the number of doctors in
the community from one to three.

e Hired 70 percent more workers.

® Built new homes with running
water and sanitation.

® Established subsidized grain com-
missaries.
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® Distributed safety clothing to the
workers.

® Cut the incidence of silicosis by 80
percent.

® Reduced illiteracy from 80 to 30
percent.

® Set up a safety department. There
had been none before the revolution.

® Guaranteed pensions for all retir-
ing miners.

® Set up an agency to locate all the
silicosis victims who had been run off
with only a check for $100 when the
Canadian owners had detected their
condition. Those found are given a pen-
sion.

® Placed a gold miner on the 43-
member Council of State.

Miners aid flood relief

The union at this mine organizes and
participates in the literacy and health
campaigns, the militia, and the flood re-
lief. The CST here organized emergency
committees to aid people affected by the
flood in the outlying areas. [The mining
complex itself was unaffected.]

A member of the Sandinista Transit
Police, who volunteered to show us the
way to the mine, told us his unit had
been involved in flood relief. When we
asked him how the police selected volun-
teers for the rescue teams, he said, “first
we took everybody who could swim.”

All the organizations in the coun-
tryside mobilized to get people to high
ground and to distribute food, medicine,
and baby clothes. This high level of mass
participation across the country held the
death count down to 80.

A Cuban doctor, in Nicaragua to aid
in the development of its health pro-
grams, told us expected epidemics of
flood-related diseases never materi-
alized due to the quick and organized
response by the government, and the
emphasis placed on preventive medicine
in general.

When we asked the miners what we
could do in the United States to aid the
flood relief, they said the first task is to
tell the American people the truth about
Nicaragua and the war the U.S. govern-
ment is waging against the people of
Central America.

‘Every miner a militia man’

One of the slogans on the Mining En-
gineering Office said, “In every con-
scious miner, there is a militia man on
alert.” We saw members of the militia,
with rifles, in the foundry where the
gold dust was being smelted. It is clear
that Nicaraguan workers and farmers
are dead serious in defending their coun-

try against a U.S. invasion.

Although participation in the militias
is completely voluntary, it is also very
widespread, precisely because the min-
ers know that it is their own property
they are protecting.

It’s a lot different in the United States.
Consolidated Coal could wait for hell to
freeze over before a union member
would volunteer to guard its mine.

The raids by U.S.-trained exiles from
Honduras are frequent in this region of
Nicaragua. At a childcare center we vis-
ited, one child’s father had been killed
the day ‘before by these counter-
revolutionaries.

Washington’s war in Central America
is a daily fact of life for the people of
Nicaragua. While we were there, the
Honduran government sent troops into
El Salvador, and the U.S.S. Trippe, a
U.S. warship, was stationed off
Nicaragua’s Pacific coast.

The U.S. government is taking advan-
tage of flood, we were told by Gilda Bolt
of the International Relations Directo-
rate, to put added pressure on
Nicaragua. The little aid they have
given has gone to private businessmen,
and Washington has been pressuring
European governments to not give aid.

Aid needed is medicines, medical
equipment, baby clothing, and bottles.
Construction materials are badly
needed. Most of the temporary housing
for flood victims is constructed out of
anything that works — cardboard and
metal siding.

Involved in government

A 24-year-old union leader explained
that the miners were involved in the
town council and to some extent on the
departmental level, but their goal was
to become much more involved. The vic-
tory of the revolution gave them the
military and political power to control
and better their lives, but they still don’t
have the technical and administrative
skills they need.

William Hovland, a West Virginia
coal miner who is running for U.S. Sen-
ate on the Socialist Workers Party tick-
et, was with us on the tour. “The thing
that impressed me the most was how
popular the Nicaraguan government is,”
he said, “how much the people support it
and are involved in it.

“If the working people of West Vir-
ginia were told the truth about the
Nicaraguan revolution, they would de-
mand that massive aid be sent to this
flood-ravaged country,” Hovland said.
“Instead the U.S. government pursues a
policy of threats, sabotage and terror.”

Texaco misfires in attempt to oust
three union leaders in Nicaragua

BY MICHAEL BAUMANN

MANAGUA — What happens if
you're a union leader who gets fired for
being too militant?

In the United. States, if you're lucky,
you get your job back months later, after
a big fight. In many cases even your own
union advises you to look elsewhere for
work.

Things are different in revolutionary
Nicaragua.

Take the case of Fermin Valecillo,
Erwing Soto, and Isidoro Mendoza —
three leaders of the Petrochemical
Workers union at the Texaco refinery
here. They were fired in the middle of
contract negotiations. For Vallecillo, it
was the third time Texaco had given
him the boot.

Wallace MacDonald, the American
manager of the oil giant’s Nicaragua
branch, must have had delusions either
that he was back in the United States or
that Reagan had suddenly become presi-
dent of Nicaragua.

Just like he would have back at home,
MacDonald tried to soften up the union
by singling out three of the best mil-
itants and giving them their walking
papers.

This happened June 16. The following
day he got quite a surprise.

In the_Council of State, Nicaragua’s
legislative body, workers and farmers
have an overwhelming majority of the
47 seats. One of the first items of busi-
ness June 17, after a condemnation of
the Israeli invasion of Lebanon, was the
case of these three fired workers.

A delegate from the Sandinista
Workers Federation (CST) took the floor
and denounced Texaco for not only vio-
lating the labor laws but also “failing to
understand that a revolution is under
way in Nicaragua, in which workers are
the main force.”

The Ministry of Labor, the CST dele-
gate advised, would do well to get on the
stick and get these comparneros’ jobs
back.

The Council of State agreed, and rec-
ommended immediate government ac-
tion.

Later that day, following a visit to
Texaco by Managua’s chief iabor inspec-
tor, Valecillo, Soto, and Mendoza sud-
denly had their jobs back.

In fact, Texaco tried to claim they had
never really even been fired. They had
“just been denied entry into the plant.”
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Left: Edén Pastora. Center: Nicaraguans mobilized May 1 in support of government measures to defend revolution and advance interests of workers and
farmers.

Reagan’s new ally against Nicaragua

Ex-Sandinista Eden Pastora works the liberal side of the street

BY WILL REISSNER

The Reagan administration is doing
everything it can to bring down the
Nicaraguan revolution. Washington has
cut off aid and credits. It is arming right-
ist counterrevolutionaries in neighbor-
ing Honduras. It admits that at least $19
million has been appropriated to de-
stabilize Nicaragua.

Now Washington has a new and “at-
tractive” ally in its campaign to draw
the noose more tightly around the
Nicaraguan revolution. That ally is
Edén Pastora, the former deputy defense
minister of Nicaragua, who publicly
broke with the revolution at an April 15
press conference in Costa Rica.

What makes Pastora so valuable to
Washington is that he was an active par-
ticipant in the struggle, led by the San-
dinista National Liberation Front
(FSLN), that overthrew the hated dic-
tator Anastasio Somoza in July 1979.

Because of his credentials in the anti-
Somoza struggle, Pastora’s criticisms of
the Sandinista government have great-
er credibility in liberal and left-wing cir-
cles than the criticisms by businessmen
like Alfonso Robelo or the former
Somozaist troops now in armed camps
in Honduras.

Since his break with the FSLN, Pas-
tora has traveled to Western Europe to
try to win social-democratic parties
there to his anti-Sandinista positions.
He is reportedly planning a trip to
Washington to meet with liberals in
Congress. Pastora has also been the sub-
ject of sympathetic articles in leading
U.S. newspapers.

Clever tailor

Pastora cleverly tailors his charges
against the Sandinistas to the specific
audience he is addressing at any given
time. When he spoke to a group af-
filiated with the Portuguese Socialist
Party, for example, Pastora played his
left card. He accused the FSLN leaders
of living “like the bourgeoisie” and
threatened to “use bullets” to drive them
from power.

But when the New York Times turned
over a large part of its “op-ed” page to
Pastora on July 14, he sang a very differ-
ent tune. The publishers of the Times,
after all, see nothing wrong with living
like capitalists. They are capitalists!

So, in the Times Pastora presented a
different complaint. Now the Sandinis-
tas are not capitalist enough. The San-
dinistas, he charged, have destroyed
“confidence among our entrepreneurs”
and have “created a hostile environment
for the private sector and scared off
foreign and local investors.”

Mindful of the need to win the support
of liberals in the United States, Pastora
dropped his threats to “use bullets” to
drive the Sandinistas out. Instead, wrote
Pastora, “my goal continues to be, above
all, to persuade, appealing to the pat-
riotism of the nine revolutionary com-

manders [of the FSLN] so they might
see the wisdom of steering the revolutio-
nary process in the direction of domestic
peace and international nonalignment.”

Pastora argued that the FSLN “re-
mains silent in the face of the Soviet
Union’s invasion of Afghanistan and
acts as apologist for the Soviet-inspired
crackdown in Poland,” while at the
same time stressing that it is important
“not to overlook the legitimate security
interests of the United States” in Cen-
tral America. Just what those “legiti-
mate security interests” are, Pastora de-
clined to explain.

The bulk of Pastora’s Times article is
a recitation of vague, unsubstantiated
charges that the FSLN has embarked on
a wholesale curtailment of civil liber-
ties. These charges are aimed at a for-
eign audience that has no knowledge of
the concrete situation in Nicaragua.

For example, Pastora asserts, without
providing any evidence, that in “Nicara-
gua, the Government has emasculated
the country’s independent labor unions
while catering to a subservient, state-
controlled labor bureaucracy.”

Facts on Nicaraguan unions

What are the facts? When the Sandi-
nistas defeated Somoza in 1979, less
than 8 percent of the country’s work-
force belonged to unions, most of them
company unions.

Under the Sandinistas, who have en-
couraged the workers to organize, the
percentage of urban workers in unions
rose to 80 percent in less than one year,
and large numbers of rural workers
have also joined unions.

Which “independent labor unions”
has the government “emasculated”?
Pastora doesn’t say. The fact is that in
November 1980 the three largest union
federations in Nicaragua, encompassing
more than 95 percent -of all union
members, freely merged to form the Ni-
caraguan Trade-Union Coordinating
Committee.

The other 4.6 percent of the organized
workers belonged to the procapitalist
Confederation of Nicaraguan Workers
(CTN). By March 1981, the percentage
of the organized workforce in the CTN
had dropped to 2 percent.

Presumably, the CTN is the “inde-
pendent” union that Pastora refers to.
But what were the Sandinistas sup-
posed to do? Perhaps Pastora thinks
that they should have taken measures
to force workers to join the CTN, or that
they should have prevented workers
from leaving it.

Pastora also charges that under the
FSLN “freedom of the press has been
practically extinguished, as have other
basic civil rights.” Again, he provides no
concrete examples.

What are the facts? The Sandinistas
have not “practically extinguished”
freedom of the press. Under the Sandi-
nista government, more freedom of the

press exists than at any previous period
in Nicaraguan history. Not only does
the wildly anti-Sandinista and procapi-
talist daily La Prensa continue to pub-
lish, but there are now also two dailies
that represent the interests of Nicara-
gua’s workers and small farmers — the
independent, pro-Sandinista El Nuevo
Duario (established when 85 percent of
La Prensa’s journalists quit that paper),
and the FSLN’s Barricada.

On several occasions, La Prensa has
been shut down for short periods for re-
porting stories it knew to be untrue. As
one Sandinista leader stated, “The law
does not permit the falsifying of
facts. . . . It does, however, allow free-
dom of expression of all ideas, even fas-
cism.” And the editor of La Prensa ac-
knowledges that the paper has been free
to print its fiercely anti-Sandinista edi-
torials (see Index on Censorship, April
1982).

More recently, press censorship has
been instituted due to the state of war
that exists along the Honduran border.
This censorship in a war situation, how-
ever, is hardly unique to Nicaragua.

Political prisoners

Pastora charges that “today there are
many political prisoners languishing in
Nicaragua’s prisons.” But he fails to
mention a single one by name because
he knows this charge to be untrue.

The closest thing to “many political
prisoners” are the former members of
Somoza’s National Guard who are in jail
for crimes committed under the orders
of the former dictator.

One of the few places where Pastora
makes a specific charge is his claim that
“thousands of Miskito Indians and other
refugees have either fled to neighboring
countries or have been forcibly resettlied
into closely guarded camps.”

In raising the banner of the Miskitu
Indians, Pastora joins such stalwart
supporters of human rights as Ronald
Reagan, Alexander Haig, and Jeane
Kirkpatrick, all of whom have shed
crocodile tears for the plight of the Mis-
kitus.

What is the real situation of the Mis-
kitus? The Miskitu Indians lived in an
area near the Honduran border that was
largely inaccessible and isolated from
Nicaragua’s national life under Somoza.

Following the triumph of the revolu-
tion, which had made little impact in
the Miskitu area, the Sandinistas at-
tempted to bring the revolution’s benef-
its into the region. For the first time
ever, the government sent doctors into
the Miskitu areas to provide health
care. A literacy campaign was carried
out that included the Miskitu language.

But opponents of the revolution were
able to play on a history of distrust be-
tween the Miskitus and the central gov-
ernment — distrust which was certainly
well-founded during the rule of Somoza.
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The rightists were able to sow suspicion
against the Sandinistas.

Terrorist attacks

Nor were the actions of the counter-
revolutionaries limited to poison propa-
ganda. Just across the border from the
Miskitu region, in Honduras, are thou-
sands of former members of Somoza’s
National Guard, who have waged a
campaign of terrorist attacks against
Nicaragua. These, presumably, are the
“other refugees” Pastora refers to.

As the terrorist attacks escalated, it
became clear that the Sandinistas could
not defend the Miskitu villages along
the border. The Sandinistas responded
to what they acknowledge was a very
bad situation by moving several thou-
sand Miskitus away from the border
area, both to free the Miskitus from the
danger of attack and to enable the San-
dinista army to more effectively seal off
the border.

While many of the Miskitus were un-
happy about having to leave their
homes, the Sandinista government gave
the Miskitus better land than they pre-
viously had, and provided the first
schools and health-care facilities that
many of those living on the border ever
had.

Indian rights activists from groups
such as the American Indian Movement
have visited the new settlements and
testify to the government’s measures to
improve the conditions of the Miskitus.

Pastora knows all this. But he delib-
erately leaves out any mention of the
armed invasions from Honduras to hide
the real cause of the problems with the
Miskitus — the fact that relations be-
tween the Miskitus and the Sandinistas
were being established virtually within
sight of camps containing thousands of
armed counterrevolutionaries in Hon-
duras.

Devastated economy

Pastora also includes a section on the
Nicaraguan economy in his Times in-
dictment of the Sandinista revolution.
But he makes no mention of the devas-
tation wreaked by Somoza in the closing
period of the revolution. He makes no
mention of the fact that $800 million
was shipped out of the country in Somo-
za’s final days, or that Somoza left the
country totally bankrupt, with more
than $1.5 billion in foreign debts and on-
ly $3.5 million in the national treasury.

There is no mention of the worldwide
capitalist recession, or that all Third
World countries are being squeezed by
falling prices (and markets) for their
agricultural exports and rising prices
for their industrial imports.

There is no mention of Washington’s
attemps to deny Nicaragua all access to
international credit.

There is also no mention of the Rea-

Continued on Page 25
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alif. socialist explains his program

Continued from Page 1

are totally incompatible with ours.

Our campaign is saying that we need
a new kind of government, one that does
act in the interests of workers and farm-
ers and defends us against the capital-
ists.

Such a workers and farmers govern-
" ment would begin to reorganize society
on d totally different basis.

It would take immediate steps like
cutting off every cent to the butcher Is-
raeli government, which is slaughtering
Palestinians and Lebanese today. It
would withdraw all the U.S. advisers
and CIA agents from Central America.

Instead of sending U.S. troops around
the world to police it for capitalism, a
workers and farmers government would
send aid, technicians, and food to the
people of Indochina, Africa, and Latin
America.

It would take immediate steps to
create jobs by launching a massive pub-
lic works program. It would force plants
that shut down and lay off workers to
reopen.

It would order every school in the
country desegregated. It would make
equal pay for equal work the law of the
land. It would place a moratorium on
the debts plaguing family farmers and
extend credit to them for machinery and
feed.

This would be a revolutionary govern-
ment. How do we get it?

We have to begin by organizing our
own political party to fight for such a
government. We need a party of our
class, a labor party based on a revital-
ized union movement, that will cham-
pion the interests of workers, farmers,
Blacks, women, and every other victim
of this decaying society.

War, unemployment

Q. What have been the main issues
you have campaigned on?

A. We have zeroed in especially on
the war question. We say not one cent,
not one man or woman for Washington’s
wars. No draft. We explain that it is the
U.S. government that is the threat to
world peace, that menaces the human
race with nuclear extinction.

We especially campaign against U.S.
intervention in Central America and
the Caribbean. The reason is simple.
Washington is up to its neck there with
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Mel Mason on march for Palestinians. “We would cut off every cent of aid to
the Israeli government.”

advisers, aid to dictatorships, and less
known, but very important, backing to
counterrevolutionary forces such as
those on Nicaragua’s borders.

The reason Reagan and the Demo-
crats are spending so much money in
Central America is because there you
have countries where the people have
thrown out U.S. imperialist domination
and set up governments that represent
the workers and farmers. I'm speaking
of Cuba, Nicaragua, and Grenada.

I had the opportunity to visit Grena-
da. It’'s an English-speaking, Black is-
land in the Caribbean. In 1979 the peo-
ple there overthrew a U.S.-backed dicta-
tor named Gairy, who was also Black.
They replaced him with a government
that has made big advances for the lives
of working people there.

The people in Central America and
the Caribbean are extending the social-
ist revolution. And that is something
the U.S. rulers cannot tolerate. They are
determined to stamp out the Nicara-
guan, Grenadian, and Cuban examples
before they spread to El Salvador, Gua-
temala, and other countries in the re-
gion, not to mention the United States.

We believe workers in this country
have a giant stake in preventing the
U.S. government from succeeding.

Q. What about unemployment here at
home?

A. We call for jobs for all. We can put

millions to work with a crash public
works program to build schools, hospi-
tals, housing, and other things we need.

We feel special priority should be
given to alleviating the miserable condi-
tions in the Black and Latino com-
munities.

And we say the money can be found
by dismantling the war budget — that
$1.5 trillion Reagan plans to spend for
military purposes.

We also call for reducing the work-
week with no cut in pay to spread the
available work around. And we demand
preferential hiring of Blacks, Latinos,
and women — affirmative action — to
make up for centuries of discrimination.
We think there should be separate
seniority lists so that when layoffs occur,
the percentage of Blacks, Latinos, and
women isn’t reduced in the workplace.

We say, no taxes on working people.
Tax the rich, the big corporations.

Halt the cutbacks

We oppose the cutbacks in social ser-
vices and education. We call for restor-
ing and expanding the funds for things
like job programs, education, Social Sec-
urity, welfare, and food stamps.

We're for desegregation of the schools,
and we say busing is absolutely neces-
sary to achieve that. We advocate the
maintenance and expansion of bilingual
and bicultural programs.

We fight for legal, safe abortion be-
cause the right to control your body is
the very touchstone of women’s libera-
tion.

We call for an end to immigration
raids and deportations of undocumented
workers. These sisters and brothers are
not stealing our jobs; it’s the capitalists
and their government who are throwing
millions out of work.

Q. Thomas Bradley, the Black mayor
of Los Angeles, is also running for gover-
nor. What’s your attitude toward him?

A. I feel the decision to run Bradley is
an attempt on the part of the rulers of
California to trick people into believing
there is still some hope in the two-party
system. It’s especially aimed at trying to
divert Black people from getting in-
volved in independent, working-class
political action.

Bradley’s a Democrat. He’s put for-
ward as the “alternative” to the
Reaganism symbolized by the Republi-
can candidate, George Deukmejian.

The real purpose of the Bradley cam-

" paign is to put Black people and working

people in general on hold politically. It’s
false that Bradley is an alternative to
Deukmejian.

Both of them are pro-police. Bradley
spent some 21 years on the police force.
Deukmejian is California Attorney Gen-
eral, responsible for carrying out law-
and-order against working people.

So in effect, what we have is two cops
running for governor.

Both candidates are for the death pen-
alty. The vast majority of people on
death row are poor, and a high percen-
tage are Black.

Both candidates are in favor of the
draft. This is really significant when you
consider that California has over one
tenth of all the youth in the country who
have resisted the draft.

Then there’s the question of school de-
segregation. Bradley as mayor of Los
Angeles did nothing but sit on the
sidelines while racists attacked the im-
plementation of a busing program.
Deukmejian, of course, is openly opposed
to busing and desegregation.

Both are for nuclear power, despite
the fact that it can’t be made safe.

Both are for the Peripheral Canal, a
water swindle designed to help big busi-
ness in southern California. It was re-
cently voted down overwhelmingly in a
state referendum.

The ones who would have benefited
from this project are people like the
Chandler family, which owns much of
the real estate in southern California as
well as the Los Angeles Times, and the
Getty Oil Company, which owns a lot of
land. Both are major contributors to
Bradley’s campaign.

Working people would have been
asked to foot the bill for this plan but
none of them would have ever seen any
water.

Although. the canal project has been
overwhelmingly defeated, Bradley has
still pledged himself to get it. So the
question is, if the vast majority of people
have spoken and say they do not want it,
in whose interest is Bradley working to
get the canal? Obviously the same
people George Deukmejian represents
— big business.

Bradley’s supposed to be a friend of
labor. He’s attacked 12 municipal work-
ers’ strikes since he’s been in office. Now
tell me how that’s different from
Deukmejian, who enforces antilabor
legislation on the state level?

My campaign makes a point of back-
ing unionists on strike and helping to
get the truth out about them. In Seaside,
I've walked the picket lines with strik-
ing carpenters, meat cutters, and social
service employees. I supported the air
controllers’ strike. And if elected, I
would repeal all the antilabor, union-
busting laws we have.

Bradley and Deukmejian have also
proposed that big business get even
more of a tax break in this state than
they already have. Bradley says thisis a
way of creating a better business cli-
mate in the state.

Police brutality

Then of course there’s Bradley’s re-
cord on police brutality.

There was the murder of Ron Settles,
the football star found hanging in his
cell; the shooting of DeLois Young, who
was nine months pregnant. Her baby
was killed. ’

There were the racist remarks of
Police Chief Gates, who said the only
reason so many Blacks die from the
police chokehold is that their necks don’t
open up as quickly as “normal” people’s.

Bradley’s initial response was that

Continued on Page 21

Speakers:

.

The fight against Washington’s war
on working people—at home and abroad

Rally in Cleveland
Wednesday, August 4, 8 p.m.

Mel Mason, independent candidate for governor of California
Rev. Ben Chavis. Wilmington 10 defendant; deputy director,
United Church of Christ Commission for Racial Justice
Masonic Temple Auditorium, 3615 Euclid Ave.
Donation: $2
R - o .
Q\\\\\\‘iAusp: The Militant and Perspectiva Mundial
& For more information: (216) 579-9369
Also, rally Friday night: Aug. 6. Oberlin College. Hear fighters
from the battlefronts against imperialism around the world — the
Caribbean, Central America, Palestine. South Africa. Indochina.

August 6, 1982




What a socialist does in public office

BY GEORGE JOHNSON

What would a socialist do if elected to
office?

In 1980 residents of Seaside, Califor-
nia, elected an avowed socialist, Mel
Mason, to the city council.

Since then, Mason has used his office
to speak out on behalf of his constituents
and others fighting injustice.

® When Black GIs at Ft. Ord, which
is near Seaside, organized against racist
harassment at the army base, Mason
supported them.

He defended Pvt. Anthony Bass, who
was the victim of a frame-up after he
was attacked by white Gls.

Mason has also spoken out against
GIs being sent to El Salvador. Many Gls
at the base have signed his petitions to
get on the ballot in the race for governor.

e With the Monterey Peninsula
NAACP, the Seaside chapter of the Na-
tional Black Independent Political
Party, church groups, and others, Mason
took part in a vigorous campaign
against police brutality in Seaside.
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A community meeting last December
heard testimony from victims of the
cops, and the next night Mason and
others brought the issue before the City
Council.

Councilman Mason told the meeting
that he had visited many of the victims
of police brutality.

“People contact me all the time,” he
said, for assistance against the police.

® This March, he led the opposition
on the City Council in defeating an ordi-
nance that would have made it a crime
for youth under 19 years of age to be in
video game centers during school hours.

® Working with tenant unions, he
helped to exempt a housing project from
rent increases, bringing in federal gov-
ernment assistance through the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

® In 1980, he used his office to build
support for construction and county ser-
vice workers on strike, holding news
conferences and walking the picket lines
with them.

A carpenters’ union business agent,
says Mason, “told me that he had never
heard of anything like that before, a
council member walking picket lines,
holding press conferences to defend the
strikers’ point of view, not to slander
them.”

Mason has also publicly supported
other workers against the bosses and
their government, including the air traf-
fic controllers and the mine workers
when they were on strike.

® After management refused to allow
him to tour the Spreckels sugar plant,
he met with union members to support
them in their fight against the com-
pany’s threats to close the plant.

® He visited Grenada, a Black Carib-
bean island that replaced a brutal U.S.-
backed dictatorship with a workers and
farmers government. Mason has helped
to get out the truth about the gains of

Mason, union leaders protest education cuts

BY JANICE LYNN

MONTEREY, Calif. — Union leaders
at Monterey Peninsula College (MPC),
along with supporters of independent
gubernatorial candidate Mel Mason, ex-
pressed their outrage at impending cut-
backs at the school during a July 21
meeting of the MPC governing board.

Along with these cuts, the board is at-
tempting to impose undemocratic re-
strictions on public participation at
board meetings.

Some $300,000 in cuts are being pre-
pared, predominantly in the form of “re-
ducing staff.” In other words, MPC staff
members face the prospect of their jobs

- being eliminated in the fall.

Luis Perez, president of the California
School Employees Association (CSEA)
at MPC, demanded to know if adminis-
trators would be cut, too.

Mel Mason, an eight-year MPC em-
ployee and a member of the CSEA, was
among those attending the July 21
board meeting.

Mason is also a socialist and city coun-
cilman in nearby Seaside. He recently
sued the MPC board after it twice re-
fused to grant him a leave of absence to
campaign fulltime for governor of
California. Mason scored a victory over
the board when a superior court judge
ruled last May that he had to be granted
a leave.

In the course of the fight for his leave,
Mason’s supporters attended several
board meetings to protest its dis-
criminatory policy.

Now the board wants new restrictions
providing that in case of “disruption”
the board “may adjourn to another time
and place and conduct its business in
private.” In addition, the board proposed
that “a willful disturbance” be a mis-
demeanor punishable by law.

Sam Manuel, Monterey Peninsula
coordinator of the Mason for Governor
Campaign, blasted what he called this
attempt to “silence public input.”

Manuel angrily declared that the
reason for the proposed regulations was
“to prevent people from coming to board
meetings and vigorously and publicly
expressing their opposition to the pro-
posed cuts.”

He called on the board to go on record
against all cuts and restrictions, instead
of making plans to implement them.

Henry Fryson, candidate for Seaside
City Council, was also present at the

board meeting. He told the Militant that’

these legal maneuvers stem from the
fight of citizens in this community to get

a leave of absence for Mason. Fryson was

active in that fight.

Mason explained that as a candidate
for governor he proposes that the money
now wasted for the military be trans-
ferred to socially useful programs. “The

‘money spent on just one Trident mis-

sile,” the socialist city councilman de-
clared, “could be used to fund all the col-
lege programs throughout this state.”

the revolution there.

® He has marched with fighters for
social justice. He was in Atlanta to
march in protest against murders of
Black children there.

He was in Winston-Salem, North
Carolina, for a rally in defense of the
Voting Rights Act. And he has marched
for the Equal Rights Amendment,
against raids and deportations by the
Immigration and Naturalization Ser-
vice, against U.S. intervention in E1 Sal-
vador, and against Israel’s aggression in
Lebanon.

® He went to San Diego to visit Ben
Sasway, who has been indicted for refus-
ing to register for the draft. Mason sol-
idarized with Sasway and pledged his
campaign’s support to all youth who re-
fuse to fight Washington’s wars.

Such activities, of course, upset the
ruling rich and their politicians in the
Democratic and Republican parties. The
Seaside City Council majority has twice
tried to gag him from speaking out on
such issues as racism against Black Gls
at Ft. Ord, the war in El Salvador, and
registration for the draft.

The gag attempts failed, after Mason
generated support for his right to speak
out.

As Mason puts it, “I can’t do magic as
a councilman, but I can use my office to
bring these things to the attention of the
community as a whole, helping unions
and community organizations to or-
ganize themselves.”

Help Mel Mason
get on ballot

Despite the turning in of more
than 214,000 signatures on peti-
tions for independent candidate
Mel Mason — well over the legal
requirement of 113,000 — the Ma-
son for Governor Campaign ex-
pects California officials to try to
keep his name off the November
ballot.

They have denied ballot status
before to candidates who met peti-
tioning requirements.

Please send messages demand-
ing that Mason be immediately
certified for the ballot to Secretary
of State March Fong Eu, 1230 J
Street, Sacramento, California
95814; and copies to the Mel Ma-
son for Governor Campaign, 2864
Telegraph Avenue, Oakland, Cali-
fornia 94609.

Jailhouse killing of Black by L.A. cops exposed

BY BARRY SCHIER

LOS ANGELES — The cover-up of a
fatal 1981 jailhouse beating has been
exposed by a former Los Angeles Police
Department (LAPD) officer, Carl Algee.

Algee made the revelation in the
course of hearings on his claim for dis-
ability due to on-the-job pressures.

The victim of the beating was Charles
Hill, 40, an unemployed Black sales-
man.

“At various times numerous officers
viciously and savagely kicked” Hill
while he was handcuffed at the wrist,
with his ankles shackled and his feet
and hands bound together, Algee stated.

“There were at least four kicking him
at once. The policemen came in and out
kicking this individual. 1 know there
was at least six who really put the boots
to him.”

Police had arrested Hill, claiming he
was “acting in a strange manner,” possi-
bly under the influence of drugs. They
brought him to a Hollywood holding
cell, waiting to book him for allegedly
assaulting a police officer while resist-
ing arrest.

An autopsy by the Los Angeles
County coroner’s office found no trace of
either drugs or alcohol. The “autopsy by
the coroner’s office showed Hill suffered

a fractured rib and multiple abrasions
to the face, neck, wrist regions and left
ankle,” according to the July 21 Los An-
geles Times.

The coroner’s report listed the cause
of Hill’'s death as “sickle cell crisis,”
even though he did not have sickle cell
anemia.

The coroner’s conclusion about the

cause of death “has absolutely no basis
in scientific fact and there is no medical
evidence for it,” stated Dr. Robert
Kirschner, who was asked by attorneys
for Hill’s mother to review the autopsy
report. Medical experts examining the
autopsy report at the request of KABC-
TV arrived at similar conclusions inde-
pendently.

Although LAPD officials have prom-
ised to open an investigation into the in-
cident, they have devoted the bulk of
their efforts to trying to discredit Al-
gee’s testimony and credibility.

Police officials “still have not inter-
viewed Algee about the alleged inci-
dent,” said the July 22 Los Angeles
Times. “Instead, the department’s Inter-
nal Affairs Division launched an inves-
tigation of Algee for possible abuse of
pension benefits, perjured testimony
and neglect of duty by failing to prompt-
ly report the incident to superiors.”
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Asked why police have yet to inter-
view Algée about his charges, LAPD
Chief Daryl Gates said at a July 21
press conference, “I admit we should
have talked to Algee immediately.”
Asked if the investigation of Algee’s
charges was prompt and thorough,
Gates said, “Oh, gosh, no.”

LAPD Commander William Booth
claims investigators decided not to in-
terview Algee for fear that Algee would
consider it “a sign of harassment.”

Police officials, although told about
Algee’s charges of police brutality, nev-
er informed the district attorney’s office.
“I don’t know why,” said Gates.

“It never occurred to anybody here,”
said Booth.

In another development, a new Los
Angeles County Grand Jury announced
on July 20 that it refused to open anoth-
er inquiry into the 1981 death of Ron
Settles, a Black Long Beach State Uni-
versity football star.

Settles, pulled over for speeding, was
beaten by Signal Hill police and found
dead in his jail cell three hours later. A
coroner’s jury rejected the police expla-
nation of Settles’s death as a suicide-by-
hanging, ruling instead that Settles
“died at the hands of another, other than
by accident.”

The Militant 7



Boston: ‘freedom of choice’ vs. busing

R

Militant/Jon Hillson

Black students in Boston during 1975 fight to desegregate schools.

Letter from a reader

The article on busing and desegrega-
tion in Boston by Valerie Johnson Eck-
art (Militant, July 2), is unclear on some
important points. In particular it does
not explain the “freedom of choice” plan
or indicate why most Black parents
(79% according to a Boston Globe poll
published March 12, 1982) now favor it.

Larry Johnson, advocate for “freedom
of choice,” is attorney for the plaintiffs of
the original suit brought against the
Boston School Committee. In this capac-
ity he also defends affirmative action
and quotas that maintain jobs for Black
teachers. He represents about 125 Black
parents organized into the Black Par-
ents Committee (BPC). Independent of
the court and state agencies, they are
drafting a plan for running the Boston
schools.

Attorney Johnson has indicated, in
rough outline, what the BPC plan might
be like, (Boston Globe, February 28,
1982). However the Militant article does
not explain or describe the BPC plan. In-
stead the article criticizes the words
“freedom of choice” as a “step back,” one
.nat is “very dangerous,” that would aid
the foes of desegregation.

No effort is made in the article to jus-
tify this charge. No evidence or reasons
are presented. Rather than making an
analysis, the article attacks the BPC
plan without the reader knowing what
is being criticized. It is not clear why
this as yet unfinished plan is a “step
back” or how it will lead to dismantling
desegregation.

Certainly weakening desegregation is
not the intention of the Black parents, a
point the article neglects. Last February
the Boston Globe quoted Larry Johnson,
“‘The decision [to seek open enroll-
ment] is not to abandon desegregation
. . . We hope this is a more effective
method of desegregation than geocod-
ing,” the term used to describe the court
mandated student assignment process.”
And in May, Equal Education in Massa-
chusetts: A Chronicle wrote: “According
to [Black Parents Committee] spokes-
person Barbara Gray, the committee
wants to maintain the principles of
desegregation but foster ‘more choice
and better protection for our kids.””

An effective critique of the BPC
would, at the very least, have to take
these statements into account and ex-
plain how, against the intentions of the
Black parents, their plan would result
in segregated schools. The Militant arti-
cle fails to make such an analysis.

Joseph Auciello
Belmont, Massachusetts

In reply

BY VALERIE JOHNSON ECKART
BOSTON — Joe Auciello’s letter to
the Militant printed on this page takes
the “freedom of choice” school plan that
has been proposed here totally out of its
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context in the real world.

What is at issue is the struggle to de-
segregate American society. There is a
government assault going on against
the gains Blacks have won in the past.
Rolling back school desegregation is
central to this offensive.

In Boston, as in other cities through-
out the country, Blacks and other
minorities have been segregated into in-
ferior schools. Desegregated education
is a means by which the oppressed
nationalities can attain equal access to
education.

Busing is under particular attack as
part of the assault on Black rights be-
cause it is essential to any program of
effective school desgregation. That will
continue to be the case as long as most
residential neighborhoods in the United
States are effectively segregated by
race.

The July 2 Militant article pointed to
the overall offensive against Black
rights. This in turn is part of the assault
on the whole working class, both on
rights such as education and as an at-
tempt to deepen the divisions in the
working class and cut across the de-
velopment of a united struggle to defend

the interests of all workers.

The “freedom of choice™ proposal fits
into the context of this offensive. To
begin with, “fredom of choice” is not a
neutral term. It was one of the slogans
raised by racist forces opposed to de-
segregation, along with phrases such as
“quality education” and “neighborhood
schools.”

Today it has become fashionable for
liberals retreating on busing to use simi-
lar phrases.

To talk about “freedom of choice” in
the abstract is meaningless. Blacks in
this racist society have precious little
“freedom of choice.” When this slogan is
raised by the racists, its purpose is to
prevent Blacks from exercising their
“freedom to choose™ an equal education.

What about the fact that this code-
phrase is now being raised by some
Blacks? Larrv Johnson and the Black
Parents Committee say that mandatory
busing has not provided quality educa-
tion.

True, it hasn’t. Neither has the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Administra-
tion provided a safe and healthy work-
place. Nevertheless, these are important
concessions that have been wrested from
the ruling class through struggle. Such
gains must be defended and extended.

The fact that Larry Johnson is Black
is not relevant to whether he is correct
in his opposition to busing. Capital
punishment is racist and anti-working-
class, but there are Blacks and workers
who don’t see it that way. The same is
true of the “freedom of choice” hoax.

In any case, Larry Johnson does not
speak for all Blacks on the “freedom of
choice” plan.

The Bay State Banner, Boston’s major
Black weekly, indicated it would be a
retreat for Black rights. Thomas Atkins,
attorney for the NAACP and a leader of
the struggle for desegregation in Boston,
condemned the plan as soon as Johnson
announced it. Atkins stated that going
back to open enrollment would mean a
return to the segregated conditions that
existed prior to 1974.

He pointed out that “freedom of
choice” existed for Blacks prior to the
desegregation order in Boston. It didn’t
work, and that’s why the Black commu-
nity fought for busing.

In his letter, Auciello refers to the
Globe poll released March 12 to argue
that most Black parents favor “freedom
of choice.” But the poll was highly con-
tradictory and phrased in such a way as
to get the response it did.

In addition to stating that 79 percent
of Black parents favor “freedom of
choice,” the poll found 73 percent fear
that adoption of the plan would be seen
as a setback. It found 60 percent would
keep their children in their present
schools. In addition, 71 percent would
choose an integrated school over a segre-
gated one.

The Globe pointed to a “complex set of
opinions and conflicting feelings on the
part of Boston’s Black parents.” Had the
Globe poll asked, “If your child could be
assured a positive and safe educational
experience through desegregation,
would you support busing?” the response
would have been quite different.

Last March, Rev. Jesse Jackson wrote
a column for the New York Times taking
up the racist attacks against busing. In
discussing these attacks, Jackson said:

“A new twist has been added. Some
say that not only are whites against bus-
ing, but that blacks are, too. True, some
blacks oppose busing, but not for racial
reasons. Blacks sometimes are against
busing because all decisions about de-
segregation are being made for them,
not with and by them.”

Jackson pointed out that in many
schools, Black students who are bused
in are subjected to segregated classes,
discrimination in disciplinary proceed-
ings, hostile attitudes among white stu-
dents and teachers, and other forms of
racist harassment. In Boston, as else-
where, many Blacks are rightfully frus-
trated by the whole racist and class-
biased system of public education.

The “freedom of choice” plan is a step
in the wrong direction. It gives ammun-
ition to the antibusing offensive. As the
July 2 Militant article explained, the
Justice Department — which is in the
forefront of the offensive against busing
— is expected to submit a “voluntary,
comprehensive ‘free choice’ plan” to the
courts here.

The “freedom of choice” plan is not a
step forward for Blacks. The facts speak
for themselves.

Teachers debate affirmative action

BY JOSEPH AUCIELLO
AND ART LeCLAIR

BOSTON — “If we are really sincere
about affirmative action, it cannot be in
times of plenty when we fight to bring
minorities in. When times are hard and
jobs are shrinking, we can’t say, ‘Sorry,
we have to get back to seniority.””

William Simons, president of the
Washington, D.C., Teachers Union, ad-
dressed these remarks to the national
convention of the American Federation
of Teachers, held in New York at the be-

ginning of July.
The issue of whether to fight for affir-
mative action — particularly in the

midst of a recession, when thousands of
teachers are being laid off — was the
central issue debated at the convention.

AFT President Albert Shanker took
the floor at the convention to speak
against affirmative action and to back
up a court suit filed by the Boston
Teachers Union (BTU), an AFL affil-
iate. The convention backed the BTU
suit over the protests of many Black
teachers and some white teachers.

The BTU is attempting to overturn
the affirmative-action ruling of U.S.
District Court Judge W. Arthur Garrity
Jr. — a ruling Shanker called “one of
the most dangerous decisions any judge
has handed down.”

In 1974 Judge Garrity ordered that 20
percent of Boston’s teachers must be
Black and another 8 percent must be
Hispanic. Over the past two years, due
to severe budget cuts, nearly 1,300
teachers have been laid off.

Last year, the BTU voted to accept
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layoffs by seniority, which would have
removed approximately 900 Black
teachers. Garrity vetoed this move, rul-
ing that seniority must be overridden
and that layoffs must not affect the per-
centage of Black and Hispanic teachers
in the schools

Consequently, a seniority formula has
been set up whereby layoffs are made in
a way that does not affect the proportion
of Black and Hispanic teachers on the
job. The gains in affirmative action have
been maintained.

The BTU claims that the court order
violates its contract, that all layoffs
must be carried out in accordance with
the union’s seniority list. At the AFT
convention, Shanker complained, “By
destroying the principle of seniority, we
destroy something that is color blind.”

But nothing in this racist society is
“color blind.” That is even more true in
the midst of a recession, when the weak-
est and most oppressed are shoved fur-
ther down, and the pressures on the
working class accentuate the inequali-
ties and divisions within it.

The jobs of older, white males cannot
be protected by tossing Blacks, Hispan-
ics, and women to the dogs in the name
of seniority. With more than 10 million
unemployed already, this should be
clear. Such a strategy only weakens the
unions in the fight against layoffs.

The fact is that the maintenance of af-
firmative-action gains in the Boston
schools points the way forward for the
entire labor movement.

The trade unions need to unite the

Continued on Page 21

Socialist blasts seniority lawsuit

BOSTON — Socialist Workers Party
candidate for governor Don Gurewitz
blasted the American Federation of
Teachers’ (AFT) decision to back a law-
suit against affirmative action here. The
suit, filed by the AFT affiliate, the Bos-
ton Teachers Union, seeks to overturn a
court order maintaining percentages of
Black and Hispanic teachers when
layoffs occur.

“I support this court order,” Gurewitz
said. “Protecting affirmative action
gains for Blacks and Hispanics is an im-
portant step toward desegregating the
schools, the workplaces, and U.S. society
as a whole.

“It is especially important during a re-
cession for labor to defend affirmative
action, to challenge the moves by the
rulers to intensify inequality and push
the most oppressed down further.

“If T were elected governor, I would
order separate seniority lists estab-
lished at every workplace in the state:
one for Black, Hispanic, and women
workers; one for other workers.

“No employer would be allowed to use
layoffs to reduce the percentage of work-
ers hired through affirmative action one
bit.”



Black independent candidate
enters Seaside council race

BY DICK ROBERTS

SEASIDE, Calif. — At a City Hall
news conference here July 15, Henry
Fryson announced that he is running for
City Council as an independent. Fryson
has been a long-time collaborator with
Mel Mason in the struggles to better
conditions of working people in this
community.

“My campaign will serve as an exam-
ple of the kind of independent political
action that is needed by the masses of
people in this country to fight against
war and to struggle to build a society
that places human needs as its number
one priority,” Fryson stated.

Efforts are under way to cut back the
Seaside budget as part of a massive $4
billion cut in California social welfare
programs.

With a population of 39,000, Seaside
had been receiving $740,000 from the
state as a “bail out” for programs
slashed when Proposition 13 was passed
in California in 1978.

The state is moving to slash $150,000
from this bail-out fund.

“That’s a critical amount of money in
a small town like Seaside,” Fryson said.
“It means cutting needed jobs in com-
munity services.

“I am the only candidate who supports
women’s rights,” Fryson said.

“My campaign will address such
issues as housing, affirmative action,

city planning, administrative realign-

ment in City Hall, and an economic

development program that is designed
to fulfill the consumer and employment
needs of this community.”

Fryson is an orderly at Community
Hospital in the surgery department. In
1978, when he was a laborer in the Sea-
side Public Works Department, Fryson
was the central figure in a struggle by
workers against graft in the city admin-
istration.

The two top public works officials

were forced out of their jobs as a result of
this struggle.

In 1980 Fryson managed Mel Mason’s
election campaign for City Council.
There are five members of the council
and it is a four-year term.

Fryson also said at his news confer-
ence: “My campaign supports the ideas
of working people running for office and
taking the lead in changing the politics
of this city, state, and country to meet
human needs.”
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Henry Fryson

Black party delegation in Grenada
pledges support to revolution

BY BAXTER SMITH

ST. GEORGE’S, Grenada — A special
event in the revolutionary calendar was
observed here on June 21 when several
thousand Grenadians rallied in Queen’s
Park to mark Hero’s Day.

Hero’s Day is the annual salute to the
contributions of Grenadians who have
fallen in struggles against British col-
onialism, the Gairy dictatorship, and
imperialism.

This year there was a march of stu-
dents, workers, and the revolutionary
armed forces. The rally site was fes-
tooned with banners, flags, and paint-
ings of Grenadian martyrs and heroes.

A highlight of the rally was a message
by Ron Daniels of the U.S. National
Black Independent . Political Party

(NBIPP). Dantels was part of a 58-
member NBIPP delegation that visited
Grenada.

“We have seen with our own eyes
what freedom really means,” Daniels
said. He blasted the Reagan administra-
tion, “which is a continuation of previ-
ous administrations,” for its treatment
of Blacks in the U.S. and in Grenada.

He pledged that NBIPP members,
when they returned to the United
States, would “do whatever possible and
whatever necessary to bring about a
change in United States policy toward
Grenada.”

Prime Minister Maurice Bishop re-
ferred to the bomb blast that took three
young women’s lives at the Hero’s Day
rally two years ago. He said this was an

Casa Nicaragua in L.A. protests terror attacks

LOS ANGELES — Casa Nicaragua
held a news conference here July 20 to
respond to continued attacks by right-
wing opponents of the Nicaraguan revo-
lution.

Early in the morning of July 17, Casa
Nicaragua was firebombed. “Death to
communism” was scrawled on the wall
and signed “FDN.” The next day, eggs,
paint, and oil were splashed on the
building.

Meanwhile, La Opinién, the main
Spanish-language newspaper here, car-
ried an article announcing that the Ni-
caraguan Democratic Front (FDN)
would picket Casa Nicaragua July 19.

Casa Nicaragua supporters organized
a countermobilization the night of the

picket to protect the building. More
than 125 people turned out, while some
30-50 counterrevolutionaries gathered
across the street.

A short scuffle broke out between a
few -supporters of Casa Nicaragua and
the anticommunists. Some 50 cops
moved in and a helicopter appeared. It
was clear the police were ready to break
heads.

Supporters of Casa Nicaragua moved
into the building, remained calm, and
stayed inside until the police left.
Everyone was able to exit safely.

The next morning at the news confer-
ence, Blase Bonpane from Casa Nicara-
gua explained the history of the Los An-
geles police inaction on bombing attacks

Campaign launched in Baltimore
to defend NBIPP prison activist

BY MARIE ANDERSON

BALTIMORE — Rev. Ben Chavis was
the featured speaker at a reception here
July 16, as some 60 people gathered to
launch a campaign to free imprisoned
National Black Independent Political
Party activist Eddie Conway.

Conway was a leader of the Baltimore
chapter of the Black Panther Party in
1970 when he was arrested and con-
victed of the murder of a Baltimore cop.
The government used classic frame-up
techniques to convict Conway. He was
repeatedly denied the right to an attor-
ney of his choice. The chief government
witness against him was a police in-
former planted in Conway’s cell after his
arrest.

In prison, Conway has helped to or-
ganize a prisoners union, a newspaper,
Malcolm X Day programs, and other ac-
tivities on behalf of fellow inmates in
the Maryland penitentiary.

He was instrumental in organizing
this year the first prison chapter of the
National Black Independent Political
Party. ‘

In his remarks at the reception,
Chavis characterized Conway as a polit-

ical prisoner. He explained that Con-
way, like the Wilmington 10 and many
other brothers and sisters still in jails
throughout the country, is a victim of
the government campaign of terror and
frame-up organized to disrupt and de-
stroy the Black liberation movement in
the 1960s and '70s.

Chavis said that activists today have
a special responsibility in maintaining
the defense of these brothers and sisters.
New layers of young people who want to
get politically involved will hesitate un-
less they see a movement that defends
all those unjustly targeted by the gov-
ernment, he said.

Chavis explained the continued de-
fense of victimized freedom fighters like
Eddie Conway is central to rebuilding
the mass movement needed to bring to
justice the real criminals in this country
— Reagan and the other exploiters in
the government and corporations re-
sponsible for the crimes of racism,
sexism, unemployment, and war.

For more information contact the
Committee to Free Eddie Conway, P.O.
Box 22080,Baltimore, Maryland 21202.

against progressive groups. He went on
to explain what Casa Nicaragua was
and why they support the Nicaraguan
revolution:

“Whereas there used to be hunger in
Nicaragua, the children are well-fed.
Where there used to be illiteracy, there
is none. Where it used to be that people
were summarily executed on the streets,
now there is not even capital punish-
ment. Where there was torture, now
there is none,” he said.

Asked if the confrontation the day be-
fore was a reflection of a struggle be-
tween the right and the left in Nicara-
gua, he responded, “I was there until
about a month ago. Nicaragua is a coun-
try completely at peace.

“There is an invasion going on, how-
ever. Armed counterrevolutionaries
cross the border from Honduras and at-
tack villages, gouging out eyes, raping
women, and executing anyone they
choose.

“And the sad part is that they are
armed and organized by the CIA. Rea-
gan has authorized at least $19 million
for a destabilization effort against Nica-
ragua.”

Bill Bollinger, professor of Latin
American studies at Cal State Los An-
geles, said that the FDN, the group that
signed the slogan on the wall the night
of the bombing and called the picket
line, was known to participate in terror-
ist training camps in the deserts of
Southern California.

Reporters asked if the response by the
police to the firebombing had been ade-
quate. Ramoén Diaz, the central leader of
Casa Nicaragua, explained that the cops
had even refused to take a report on any
of the vandalism and had insisted that
the fire department report on the bomb-
ing would be enaugh.

Sarah Matthews, speaking for the
Young Socialist Alliance, labeled the
police response “totally inadequate.”

“The fire department report is not due
for three weeks. These attacks and
threats have been occurring on a daily
basis.” She demanded the police take ac-
tion to immediately apprehend the ter-
rorists.
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indication that imperialism and local
counterrevolution had “lost the struggle
for the hearts and minds of the people”
and were resorting to acts of terror.

Bishop explained that the revolution
is now more vigilant, and he pledged
it would “defeat counterrevolution”
whenever it arises.

The prime minister and a high-level
delegation had just returned, only hours
before addressing the rally, from a two-
week trip to the German Democratic Re-
public (GDR), Bulgaria, and Libya.

Referring to the GDR and Bulgaria,
Bishop said the Grenadians went to
these countries to observe their progress
firsthand.

The prime minister declared: “We
were shocked and astonished by the tre-
mendous strides that were made in the
past 35 years” in the GDR in rebuilding
the economy that was devastated during
World War II.

“Developing relations with the
socialist world,” Bishop said, “is a mat-
ter of first importance.”

He praised the support that the work-
ers states have given to liberation strug-
gles around the world. In discussions the
Grenadians had with leaders of the GDR
and Bulgaria, Bishop said, “we were
able to tell them something about
United States imperialism.”

Although the delegation was able to
come away with new aid agreements,
Bishop explained that the purpose of the
trip was “more to lay emphasis on the
moral and solidarity nature” of Gre-
nada’s relations with these countries. In
this sense, the visit to Libya was par-
ticularly important.

Not part of the announced itinerary
before they departed here, the delega-
tion rerouted their travels to include a
stop in Libya after Israel invaded Leba-
non. The purpose was to pledge Gre-
nada’s support for the Palestinians and
Lebanese.
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Two speeches by Rev. Ben Chavis
on the fight for Black liberation

The following are exerpts from
two speeches delivered by Rev. Ben
Chavis at Militant Labor forums in
July. One of the Wilmington 10 de-
fendants, Rev. Chavis is a nationally
known fighter for Black rights. He is
also deputy director of the United
Church of Christ Commission for
Racial Justice.

Grenada:

a beacon light
in the
Caribbean

Delivered at the Newark Militant
Labor Forum on July 18.

I'm very happy once again to share a

few perspectives at a Militant Labor -

Forum. I'm proud to stand in the tradi-
tion of Malcolm X, who utilized these
Militant forums to delineate some of the
crucial issues facing Black people, and
poor and oppressed people in general.

But it would not treat history right if
I began this evening without paying tri-
bute to the many brothers and sisters
who lost their lives here in Newark in
the 1960s, who had their blood drawn,
who were beaten over the head by police
clubs, who were arrested; young people

“who protested the various forms of ra-
cism that were so evident at that time.

I remember at that time all we
thought we needed to do was to elect a
Black man mayor and all the problems
would be straightened out. We know
that since that time, we elected a Black
person mayor of Newark, but all the
problems have yet to be straightened
out.

I bring you greetings from the United
Church of Christ Commission for Racial
Justice. I also bring you greetings from
the National Black Independent Politi-
cal Party, a newly formed political
party, attempting to organize the mas-
ses of Black people in the United States
in the interests of Black liberation and
Black self-determination.

Grenada: a beacon light

I have been asked to speak on Gre-
nada, which in the truest sense is a full
expression of Black power.

How many of you know where Gre-
nada is in the Caribbean? It’s a small
island near the southern tip of the
Caribbean islands, very near South
America. .

Grenada’s population is overwhelm-
ingly Black. Its people have had a long
history of oppression and manipulation
by outside powers, particularly im-
perialist powers, especially the United
States.

But on March 13, 1979, the Grenadian
people overthrew their U.S.-backed dic-
tator and launched a revolution. Under
the new People’s Revolutionary Govern-
ment, Grenada, even though it’s a small
island, stands as a beacon light to all
progressive forces in the world.

Like Cuba, Grenada has embarked
upon a social transformation that is not
capitalist, that is not to offer itself up to
the exploitation and manipulation of im-
perialist powers. It has embarked upon
a socialist transformation of its society,
and has embarked upon distributing
goods and services in the interests of its
people.

But let’s step back and talk first about
what Black power means. I would define
Black power as that dynamic force
necessary for the masses of Black people
to attain liberation and self-determina-
tion.

Black power in Grenada is not the
same thing as Black power in the United
States, although there are some
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similarities, there is certainly some in-
terrelationship. And we can certainly
learn some things from the sisters and
brothers in Grenada.

The Gairy dictatorship

The brothers and sisters in Grenada
seized state power because they realized
that was necessary to attain liberation
and self-determination.

Prior to March 13, 1979, the people of
Grenada lived under the dictatorship of
a man named Gairy.

Gairy himself was a Black man. Gairy
was a Black dictator. I hate to say Black
dictator, because that defies what my
terminology of Black is. He was a dic-
tator of colored skin, and he allowed
Grenada to be used for the economic
satisfaction of multinational corpora-
tions, particularly those based in the
United States of America or based in
Great Britain and other places.

Under the Gairy regime, the un-
employment rate in Grenada was one of
the highest in the whole Caribbean:
something like 70 to 50 percent. Under
the Gairy regime, the illiteracy rate of
the Grenadian people was very high.
Under the Gairy regime, the accessibil-
ity of health care was almost nonexis-
tent, particularly for the poor and work-
ing classes. Under the Gairy regime, the
people themselves could not determine
government policy. They had no control
over how the fruits of their labor were
used.

It became necessary many years prior
to March 13, 1979, for a group of Grena-
dian brothers and sisters to embark
upon organizing themselves to bring
about a revolutionary transformation of
their country.

New Jewel Movement

Basically, the first task was to or-
ganize a mass-based organization which
would politically educate the Grenadian
people about why such gross economic
and social contradictions existed in their
society. The name of this mass-based
political organization, which later be-
came a mass-based political party, was
the New Jewel Movement.

By the time March 13, 1979, came
about, there was in fact almost a blood-
less revolution. Some people think that
the success of a revolution is determined
by how much blood is spilled.

No. The success of a revolution is de-
termined by how effectively those who
have embarked on a revolutionary
course seize state power. The effective-
ness of a revolution is whether or not it
succeeds in its strategic goals and objec-
tives.

I often remind my brothers and sisters
here in the United States that you get in
the struggle to win victories, not just to
struggle.

There was a lot of romanticization in
the 1960s and 1970s about what it
meant to be in the movement for Black
freedom, self-determination, and libera-
tion. Some thought it was good enough
to just change our names. Some thought
it was good enough to just wear dashikis.
Some thought it was good enough to just
engage in some random act of violence
against the system.

But we now know from hard study and
experience that what it takes is a com-
mitment beyond one’s own narrow limi-
tations, a commitment based on an un-
derstanding of where one’s people are at
any given point in history; what it will
take to move them forward in a progres-
sive sense, in a revolutionary sense; how
the masses can experience, learn from,
live through, and enjoy the victory of the
movement.

I think that if you study the history of
the New Jewel Movement, that is
exactly what it did.

When the New Jewel Movement made
the decision to get into electoral politics
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— they did so not as an end in itself, but
as part of a revolutionary strategy. They
set out to raise the consciousness of the
people about what it would take to over-
throw the illegitimate parliament and
establish a new form of government, a
new form of economy that would be re-
sponsible to the people.

How does this translate for our pre-
sent situation in the United States? I
don’t think you can transform the U.S.
society if you don’t understand it. And
that is why I encourage brothers and sis-
ters to understand something about the
U.S. labor movement, to understand
something about the working class, to
understand something about the multi-
national corporations, to understand
something about and to begin to answer
some questions.

Why is it that 30 million Black people
in the United States remain on the bot-
tom of the socioeconomic ladder even
though we have worked? Even though
we have fought in the wars, sometimes
against our will? Even though we have
been the historic victims of this society?
Even though in a real sense there are
many Black people in this country who
are more patriotic to the United States
than those who sing “My Country Tis of
Thee”?

NBIPP tour

Several weeks ago we took 60 Black
people, 60 African-Americans to Gre-
nada as a delegation of the National
Black Independent Political Party.

We wanted to learn. Since we say that
we want to build a mass-based party
here in the United States, we wanted to
check out a part of the world where a
mass-based formation had been success-
ful, (understanding that it would be dif-
ferent, when we came back to the United
States, to build a mass-based political
party here).

Some of us wanted to go to the birth-
place of Malcolm X’s mother, who was
from Grenada.

His mother was a strong African
woman, a strong Black woman, who
raised her son to have the dignity to
stand up and fight not only for the integ-
rity of his family, of his people, but for
all oppressed people of the world.

We also wanted to make a concrete
expression of our solidarity with the
Grenadian revolution by making a ma-
terial contribution to the people of Gre-
nada.

What did we learn? First, we learned

" about Grenadian democracy.

Reagan says there’s no democracy in
Grenada. In this way, the United States
has attempted to justify its campaign to
destabilize Grenada.

Well, when we arrived in Grenada
and stayed there for 10 days, we saw the

fullest expression of democracy. I'll be
very honest with you, I saw more demo-
cracy in Grenada than I do in the United
States. And that’s quite a statement for
me to make, because I've lived in the
United States all my life and was taught
to believe at one time that we live in a
democracy.

Working people in control

First of all, the working people them-
selves are absolutely in control of the
situation in Grenada. There’s not a
small elite, there’s certainly not a dic-
tator in charge of everything. The New
Jewel Movement has transferred power
— not only governmental power, but
power over industry — to the people.

The fullest expression of Black Power
in the Caribbean, I believe, is in the na-
tion of Grenada.

Unemployment has been cut by more
than half. The government has created
many jobs. I don’t mean menial jobs.
They have meaningful jobs, productive
jobs.

We visited some of the agricultural
and industrial work places in Grenada.
We saw workers working happily at
their jobs, not grudgingly.

Workers are organized. The trade
union movement in Grenada is very
strong.

There has been established a health-
care program in Grenada where every
citizen has absolutely free health care.
Just think about that. I don’t know the
last time you’ve been to the doctor. But
I know that, just for a checkup, it’s cer-
tainly not free here in the U.S.

Grenada’s still poor — I don’t want to
overstate the case. But a nation that has
only experienced liberation since 1979
is now able to provide free health care to
all its people. Why? Because the people
themselves needed and demanded free
health care, and the government was re-
sponsive. It shifted priorities to make
sure everyone got free health care.

A people’s democracy

If that is not a people’s democracy, a
people’s democratic decision being put
into action, I don’t know what is.

The educational system in Grenada is
practically free. They're now building a
new kind of educational system, because
they have to re-educate some brothers
and sisters who went through the colo-
nial educational system.

A revolutionary transformation al-
ways calls for the continuing education
of all of its people if the revolution is to
stay alive. There’s no such thing as one
gaining all of the revolutionary knowl-
edge. That never happens. One must be
open to continuing education. One must
not stand at one point and say, This is
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only fortified our be-
lief that the Revolution
has brought a truly demo-
cratic process to Gre-
nada and has reinforced
our commitment to struggle
actively in the United
States to force a change
1n its foreign policy. "

This was the conclusion
of A S7-member delega-
tion of the National
Black Independent Roliti-
cal Rrty (NBIPP, from
the US, after a short
fact-finding visit here
earlier this week.

The NBIPP, with chapters
in 57 US cities, sald its
visit to Grenads came
about ‘because of our
acute concern about the
hostile policies and
actions of the US Govern-
ment to destabilise and
tum back the revolution-
ary process. "

A statement read by
NBIPP's national repre-

Monday . said that the
delegation has been "Ueep-
ly moved and inspired by
the extraordinary ac-
complishments of the Gre-
nadtan people, led by
the New Jewel Movement
(NJM) in the short period
of three years. "

It added that througn
zonal and parish councils
and the mass organisa—

tions, the people discuss,

modify and determine
governmental policies and
laws. "

We find this creative
davelopment truly demo-
cratic and as a result
of the Revolution,.whose
central aim is to place
power in the hands of the
people, so they play a
direct role in solving
the problems that affect
their daily lives and the
future of the nation. "

In the delegation were
noted civil rights acti-

Daniels and fnternational
committee co-chairpersons,
Hombe Brath and Kathy
Flewellen.

During its visit, the
delegation visited numer-
ous projects of the
Revolution, met repre-
sentatives from the mass
organisations and parti-
cipated in Monday's Heroes®
Day rally at Queen's Park.

It donated some 200
books and other materials
to the Ministry of Bluca-
tion and gave $1400 to
the Mirabeau Farm School.

According to Sis. Flew-
wellen, on retum to the
US, members of the dele-
gation will be undertak-
ing educational work, aim-
=d at informing the US
people about developments
here and the nature of
the revolutionary pro-
cess. This will mainly
take the form of slide
shows and public talks.

From the June 23 issue of Free West Indian, newspaper of free Grenada.




the epitome of my revolutionary de-
velopment, now I'll go back and share
with everybody what I've learned. You
continue to learn, continue to move for-
ward.

In fact, do you know what was the
spark for the New Jewel Movement?
The Black power movement in the U.S.

The leaders of the New Jewel Move-
ment found inspiration from Martin
Luther King Jr. They found inspiration
from Malcolm X. They found inspiration
from Marcus Garvey. They found inspi-
ration from W.E.B. DuBois, Harriet
Tubman, Sojourner Truth. They found
inspiration from what we were doing in
the U.S.

The irony is — it’s a good irony — that
these Black brothers and sisters outside
the United States took the consciousness
that we were raising in terms of Black
awareness inside the U.S., and took it to
some logical conclusions.

Some gaps in our movement

Here in the U.S., I believe sincerely
and honestly we must go back to the
days where we left off, because there’s
some gaps in our movement.

When we raised Black consciousness
up to some of the peaks of the ’60s, the
truth of the matter is we did not follow
through. The truth of the matter is we
did not do the institution-building
within our own communities. The truth
of the matter is we did not do the mass
organizing of our people.

We were good on mobilizing. We
brought people out into the streets to
protest, to demonstrate. But we did not
build the sustained kind of organization
that we need, that would continue the
political education process, that would
heighten the struggle from one level to
another level.

And therefore in 1982 we face a situa-
tion where the consciousness of Black
people is not at the level in 82 that it
was in 1962.

That’s why I believe now it’s up to us
to look to the brothers and sisters in Gre-
nada and other places that have put into
practice what we said we were about in
the ’60s — we now in the ’80s must look
to them for inspiration. We must look to
them for organizational methodology,
and translate it into our own context in
the U.S.

I would encourage everyone, Black
and white, to see Grenada for yourself.
Whites need to see Black people in con-

trol of their own situation. Because -

there’re some whites, and even some
Blacks, who don’t believe that Black
people can control a nation.

We must also get out the truth about
what is going on in Grenada, because
there’re many falsehoods — deliberate
falsehoods about Grenada being spread
by U.S. propaganda.

Much of U.S. foreign policy, I believe,
emanates out of U.S. domestic policy.
One of the reasons why the U.S. has a
racist foreign policy is because it has a
racist domestic policy. One of the
reasons it has an economically exploita-
tive foreign policy is because it has an

economically exploitative domestic pol-
icy.

A nation that oppresses, exploits, and
imprisons or deprives its own citizens
because of color, because of race and be-
cause of class, will inevitably do the
same thing in the international arena.

A vanguard party

Let me explain the different steps the
New Jewel Movement took on the way
to final victory in the March 13 revolu-
tion.

At first, they were a mass-based polit-
ical organization. It became necessary
after several years to form within the
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mass-based structure a vanguard struc-
ture, a vanguard revolutionary party.

There comes a time in the develop-
ment of the struggle when one has to in
fact make a deliberate step ahead of the
people in order to lead the people in a
correct direction. The New Jewel Move-
ment decided it would be necessary for
them to organize themselves in a van-
guard revolutionary sense to provide a
further step forward, to lead the mass
organizations of their people in a re-
volutionary direction.

.Everyone could join a mass organiza-
tion, but not everyone could join the van-
guard revolutionary party without
meeting certain criteria. It was open to
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Left: demonstrators in Washington, D.C., January 15, 1981 — Martin Luther King Day. Right: Rev. Ben Chavis at Militant Labor Forum in Newark, July 18.

everybody, but with certain criteria.
And one criterion was working your way
through the mass organizations. By
one’s concrete work, by one’s commit-
ment being shown, the relationships one
formed, one would have an opportunity
to join the revolutionary vanguard
party.

Today in Grenada everybody is com-
pletely free to join the mass-based or-
ganizations. They have the National
Women’s Organization (NWO). Dis-
crimination against women is against
the law in Grenada. In other words, you
can be locked up for discriminating
against women.

Continued on Page 26

Black self-determination in the U.S.

Delivered at the Manhattan Mil-
itant Labor Forum on July 14.

The fight for Black freedom in the
United States is a vital component of the
international fight for African freedom.
And the international fight for African
freedom is a vital part of the worldwide
struggle against racism, monopoly capi-
talism, and imperialism.

The fight for Black freedom in the
United States is a fight for self-determi-
nation. It is a fight for Black liberation.

When we say we are against racism,
against monopoly capitalism, against
imperialism and all forms of economic
exploitation, we are saying in the same
breath that we are for the liberation of
all oppressed peoples.

Priority of Black people

History, however, continues to teach
us that an oppressed people cannot ef-
fectively deal with other peoples’ op-
pression until they begin to come to
grips concretely with the struggle to
eliminate their own oppression. In other
words, I want to state emphatically that
the priority of the masses of Black peo-

" ple must be Black liberation and self-de-

termination.

We need to resurrect a new boldness
in our community in terms of giving
brothers and sisters at the community
level a renewed, fighting spirit — not
only a fighting spirit, but an organized
mechanism through which that fighting
spirit can be translated into positive
concrete action.

In other words, Black people need to
win some victories. We’ve suffered too
many defeats. And we’ve gotten the no-
tion that whoever gets into the White
House is going to determine whether or
not there will be Black freedom.

Whoever’s in the White House will
not determine whether Black folks will
be free — in the United States, in Afri-
ca, or anywhere else. It will be Black
people living in the United States, it
will be Black people living in the Carib-
bean, it will be Black people living in
Africa who will determine whether they
will be free.

We must not get into a situation of

trying to decide whether it’s Democrats
or Republicans who hold the key to our
destiny. Neither hold the key. We hold
that key in our own hands. But that key
must be organized and translated so the
masses can understand what we are
saying and respond in an appropriate
way.

So rather than just mobilization, we
must call for mass organization —
grass-roots political organization.

It is not good enough just to be aware
that Blacks are the most unemployed in
this nation. It is not good enough just to
be aware that a lot of our people are
starving and suffering in decadent hous-
ing and don’t have the ability to get ade-
quate health care. It is not good enough
just to be aware that our young people
aren’t receiving the proper education in
this country’s decadent school system.

We must move from awareness of the
problems to politically understanding
what the contradictions of society are.

Freedom under capitalism?

Is it correct to assume that we can
have Black freedom under a monopoly
capitalist system?

If we are serious about struggling for
Black freedom, we must be equally com-
mitted to transforming the present sys-
tem that we live under. But if talking
about transforming this present system
is talking about being against monopoly
capitalism, we must be bold enough to
say that’s what we are for. We must
have a clear vision of the kind of society
that we want to fight for, that we want
to live in, that we’re willing to help
build from the bottom up.

I don’t think any accommodation, I

don’t think any compromise or mutation

of capitalism is going to be adequate. I
don’t know of anywhere in the world
where any form of capitalism has been
functional for the masses of people.

But I do know several places in the
world where some form of socialism has
not only been functional, but operation-
al in the interests of the people.

I hope your applause means you agree
with me when I say something about so-
cialism. But I hope you’ll also agree
when I say that Black people must put
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as their own priority the struggle for
Black liberation.

Here in the United States there is a
need for mass-based organization and
political education. Will the Democratic
Party do it? Will the Republican Party
do it?

No. These two parties are committed
to maintaining the establishment, to
maintaining the status quo. These two
parties, while they purport to have some
interest in the masses of people, con-
tinue to reinforce the infrastructure of
monopoly capitalism, continue to rein-
force the infrastructure of imperialism.

Israel and South Africa

I think no greater commentary on the
lengths to which imperialism will go ex-
ists than the present Israeli war in Leb-
anon. There are calls from all the impe-
rialist circles for the PLO to leave Leb-
anon. Well, the PLO wants to leave Leb-
anon. The PLO wants to go to Palestine,
to regain their land and destiny.

Any time a nation can decide that it
can commit genocide against a people to
reinforce its oppressive desires, it’s very
dangerous for all the people of the world.

Don’t you think right now that the ra-
cist, apartheid regime of South Africa is
ready to do the same thing? What Israel
has done to Lebanon, South Africa
wants to do to Angola, to Mozambique,
to Zambia, and to all of the frontline
states.

Don’t you think that the United
States could move into Nicaragua, into
El Salvador, particularly if the left wins
in El Salvador? — and they are winning.

For those of us who live in the United
States of America, the onus is on us.
Greater responsibility will be on people
who live in the United States and who
have a vision of the kind of world and so-
ciety we want to live in. We have stated
that we cannot expect the Democrats
and Republicans to do it. But that’s not
good enough, because they don’t even
state that they intend to do it.

National liberation struggle in U.S.

What is the character, then, of a
movement that would be so bold as to
Continued on Page 26
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Oil worker is La. candidate

BY JOHN CHARBONNET

NEW ORLEANS — Suzanne Weiss is
the candidate of the Socialist Workers
Party for U.S. Congress in the 1st Con-
gressional District in Louisiana. The
district includes eastern New Orleans
as well as the Tenneco Chalmette refin-
ery, where Weiss is a maintenance
worker and a member of Oil, Chemical,
and Atomic Workers Union (OCAW)
Local 4-522.

The incumbent is Republican Robert
Livingston, who traveled to El Salvador
as an observer for the March elections.
He is .a vocal supporter of U.S. policy
there.

At a campaign rally July 17, Weiss
linked the need to oppose U.S. interven-
tion in El Salvador to the fight for demo-
cratic rights at home and the need to
open the ballot to working people.

“Louisiana election laws are designed
to exclude independent, working-class
candidates from the ballot and uphold
the political monopoly of the Democratic
and Republican parties,” she charged.

State law requires a congressional
candidate to either pay a $400 fee or col-
lect 1,000 signatures of registered voters
in their district. Supporters of the
socialist campaign collected close to
3,000 signatures for Weiss and a second
congressional candidate, Nels J’An-
thony, a member of OCAW Local 4-750
at the Shell Norco refinery.

In spite of this, the Orleans Parish re-
gistrar of voters ruled the candidates
would have to pay the fee, claiming
there were not enough valid signatures.

Weiss charges that the filing fee is de-
signed to discourage workers from run-
ning for office. She also charges the re-
gistrar with using discriminatory proce-
dures in disqualifying signatures. For
example, if a registered voter changes
his or her address, their signature is dis-
counted.

Petitioners in New Orleans were also

hampered by the redistricting of con-
gressional boundaries. The state legisla-
ture gerrymandered the city’s two con-
gressional districts into narrow strips,
making it very difficult to collect signa-
tures in the proper districts. The U.S.
Justice Department, which had to ap-
prove the new boundries, did not make
its decision until after the deadline for
filing petitions.

Weiss called the new plan, which has
been accepted by the Justice Depart-
ment, “an attack on the democratic
rights of Blacks.” The population of Or-
leans Parish is over 60 percent Black.
The new plan perpetuates the old dis-
criminatory boundaries, splitting the
Black vote into two districts.

New Orleans has not had a majority-
Black congressional district since Re-

Fired Ga. socialists gain

BY MICHAEL GILLESPIE

ATLANTA — Socialist "Workers
Party candidate Maceo Dixon and cam-
paign chairman Garrett Brown have
won significant support from co-work-
ers, unionists, and civil libertarians in
their fight for reinstatement at Oxford
Chemical’s Chamblee plant.

The socialists were production work-
ers at the plant. Brown was fired May
24, and Dixon was “laid off” indefinitely
July 9.

Dixon, who is running for governor of
Georgia, has pointed out his “layoff” to-
tally violated seniority provisions, and
that the real reason he and Brown were
fired is because of their union activities

~and the SWP campaign. “This is an at-

tempt to intimidate other workers in the
plant and silence the only working-class
alternative in the gubernatorial race,”
Dixon charged.

Ala. Blacks protest Killing

BY ANDY ROSE

BESSEMER, Ala. — More than 500
angry Black people marched on City
Hall and the police headquarters here
July 25 to demand justice for Henry
Ware and an end to police brutality.

Ware, an unarmed Black youth who
had committed no crime, was shot to
death July 3 by Bessemer police Ser-
geant Billy Ray Smith. He was the most
recent victim in a long series of shoot-
ings, beatings, and torture of Blacks by
police in this industrial suburb of Bir-
mingham.

“We are here to say this madness
must stop,” said Rev. Abraham Woods
Jr., Birmingham head of the Southern

Christian  Leadership = Conference
(SCLC).
The ranks of the demonstration

swelled as it passed through residential
and business areas of town. Marchers
sang, “Which side are you on” and “We
shall overcome” and chanted “fired up,
won'’t take it no more!”

Police violence here comes in the con-
text of devastating plant shutdowns and
the 24 percent official unemployment
rate. Although the population is majori-
ty Black, Bessemer has no Black elected
officials.

Woods noted that Birmingham civil
rights leaders have been called “outsid-
ers” for protesting the Bessemer shoot-
ing. “We are insiders because we are
brothers and sisters,” Woods replied.
“The problems of one community are
problems of us all. We are united for jus-
tice.”

In fact the march was cosponsored by
Black churches and community groups
in Bessemer itself.

The crowd thundered its approval,
with fists in the air, when Woods de-
clared, “it may take closing up every-
thing in Bessemer, but we will see that
justice is done!”

William Colston of Operation Unity, a
Bessemer community organization, told
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the rally his group is now demanding
that killer cop Smith be fired.

When facts about the killing of Ware
began to emerge, Bessemer officials
claimed Smith had been suspended —
but with pay. Outrage has grown as it
was revealed recently that Smith was
not suspended, with or without pay, or
disciplined in any way, shape, or form.

Evidence on the killing was due to go
before a grand jury the day after the
march here. But now Bessemer District
Attorney Pete Short says he may not be
ready to present the case.

There is little confidence among Bes-
semer Blacks that official investigations
will bring out the truth. Civil rights
leaders have gone to the last two meet-
ings of the Bessemer City Commission
to demand that police radio recordings
from the night Ware was killed be made
public.

Bessemer authorities refused, saying
the tapes are for “law enforcement offi-
cials only.” They say the tapes are now
in the hands of the FBI.

Martin Boyers, Socialist Workers can-
didate for governor of Alabama, joined
the march. Protesters gave a warm re-
sponse to a statement by Boyers calling
for Smith to be prosecuted for murder
and urging an independent investiga-
tion by Black community groups.

Boyers told the Militant that although
his is the only campaign to issue a pub-
lic statement on the killing, the Demo-
crats have made their own position
clear. Bill Baxley, Democratic candidate
for lieutenant governor and a close pol-
itical ally of front-running gubernator-
ial candidate George Wallace, is attor-
ney for Smith.

Sentiment is high here for continued
action.

Many have raised the idea of a busi-
ness boycott. One man marching with a
Militant in his back pocket said, “What
they should do is shut all these places
down. Then we wouldn’t have this any
more.”
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construction. Lawyers for Black voters

have filed suit, charging the new plan
violates the Voting Rights Act.

Weiss traced the cause of these at-
tacks on the democratic rights of Blacks
and working people to the bipartisan au-
sterity offensive and war drive: “The
Democratic and Republican parties
want to prevent us from speaking out,
protesting, and organizing against war,
cutbacks, and union-busting. They want
to prevent us from speaking out on the
need to form a labor party that will fight
for a workers and farmers government.”

Also addressing the socialist cam-
paign rally was Gary “T” Trabue,
Socialist Workers candidate for Con-
gress in Texas and a member of OCAW
Local 4-367 at the Shell Deer Park refin-
ery in Houston.

In addition to a July 17 protest rally,
a news conference denouncing the fir-
ings was held outside Oxford’s plant on
July 13. More than a dozen workers from
the plant, including Teamsters Local
528 shop steward Sidney Colbert, at-
tended.

The Georgia American Civil Liberties
Union issued a statement for the news
conference that said, “The wuse of
economic sanctions by employers to in-
fluence employee political activity out-
side the workplace is an infringement
on workers’ rights and on citizen respon-
sibility.

“Such action is not permissible, and
the American Civil Liberties Union of
Georgia stands ready to assist those
whose rights are abridged.”

On July 7 Fulton County Commis-
sioner A. Reginald Eaves sent a letter to
Oxford protesting the May 24 firing of
campaign chairman Brown.

“The effect of Brown’s dismissal will
be to intimidate other Oxford workers
in-such a manner as to inhibit the ex-
pressions of concerns about unsafe and
unhealthy working conditions and to
discourage political participation,”
Eaves wrote.

“I am of the opinion that employee
rights and constitutional freedoms,” he
continued, “should not be denied work-
ers by their corporate employers.

“I urge you to reinstate Garrett Brown
to his rightful place of employment, and
to respect the rights and freedoms of all
employees at Oxford Chemicals, Inc.,”
Eaves declared.

Oxford tried to sabotage the news con-
ference by falsely declaring the
socialists had called for an illegal
“wildcat” strike. The company then
called in Chamblee and Dekalb County
police, who sent four squad cars, and
even a police helicopter, out to the plant.

The company even sent attorneys to
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backing

at least one TV station to lobby against
coverage of the news conference.

Although the company succeeded in
quashing any TV coverage, Dixon’s
views did receive extensive two-day
coverage from WAOK radio, a major
Black station, and from WGST radio,
the major all-news station. An article on
Dixon’s firing also appeared in the At-
lanta Journal.

Dixon’s campaign supporters have
gathered more than 250 signatures on
protest petitions at Atlanta workplaces,
demanding Dixon and Brown’s rein-
statement.

At Oxford itself, more than 40 of the

plant’s 85 production workers have

signed a general union grievance chal-
lenging the company’s gross violations
of the union contract and its victimiza-
tions of union and socialist activists.

Dixon has also filed race-discrimina-
tion charges against Oxford with the
U.S. Equal Employment Opportunities
Commission (EEOC). The company al-
lowed whites on the layoff list to bump
into new jobs, while Dixon and other
Black workers were required to take
“qualifying tests” for other jobs in the
plant.

Other militant unionists are also
being targeted by companies in the At-
lanta area.

Two journeymen electricians, mem-
bers of the International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers, are currently fight-
ing the Georgia Power Co., which fired
them for refusing to work in the unsafe
Plant Hatch nuclear generating station.

The electricians, who witnessed lax
and unenforced safety measures during
a previous six-week stint in the nuclear
plant, were fired despite Georgia
Power’s claim that “no one is forced to
work at Plant Hatch” and a union con-
tract provision guaranteeing the right
to refuse unsafe work.

Militant
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An interview with

Iran’s ambassador
to the UN

Since the overthrow of the shah in
1979, the Iranian revolution has been
subjected to continual slander and
falsification by the U.S. media and
government. Only rarely have repre-
sentatives of the Iranian govern-
ment been able to present their point
of view to the American people.

When Iran recently moved troops
into Iraq in an effort to end the two-
year war against the revolution, a
new spate of anti-Iranian articles ap-
peared in the U.S. capitalist media.

Militant correspondent Suzanne
Haig interviewed Dr. Said Rajaie-
Khorassani, the Iranian ambassador
to the United Nations, on July 19.
The following are excerpts from the
interview presenting his view on the
war in Lebanon and the attacks on
the Iranian revolution.

Question. Your government is the only
one in the Middle East that has given
military support to the current struggle
of the Palestinian people in Lebanon.
How do you view that fight?

Answer. In the name of God, the com-
passionate and merciful. We support the
Palestinians in the military sense, yes.
We are the only ones. Probably in the
moral and political sense other countries
are offering support to the Palestinians.
But military support probably counts
more.

I believe that it is not only the Islamic
Republic of Iran and the people of Iran
that support the Palestinians. I believe
that many Moslem people all over the
world will not hesitate to join the defen-
sive war against Zionist oppression if
they are given the chance, if the ruling
parties, the governments* make the
necessary provisions for people to join
the Palestinians.

Economic dependence

All Moslems of the area believe that
the Zionist hegemony in the Moslem
world has resulted in very grave socio-
political shortcomings and effects to the
area.

Western consumer goods, norms, and
manners of conduct which are inhe-
rently foreign to us — which are not con-
genial with our mode of life — are being
introduced to us. And with these norms,
the people have become accustomed to
Western ways of life — familiar with
consuming Western goods. It has ulti-
mately resulted in economic depen-
dence.

It has also divided the united front of
the Moslems, which has naturally re-
sulted in very grave political conse-
quences. We have become so many small
groups of countries, sheikdoms, king-
doms of Moslems.

If we were one nation, we would not
suffer soc much damage, so many losses
and humiliation due to the cultural,
political, and economic invasion and in-
tervention by imperialist forces.

In this sense, the issue of Palestine is
not simply a national issue. It is not an
issue which is primarily a Palestinian
problem. It is our own problem.-It is our
own common cause. We have as much
concern for their cause as they them-
selves have.

Q. What connection do you make be-
tween the Iranian revolution and the
~Palestinian struggle?

A. Our revolution is not a national
revolution. It is a very fundamental, cul-
tural, religious, spiritual revolution,
which has social-political implications.
The social-political aspect of the revolu-
tion is the outcome of the more funda-
mental inward change in the people.

A verse from the Holy Koran says
that God does not change anything in

the people unless they first change
themselves.

We decided to change ourselves. And,
therefore, the social-political aspects of
the revolution came out.

Since we have the same motive and
the same cause and aspirations as our
Palestinian brothers, it is quite natural
to see that the two revolutions — the
Palestinian revolution and the Islamic
revolution in Iran — will become one
and united in the very near future.

The imperialist forces in the area are

" now doing their best in order to prevent

this unity, in order to keep things under
control. To prevent this unity, they are
trying to pacify the Palestinians in Leb-
anon.

Iran-Iraq war

Q. You have been engaged in a war
with Iraq for the last two years since Ira-
qi forces invaded your country. Why did
the invasion come about?

A. The Iraqi regime, under the insti-
gation of the United States, launched its
war of aggression against us.

From our point of view, the Iraqi ag-
gression is not independent of other in-
ternal problems created for our revolu-
tion by the agents of the United States
inside Iran.

The invasion served no one but the
Zionist regime, which is the strongest
imperialist base in the area, and in the
long run, the interests of the United
States.

The United States, as everybody has
heard on the TV screen in the U.S,, is
afraid of losing its interests in the area.

The Islamic revolution is going to a-
waken and has already awakened the
indigenous population, the indigenous
Moslems.

The people have a very firm revival of
interest in the particularly revolution-
ary aspects of Islam, and this is what the
United States wants to control.

So to control this spread of the revolu-
tion, to control this revival of religious,
social-political awareness, they thought
that it was better for them to smother
our revolution, or at least keep it within
the limitation of the national boundar-
ies of Iran.

I believe that their approach is com-
pletely wrong, because the echoes of the
revolution are not under our control.
The people of the area are Moslem, and
sooner or later they will raise their
voices and cut the hands of imperialism
in the area. And we cannot be blamed
for what we are a part of.

Q. Iran is accused by the U.S. govern-
ment of conspiring to foment revolution
in other parts of the world.

A. U.S. imperialism makes this
charge all over the world. That’s what
they do to the people of Nicaragua, a
small nation that is called dangerous to
the interests of the United States.

This is the nature of imperialism. It is
not simply confined to the United
States. It is a global network, headed by
the United States.

‘We have to defend ourselves’

Q. The U.S. government has con-
tinued its open military aggression
against the Iranian revolution. Since you
sent troops into Iraq, they are warning
that they may bring the sixth fleet into
the area. What is you response to this?

A. Our answer is that we have to de-
fend ourselves. We shall defend our rev-
olution without any hesitation, no mat-
ter how powerful and how great the ene-
my is.

We believe that the United States, by
getting involved in this sort of direct
military maneuvering against us, is de-
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stroying its base in the area by its own
hands.

The more the indigenous population
understands the satanic nature of the
United States, the nearer we are to the
ultimate objective, which is the eradica-
tion of the imperialist base in the area.

The authorities of the United States
must keep in mind that we are not going
to retreat, to surrender to intimidation.

Now the Americans are trying
through their propaganda to make it
seem they have an entirely different for-
eign policy. They are trying to look pro-
Arab. They claim to be against us be-
cause they are in favor of the Arabs.
This of course is nonsense.

They are adopting these pro-Arab
statements in the hopes that the hatred
of the indigenous Moslem population of
the Middle East toward the United
States will be reduced.

I do not think that our struggle, the
common struggle of the people of the
Middle East against imperialism and
against Zionism, will be slowed down.
Nor will the imperialist agents and for-
ces gain anything through throwing out
such pro-Arab slogans, because the
Arab people have learned enough about
the United States from their past expe-
rience.

Goals in war

Q. What are your goals in the war
with Iraq?

A. We have no territorial ambitions
in Iraq.

All that we want is to obtain the right
of the Iranian people to peace and tran-
quility, and we want an end to the war
situation.

Our conditions remain the same. We
want the repatriation of the Iraqi sub-
jects who have been expelled from Iragq.
We want reparations for the war dam-
age. We want the withdrawal of all
troops from our territories. And we want

the condemnation of the Iraqi govern--

ment authorities.

Now if the international bodies are
not going to condemn this man [Iraqi
President Saddam Hussein] and his
clique for perpetrating acts of aggres-
sion against us, then we have to defend
the rights of our own people and go cap-
ture him and put him on trial in a just
tribunal. Someone else should do it —
international organs — but if they can-
not take charge of their responsibilities,
then we are ready to.

But we are not imperialist. We are not
expansionist. We have enough land. We
consider the rest of the people in the
area as our brothers and sisters.

The U.S. always says that it is the in-
terests of the United States and their
friendly governments which are in
danger.

We believe that the interests of the lo-
cal people, the people of the area, should
come first, and not the interests of the
United States. The people must decide
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on their future, on their mode of life, on
their foreign policy.

Attacks on civilians

Q. What is the state of the war with
Iraq right now?

A. The Iraqis have claimed that they
withdrew their forces completely, but in
fact they have continued the aggression.

First of all, the Iraqi troops have been
“withdrawing” for 15 months.

The second thing is that some very
important strategic points in the Iran-
ian provinces of Ilam and Bahktaran
are still under the occupation of Iraqi
forces. When we say this, they deny it,
claiming that they are in their own
land, that those strategic hills belong to
them. But we know what belongs to us
and what belongs to them.

Last Friday, the Iraqis bombarded a
congregation of prayer in the city of
Hamadan, which is very far from the
battlefront, killing more than 90 people
and injuring some 600.

They did the same in Ilam. Exactly
like the Israelis.

They always attack the civilian quar-
ters everywhere, exactly like the Zion-
ists, and they want to destroy the revo-
lutionary movements and revolutionary
peoples, militant people of the area, in
favor of the imperialist forces.

What we have told all the interna-
tional bodies is this: We have soldiers,
volunteers, as young as 13 and as old as
85. When they go and fight, it is under-
standable if the enemy attacks them,
because it is their own choice to join the
battle. They decided to go either to kill
or to get killed.

But when the Iraqis bombard the con-
gregation at prayer, the innocent peo-
ple, the unarmed people — this is a
crime. We believe it must be recorded in
modern history. They must be put on
trial and punished.

Our enemies know that they might be
able to kill many of us, but they cannot
conquer us, because the actual move-
ment is no longer ours. It belongs to the
whole Moslem world, and it will keep its
momentum independent of what hap-
pens to us. Our movement goes on be-
cause it represents a new epoch in histo-
ry.

Subscribe to
Intercontinental Press

Intercontinental Press is a unique
source for political developments
throughout the world. /P is the only Eng-
lish-language magazine with a full-time
bureau in Nicaragua, providing weekly
reports on the development of the revo-
lutionary upsurge in Central America.
$35 for one year.
$17.50 for six months.
$8.75 for three months.

410 West Street
New York, N.Y. 10014
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The Iranian revolution
and the Mujahedeen:
a reply to two readers

Where does the Iranian revolution
stand today? What is the character
of the People’s Mujahedeen Organi-
zation? What can working people in
the United States do to help the ad-
vance of the Iranian revolution?
These and other questions have
been raised by letters critical of the
Militant’s coverage on Iran. Below
are two such letters and a reply.

Dear Editor:

In the July 9 issue of the Militant,
Nelson Gonzilez, a staff writer for the
Militant, wrote a vicious attack on the
Organization of Peoples Mujahedin
(OPM) which ought to be answered in
detail. In the space available to me, I
want to take up a few of its most glaring
faults. ‘

The private war between the OPM
and the Islamic Republic was begun by
the latter, in a series of brutal attacks
on the OPM, its most formidable rival
on the left. The Islamic Republic used
the OPM’s criminal response as an op-
portunity to unleash a bloody repression
in Iran by no means directed only
against armed groups like OPM. People
were routinely executed for possessing a
leaflet or a book. The scope of the killing
far surpassed what the shah carried out,
except in the last year of his reign.

Recently, Khomeini told a progovern-
ment paramilitary tribal group that any
secular democrat must be killed. Ac-
cording to the Islamic Republic’s own
figures, it executed as many people last
year as every other country in the world
combined! Mr. Gonzalez writes: “The on-
ly thing that has died in Iran has been
the revolutionary perspective of some
middle class elements such as the Mu-
jahedeen.” If only he were right!

I missed the OPM’s July 12 contin-
gent, but in the leaflet they distributed,
on Lebanon, they promise to send every-
one they have to fight in Lebanon, if the
Islamic Republic would let them go.
Whatever one may think of such a prom-
ise, it is a far cry from Mr. Gonzilez’s
claim that they are trying to take the fo-
cus off of imperialism.

I did see the “prorevolution” Iranian
contingent. They were members and
sympathizers of the Pro-Moscow, pro-
Khomeini Tudeh Party. When they
chanted “Today Iran, tomorrow El Sal-
vador” bystanders wondered what they
were talking about. After all, in both
countries, a ruthless repression is

launched against all dissent.

Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini: one
of CIA’s prime targets.

14 The Militant

Up to one or even two years after the
Iranian revolution, the chant “Today

Iran, tomorrow Palestine” had been -

very popular among supporters of the
Palestinian struggle. They do not take it
up any more. They much prefer the ex-
ample of Nicaragua.
' Sincerely,
Evan Siegel
°

This is in reply to your article attack-
ing the Iranian Mujahedeen in the July
9 Militant. First off, contrary to the
opinion of the Socialist Workers Party,
being opposed to the murderous Kho-
meini regime is not the same as being
opposed to the Iranian revolution. Being
opposed to Khomeini means being op-
posed to the murder of children, the at-
tack on women’s rights, and union bust-
ing.

The Militant expresses shock that the
Mujahedeen compares Khomeini to
Hitler. I think it’s a valid comparison.
Hitler, in power, attacked the left, car-
ried out mass executions, and terrorized
the masses through an armed gang of
thugs (“Storm Troopers”). Khomeini, in
power, attacks the left, carries out mass
executions, and terrorizes the masses
through an armed gang of thugs, the so-
called “Revolutionary Guards.”

You are correct to label the Mujahe-
deen as popular frontist. I agree that
blocing with Bani Sadr is a mistake.
There are, however, worse crimes than
popular frontism, such as mass torture
and executions, as exemplified by the
Khomeini regime. By supporting the
Iranian dictatorship, the SWP discredits
any claim it makes, that it favors a de-
mocratic Socialist revolution in the
United States.

Kenneth Morgan
Price, Utah

A reply by'
David Frankel

Both Evan Siegel and Kenneth Mor-
gan strongly object to the July 9 article
by Militant staffwriter Nelson Gonzalez
on the People’s Mujahedeen Organiza-
tion of Iran.

Morgan, who compares the situation
in Iran today to Hitler's Germany, clear-
ly thinks that the Iranian revolution is
dead, destroyed by “the murderous Kho-
meini regime.”

Siegel says things are worse now than
during most of the shah’s reign, and he
lumps together the Iranian government
and the rightist junta in El Salvador.

Both Siegel and Morgan see the Mu-
jahedeen as a basically progressive force
engaged in a struggle for democracy.
They criticize the Mujahedeen for errors
of strategy and tactics, but as Siegel
puts it, the Mujahedeen are the Iranian
government’s “most formidable rival on
the left.”

This picture of what is going on in
Iran today is consistent with the way
things are being presented in the big-
business media, but it is completely in-
accurate.

The starting point

The starting point for understanding
what is happening in Iran is that a revo-
lution has taken place there, the great-
est mass upheaval in the history of the
Middle East.

By smashing the shah’s U.S.-imposed
monarchy, the Iranian masses placed
themselves in a qualitatively better po-
sition to resist imperialist oppression of
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their country and to fight for their de-
mands. They organized workers com-
mittees in the factories and peasants
committees in the countryside; they
drove U.S. military bases and advisers
out of their country; and the new gov-
ernment that they elected nationalized
imperialist holdings and broke diplo-
matic relations and trade ties with Is-

- rael and South Africa.

These advances in the class struggle
have led to a sharp confrontation be-
tween the Iranian revolution and all of
the reactionary forces in the region —
beginning with U.S. imperialism.

Iran has faced military attacks from
Washington, an imperialist economic
blockade, and a two-year-long war of ag-
gression carried out by the Iraqi dicta-
torship. The Iraqi aggression has been
backed by arms from the United States,
France, and Britain, as well as by mo-
ney, arms, and even some troops from
Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Egypt, Kuwait,
and other reactionary Arab regimes.

Iran-Iraq war

Now that the Iranians are moving to
finally bring the war with Iraq to an
end, Washington is again threatening
direct military intervention against
Iran out of fear that revolution may be
unleashed in Iraq, and U.S. imperialist
interests and allies in the whole region
jeopardized. That is why Washington
proposed joint military maneuvers with
Saudi Arabia and other Persian Gulf
monarchies on July 16.

But the Militant’s critics ignore the
conflict between imperialism and the
Iranian revolution. For Siegel and Mor-
gan, the central enemy is not Washing-
ton but Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini,
despite the fact that Washington has
made no secret of its determination to
see Khomeini overthrown.

It is true that the Iranian government
is a capitalist government. It is true that
it carries out repression against the
workers and oppressed nationalities,
against left-wing groups, and others.
But if the Khomeini government had
crushed the mass movement in Iran, if
repression really were worse today than
under the shah, U.S. imperialism would
be supporting the Iranian government
instead of trying to overthrow it.

Far from a demoralized and demobil-
ized mass movement, there have been
huge demonstrations in Iran supporting
the fight against Iraqi aggresion and
the struggle of the Palestinian people
against the Zionist oppressors.

One has only to look at the inspiring
performance of the Iranian soldiers and
revolutionary guards in defending the
revolution against the Iraqi invasion to
see that the Iranian masses believe that
they have gained something worth
fighting for.

Nelson Gonzalez made this point in
the Militant, saying: “The Iranian revo-
lution is not dead. The only thing that
has died in Iran has been the revolution-
ary perspective of some middle-class ele-
ments such as the Mujahedeen.”

Siegel leaves out the first line of this
statement, distorting its meaning to
make it sound as if Gonzélez is denying
that executions have taken place.

What is the Mujahedeen?

Not much better is Siegel’s statement
that “the private war between the OPM
and the Islamic Republic was begun by
the latter,” as if it were a question of
who pushed who first, like in a school-
yard brawl.

Left out of this account of a “private
war” is the fact that Iran was already in
the midst of a very public war against

Mujahedeen leader Massoud Rajavi:
ally of Iranian masses ?

the imperialist destabilization cam-
paign and the invading Iraqi army.

This brings us to the character of the
Mujahedeen. The Mujahedeen originat-
ed as an antimonarchist group based
mainly among middle-class youth. They
took part in the struggle against the
shah and in the insurrection that finally
brought down the monarchy.

But the Mujahedeen’s class composi-
tion and explicitly anti-Marxist pro-
gram left it rudderless in the midst of
the revolution. It became more and
more disillusioned with the Khomeini
government, but it did not look to the
workers and peasants as the force-that
could advance the revolution. Instead, it
looked to dissenting factions within the
government. This led it into a bloc with
Iranian President Abolhassan Bani-
Sadr.

With the ouster of Bani-Sadr in June
1981, the Mujahedeen embarked on an
assassination campaign against the
leaders of the Iranian government. The
decision to undertake this terrorist cam-
paign was in keeping with the Mujahe-
deen’s rightward evolution. Since the
Mujahedeen did not look to the toiling
masses, and since those they looked to
inside the Iranian government had lost
the struggle for power, they were drawn
more and more into the imperialist or-
bit.

Boost for imperialists

At issue here is not whether individu-
al acts of terror, which leave the masses
as spectators, are a wrong strategy. The
problem with the Mujahedeen is not one
of ultraleftism or class collaboration, as
we will see later.

What the Mujahedeen did was to
launch a campaign to overthrow the
Iranian government — not in a context
in which the masses were struggling to
do this, but in a context in which the
government was under attack by U.S.
imperialism and various pro-shah for-
ces. The armed attacks carried out by
the Mujahedeen gave a big boost to the
imperialist destabilization campaign
against Iran. It gave left cover to the
counterrevolutionary drive.

The Mujahedeen has taken responsi-
bility for many terrorist actions, hailed
many others, and condemned absolutely
none.

Far from seeing the Mujahedeen as a
progressive alternative to the -existing
government, or as defenders — even
misguided ones — of their rights, the
Iranian workers and peasants have dec-
isively repudiated them. They view the
Mujahedeen campaign as part of the im-
perialist drive to bring down the govern-
ment and drown their revolution in
blood, and correctly so.

When a devastating explosion de-
stroyed the office of the prime minister
in August 1981, in an attack hailed by
the Mujahedeen, more than a million




Iranian revolutionary guards. Kenneth Morgan calls them ‘storm troopers,” but their inspiring role in war with
Iraq is proof that revolution is alive and masses are ready to fight to defend their gains.

people poured into the streets of Tehran
chanting slogans against U.S. imperial-
ism.

The judgment of the Iranian toilers
has been confirmed by the subsequent
political evolution of the Mujahedeen.
In a move calculated to appeal to Wash-
ington, Mujahedeen leader Massoud Ra-
javi has attacked what he calls Khomei-
ni’s “reactionary policies of exporting
the revolution.” Bani-Sadr, now allied
to the Mujahedeen in the exile National
Council of Resistance, says that Iran
should “turn to the West for help in solv-
ing its economic problems.”

The Mujahedeen have also appealed
to the imperialists to tighten the eco-
nomic boycott of Iran. A February 8
communique from Rajavi’s Paris office
noted that “officials of Khomeini’s re-
gime are now making efforts through-
out the world to acquire credit,” and
warned that “granting Khomeini’s re-
gime any credit . . . is considered a
move specifically against the people of
Tran.”

Columnist William Safire, formerly
an aide in the Nixon White House, has
urged U.S. support for the Mujahedeen
“on the ramparts of the counterrevolu-
tion,” while the British magazine 8
Days reported January 23:

“US sources say Washington, Bagh-
dad, and Riyadh would all like to see
Abol Hassan Bani Sadr restored to pow-
er in Tehran, and US officials have had
substantial contact with the former
Iranian president and his entourage in
Paris.”

No, the Mujéhedeen are not the Iran-
ian government’s “formidable rival on
the left,” as Siegel would have it. They
have become part of the imperialist
counterrevolution, regardless of the in-
tentions of individual members of the
Mujahedeen who may believe they are
trying to advance the Iranian revolu-
tion, Mujahedeen rhetoric about demo-
cracy, women’s rights, and the rights of
the oppressed nationalities is simply
part of their operation to draw liberals
and sections of the radical movement
behind their campaign to overthrow the
Iranian government.

A popular front?

Nor are the Mujahedeen “popular
frontists” who have made a “mistake” in
forming their bloc with Bani-Sadr, as
Morgan asserts. The Mujahedeen is not
a working-class party; the National
Council of Resistance is not a bloc of re-
formist workers parties and capitalist
forces; and the crime of the Mujahedeen
and Bani-Sadr is not one of throwing up
class-collaborationist obstacles to the
revolutionary mobilization of the work-
ers and peasants.

The crime of the Mujahedeen is that
they have become one front in the impe-
rialist-orchestrated effort to overturn
what the Iranian workers and peasants

have won over the past three years. As
the massive demonstrations against ter-
rorist attacks have shown, the over-
throw of the Khomeini government
could not be carried out short of a blood-
bath against the Iranian workers.

The problem is not one of class collab-
oration in the workers movement, but of
“democratic cover” in the counterrevo-
lutionary movement.

Morgan’s comparison of Khomeini
and Hitler is undoubtedly the low point
of his letter. He compares the govern-
ment of imperialist Germany under fas-
cism with the government of an op-
pressed semicolonial country that came
to power through a massive popular rev-
olution and that is the target of an unre-
lenting imperialist campaign aimed at
overthrowing it!

Morgan calls the revolutionary
guards in Iran “an armed gang of
thugs,” and compares them to Hitler’s
Storm Troopers. But the revolutionary
guards are the same young people who
faced the shah’s massive military ma-
chine with only their bare hands, who
brought down the monarchy and tore
open the prisons, who mobilized in their
millions against American imperialism,
and who amazed the military experts
around the world by driving the Iraqi in-
vaders out of Iran. They are the future of
the Iranian revolution.

Mujahedeen and U.S. politics

Drawing out the political evolution of
the Mujahedeen in relation to the Iran-
ian revolution also helps us to get a bet-
ter understanding of their role in Amer-
ican politics. Interestingly enough,
neither Siegel nor Morgan ever really
take up this question, although it was
the main point of Gonzalez’s article.

Gonzilez, let us recall, began by say-
ing: “On June 12 one million people
came out in a massive demonstration
repudiating the Reagan administra-
tion’s war policies.”

Yet the contingent organized by the
Mujahedeen on the June 12 march
“sought to take the focus off U.S. impe-
rialism and its war policies.”

No signs were carried by the Mujahe-
deen demanding that Washington keep
its hands off Cuba and Nicaragua, that
it get its “advisers” out of El Salvador,
that it halt its aid to Israel, or that it dis-
mantle U.S. military bases in the Mid-
dle East.

Nor did the Mujahedeen carry any
signs opposing the U.S. nuclear buildup,
or calling for an end to U.S. spending on
weapons of mass destruction.

Instead, they carried banners saying
“Down with Khomeini’s Tyranny,” and
“Support the National Council of Resis-
tance.”

As Gonzilez explained, “This contin-
gent focused its participation in the
march on attacking the Iranian revolu-
tion. . . .

“Their literature presented one com-
mon analysis: since the shah was over-
thrown and the Ayatollah Khomeini
took power, everything has gotten worse
in Iran.”

Thus, the Mujahedeen carried a reac-
tionary, pro-war political line into the
June 12 demonstration. Instead of at-
tacking U.S. imperialism, they intro-
duced propaganda supporting one of
Washington’s prime objectives in the
Middle East — the overthrow of the cur-
rent Iranian government.

The line of the Mujahedeen, Gonzalez
explained, “is to divert antiwar forces
from building a movement clearly di-
rected at the crimes of U.S. imperial-

”
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A good line on Lebanon?

Kenneth Morgan makes no attempt to
answer Gonzéilez on this, or to claim the
Mujahedeen contingent was anti-impe-
rialist. ’

Evan Siegel tries to gloss over the
facts. He says that “in the leaflet [the
Mujahedeen] distributed, on Lebanon,
they promised to send everyone they
have to fight in Lebanon, if the Islamic
Republic would let them go.”

But the focus of the leaflet that Siegel
refers to, like the other literature dis-
tributed by the Mujahedeen at the June
12 demonstration, was not against the
Zionist invasion of Lebanon, nor against
Washington’s role, which is never men-
tioned. It is against the Iranian govern-
ment.

The text of the leaflet says that the Is-
raeli attack “to a large extent is specif-
ically the result of Khomeini’s anti-
Iranian and anti-Palestinian policies
over the past three years as well as his
common interests with Israel.”

In other words, it blames Khomeini
for Begin’s invasion of Lebanon! This is
the leaflet that, according to Siegel, “is a
far cry from Mr. Gonzalez’s claim that
[the Mujahedeen] are trying to take the
focus off of imperialism.”

Siegel would have a hard time ex-
plaining how Iran’s halting of oil ship-
ments to Israel, its turning the Israeli
embassy into an embassy for the Pales-
tine Liberation Organization, its organ-
ization of mass demonstrations in soli-
darity with the Palestinian fighters in
Lebanon, and its sending of thousands
of volunteers to fight alongside the PLO
are “anti-Palestinian policies.”

Siegel tells us that supporters of the
Palestinian struggle are no longer in-
spired by the Iranian revolution. That
appears to be true for Siegel, but it is
hard to imagine that Palestinian fight-
ers in Lebanon have not been inspired
by the arrival of thousands of Iranian
volunteers to join their struggle.

The voices in the Arab world that
have joined in the imperialist hue and
cry against the Iranian government are
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not those of the Palestinians and other
Arab peoples, but those of King Khalid
in Saudi Arabia, King Hussein of Jor-
dan, President Mubarak of Egypt, and
others who have supported the Iraqi dic-
tatorship’s war against Iran.

June 12 contingents

Siegel also attacks an Iranian con-
tingent on the June 12 march because it
chanted “Today Iran, tomorrow El Sal-
vador.” Regardless of what organization
those Iranians might belong to, what
they did on the June 12 march was com-
pletely correct. They linked the defense
of the Iranian revolution with the de-
fense of the Salvadoran revolution.
They turned their fire against the U.S.
war drive.

Unlike the Mujahedeen, the prorevo-
lution contingent also carried large ban-
ners demanding that Israeli troops get
out of Lebanon and calling for a halt to
U.S. aid to Israel.

(It should be pointed out that the Iran-
ian government has also called for sup-
port to the struggle of the Salvadoran
workers and peasants and spoken out in
defense of the Nicaraguan revolution.)

In conclusion, one other point should
be mentioned. Morgan is confused about
the attitude of the Socialist Workers
Party toward the Khomeini govern-
ment. He states that the SWP supports
the Iranian government.

What the SWP supports in Iran is the
struggle of the workers and peasants to
advance their class interests, including
the establishment of their own govern-
ment on the road to the socialist trans-
formation of society.

The SWP opposes the attacks by the
present capitalist government in Iran
on the rights of women, the oppressed
nationalities, and the working class.
But we, like the Iranian toilers, defend
that government against attacks by im-
perialism and other forces allied to it.

The SWP understands — as do the
Iranian workers and peasants — that
the fight to defend and extend democrat-
ic rights can only be carried out effec-
tively as part of the fight to advance the
struggle against imperialism.

The main enemy of democratic rights
in Iran, and the main enemy of the so-
cialist revolution in Iran, is U.S. impe-
rialism. Failure to understand this can
easily lead to making a bloc with “demo-
cratic” imperialism, as we have seen in
the case of the Mujahedeen — a bloc
that places its members on the opposite
side of the barricades from the workers
and peasants.

Here in the United States, the duty of
revolutionists is above all to stand in
implacable opposition to the aggressive
designs of our imperialist rulers. That is
the best way that we can help the Iran-
ian revolution. And it is also the only
way to advance the socialist revolution
right here at home.

For Further Reading

Imperialism vs.

the Iranian

Revolution

By Janice Lynn and David Frankel, 39 pp.
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ling and postage.
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Polish Solidarity reorganizes,
prepares for new hattles

Activists discuss next moves in fight against martial law

BY ERNEST HARSCH

Commenting on a series of massive
workers’ demonstrations and strikes
that swept Poland in May and June, the
interior minister, Gen. Czeslaw Kiszc-
zak, called it a “trial of strength” be-
tween the government and the Solidar-
ity union movement. It was, he added,
just one of “many which are yet to
come.”

Seven months since the imposition of
martial law on Dec. 13, 1981, and two
years after the massive July-August
1980 strike wave that gave rise to Soli-
darity, it is clear that Poland’s govern-
ing bureaucracy has failed to achieve its
basic goal: the destruction of the Polish
workers movement, represented by the
10-million-member Solidarity.

Despite rosy claims that things are
getting back to “normal,” the governing
Military Council of National Salvation
(WRON) is now confronted by a growing
— and increasingly better organized —
movement against martial law.

Massive resistance

The scope of this active opposition is
truly massive.

Large strikes and demonstrations
have been held in virtually every part of
the country. On May Day, for example,
workers’ marches and rallies in support
of Solidarity and in opposition to the
WRON were held in some 20 cities and
towns, according to detailed reports in
the union’s news bulletins and periodi-
cals. More than 100,000 turned out in
Warsaw and Gdansk alone.

Clandestinely organized Solidarity
committees now exist in most major fac-
tories and in many residential areas, es-
pecially in the large workers’ housing
projects. In some areas regional coordi-
nating bodies have been set up to link
the activities of these many individual
committees. A national coordinating
committee, composed of Solidarity lead-
ers from four of the strongest regions,
has also been set up to provide some
countrywide coordination.

Altogether, there are now some 1,700
periodicals being published by union
committees and groups of students, in-
tellectuals, and political activists. Some,
like Tygodnik Mazowsze, a weekly in
the Warsaw (Mazowsze) region, are pub-
lished in tens of thousands of copies and
have elaborate distribution networks.

In mid-April, union militants
launched their first clandestine radio
station in Warsaw, called Radio Solidar-
ity. Although it was later forced to shut
down because of arrests and police seiz-
ure of the main transmitter, several oth-
er stations were set up, including in
Gdansk and Poznan.

Through the pages of the union’s nu-
merous bulletins, a lively discussion is
now under way on the movement’s
strategy and tactics. This reflects the
growing confidence of Solidarity acti-
vists; they are discussing not only how
to survive under the difficult conditions
of martial law, but how best to move for-
ward to win their basic objectives.

Another sign of their confidence is the
fact that discussions are now under way
about organizing a national general
strike to force the regime to end martial
law, free the thousands of imprisoned
political and union activists, and lift the
restrictions on Solidarity’s activities.

The regime’s basic problem is that it
is confronted by a large, heavily indus-
trialized working class that has just
gone through a massive revolutionary
upheaval, the largest since the abolition
of capitalism in Poland following Worla
War I1.

The nearly one and a half years be-
tween the July-August 1980 strike
wave and the December 1981 crack-
down greatly radicalized Poland’s work-
ing class, along with other social layers
like the farmers, students, and intellec-
tuals. As never before, they became
united in a common struggle against the
bureaucracy, which has used repressive
methods against the working class to
preserve its power and material privi-
leges.

The authorities, seeking to justify
their opposition to this massive workers
movement, often branded the Solidarity
leadership as “anti-socialist.”

But as Lech Walesa, a central leader
of the union, pointed out in the very first
negotiations between the Lenin Ship-
yard strikers and the government in
August 1980, “We are not against the
socialist system. We do not want to up-
set the principle of the social ownership
of the means of production — we think
that our factories belong to the Polish
people. But we demand that the people
be the genuine managers of the factories
and the country.”

That is what Solidarity fought for in
the following months. And that is the vi-
sion that inspired its 10 million
members. During the course of that rev-
olutionary upsurge, Poland’s working
people got a taste of their real social
power and became more conscious than
ever before of the bureaucracy’s essen-
tially parasitic nature. They came to
realize that only a democratically or-
ganized system, governed by the
workers themselves, could move Polish
society forward.

That consciousness was one of the big-
gest gains of Solidarity. And it was
something the imposition of martial law
could not erase.

“With bayonets one can spread fear,
terror, and death and successfully strike
blows against an unarmed people,”
prominent political activist Adam Mich-
nik wrote in an essay smuggled out of
his place of detention. But, “with bay-
onets one cannot eradicate 15 months of
freedom from a people’s memory.”

Round one for Jaruzelski

When Gen. Wojciech Jaruzelski de-
clared martial law on December 13, Sol-
idarity was taken off guard. As Michnik
pointed out, “Almost no one believed
that Polish soldiers could be success-
fully used to attack Polish workers.”

This was not just the view of the Soli-
darity leadership, but of a large part of
its membership as well. A Solidarity-
conducted poll among union members in
the Warsaw region just six weeks before
the declaration of martial law found
that some 68 percent expressed confi-
dence in the army (compared to 7 per-
cent for the ruling Polish United
Workers Party).

Despite the unexpectedness of Jaru-
zelski’s crackdown, workers throughout
the country responded with spontaneous
protest strikes. Because of the severing
of most communications links, the ex-
tent of these strikes was not clear at the
time. Later Solidarity documents esti-
mated that some 80 percent of all enter-
prises were affected to one extent or
another.

But with their leaders in prison, with
no way to communicate with one anoth-
er, and without any preparation to de-
fend themselves, the workers were un-
able to prevent the authorities from
breaking this strike wave.

The WRON, for the most part, hesi-
tated to use regular army troops against
the workers. Instead, it deployed large
units of the 80,000-member paramili-

tary police, the ZOMO, who have a repu-
tation for brutality. The ZOMO were
concentrated against key factories, a
few at a time, and thus broke the
strikes. In most cases the workers did
not attempt to physically resist. But in a
few, as in the Wujek coal mine in Sile-
sia, they fought back with makeshift
weapons. The government admits that
17 people were killed in the first weeks
of martial law.

The fact that the authorities were
afraid to unleash a massive bloodbath
(as they did during the 1970 strikes) was
an important factor in the speed with
which the workers movement has subse-
quently been able to reorganize itself.

In an interview in the May 19 issue of
the underground Solidarity weekly
Tygodnik Mazowsze, Bogdan Lis, a key
union leader in Gdansk, noted, “The
ZOMO won this first battle. . . . But
Polish society’s backbone has not been
broken. There were few shootings, not
many deaths, and so — despite the
psychological shock — the people sur-
vived and were able to recover.”

The imposition of martial law was ne-
vertheless a major setback for the
workers movement. Many democratic
rights were suspended, strikes were out-
lawed, Solidarity’s activities were
banned, and thousands of union mil-
itants — including the bulk of Solidar-
ity’s regional and national leaderships
— were hauled off to detention centers.

Today, several thousand remain in in-
ternment camps or are awaiting trial,
another 2,000 have already been tried
by martial-law courts and sentenced to
prison terms.

‘Normalization’ fails

On the basis of this blow against the
workers movement, the bureaucracy at-
tempted to stabilize its rule, an effort
known in Poland as “normalization.”

By and large, it has failed.

One factor in this has been the con-
tinued worsening of the country’s severe
economic crisis.

In the early 1970s, the government

“Solidarity was, is, and will be” — the sl
ment of Polish workers who are determ
discuss the next steps forward, many t
since martial law was imposed. Above
in Warsaw, reads union paper “Tygo«
mass support for Solidarity was clearl
year. Above (far right) is May 3 rally in

had embarked on a massive industrial
expansion program, financed by huge
loans from U.S. and West European
banks and governments and relying on
expanded trade with capitalist coun-
tries. The onset of the world capitalist
economic crisis consequently had severe
repercussions within Poland, which
were worsened by the bureaucracy’s
gross economic mismanagement and its
refusal to allow workers any say in the
making of economic planning decisions.

With a staggering foreign debt of $27
billion and mounting repayment obliga-
tions, Poland has been unable to import
the raw materials and spare parts
needed to keep industry going. In June,
the Central Statistical Office reported
that industrial production for the first
five months of 1982 was 9 percent less
than during the same period of 1981
Shortages of many basic consume.
goods are still widespread.

Not only has the WRON been unable
to give any real economic concessions to
the workers in an attempt to win a de-
gree of acquiescence to its rule, but cir-
cumstances impelled it to begin pushing
through stringent austerity measures.

In February, the prices of many com-
mon food items were raised by 200 to
400 percent. While unemployment has
begun to appear, the workweek has at
the same time been extended to six days
(one of the economic gains the workers
had won last year was to have every oth-
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Saturday off). The activities of the
iscent workers councils that had been
t up in many large factories before the
1position of martial law have been sus-
:nded, enabling the managers to arbi-
arily alter work rules.

egime’s ‘union’ flops

Under ‘these circumstances, the re-
me’s initial attempts to set up a new
ndependent” trade wunion totally
>pped. Because of the massive support
r Solidarity on the shop floor, the au-
orities could not find one Solidarity
ader of any significance who was will-
g to lend some credence to this
heme.

Frustrated in their efforts to split the
1i0on, the authorities have threatened
outlaw Solidarity outright. But so far
.y have hesitated to do so out of con-
rn over the workers’ reaction to such a
wve.

The WRON has, however, banned
veral other groups that were allied to
slidarity, including the Independent
;udent Association (NZS) and the Pol-
h Journalists Association (SDP). Also
itlawed were the National Federation

Self-management (KSF) and various
'gional bodies that had been set up in
)81 to coordinate the activities of the
ctory-based workers councils.

The gulf between the working popula-
on and the government (which still
aims to speak in the name of the
orkers) has widened considerably. The
slitical authority of the Polish United
orkers Party has never been so low;
any of its worker members have left in
sgust, and in the factories the party is
»w represented largely by foremen and
anagement personnel. At the same
me, the illusions that people previous-
» had in- the military hierarchy have
sen shattered.

Expressions of the widespread hatred
r the WRON are commonplace. Chil-
en sing rhymes about the nasty
row” (the Polish word for crow is wro-
1). Antigovernment slogans frequently
Jpear on walls overnight.

Despite the obviously different situa-
ons, martial law is often equated with
e period of Nazi occupation of Poland
uring World War II, and the Jaruzelski
»gime is viewed as being little different

‘om dictatorships in other parts of the .

orld. “Let the rulers of this country
10w,” Bogdan Lis wrote in one public
;peal, “that someday their names will
- down in the history books alongside
ose of Pol Pot, Pinochet, and Franco.”

ne common nickname for Jaruzelski is
eneral ZOMOza.

olidarity reorganizes

It was not long after the December
rikes were crushed that Solidarity ac-
vists in factories around the country
egan to reorganize themselves. This
rocess started, first of all, in the large
1terprises where the union had been
1e strongest, such as the Lenin Ship-

.,an on the sign above (far left) — expresses senti-
:2d to defend their mass-based union. In order to _?
derground newspapers have begun publication §
:nter) Zbigniew Romaszewski, Solidarity leader
k Wojenny” (State of War Weekly). Continued
een in huge demonstrations during May of this

v S v

yard in Gdansk, the Ursus tractor facto-
ry near Warsaw, and the Nowa Huta
steelworks in Krakow.

Initially, small committees were or-
ganized in cell structures to make it
more difficult for the security police to
break them. They existed both within
the factories and in residential areas.
The strict curfew that was in force in the
early weeks of martial law tended to fa-
vor the emergence of committees in the
large workers’ housing projects.

The tasks of these early committees
were limited: to collect union dues and
money for victims of the repression and
workers dismissed from their jobs, to or-
ganize passive resistance to various as-
pects of martial law, and to gather and
circulate accurate information.

Those groups with the technical re-
sources began publishing news sheets
and bulletins. A survey of these under-
ground publications in the April 6 Ty-
godnik Mazowsze noted that they were
being published in every major city and
in many smaller ones as well. There
were several dozen in the Warsaw area
alone. In the Lenin Shipyard in Gdansk,
the bulletin Solidarnosc was being
printed in editions of 60,000.

These publications range from mi-
meographed bulletins of a single page
each to multipage newspapers printed
on offset presses. Besides the hundreds
of factory bulletins, several satirical
Jjournals are being published, as well as
at least six bulletins produced by acti-
vists in the internment camps (unlike
prisoners who have been tried and sent-
enced, the internees are allowed writing
materials and are not confined to locked
cells).

Workers take to streets

In Wroclaw, where the new workers
committees were particularly well or-
ganized, Solidarity called its first large
public protest action following the
crushing of the December strikes. On
January 29, workers in about 90 percent
of the enterprises in the region downed
their tools for a half-hour general strike
to protest against martial law.

This marked the opening of a new
stage in the development of opposition
to martial law. From then on, strikes
and street demonstrations were to be-
come a regular occurrence. -

The day after the Wroclaw strike,
thousands of workers and students
poured into the streets of Gdansk to pro-
test martial law and higher food prices.
On February 13, hundreds marched in
Poznan, and on March 21 an estimated
50,000 people chanting Solidarity slo-
gans turned out in Gdansk for the bap-
tism of Lech Walesa’s newly born
daughter.

But the real turning point in the re-
surgence of the mass movement came in
May. On May 1 and 3, large street de-
monstrations swept the country and on
May 13 workers observed a national
strike call. The size and scope of these

actions rivaled many of the protest ac-
tions that were held in Poland prior to
the imposition of martial law.

The May Day action in Warsaw was
announced over Radio Solidarity, in di-
rect opposition to the official May Day
ceremonies organized by the regime.

“We are broadcasting today on the eve
of the working-class holiday, May 1,”
Zbigniew Romaszewski, a Solidarity
leader in Warsaw, declared in the broad-
cast. “The society has been deprived of
all its important symbols. They have all
been taken by the regime. This is also
true of May Day. We have decided to
take back these symbols.”

Noting that the eve of May Day was
also the 31st anniversary of the death of
Kazimierz Puzak, a Polish Socialist
Party leader who died in prison follow-
ing a Stalinist show trial in the late
1940s, Romaszewski continued:

“Every year, comrades faithful to
Polish socialism put flowers on his grave
and sing the old workers’ song, The Red
Flag. Let this tune be the theme song of
our broadcast this May Day. Let it be a
warning to all those who want to force
the workers to their knees and terrorize
the society. On their red flag, the one
they will carry in their march tomorrow,,
is the blood of the workers of Poznan, of
the Baltic Coast, the blood of those who
have fallen in the war they declared on
their own people.”

The next day, some 50,000 people
turned out for a large and enthusiastic
march through the streets of Warsaw’s
Old Town. Solidarity banners were un-
furled and demonstrators chanted “Our
holiday! Our holiday!” “Lift martial
law!” and “We want Solidarity!”

In Gdansk, up to 60,000 people de-
monstrated. They gathered outside the
Lenin Shipyard at the monument to
workers who were killed during the
1970 strikes and then marched several
miles to the building that had housed
Solidarity’s regional headquarters be-
fore martial law.

In the northwestern port city of Szcze-
cin, a large crowd gathered in the morn-
ing outside the gates of the Warski Ship-
yard. As the demonstrators marched
from there through the center of the city,
Solidarity banners were raised and pro-
testers shouted to bystanders, “Come
with us, not the enemy!” Many did. By
the time the march reached the main
cemetery, where people put flowers on
the graves of workers killed in the 1970
strikes, the demonstrators numbered
some 20,000.

Marches and rallies were reported in
more than a dozen other cities as well.

Two days later, similar demonstra-
tions were held throughout the country
to mark May 3, known in Poland as Con-
stitution Day after the country’s 1791
republican constitution. While the po-
lice had refrained from interfering with
the May Day demonstrations, on May 3
they attacked. In Warsaw, Gdansk,
Szcecin. Lublin, Krakow, Lodz, and
many other cities, scores of people were

injured. The authorities admitted ar-
resting 1,372 people for participating in
the actions.

Because of these police attacks, Soli-
darity leaders counseled their suppor-
ters to avoid street demonstrations for
the time being, although this advice has
not always been heeded (as on June 13,
when protest marches were staged in
Krakow, Wroclaw, and Gdansk).

The May 1 and 3 actions paved the
way for a May 13 general strike, the
first nationally coordinated action
called by Solidarity. Although it lasted
just 15 minuets, it showed the extent of
the union’s active support on the shop
floor.

In the Warsaw region, some 80 to 90
percent of the factories were affected to
one degree or another, according to
union accounts. In some factories Soli-
darity banners were hoisted. Ten coal
mines in Silesia stopped work. Parts of
the large steelworks in Katowice and
Krakow went on strike, as did the Lenin
Shipyard in Gdansk and many factories
in Wroclaw, Elwro, Bialystok, Torun,
Lodz, and other cities.

Although the authorities were aware
of Solidarity’s reorganization, they were
taken aback by the size and scope of the
May actions. Those opposed to bureau-
cratic domination, on the other hand, re-
ceived a tremendous shot in the arm.

Government reprisals against the
strikers were very severe, however. At
the Swidnik helicopter factory near
Lublin, for example, some 1,000
workers were dismissed from their jobs
— about one-tenth of the entire work-
force.

To avoid exposing workers to further
reprisals like this, Solidarity leaders
have called for a suspension of protest
strikes and strike demonstrations until
the end of July, to allow time for the
preparation of more effective forms of
action.

Despite Solidarity’s massive support
among working people, it has not yet
been able to force the regime into mak-
ing any significant concessions. This
has set off a wide-ranging discussion
among leaders and activists over how
best to move forward, a discussion that
is still only in its initial stages.

Among Solidarity leaders, both those
who are still at liberty and those in the
internment camps, there is general
agreement over the movement’s imme-
diate aims: to force the government into
lifting martial law, freeing the political
prisoners, and ending the restrictions on
Solidarity’s activities. These three de-
mands feature prominently in the
union’s publications and appeals.

A number of figures in the movement
have also argued that such concessions
could be a starting point for a broader
agreement between the authorities and
Solidarity. In two essays smuggled out
of the Bialoleka internment camp near
Warsaw, Jacek Kuron, one of Poland’s
most prominent political activists,
raised the possibility of reaching a “so-
cial compromise,” in which Solidarity
would agree to limit some of its demands
if the government ends the repression.

Writing in the April 28 Tygodnik Ma-
zowsze, Wladyslaw Hardek, a union
leader in Krakow, said that while an
agreement with the authorities “would
not involve any great love, it could be a
marriage of convenience.”

Romaszewski has stressed the transi-
tory nature of such an agreement, stat-
ing that an initial compromise that res-
tores Solidarity’s rights “does not have
to be a final one.”

The sharpest differences, however,
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have emerged over organizational ques-
tions and methods of struggle.

Kuron, in his first essay in February,
initiated a broad debate on these ques-
tions. He emphasized that the only way
to force the authorities to agree to make
concessions was to build a strong, well-
organized movement with a centralized
leadership. Since the regime would
probably refuse to reach an agreement,
he continued, “the leadership of the re-
sistance movement must prepare soci-
ety both for major concessions leading to
a compromise with the government, and
for liquidation of the occupation
through an organized uprising of the
whole population.”

This, he argued, was the best hope for
preventing an uncontrolled social explo-
sion and a consequent Soviet invasion.

“Only two forces,” Kuron wrote, “can
guarantee peace: the regime, by con-
cluding a compromise with society; or
society, by overthrowing the regime.”

Exchange of views

Two influential Solidarity leaders in
the Warsaw region, Zbigniew Bujak and
Wiktor Kulerski, responded to Kuron in
separate articles in the March 31 Ty-
godnik Mazowsze.

Bujak, one of the highest ranking Sol-
idarity leaders to have escaped deten-
tion, rejected Kuron’s call for the con-
struction of a centralized movement

that would be prepared to overthrow the .

regime. Emphasizing that such-an un-
dertaking was “unrealizable,” he con-
cluded that “it is necessary to start from
the principle of avoiding direct confron-
tations with the government, because
they would expose the country to too
great a danger.”

“I am for a strong, but decentralized,
movement,” Bujak said, “which will use
many different forms of action. Only
such a movement, undefined and many-
sided, will be elusive and difficult to de-
feat.”

Kulerski likewise opposed the consoli-
dation of a centralized resistance move-
ment, stating that it should be “infor-
mal, decentralized, comprised of mutu-
ally independent and loosely linked

groups, committees, etc., with a large’

amount of independence and freedom of
decision.”

He rejected Kuron’s “alternative of
either revolution or compromise,” and
instead held out the possibility of a
gradual evolution, “a lengthy rotting of
the system and gradual changes leading
to society regaining influence over its
fate.” ‘

In a rejoinder to Bujak and Kulerski,
published in the May 21 Tygodnik Ma-
zowsze, Kuron stated that he did not
think a gradual evolution or a prolonged
period of decentralized resistance was
possible, largely because of the worsen-
ing economic situation and the regime’s
continual provocations. In this context,
he said, “a central leadership will lose
its influence over the movement if it ap-
pears that it does not have a program for
getting out of the present situation.”

Kuron also pointed out that the au-
thorities could not be expected to make
any concessions unless they are forced
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to do so. “A program cannot be built on
the hope that the generals and secretar-
ies will willingly agree to a compromise.
It has to be acknowledged that violence
only retreats in face of violence; it has to
be clearly stated that the movement it-
self will not refuse to use force.”

‘We have to fight together’

In the April 28 Tygodnik Mazowsze,
several other union leaders gave their
own views on how to win concessions.

Wladyslaw Frasyniuk, a key leader in
Wroclaw, argued, “The union cannot re-
main passive in such a catastrophic eco-
nomic situation, when social tensions
increase and repression does not dimin-
ish. The refusal to come to an agreement
must be met, in my opinion, with a gen-
eral strike.” Solidarity, he added, should
be built as “a flexible and consolidated
organization.”

Wladyslaw Hardek from Krakow
likewise stressed, “We have to begin a
struggle throughout the country, in a
coordinated fashion, for a chance to win
an agreement. No one will give us this
chance; we have to win it ourselves.”

Bogdan Lis, noting that “the workpla-
ces are time bombs,” stated that the au-
thorities had to be presented with an ul-
timatum: “Agreement or struggle. We
have no other alternative. . . . If the
government does not have the good will
[to reach an agreement], then it has to
be forced into it.”

This debate has not been limited to
the union’s top leaders. Shop floor acti-
vists and less well-known leaders have
also contributed to it. Tygodnik Ma-
zowsze has established a regular column
for such contributions, entitled, “Pro-
gram of action: voices from the discus-
sion.”

In one of four such contributions in
the May 19 issue, for example, Kazi-
mierz Podlaski wrote, “A mass protest
and resistance movement cannot arise

or develop without an ideological, infor-
mational, and tactical center.”

In the April 24 Tygodnik Mazowsze,
an anonymous rank-and-file activist al-
so argued, “We have to do everything we
can to unite people, and not divide them
up into isolated groups. Above all, we
have to build up ties. Didn’t Jaruzelski’s
blitzkrieg teach us anything? . . . Our
weapon 1is our massive numbers; our
weapon is a united resistance. . . . We
have to fight together.”

As a result of this kind of discussion,
the views of some Solidarity leaders
have shifted.

In April, just a few weeks after Buj-
ak’s reply to Kuron arguing against a
more centralized movement, he joined
with Lis, Hardek, and Frasyniuk to
form the Provisional Coordinating Com-
mittee (TKK) of Solidarity. This body
has since begun functioning as a nation-
al leadership.

One of the first actions-of the TKK
was to call the 15-minute strike on May
13. The massive response to that call
was a key test of the committee’s au-
thority among Solidarity members.

Appeals to soldiers

Another topic of discussion has been
the need for the workers movement to
seek active support within the ranks of
the army. Unlike the highly privileged
ZOMO, the army is based largely on
conscript troops.

The need to carry out agitation among
soldiers and police was one of the points
stressed by Kuron.

In fact, such efforts have been made
since shortly after the imposition of
martial law. For example, in a New
Year's appeal, Bujak called on “soldiers
and officers of the Polish army, and po-
licemen as well, to carefully listen to the
voice of your conscience, and follow it
rather than the orders you are given. Do
not willingly let yourselves be forced to
commit fratricide, even if you must pay
the highest price.”

The first broadcast of Radio Solidarity
in Poznan on May 12 included a similar
appeal to soldiers.

There have been some indications
that Solidarity’s message is getting
through to the army barracks. The
union bulletins have been publishing an
increasing number of reports about
what is happening in the army units,
including the formation of informal sol-
diers’ groups.

At the May Day demonstration in
Szczecin, according to an account in the
May 9-11 issue of the union bulletin Z
Dnia na Dzien (From Day to Day), a sol-
dier took off his helmet and attempted
to join the workers’ march, but was pre-
vented from doing so by his officer.

In Lublin on May 3, a march of about
12,000 was blocked by army and ZOMO
detachments. A young woman handed
flowers to one of the soldiers, and the
troops cleared the way for the march.

Following the demonstrations and

strikes of early May, the Regional

Executive Committee (RKW) of Solidar-

French gov’t ignores Reagan

BY ERNEST HARSCH

The French government announced
July 22 that it was ordering French com-
panies to ignore U.S.-declared sanctions
against the sale of equipment to the
Soviet Union for the Soviet-West Euro-
pean natural gas pipeline.

It was the first West European gov-
ernment to do so, although others have

expressed opposition to the sanctions as

well.

The French statement, issued by the
office of Prime Minister Pierre Mauroy,
noted that other members of the Euro-
pean Economic Community agreed that
Washington’s “unilateral action could
not be accepted.”

The Reagan administration had been
pressing the sanctions as part of its
broader anti-Soviet propaganda drive.

It responded to the French announce-
ment by warning of legal -action and
economic retaliation against West Euro-
pean companies that continued to fulfill
their pipeline contracts.

This row between Paris and Washing-
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ton is one of the more dramatic reflec-
tions of the growing strains between the
imperialist powers, which has been ex-
pressed-in some divergent political and
economic policies.

The interimperialist rivalries have
been heightened by the world capitalist
economic crisis, which has driven the
ruling classes of the various imperialist
powers to erect more and more protec-

tionist barriers against their com--

petitors.

Washington, for instance, has sought
to obstruct European steel exports to the
United States, a move that has prompt-
ed threats in Europe of similar actions
against U.S. steel imports there.

On top of this economic rivalry, the
Reagan administration has been pres-
sing its NATO allies to shoulder more of
the burden of policing the world on be-
half of imperialist interests.

The conflict over the Soviet pipeline
began shortly after Reagan first barred
U.S. companies from any direct partici-
pation in it in December. Once com-

ity in the Warsaw region stated on May
27, “The lack of any show of goodwill on
the part of the authorities. . .isleading
unavoidably to a radicalization of work-
ers’ views and to a general strike. Sev-
eral dozen large plants and factories of
the Mazowsze region have asked the Re-
gional Executive Committee to set its
date.”

Other regional bodies subsequently
begun discussing preparations for a gen-
eral strike as well.

While many articles in the union
press have expressed support for the
idea of such a strike, others have op-
posed it, on the grounds that the union
is not yet ready, for such a drastic step,
or that it could lead to a Soviet interven-
tion.

To find out how much active support
there would be for a general strike —
and what further preparations would be
necessary — systematic surveys are
being conducted by unionists in numer-
ous workplaces and regions. Plans are
also being discussed to establish an ef-
fective communications network among
the factories, including radio transmit-
ters and receivers, to ensure that the au-
thorities will not be able to isolate the
factories from one another as they did
during the December strikes.

Solidarity activists are also anticipat-
ing government attempts to break any
general strike by force.

“In contrast to December 1981,” Lis
has pointed out, “we will have to defend
the striking factories.”

In an interview in the June 2 Tygod-
nik Mazowsze, Romaszerski stressed
that the general strike had to be “a coun-
trywide general strike, with active de-
fense of the workplaces. In Warsaw, 20
to 30 large factories could launch occu-
pation strikes, with the rest supporting
them through stay-at-home strikes. In
addition to this, demonstrations and
marches can keep some of [the govern-
ment’s] forces occupied.”

The response of the ranks of the army
and police, Romaszewski pointed out,
could be crucial to the success of the
strike. “If the situation becomes very
serious, the government will be unable
— in my opinion — to rely either on the
army or even on the police. When just
one battalion refuses to shoot . . .
That’s what happened in February 1917
[in Russia], when a small unit of the Cos-
sacks went over to the side of the de-
monstrators. And within a month there
was no longer a tsar.”

Many Solidarity leaders are not as op-
timistic as Romaszewski. But the ability
of union activists to rebuild the move-
ment so quickly — and on such a mas-
sive scale — has already surpassed the
initial expectations of not only the gov-
ernment, but of many Solidarity ac-
tivists themselves.

The discussions that are now unfold-
ing in Poland’s factories, steel mills, and
shipyards will have a crucial influence
over the future course of this workers’
movement.
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on pipeline

pleted, the pipeline may eventually sup-
ply more than 30 percent of the natural
gas used by West Germany, France,
Italy, and Spain. West European gov-
ernments already have hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars invested in it.

On June 18, Reagan extended the
sanctions to include equipment pro-
duced under U.S. license by West Euro-
pean companies.

Several weeks before the French gov-
ernment’s response, British Prime
Minister Margaret Thatcher — one of
Reagan’s closest allies — publicly
criticized the sanctions and indicated
that British firms may ignore them.

The same day as the French move,
West German Chancellor Helmut
Schmidt said in a television interview
while visiting the United States, “The
pipeline will be built and the British,
the French, the Germans, and other
Europeans will stick to the agreement
which their firms have been making
with the Soviets.”




Why capitalism can’t avoid crisis

The story of the failure of Keynesian ‘controls’

BY WILLIAM GOTTLIEB
(Fourth in a series)

John Maynard Keynes (1883-1946)
was a British economist who became fa-
mous in the 1930s and 1940s for ad-
vocating government intervention in
order to control capitalist business cy-
cles and limit depressions.

For the first three decades after World
War II; Keynes’s views were popular
among procapitalist economists and pol-
icy makers. The opinion was widely held
that the British economist had finally
found the answer to Karl Marx’s
analysis that the capitalist system is
historically doomed. The use of Keyne-
sian methods by capitalist governments
had finally made (so it was said) the
capitalist system viable.

Today, however, world capitalism is
in its worst crisis since the 1930s, and
the Keynesian approach doesn’t seem to

BEHIND THE
RECESSION

have the same glitter for capitalism that
it once did.

What were the policies that Keynes
and his followers advocated? And why is
Keynesianism going out of style?

The basic characteristic of a depres-
sion is that the supply of goods and ser-
vices on the market exceeds the demand
from consumers. It is this overproduc-
tion that leads to cutbacks in production
and massive layoffs.

Keynes’s argument

Keynes argued that when depression
threatened, the capitalist government
should take measures to expand the
market - that is, increase consumer de-
mand. This could be done, he claimed,
through cutting taxes, increasing gov-
ernment spending, and expanding the
money supply.

One effect of reducing taxes is that it
increases the amount of money consum-
ers have to purchase goods. Thus when
the government spends more than it re-
ceives in taxes — all things being equal
— demand for goods and services on the
market will increase.

For example, if the federal govern-
ment runs a deficit of $100 billion (and
payments on the national debt are $80
billion), the ability of the market to ab-
sorb commodities will be increased by
$20 billion.

Government spending, in turn, tends
to set off ripple effects.

If the government increases un-
employment benefits, for example, the
unemployed will be able to buy more
consumer goods. This will mean that the
consumer goods—producing ‘industries
will be able to hire back some of the un-
employed. Since the consumer goods—
producing industries will be using more
of their productive capacity, they might
increase orders for machinery.

Over a period of time, the size of the
market might be increased by three or
four times the initial $20 billion.

Thus by manipulating government
spending and taxes, the Keynesians ar-
gued, the government could determine
the size of the market. It would be possi-
ble to ensure that the expansion of the
market would keep up with the produc-
tive power of industry. The contradic-
tion of capitalism whereby the market
grows much more slowly than the abil-
ity of industry to produce would be over-
come, it was claimed.

Deficit financing

When the government runs a deficit,
it has to somehow raise the extra money
not covered by tax receipts.

Just like an individual who wants to
spend more than his or her immediate
income, the government borrows the dif-
ference. It does this by issuing bonds,

which are promises to repay, at a given
rate of interest, by a certain date. A
small example is a U.S. savings bond.

However much more of the govern-
ment’s debt is in large-denomination
bonds that yield much higher rates of
interest. These bonds are bought and
sold by big capitalist investors — rich
individuals as well as banks and corpo-
rations.

This is where a catch to the Keynesian
scheme can arise. Market demand will
only be increased if the capitalists are
willing to increase the total amount of
money that they loan out.

If they do not expand their loans, in-
creased borrowing by the government
will mean fewer loans to workers, farm-
ers, and small businessmen. Deficit
spending by the government will then
only redistribute the demand for com-
modities. It will not add to it.

For example, the Reagan administra-
tion is running up a big deficit. But this
is not adding to total market demand as
much as it is shifting it from housing,
autos, appliances, and farm machinery
to arms. The housing, auto, and farm
machinery industries remain in a depre-
ssion because workers and farmers can-
not borrow while the war industry is en-
tering a deficit-financed boom, fueled by
the Pentagon’s mammoth orders.

Unfortunately for those who think
government manipulation of the busi-
ness cycle is the answer, credit is always
in short supply during a serious
capitalist economic crisis of overproduc-
tion.

When markets are glutted, capitalists
are reluctant to make loans because
they fear they will not be repaid. When
they do make loans under these condi-
tions, they charge high interest rates to
make up for the increased risk of de-
faults. During the current recession, for
example, interest rates have reached
historic highs.

Monetary policy

Keynes and his disciples realized that
the government cannot regulate total
market demand if credit shortages that
arise during economic crises cannot be
overcome. They claimed, however, that
the amount of credit available could be
regulated by the central bank. By hav-
ing the central bank increase the supply
of money, the Keynesians argued, credit
could be made plentiful and interest
rates kept low.

In the United States, the central bank
is the Federal Reserve Board. Since the
dollar is the key world currency for trade
and payments, the Federal Reserve
Board exercises great influence on the
U.S. economy.

The Federal Reserve Board is owned
by the commercial banks. The White
House, however, appoints the top offi-
cials of “the Fed” (as this powerful in-
stitution is frequently referred to in
capitalist circles). The Federal Reserve,
therefore, represents a direct fusion of
private bank capital and the govern-
ment.

The basic function of the Federal Re-
serve Board, and central banks in other
capitalist countries, is to serve as
banker for the commercial banks and
the government.

The large commercial banks keep a
certain amount of their funds on deposit
in the Federal Reserve. The U.S. Treas-
ury does likewise.

Currency is issued by the Federal Re-
serve. Look at a dollar bill — it says
“Federal Reserve Note.” The Federal
Reserve also tries to regulate the total
money supply, which is made up largely
of checking accounts based on currency
rather than actual paper money.

The ability of the Federal Reserve
Board to regulate the amount of credit
and money is far more limited, however,
than the Keynesians and other capital-
ist experts assumed.

Basically, the central bank issues and
controls the amount of paper money. But

GM workers hear news of impending layoffs. From late 1940s through 1960s,

a period of relative prosperity, Keynesian methods of “regulating” U.S. econ-
omy seemed to work. Now, capitalism is in its worst crisis since the Great De-
pression, and Keynes’s theories have been discredited.

it cannot determine how much money
the private bankers and other credit in-
stitutions actually lend out, or the in-
terest rates they charge on their loans.
Nor can the central bank or government
control the demand for credit by indus-
try, commercial capital, farmers, or
workers.

Finally, the capitalist central banks
cannot determine the purchasing power
of the currency they issue. At best, the
central banks can “influence” these
things. But, ultimately, they cannot
harness the basic forces that determine
the way capitalism works and that drive
toward deeper crises. :

Capitalist opposition to Keynes

When Keynesian ideas first became
popular in academic and government
circles, many of the more traditional
capitalist economists and conservative
politicians opposed them. They objected
to the Keynesian recommendations on
the grounds that deficit spending and
easy money were inflationary. The
Keynesians had what superficially
seemed to be a logical response.

During depressions, they argued,
when supply exceeds market demand
it'’s absurd to worry about inflation.
Prices tend to fall in a depression, as
capitalists cut prices to get rid of unsold
commodities. As long as production is
significantly below the physical capac-
ity to produce, the Keynesians claimed,
there could be no serious inflation.

The capitalists’ response to any in-
crease in demand would be increased
production. Only during periods of boom
or during wartime, when production is
near or at the physical capacity to pro-
duce and cannot be rapidly increased,
will the capitalists be able to respond to
increased monetary demand by raising
prices (and profits), thus bringing de-
mand back into line with supply.

Indeed, when inflation got too bad, the
Keynesians argued, their antidepres-
sion policies should be reversed. The
government should run a budgetary
surplus. Taxes should be raised and gov-
ernment spending reduced. These meas-
ures, plus repayments on the national
debt incurred during the preceding re-
cession, would tend to reduce demand to
a point where it was again below the
physical capacity to produce.

The central bank should also follow a
policy of slowing down the growth in the
money supply during a boom to help re-
duce the spending capacity of consum-
ers. This would keep demand from over-
flowing the productive capacity of indus-
try.

In this way, Keynesians insisted, seri-
ous inflation could be avoided, at least
in peacetime. In any event, according to
the Keynesians, severe inflation and
serious recession could not occur at the
same time.
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Keynes’s followers generally admit-
ted that perfect results could not be ob-
tained by tinkering with the economy.
There were limits to how much demand
could be “fine tuned.” Anyway, Keynes
and his suporters held that “a little in-
flation” isn’t such a bad thing because it
helps keep down real wages (that is,
what wages can actually buy). And em-
ployers like an occasional recession to
cool wage demands by workers.

Surely, the advocates of Keynes-
ianism claimed, it was better to put up
with some inflation and occasional “mild
recession” than to take the risk of social
revolution.

Seemed to work

From the 1940s through the 1960s,
things appeared to work out more or less
as the Keynesians said they would.
There were occasional “mild” recessions
and “creeping inflation.” But there were
no really deep or long depressions.

Serious inflation was limited to the
Korean and Vietnam war years. Chronic
mass unemployment was largely con-
fined to Blacks and Latinos. Industrial
workers still faced periodic layoffs, but
public and private unemployment be-
nefits cushioned the blow. Usually these
layoffs were fairly short lived.

Capitalist economists, with few excep-
tions, were convinced by the 1960s that
the U.S. economy was immune to severe
recessions. In celebration, Time maga-
zine put Keynes’s picture on the front
cover of one issue in the mid-1960s.

Today — after a decade of price explo-
sions, sudden shortages, international
monetary crises, unprecedented interest
rates, and a series of deep recessions —
Keynesian theory is pretty much discre-
dited, even in capitalist circles. They are
now left with empirically probing one
measure after another to try to stabilize
the economy.

What went wrong?

The problem is that Keynesian
policies left untouched the fundamental
contradiction of capitalism, the con-
tradiction between the socialized nature
of production and the private ownership
of the means of production. The Keyne-
sians wanted to plan total market de-
mand, but not production. That was left
to private corporations competing with
each other for profits, just as they have
always done.

Keynesian tinkering thus only
treated symptoms, not causes. During
the "long expansion of the world
capitalist economy that followed the
Great Depression and World War 11, it
could appear successful.

But once the contradictions of
capitalism led again to overproduction
on a massive scale, Keynesian policies
were bound to fail.

(To be continued)
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Interview with Vietnam’s
representative to the UN

The following interview with Ma-
dame Nguyen Ngoc Dung, acting
representative of the Socialist Re-
public of Vietnam to the United Na-
tions, was conducted July 20 by Mil-
itant correspondent Suzanne Haig.

Question. What was the Vietnamese
delegation able to accomplish at the UN
Special Session on Disarmament?

Answer. We felt it was -essential to
point our fingers at the proponents of
the arms race and to lay bare the hypoc-
risy of those who claim to support disar-
mament while stepping up armaments.
It was equally important to make a dis-
tinction between the struggle of the op-
pressed peoples for national liberation
and independence — who need arms for
their struggle — and the colonial, impe-
rialist forces, who use arms against
them.

Vietnam has suffered so much during
its wars of liberation over more than 30
years. We know what it is like. That is
why we strongly support the objectives
of disarmament. Recently, as an expres-
sion of our peace policy and our willing-
ness to limit the danger of nuclear war,
we have decided to participate in the
Treaty on Non-Proliferation.

Q. What is the nature of the U.S. mil-
itary pressure against Vietnam today?

A. The U.S. military pressure, al-
though not direct, is increasing. Direct
military pressure against Vietnam is
carried out by China — the “newly
found” U.S. ally — with the green light
from the United States, which is now
prepared to sell China U.S. weapons.

The U.S. continues to have military
bases in the Philippines and is reacti-
vating a number of its military bases in
Thailand. It has increased military aid
to its allies in the region. Its navy and
marines have held maneuvers very
close to our borders. U.S. electronic re-
connaissance aircraft have flown mis-
sions close to the coast of Vietnam.

The CIA has undertaken a concrete
plan to destabilize Vietnam. It has
among other things recruited and
trained Vietnamese refugees as spies
and sent them back to Vietnam.

It should be recalled that last year at
the Association of Southeast Asian Na-
tions (ASEAN) Manila conference, Gen-
eral Haig and his deputy declared to the
effect that the U.S. policy is to put pres-
sure on Vietnam — economic, political,
and if necessary, military.

Apart from its economic blockade
against us, the U.S. has used “food as a
weapon” by objecting to assistance pro-
grams for Vietnam in various interna-
tional organizations such as UNICEF
and the United Nations Development
Program. It has even prevented U.S. vo-
luntary agencies from sending humanit-
arian assistance to the children in Viet-
nam and Kampuchea.

Situation in Vietnam

Q. What is the situation like in Viet-
nam today?

A. After so many years of war, our
most earnest aspiration was to live in
peace and rebuild our war-torn country.
But this was made impossible, first by
the proxy war that the Pol Pot clique un-
leashed along the southwestern borders
of Vietnam and then by the open inva-
sion launched by 600,000 Chinese
troops in the North.

Added to these aggressive wars were
repeated natural disasters. This makes
the situation more difficult.

We have to tighten our belts. But no
one is dying of hunger in Vietnam.
Twelve million Vietnamese children
continue to go to school. Our artists
have won prizes in many world competi-
tions.

The aftermaths of the wars (first by
Japan, then France, then by the U.S.
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and China) are too great to overcome in
a matter of days or months. It takes
years and years. But we are as resolved
and confident in our future as ever.

Aid frvom Western Europe

Q. Have you received much aid from
the West European countries?

A. Not much. In some cases, the west-
ern European countries such as France,
the Netherlands, and Sweden have
helped. Others submitted to U.S. pres-
sure to cut off aid to Vietnam.

Q. What are the problems you face
with China?

A. The Chinese leadership has be-
trayed the revolutionry cause of the
world people and we are one of their vic-
tims. They cannot tolerate an independ-
ent Vietnam on their southern border.

China continues to occupy a Vietnam-
ese archipelago called Paracells. Some
400,000 Chinese troops are being
massed near our border and conducting
daily military provocations.

We are determined to defend our inde-
pendence and sovereignty at any cost.
But we are for a peaceful solution of the
dispute. We have repeatedly called on
China to resume the Vietnam-China
talks which were interrupted a year and
a half ago by China. We have proposed
to sign with them a treaty of peaceful
coexistence. But unfortunately, all of
our efforts have been turned down.

Q. What role are the ASEAN coun-
tries playing in relation to Vietnam?

A. There are two trends: One of con-
frontation and tension and the other of
reconciliation and cooperation. The
former is not new because it is just the
follow-up of what the ASEAN countries
did to the Indochinese countries during
the U.S. imperialist war in the area. It is
not in their interest and is against the
aspirations of their peoples. It only
serves China and U.S. strategic inter-
ests.

The latter is positive and growing.

More and more people in the ruling cir-
cles in the ASEAN countries have be-
come aware of the China factor as the
main threat to peace and stability in the
region. We have worked tirelessly for
peace and cooperation in the region and
continue to do so today.

Troops in Kampuchea

Q. Washington claims that the pres-
ence of Vietnamese troops in Kampuchea
constitutes an act of aggression. How do
you view the real situation?

A. Washington’s “turning white
black” trick is famous.

We are very proud that at the request
of the Kampuchean people, we have
come to their rescue. What we should re-
gret is that we didn’t come earlier to
help them stop that living hell under Pol
Pot. Pause a minute to think of 3 million
Kampucheans who were brutally mur-
dered and you’ll find the answer.

Today, our troops are still in Kampu-
chea because the Kampuchean people
still need them to prevent a possible re-
turn to power by the Pol Pot clique,
which is hiding in sanctuaries in Thai-
land with Chinese and Western support.
I presume you are aware that July 15 a
significant number of Vietnamese
troops withdrew from Kampuchea be-
cause the security and stability there
has been improved.

Q. What is your opinion of the so-
called coalition government of Kampu-
chea that Pol Pot recently put together
with Prince Sihanouk and Son Sann?

A. It is a dressed-up corpse. It is
merely a farce staged by Beijing (Pek-
ing) and Washington to conceal the ab-
horrent image of the Pol Pot genocidal
clique and to maintain their seat at the
UN. It is a Pol Pot disguised clique.
Look at the “government” — the mil-
itary, economic and foreign relations
are in the hands of Pol Pot and his com-
pany. Sihanouk and Son Sann are oddly
puppets.

The People’s Republic of Kampuchea
has stated that by joining hands with
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UN representative Madame Nguyen
Ngoc Dung

Pol Pot — murderer of three million peo-
ple — Sihanouk and Son Sann have op-
enly taken side with the most hated ene-
my of the Kampuchean people and re-
signed themselves to working for Pol
Pot’s return to Phnom Penh as was de-
signed by Beijing.

International solidarity

Q. What importance do you assign to
international solidarity?

A. For us, international solidarity is
a matter of principle, a major factor to
guarantee victory in our common strug-
gle against colonialism and imperial-
ism. We will never forget the antiwar
movement here in the United States.
They formed part of our strength and
therefore constituted part of our victory.

May I take this opportunity to express
our gratitude to the American people
who have supported us in the liberation
wars as well as today. We will never fail
to deserve their support.

The tremendous spirit against war
and oppression shown in the June 12
rally in New York is a new expression of
the international solidarity in the strug-
gle for disarmament, peace, and justice.
Once again, Vietnam reaffirms its full
support to our brothers and sisters in
Central America, in South Africa, in the
Middle East, and in our country, who
are fighting for their legitimate rights
to national independence, self-determi-
nation, peace, and welfare.

Debate on women’s rights at Penn. forum

BY PAUL MAILHOT

HARRISBURG, Pa. — In the wake of
the defeat of the Equal Rights Amend-
ment and the passage of the Pennsylva-
nia Abortion Control Act, a lively de-
bate was held here July 14 on strategy
in the fight for women’s rights.

The debate tok place at a meeting
sponsored by the Militant Labor Forum.
Rosemary Gould, a statewide leader of
the National Organization for Women
(NOW); Lori Serratelli, a Democratic
Party candidate for Pennsylvania
House of Representatives; and Kathe-
rine Sojourner, the Socialist Workers
Party candidate for lieutenant gover-
nor, spoke.

Many of the people in attendance
were local leaders of NOW. Several
members of the Coalition of Labor
Union Women also came.

Serratelli explained that she felt “the
key for the women’s movement is to
reach the source of power.” And that
“power lies in the legislature.”

“I see the Democratic Party, at least
in philosophy, attempting to represent
working people, attempting to represent
women and minorities. Not having the
same constituency as the Republican
Party has, that is the big money and cor-
porate types of people,” she said.

Gould outlined changing the composi-
tion of Congress through the election of
prowomen Democratic Party candidates
as the immediate goal of NOW. “We'’re
looking to support women in the field of
politics, and that’s not the Margaret
Thatchers and Phyllis Schlaflys of the
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world, but the women who have publicly
endorsed the goals of the women’s move-
ment.

“We are also looking to support men
who support these goals,” she said.

The perspective that the Democratic
Party was representative of working
people and that women should continue
supporting it was challenged by So-
journer.

“For too long the Democratic Party
has taken labor money and feminist mo-
ney, said they were for us, then turned
around and stabbed us in the back,” she
said.

“For years we’ve been urged to vote
for our ‘friends’. . . . Like the Demo-
crats in 8 of the 15 unratified states who
had enough of a majority to pass the
ERA. Like Democratic Congressman
Allen Ertel, who is running for governor
and who voted for the Hyde Amend-
ment. Like Democratic State Senator
James Lloyd who is running for lieuten-

“ant governor and who voted for the

Abortion Control Act.

“Where is the power to win women’s
rights?” she asked. She pointed to the
half-million Solidarity Day demonstra-
tion called by the AFL-CIO last Sep-
tember 19. “In my opinion we must look
to the muscle of the unions, the muscle
of the oppressed nationalities, and the
muscle of women united together.”

Sojourner explained that it was time
the unions formed a new party — a labor
party — that would represent the major-
ity against the tiny handful of wealthy

owners of big business who are repre-
sented by the Democratic and Republi-
can parties. Such a party would be a big
step forward for the women’s struggle.

One young woman in the audience,
addressing herself to Serratelli, said, “I
don’t mean to put you on the spot, but
I'm a registered Democrat and I'm real-
ly unhappy. A lot of what Katherine has
to say sounds really good. To me Demo-
crat and Republican are getting to be
two sides of the same coin.”

While admitting that some “mistakes
have been made by some Democratic
Party politicians,” Serratelli explained
that she had gotten “involved in the De-
mocratic Party to try tochangeit. . . .1
think it’s quicker to work within the
system we have, because it is open to be
changed if we do it together.”

Sojourner responded that more and
more working people are seeing the fu-
tility of trying to do just that. They are
coming to the realization that both the
Democratic and Republican parties rep-
resent big business and therefore can’t
also be for the interests of working peo-
ple, Blacks, and women.

Sojourner said, “We should continue
to build an independent, fighting wom-
en’s movement that will not stand aside
for any politician’s campaign or aspira-
tions. We should take the opportunity to
develop deeper alliances with the union
movement and with Blacks and Lati-
nos.”

Sojourner also urged people to get in-
volved in the Socialist Workers Party
election campaign.



Puerto Ricans say,

Continued from Page 6
Gates’s remarks were unfortunate and
inappropriate. Then when pressure
began to build up, Bradley started to re-
search at city hall to see if there was a
way he could discipline Gates.

But Bradley is Gates’s boss! He hasn’t
even fired him.

Q. Some have charged that by running
against Bradley you are splitting the
Black vote. What is your response to that?

A. My answer is simple. I think we
should split our vote — we should split
from the Democratic and Republican
parties altogether. The labor movement
ought to get out of the bosses’ two parties
and build a new party, a labor party that
would fight for our interests.

George Deukmejian and Thomas
Bradley are interchangeable as far as
I'm concerned. Blacks and all working
people should vote for people and parties
that represent our interests. Vote on
program, not on the basis that someone’s
the same color as you.

If someone has the same program as
Bradley, which is no different funda-
mentally than Deukmejian’s, having
that person be governor means you're
still going to have the same program run
down your throat.

To me it doesn’t make any difference
whether the person is Black or white —
if that person is running on a program
against your interests, you should not
support them.

Q. What activities has your campaign
carried out in support of Black rights?

A. There is an incorporation struggle
by Blacks in East Palo Alto. Ours is the
only campaign that has supported them.

East Palo Alto is a majority Black sec-
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Calif. socialist explains program

East Palo Alto, and San Diego.

tion of Palo Alto. What happened was
that some corporations in the area were
beginning to look at East Palo Alto as a
possible bedroom community for their
managers and administrators.

There was a threat that Blacks and
other working people in the community
would get “gentrified” — forcibly moved
out so that condominiums and other real
estate developments could be built.
Blacks would end up with no place to
live. '

So Blacks organized an incorporation
drive to make East Palo Alto its own
municipality with its own government.
They saw it as a question of Black self-
determination.

The vote to incorporate failed, but just
barely. Blacks, I understand, plan to
renew the struggle.

We've also solidarized with the Prot-
rero Hills tenants in San Francisco.
They’re fighting to keep the city au-
thorities from moving them out of public
housing and tearing that housing down
to build condominiums. The majority of
the tenants are Black.

We’ve consistently spoken out and or-
ganized against police brutality.

And I'm active in the National Black
Independent Political Party (NBIPP),
both in its Seaside chapter and as an
elected national leader of the NBIPP.
The NBIPP was formed by people who
had decided there was no future for
Blacks in the Democratic and Republi-
can parties. That sets an important
example for workers; it points in the di-
rection we have to go in building a labor
party, in fighting for independent work-
ing-class political action.

Through my campaign I've been able
to help build the NBIPP and win new
members to it in cities like San Jose,

New from
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Teachers debate affirmative action

Continued from Page 8 :
working class in struggle for its de-
mands, and they need to reject the div-
isions imposed by the bosses if they are
to fight effectively. Such unity necessi-
tates defending the rights of the most
oppressed, beginning with the rights of
Black and Hispanic workers.

Within this context, seniority is a use-
ful tool of struggle. It can be used to pro-
tect older workers and union activists
from being victimized by the bosses. But

if seniority is used to perpetuate dis-
crimination, instead of as a weapon
against the employers, it turns into its
opposite.

In Boston, where 70 percent of the
schoolchildren are Black or Hispanic,
the BTU will lose its most important al-
lies if it does not defend the rights of
Black and Hispanic teachers. The suit
brought by the BTU is in the interests of
neither the schoolchildren nor the Black
community nor the union itself.

‘No to U.S. draft!’

The following was printed in the
letters section of Claridad, weekly
newspaper of the Puerto Rican
Socialist Party, in the July 16-22
issue. The translation is by the Milit-
ant.

Once again, the United States is de-
manding the blood of our youth. Last
May, Colonel Rafael B. Acosta an-
nounced that young people who had not
yet registered for the draft would be con-
fronted with indictments.

Unfortunately, our judicial system is
subject to these decisions. Where is the
right to life and freedom?

We Puerto Ricans are not in control

Q. How do you see the question of Black
liberation fitting in with the liberation of
the working class?

A. The Black struggle in America is
not separate and apart from the overall
working-class struggle for liberation in
this country. The entire class is op-
pressed by the rich. Blacks, in addition,
are oppressed by race.

Racism is a major tool used by the rul-
ers of this society to keep down the whole
class, to keep us divided. Malcolm X
used to talk about how the capitalists
rule through this technique of divide
and conquer. The institution of racism
promotes divisions in the working class
and prevents it from coming together as
a whole to fight the ruling class.

That’s why we say there can be no lib-
eration in this society without Black lib-
eration. And no Black liberation with-
out freeing the whole working class.

Youth and the draft

Q. Your campaign has attracted many
young people. Why is that?

A. One of the main reasons is our pos-
ition against the draft. We don’t see
where young people have any interest
in fighting other people who are strug-
gling for the same freedom we are strug-
gling for here.

We say our youth need jobs, not cof-
fins. We say they need education. And it

" is the war drive that is taking these

things away from our youth.

This is especially true for Black and
Latino youth. They suffer disproportion-
ately in every aspect of U.S. society and
they suffer disproportionately on the
battlefield whenever the U.S. goes to
war.

The wars Washington is involved in
deal with Third World countries —
darker skinned people. Blacks find no
inspiration in the idea of being sent to
Africa to fight other Black people. Just
as Latinos don’t get any inspiration
about going to Central America to fight
other Latino people.

With the crisis of unemployment and
the cutbacks in education, we see work-
ing-class youth, especially Blacks and
Latinos, left with no alternative but to
join the army. We're opposed to that.

We say education and jobs should be a
right. We're against the cutbacks in
schools that put more funds in the milit-
ary budget. We say education should be
free and accessible to every young per-
son.

Young people are our future. They
have a central role to play in the class
struggle. No revolution can happen

~ without young people in the forefront.

Q. What do you urge people who sup-
port your campaign to do?

A. 1 tell them if they want to be effec-
tive, the best thing they can do right now
is to join the Young Socialist Alliance or
the Socialist Workers Party. There is no
possibility of liberation within the
capitalist system. We have to fight for a
totally different society, a socialist soci-
ety, where human needs come first.
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over our lives. This is a corrupt and man-
ipulated system of justice, whose weight
falls upon the sons of the poor, and these
sons will be the ones prosecuted.

Why do we have to serve in the army
of the country that invaded us?

They are not content with exploiting,
stealing our lands, and killing the will
to struggle and the hope of this people.
They also have to use a “son of this
people” to threaten us with repression.

“Woe are those that for money sell the
blood of my people’s children.”

We are not afraid of threats. We do
not want to be part of a murderous army,
which history has not absolved.

They speak of the Nazis that killed
millions of Jews, but the North Amer-
icans have been equally oppressive. Re-
member Hiroshima. “They are the worst
enemy of the human race.”

How many Puerto Ricans died during
the First and Second World Wars, in the
Korean conflict, the great number of
young men that died in Vietnam and
those that returned mentally ill, ad-
dicted to drugs? This is what you want,
Colonel Acosta; this is what they want,
a crippled youth.

Now they take advantage of the
economic crisis.

The mass media present the army as
the solution to many problems. Through
it you can get a job and study oppor-
tunities. Many young men registered in
the past for this. What became of them?
They were made into “men-machines.”

Their last resort has been to use fed-
eral scholarships and loans to intimi-
date us. Many people think these are
“gifts” from the United States; they
don’t know that these represent a
minuscule part of the money obtained
by the North American or multinational
companies, such as the pharmaceuticals
that profit from the exploitation of our
workers. :

They should know that we are not
mere tokens in some game, that our
country is Puerto Rico, for which we are
willing to fight and die. No draft!
Samuel Gonzdlez Gonzdlez
Student, University of Puerto Rico,

Rio Piedras :

U.S. gov’t bars
Puerto Ricans from
sports meet in Cuba

BY GEORGE JOHNSON

Neither family members nor fans of
Puerto Rican athletes will be allowed by
the U.S. government to travel to Cuba
for the Central American and Caribbean
Games in August.

A Treasury Department spokesman
told the Militant on July 27 that the gov-
ernment will allow only participants to
attend the games. The Treasury Depart-
ment is in charge of enforcing the Trad-
ing with the Enemy Act, which is used
by the government as the basis of its ban
on travel to Cuba.

Earlier, on July 22, Judge Joseph
Tauro ruled in U.S. District Court in
Boston against a temporary restraint of
the government’s ban on travel to Cuba.
The Puerto Rican Olympic Committee
had asked that 1,000 family members
and fans be allowed to go, in addition to
athletes. The Treasury spokesman
called this a “wild number.”

The Puerto Rico Olympic Committee
has also joined a suit by Leonard
Boudin, the noted constitutional lawyer,
and others seeking to strike down the
travel ban. The suit is yet to be heard.

PUERTO RICO:
U.S. COLONY IN
THE CARIBBEAN

BY JOSE G. PEREZ
24 pp., 35 cents

Order today from Pathfinder Press,
410 West Street, New York, N.Y.
10014. Write for a free catalog.

The Militant 21



Socialists answer the U.S. government

in historic lawsuit against secret police
Final SWP brief in case against FBI, CIA, INS spying |

In July 1973 the Socialist Workers
Party and Young Socialist Alliance filed
a landmark lawsuit against the FBI,
CIA, Immigration and Naturalization
Service (INS), and other federal agen-
cies.

During the eight years leading up to
the 1981 trial of the suit, the govern-
ment was forced to turn over more than
200,000 pages of documents showing a
40-year government campaign to dis-
rupt and silence the socialists. This in-
cluded poison-pen letters, burglaries of
the socialists’ offices, wiretapping, use
of informers, and deportation threats.

The files also revealed secret police
attacks on Black organizations,
unionists, women’s rights groups, and
others.

At the 1981 trial in the case, the gov-
ernment told presiding Judge Thomas
Griesa all this was justified because of
“national security” interests. The politi-
cal ideas of the plaintiffs were sufficient
grounds for government spying and ha-
rassment, whether or not they had com-
mitted any illegal acts.

The socialists’ lawsuit asks for a per-
manent injunction that would bar the
FBI, CIA, and INS from continuing to
“investigate” the SWP and YSA because
of their revolutionary socialist views.

The suit also seeks to have the Voor-
his Act, which effectively prohibits U.S.
socialists from collaborating with co-
thinkers abroad, ruled unconstitutional
as applied to the SWP and YSA.

It asks the judge to prohibit the gov-
ernment from invoking sections of the
Immigration and Nationality Act to de-
ny political asylum, citizenship, resi-
dent status, or visas to foreign-born per-
sons who are members or supporters of
the SWP.

The suit also seeks $70 million in
damages from the government.

Since the end of the trial, on June 25,
1981, the SWP and YSA have submitted
to Judge Griesa an extensive post-trial
brief detailing the evidence that came
out in the case. This has been published
in book form under the title Secret Police
on Trial.

After a long delay, the U.S. govern-
ment submitted its post-trial brief,
which justified the 40-year “investiga-
tion” of the socialists. We are reprinting
below excerpts of the final brief submit-
ted by the socialists July 27 in response
to this government brief.

A decision in the case is now awaited
from Judge Griesa.

* * *

One of the central issues to be resolved
in this case is whether plaintiffs’ con-
duct, as revealed by the massive trial
record, “is a legitimate area for investi-
gation.” Socialist Workers Party v. Attor-
ney General (1974).

For the first eight years of this litiga-
tion, the government repeatedly assured
this Court and the Second Circuit that it
would prove that the FBI’s investigation
of the SWP and YSA was justified by
evidence of planned or actual criminal
activity by the plaintiffs. These prom-
ises were not fulfilled at trial, and in
their post-trial memorandum the defen-
dants have virtually conceded that, at
least since the Second World War, there
has been no criminal basis for the inves-
tigation. Given the history of this litiga-
tion, that retreat is a significant one.

The defendants attempt to compen-
sate for their retreat from a “criminal”
justification by shifting to a near-total
reliance on a purported “national sec-
urity” rationale. They assert that, even
if they did not have reasonable grounds
for suspecting that the SWP and YSA
were engaging in or planning criminal
or violent actions, now or in the foresee-
able future, nevertheless, plaintiffs’
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“political ideology” posed a threat to the
national security, sufficient to justify
forty years of FBI spying and disruption.
According to the government:

“The ultimate purpose of a national
security investigation is not to investi-
gate the commission of a crime, but to
detect and thereby prevent activities
which may lead to the subversion or
overthrow of the Government. There can
be no doubt that such investigations
were authorized, and were conducted for
a lawful purpose, namely, the detection
of threats to national security.

“The FBI was amply justified in pur-
suing the national security investiga-
tion of the SWP and YSA despite the fact
that the investigation never resulted in
criminal prosecutions subsequent to the
convictions in 1941 of eighteen of the
SWP’s leaders for Smith Act violations.
Criminal prosecution was not the princi-
pal goal of the investigation, and there
isno legal requirement to the contrary.”

National security rationale

Plaintiffs contend that the defendants
do not have the authority they lay claim
to — that of permanently investigating
(and seeking to “prevent”) lawful politi-
cal activity in support of the ideas the
Executive views as “subversive.” Plain-
tiffs submit that the national security
rationale for the “investigation” is as
meritless as the criminal rationale.

For on the facts presented by this trial
record, it is plain that no constitution-
ally permissible ground for believing
that plaintiffs pose a threat to the “na-
tional security” has ever existed.

In 1974, during proceedings on plain-
tiffs’ motion for a preliminary injunc-
tion, the Court directed the government
to come forward with any evidence
whatsoever in its possession of violent
or illegal activity by the SWP and YSA.
In response to this direction, “the Gov-
ernment [came] forward with absolutely
nothing.”

The government nevertheless repre-
sented to the Second Circuit, on appeal
of the preliminary injunction, that a mi-
nority in the SWP “endorses and sup-
ports the current use of violence,” and
that this minority was seeking to gain
control of the YSA in order “to convert
YSA into a violent movement.”

This representation was decisive to
the outcome of the appeal. The Second
Circuit stressed that the “FBI has a
right, indeed a duty, to keep itself in-
formed with respect to the possible com-
mission of crimes.” (emphasis added). It

recognized that the issue posed by the
government’s allegation of criminal
plans by the SWP and YSA was “wheth-
er the conduct sought to be protected is a
legitimate area for investigation.”

The preliminary injunction was va-
cated because “[s]uch an issue deserves
treatment on a full record.”

In 1978, on appeal of this Court’s con-
tempt citation against the Attorney
General, the government once more as-
sured the Second Circuit that the inves-
tigation had a legitimate basis as a
criminal investigation. It represented
that “[t]he District Court’s reliance on
the fact that the 18 informants sup-
posedly reported no criminal activity”

.was erroneous, for “the District Court

never asked the Government to sum-
marize whether these or other infor-
mants reported on crime, which many
unquestionably did.”

It stated that, “Contrary to the
Court’s observations, the 18 informant
files alone indicate that there were re-
ports suggesting that the SWP had en-
gaged in a systematic violation of the
Voorhis Act, as well as other federal sta-
tutes.” It also suggested that the SWP
had “links to international terrorism”
and that as a “constituent section” of the
Fourth International “it was responsi-
ble for assassinations, kidnappings and
other acts of political violence including
the bombing of American facilities
abroad.”

In the months leading up to the trial
of the case, this Court once more asked
the government “to come forward with
any facts or information possessed by
the United States Government” of actu-
al or threatened violations of law by the
SWP. The Court instructed the govern-
ment that:

“. . . unless the government comes up
with . . . evidence from the informant
files or whatever, [contradicting the
claim] that there was no unlawful activ-
ity, no activity of planning or advocating
violence, no acts of violence . . . it will
be conclusively found that that is the
case unless the government comes for-
ward with proof to the contrary by a cer-
tain date.”

The government responded, “this
sounds sensible and it seems to track the
Breitel report.”

The Court, responding to the sugges-
tion at this conference that the govern-
ment might not choose to produce cer-
tain evidence, observed, “I have a feel-
ing that if they knew of any illegal or
violent acts or plans by these people they
would figure out a way to produce it.”

The government assured the court
that the files would “absolutely” show
evidence of illegal activity. It informed
the Court that is was reviewing not only
the massive files, spanning four decades,
on six central leaders of the SWP, but
also the “SWP files.” The government
stressed that it was reviewing the files
page by page for trial, “in order to bring
forward this material. This is going to
be part of the evidence at trial. That’s
why, of course, the materials will have
to come out anyway. We want it to come
out.”

The government insisted that the files
contained evidence of “loads of illegal
activities” by plaintiffs. The Court re-
peated its direction to the government
to produce a statement of “what illegal
activity or threatened illegal activity” it
contended the FBI files contained.

‘Secret affidavit’

The list of purported criminal acts was
submitted by the defendants shortly be-
fore the trial in the form of the affidavit
of Charles Mandigo. It transpired that
the “loads of illegal activities” consisted
of the 1941 Smith Act convictions of
SWP leaders in Minneapolis.

After reviewing the affidavit, the
Court stated:

“We waited weeks and weeks and
weeks, and we get an affidavit with a lot
of rhetoric, a lot of quotations from pub-
lic sources, and a lot of history which
anybody could go to the library and find
out, and the real questions we were
waiting with bated breath to know was
if the FBI had any evidence of illegal
activity by these people or threatened
illegal activity or attempted illegal ac-
tivity or planned illegal activity, and if
it was just going to be a matter of quot-
ing that rhetoric, we have had that
rhetoric around for a long time and we
didn’t need to get some typists to type
all that stuff up again. What we have is
nothing, no additional information.”

What little remained of the Mandigo
affidavit vanished at trial, when it was
demonstrated that virtually every
paragraph in it contained erroneous or
unsubstantiated assertions. Virtually
nothing in that affidavit is even men-
tioned in the defendants’ post-trial
memorandum.

Subsequently, the defendants con-
tinued to insist that their files did con-
tain evidence of criminal activity by
plaintiffs. However, their assurance
that “this is going to be part of the evi-
dence at trial” was retracted. The defen-

Militant/Osborne Hart

Half-million marched on Solidarity Day, last September 19. Government’s insistence on right to violate Constitution
because of “national security” is aimed at stifling labor political action.

August 6, 1982



Militant/Holbroo Man

Socialist trade unionists fired from jobs in war industry explain their case to demonstrators at March 27 demonstra-
tion against U.S. intervention in El Salvador. Many signed petitions supporting their democratic rights.

dants instead shifted to the position that
the “evidence” of illegal conduct could
not come out at trial, because none of
that evidence could be made public with-
out revealing highly secret sources and
methods. They proposed submitting this
“evidence” to the Court in [a secret] af-
fidavit.

The Court initially rejected this prop-
osal. Plaintiffs, however, urged the
Court to accept the offer and to examine
the affidavit. Plaintiffs’ coricern was
that the defendants’ strategy was to lay
the basis for a claim on appeal that they
had been prejudiced by the Court’s re-
fusal to review evidence that provided
legal justification for the investigation.
The Court, on reconsideration, agreed
to examine the secret affidavit and addi-
tional ex parte materials submitted by
the defendants.

Plaintiffs then- made numerous prop-
osals to the Court and the government
to enable the plaintiffs to respond to the
secret affidavit without the disclosure of
secret “methods and sources.” None of
these proposals was acceptable to the
government. The Court stated that it
had also made proposals to the govern-
ment “as to some modest disclosures” to
plaintiffs on the import of the secret ma-
terials, but that the government had re-
jected them, taking “a very expansive
position of the secrecy” of the materials.

The Court ultimately ruled that:

“As a result of recent discussions be-
tween Government counsel and the
Court, it has been resolved that the
Court will give no evidentiary consider-
ation whatsoever, whether on matters
of credibility or otherwise, to the [secret]
declaration of Charles F. Mandigo,
dated January 19, 1981, and to other
items submitted on April 8, 1981.

“The Government has agreed that it
will not relv on these matters as evi-
dence in this court or in any Appellate
Court. ,

“The Government reserves the right,
however, tec move, after this Court’s de-
cision on the merits of the case, to dis-
miss all or parts of the case on the
ground that the Government was unable
to fully defend the case by virtue of the
necessary secrecy of certain evidence.”

In short, the “secret affidavit” forms
no part of the trial record of this case.
The Court noted during the trial that
“lolne fortunate thing” is that “as the
case goes on and more evidence comes
in, that material presented in the secret
affidavit looms less large. There is a lot
to the case and there is no one thing that
is going to make or break an issue.” The
Court informed the parties that the ma-
terials were “not of . . . overwhelming
psychological impact. . . . If [the de-
fendants] don’t want anything done
with them that is their problem.”

Despite the total collapse of the public
Mandigo affidavit, and the withdrawal
of its [secret] counterpart, the defend-
ants expended considerable energy at
trial in trying to make a case that the
plaintiffs are or have been involved in il-
legal acts or plans linked to violence.

A parade of government witnesses
took the stand to offer testimony to this
effect. These ranged from FBI informer
Ralph Desimone (one of the original
eighteen whose identities the govern-
ment asserted were shielded by in-
former privilege) to Russell Harding (an
informer for the Arizona state police
who testified that plaintiff Morris
Starsky had once asked him if he knew
how to make a bomb, and that the YSA
at Arizona State University had been
involved in a planned takeover of a cam-
pus building in the early 1970s).

The testimony of these and other wit-
nesses called for similar purposes has
already been refuted. The decisive
measure of how thoroughly unsubstan-
tial and/or discredited their testimony
was is the fact that most of these wit-
nesses fail even to make an appearance
in the defendants’ post-trial memoran-
dum. Following in the trail of the public

Mandigo affidavit and the secret affi-

davit, they have simply vanished.

Thus, we have come full circle. The
government labored mightily, on the
eve of the trial and during the trial it-
self, to produce evidence of criminal ac-
tivities by the SWP and YSA. It has
brought forth less than a mouse. We are
back to where we were when this Court
warned the government that if it could
not produce evidence that the plaintiffs
were engaged in “illegal activity or
threatened illegal activity” it would be
found that no such activity took place.

It is for the Court to resolve the factu-
al issue of whether there was a justifica-
tion — on any ground — for the FBI’s
forty-year investigation of the SWP and
YSA. Any possible claim that this Court
does not have the authority and the obli-
gation to review the purported factual
basis for an “investigation” which se-
verely trenched upon fundamental First
and Fouth Amendment rights must be
decisively rejected. That obligation is in
no way diminished by the fact that the
government in this case has advanced a
“national security” rationale for its ac-
tions.

‘National defense’

The courts “may not simply accept
bland gssurances by the Executive that
a situation did, in fact, represent a na-
tional security problem.” Smith v. Nixon
(1979). For, “. . . this concept of ‘na-
tional defense’ cannot be deemed an end
in itself, justifying any exercise of legis-

lative power designed to promote such a
goal. Implicit in the term ‘national de-
fense’ is the notion of defending those
values and ideals which set this Nation
apart.

“For almost two centuries, our coun-
try has taken singular pride in the
democratic ideals enshrined in its Con-
stitution, and the most cherished of
those ideals have found expression in
the First Amendment.

“It would indeed be ironic if, in the
name of national defense, we would
sanction the subversion of one of those
liberties — the freedom of association —
which makes the defense of the Nation
worthwhile.” United States v. Robel
(1967).

Thus, the talismanic repetition of the
phrase “national security” simply does
not immunize from judicial review
Executive actions interfering with fun-
damental rights of association. The
more directly such actions “affect
domestic activities protected by the Bill
of Rights, the more urgent is the need
for judicial oversight . . . particularly
when the actions have not been au-
thorized by Congress and are not so pub-
lic as to permit informed scrutiny and
review through the political process.”
Zwetbon v. Mitchell (1975).

What now remains of the purported
factual basis for the “investigation” re-
lates almost exclusively to plaintiffs’ ad-
vocacy of their revolutionary socialist
views, which the defendants claim poses
a “threat to the national security.”

How gov’t answers plaintiffs

The government’s long-awaited an-
swer to plaintiffs’ September 1981 post-
trial memorandum avoids concrete
analysis of the central issues of fact and
law posed by this case. It relies, instead,
on naked assertions of unfettered Execu-
tive discretion to combat “subversion”
and undefined “threats” to the “national
security.” '

In their memorandum, plaintiffs
thoroughly demonstrated that the FBI’s
“investigation” of the SWP and YSA
was without legal authorization. Some
nine months later, in their answer, the
defendants have offered sweeping
generalities as support for their claim
that the investigation was authorized —
without, however, even attempting to
rebut a single aspect of plaintiffs’ de-
tailed analysis of the facts and law. That
analysis was correct, now stands essen-
tially unchallenged, and provides a solid
basis for the relief that plaintiffs re-
quest.

Plaintiffs also showed in their post-
trial memorandum that the means em-
ployed by the FBI in the defendants’ “in-
vestigation” of the SWP and YSA — the
burglaries, warrantless wiretaps and
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bugs, informer and disruption opera-
tions — unquestionably violated federal
law and the Constitution, and involved
massive violations of plaintiffs’ First
and Fourth Amendment rights.

In response to this detailed analysis,
the defendants have done little more
than assert that the Fourth Amendment
does not apply to the SWP and YSA, and
that, even if First Amendment rights
were impaired, the judiciary is power-
less to vindicate those rights in the con-
text of a “national security investiga-
tion.”

According to the defendants, the use
of informers to disrupt and spy upon a
political party is “unquestionably
legal”; the FBI's Cointelpro operations
simply do not give rise to a claim; and as
to the massive warrantless burglaries,
wiretaps, and bugs, even the “proposi-
tion” that these raise “constitutional
questions” is a “dubious” one. These
bald assertions do not begin to meet the
detailed legal and factual analysis
supplied by the plaintiffs.

Singled out on political grounds

At the very heart of the claims in this
litigation is plaintiffs’ charge that the
SWP and YSA were singled out for “in-
vestigation” on political grounds. Plain-
tiffs contend that they were subjected
for forty years to massive violations of
their fundamental rights of association,
not because the defendants ever had
reason to believe that they were engag-
ing or about to engage in illegal activity,
but because the defendants wanted to
“prevent” and silence plaintiffs’ political
activity and advocacy.

Here, the defendants have made vir-
tually no effort to refute plaintiffs’
charge. In fact, they readily concede that
it is largely, perhaps wholly, true. They
merely deny that this charge poses any
constitutional issue whatsoever. Ac-
cording to the defendants, they have un-
fettered discretion to “investigate” those
whose “political ideology” is, “as a policy
matter, deemed inimical to the good
order of the country.” The defendants
“prove” that plaintiffs are Marxists, and
then rest their case.

Quoting plaintiffs’ memorandum, de-
fendants inform the Court that the SWP
and YSA “are self-professedly in favor
of a ‘new government . . . to organize
the transition from capitalism to
socialism,’” and that “plaintiffs’ ‘views
are based on the fundamental doctrines
of Marxism.””

The remainder of their factual “justifi-
cation” is little more than an elabora-
tion of the same theme. The gist of the
argument is that the plaintiffs must be
watched by the federal police because
even if they are engaged solely in lawful
activity today, their ideology will lead
them to commit lawless acts sometime
in the future. As the government puts it,
“The SWP’s belief in the necessity for a
Marxist revolution naturally led to a
concern that the SWP would employ
force or violence to bring about the revo-
lution.”

In short, the Executive claims here to
have determined that the members and
supporters of the SWP and YSA — and,
of course, countless others in this coun-
try who share to one degree or another
plaintiffs’ Marxist views — comprise a
class of future criminals. These people,
though innocent of wrongdoing today,
will supposedly be led inexorably to
commit bad acts sometime in the years
to come because of their beliefs. The de-
fendants’ conclusion is that such people
must be “investigated” today (and, appa-
rently, forever) in anticipation of the
crimes they may commit in the indefi-
nite future (when the revolution comes).

Were such action taken by Congress,
Continued on next page
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it would be a classic case of a bill of at-
tainder. Such a determination by the
Executive, and the actions flowing from
that judgment shown in this case, are no
less forbidden by the Constitution.

According to the defendants:

“The ultimate purpose of a national
security investigation is not to investi-
gate the commission of a crime, but to
detect and thereby prevent activities
which may lead to the subversion or
overthrow of the Government. There can
be no doubt that such investigations
were authorized, and were conducted for
a lawful purpose, namely,.the detection
of threats to national security.”

But the defendants still leave the cen-
tral question unanswered: What was the
“national security” interest that they
were seeking to protect in their forty-
year long “investigation” of the SWP
and YSA? Nowhere, in the thousand-
plus pages of their post-trial memo-
randa, have the defendants even at-

tempted to articulate the “national sec- -

urity” interest advanced as their key de-
fense.

Whatever authority there may be for
“national security investigations” when
no suspected criminal activity of any
kind is involved — and no court has ever
recognized the existence of any such au-
thority — surely it cannot be based on
nebulous assertions regarding “inimi-
cal” ideologies, especially in the area of
political advocacy and associations:

“The danger to political dissent is
acute where the Government attempts
to act under so vague a concept as the
power to protect ‘domestic security.’
Given the difficulty of defining the
domestic security interest, the danger of
abuse in acting to protect that interest
becomes apparent. . . . The price of
lawful public dissent must not be a
dread of subjection to an unchecked sur-
veillance power.” United States v.
United States District Court (“Keith”)
(1972).

Vague definition of ‘threat’

The vague concept of “national sec-
urity” is combined in the government’s
post-trial arguments with an equally
vague characterization of the “threat”
posed by the SWP and YSA to this as-
serted interest. Nowhere in their post-
trial papers have the defendants at-
tempted to define this threat.

But behind in the haze of the defen-
dants’ argument is the clearly visible
contour of the real — and ominous —
claim of executive power being advanced
by the government. The “threat” to the
“national security” on which the govern-
ment bases its defense is, at bottom, the
“threat” that the plaintiffs’ views, if not
“prevented,” will gain wider support and
acceptance among the American people.

It is not surprising that the defen-
dants shrink from articulating this
“threat” in plain and unambiguous lan-
guage. Yet this is the real basis for their
claim that everything the FBI has done
to the SWP and YSA — from burglariz-
ing their offices, to taking clandestine
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measures to get SWP and YSA members
fired from their jobs — was justified.

Defendants’ claims of authority to
“prevent” the activities of the SWP and
YSA have no place in a democratic soci-
ety. “Those who won our independence
by revolution were not cowards. They
did not fear political change. They did
not exalt order at the cost of liberty.”
Whitney v. California (1927).

The government states:

“Clearly this investigation must have.

was intended [sic] to range beyond the
usually narrow focus of a criminal inves-
tigation to encompass information
gathering about potential threats to the
national security; its starting point was
the identification of certain political
movements deemed inimical to, and sub-
versive of, our constitutional form of
government.”

Yet the meaning of the term “subver-
sive,” so central to the government’s de-
fense, is never explained. Nowhere in
their memorandum do the defendants
offer a definition, or even the elements
of one.

The term “subversive” (like its more
contemporary counterpart “national
security threat”) is a highly ambiguous
one. It can be used, as Congress has em-
ployed it, to describe certain activities
made criminal by statutes, such as
treason, enlistment to serve against the
United States, and the like. In some con-
texts, however, the government has
used the term to denote activity that is
not criminal but is nevertheless disfa-
vored by those in high office.

In 1940 — the year the FBI officially
commenced its “investigation” of plain-
tiffs — the Justice Department re-
sponded to public concern, generated by
testimony of J. Edgar Hoover to a con-
gressional appropriations committee,
that the FBI was relying on the more
expansive definition of the term “sub-
versive” in order to “investigate” critics
of government policies. The Justice De-
partment assured Congress and the pub-
lic that any concern was groundless. A
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Special Assistant to the Attorney Gen-
eral stated that:

“. the phrase ‘subversive ac-
tivities, or any activities that are possi-
bly detrimental to the internal security
of the United States’ was used by Mr.
Hoover in his testimony in that narrow
sense as being limited to activities that
constitute violations of statutes that are
now on the books. It was not used in the
tenuous, nebulous sense in which it is
sometimes employed.”

‘Subversive activity’

The government is now basing its de-
fense in this lawsuit on precisely the
“nebulous” definition of “subversive ac-
tivity” and “national security threat”
that demarcates a set of beliefs and/or
activities that are not criminal, yet are
disfavored by the authorities. The gov-
ernment now asserts that the SWP has
engaged in activities that, “while [they]
may not violate a specific law” are
nonetheless “subversive.”

It is these “subversive” acts that the
government claims the Executive has
the power to deter, and if possible, “pre-
vent” — not by criminal prosecution be-
fore judge and jury, but by open-ended
“investigation.” The Executive thus ar-
rogates to itself the power, constitution-
ally reserved to Congress, to decide what
acts are to be forbidden or penalized.

The Executive’s list of “subversive
acts” is nowhere made public, so that
even one seeking to avoid such penalties
can never know what is allowed and
what proscribed. (The sole example
given by the defendants of “an activity
which while it may not violate a specific
law, is a subversive act” is the atten-
dance at “secret meetings” of the Fourth
International.

The government commits the very
abuses warned about by Attorney Gen-
eral (later Supreme Court Justice)
Robert Jackson in 1940:

“Activities which seem helpful or be-
nevolent to wage earners, persons on re-
lief, or those who are disadvantaged in

the struggle for existence, may be re-
garded as ‘subversive’ by those whose
property interests might be affected
thereby; those who are in office are apt
to regard ‘subversive’ the activities of
any of those who would bring about a
change of administration. Some of our
soundest constitutional doctrines were
once punished as ‘subversive.””

The true expanse of the “national sec-
urity” powers claimed by the Executive
can be measured by the fact that the gov-
ernment explicitly defends Cointelpro
as a proper exercise of this authority.

" As plaintiffs have demonstrated, the
disruption programs that in the 1960s
were captioned “Cointelpro” were not a
departure from the goals of the overall
“investigation.” Rather, Cointelpro was
simply a more bureaucratized (and
therefore more fully documented) ver-
sion of existing policy and practice to
prevent, disrupt and punish lawful polit-
ical activity.

The former Assistant Director of the
Intelligence Division of the FBI testified
at trial that an essential component of a
“counterintelligence” investigation of
the kind aimed at the SWP and YSA was
“to take measures necessary to assure
they won’t attain their objectives [,]. . .
to prevent their being successful by in-
stituting disruptive practices or any
other legal means permissible.”

Cointelpro, the defendants claim, was
a valid “response to the perceived na-
tional security threat of the SWP and
YSA.” The government blandly states:

“In furtherance of its national sec-
urity functions, the FBI adopted the
‘technique of disrupting groups per-
ceived to be a threat to the national sec-
urity. . . . The authority to engage in
these techniques was implied in the
Presidential directives to the FBI to con-
duct national security intelligence in-
vestigations beginning with those of
President [Franklin] Roosevelt. . . .
Presidents and Attorneys General were
aware of the use of disruptive activities,
and they did not question its legality or
propriety.”

The fact that Presidents and Attor-
neys General acquiesced in the disrup-
tion operations does not make these acts
lawful. If anything, the evidence of com-
plicity at the highest levels in the FBI's
wrongdoing increases the need for this
Court to issue the injunctive relief plain-
tiffs are seeking. To do less would be to
grant the Executive the very powers
against which the First Amendment
was enacted as a barrier.

Whatever the President’s “national
security” powers might be, they cannot
include the power to authorize the dis-
ruption of lawful activities of opposition
parties. The Supreme Court has “not
been slow to recognize that the protec-
tion of the First Amendment bars subtle
as well as obvious devices by which
political association might be stifled.”
NAACP v. Claiborne Hardware Co.
(1982). :

The defendants are now asking this
Court to go beyond all existing judicial
precedent and legitimize, in the name of
the “national security,” open-ended dis-
ruptive “investigations” against politi-

Continued on next page

U.S. government.

[ Enclosed is a contribution to PRDF.

Name

Political Rights Defense Fund

The Political Rights Defense Fund (PRDF) is the organization that raises funds for
and publicizes the Socialist Workers Party and Young Socialist Alliance suit against the

[0 1 would like more information about PRDF.
[0 Enclosed is $10. Please send me a copy of Secret Police on Trial, the post-trial brief

filed by the SWP in its historic suit; or
O the new SWP brief, just filed, responding to the government’s answer ($10.00).

Address

City State

Zip

Mail to PRDF, Box 649, Cooper Station, New York, New York 10003.

UNMITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERM DISTRICT OF MEW YORK

SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY, et al.,
Plaintiffs,

'
- against -

73 Civ. 3160 (TPG)

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNITED t
STATES, et al.,

Defendants.

U N ““J‘C :‘
penet ¥

PLAINT.PPS' POST-TRIAL MEMORANDUM
OF FACTS AND LAN

August 6, 1982



Reagan’s new ally against Nicaragua

Continued from Page 5

gan administration’s constant military
threats against the Sandinista revolu-
tion.

If you believe Pastora, the Sandinis-
tas inherited a Garden of Eden, which
they have proceeded to run down due to
“mismanagement” and their obsession
with building “a large and costly mil-
itary establishment.”

Nicaragua was a desperately poor
country before the Sandinista revolu-
tion. Three years later, working under
the extremely adverse conditions men-

tioned above, it remains poor. But Nica-
ragua’s working people have made sub-
stantial gains that Pastora conveniently
neglects to mention to American read-
ers.

Among the biggest gains have been
the massive literacy campaign carried
out after the revolution, and the exten-
sion of the educational and health-care
systems to the urban poor and rural pop-
ulations.

In addition, the agrarian reform has
been a tremendous success. As the au-
thoritative Latin American Regional

: R
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Miskitu Indians are under attack from counterrevolutionaries supported by
the U.S. government. These Miskitu are among those who were moved to new
home which is more protected from these murderous raids.

Socialists answer government in historic lawsuit

Continued from previous page
cal organizations that are suspected of
no criminal plans or activity.

To be sure, the courts have recognized
that a “national security” investigation
may have as its purpose prevention,
rather than prosecution, of acts which
Congress has made punishable as
crimes, such as espionage, sabotage and
treason.

No court, however, has ever held or
suggested that wholly lawful First
Amendment activity — favored activity,
which is entitled to special constitu-
tional protection from even subtle at-
tacks and incidental impairment, let
alone from outright disruption and “pre-
vention” — may provide the basis for
such an investigation.

There is no authority today for the
proposition that lawful advocacy of a
political ideology poses a “threat to the
national security” which the govern-
ment may seek to “prevent.”

Defendants seek to strengthen their
“national security” claim by alleging
that the plaintiffs pose some kind of
“foreign” threat, thus bringing the FBI's
actions into the area where the Execu-
tive’s powers are greatest. Defendants
assert that the SWP and YSA “have a
significant connection with a foreign
power,” presumably the Fourth Interna-
tional.

Yet defendants fail even to attempt to
show that the SWP’s relations with the
Fourth International, or with any
foreign government, bring them within
the reach of any possibly applicable
standard for “foreign intelligence” or
“foreign counterintelligence” targets.

This Court must reject the “national
security” rationale for the decades-long
FBI operation against the plaintiffs.

If the advocacy and actions of the SWP
and YSA created a reasonable basis for
belief that a crime had been or was about
to be committed, an investigation by the
FBI (though not a punitive and disiup-
tive one lasting forty years) might have
been justified as a law enforcement ac-
tion. But if the FBI actions against the
SWP and YSA cannot be justified on the
grounds of enforcement of criminal sta-
tutes, they cannot be justified at all.

With regard to the fundamental
Fourth Amendment issues posed by this
case, defendants, ironically, seek an ad-
vantage from the fact that the FBI’s spy-
ing on the SWP and YSA had no basis in
criminal law enforcement. They attempt
to parlay the “national security”
rationale into a sweeping exemption to
the strictures of the Fourth Amend-
ment. While conceding that the bugs,
wiretaps, and burglaries admittedly car-
ried out against the plaintiffs would be
forbidden by the Fourth Amendment if
the SWP and YSA had been reasonably
suspected of criminal wrongdoing, the
defendants assert that because no such
predicate for the FBI intrusions existed,
they were allowable under the Fourth
Amendment.

This rationale is contrary to law and
to logic. Whatever the Court’s conclu-
sions may be on the justification for the
FBI investigation as a whole, it must in-
dependently find that the Fourth
Amendment has been massively and re-
peatedly violated by the FBI’s actions in
this case.

As plaintiffs pointed out in their open-
ing statement at trial, “For the past
forty years, the defendants have made a
decision to pursue their efforts to
weaken the SWP and YSA, not through
indictment, but through what is in
many ways the far more damaging
course to the plaintiffs of permanent in-
vestigation, and public stigmatization.”

For forty years, the SWP and YSA
were denied the right to present evi-
dence on their own behalf, to examine
their accusers, and to seek judicial re-
view of the constitutionality of the gov-
ernment’s position that their Marxist

views and organizing activities are not

protected by the First Amendment.

On the basis of the trial record amas-
sed in this case, plaintiffs believe that
this Court can now resolve that funda-
mental First Amendment question. In
addition to their request for monetary
and injunctive relief, they seek a decla-
ration from this Court that their ac-
tivities, as demonstrated by the record
in this case, are fully protected by the
First Amendment.

In responding to this request, the gov-

Reports stated in its June 4 issue, “The
agrarian reform has made impressive
advances.” The Report points out that
“in the post-revolutionary period the
consumption of basic grains has soared.”

The prices of basic foodstuffs have
been subsidized to protect the workers
and peasants from inflation. Taxes on
the rich have been increased to provide
funds to build the economy and social
services.

In 1981, despite all the obstacles, the
Nicaraguan economy grew by 8.7 per-
cent. Its performance has been far better
than any of its neighbors. In Guatemala
the economy grew by only 1 percent, in
Honduras by 0.5 percent, in Costa Rica
it fell by 1.5 percent, and in El Salvador
it fell by 9.5 percent.

Pastora’s real complaint about the
Sandinista leadership is that the Sandi-
nista government is building an econo-
my based on the interests of the workers
and peasants rather than those of the
rich. This is what he really means by the
“hostile environment for the private sec-
tor.”

He laments that the Sandinistas have
“scared off foreign and local investors.”
He cries about the “expropriations” of
the properties of the rich.

Interestingly, in Costa Rica, from
which Pastora issued his initial blast at
the Sandinistas, the probusiness gov-
ernment has carried out all the pro-
grams Pastora advocates in his article.
Yet that country is now literally bank-
rupt. It cannot pay even the interest on
its foreign debt, and the government is
carrying out programs that are causing

ernment complains that “[iln effect
plaintiffs seek a verdict from the court
of ‘not guilty’ . . . .” In this brief re-
mark, defendants revealed more than
was prudent about their true position.
It would be foolish indeed for the SWP
and YSA to ask this Court for a verdict
of not guilty: For, although the govern-
ment seems to have forgotten it, the fact
is that plaintiffs stand accused of no
crime. Not since 1941 has there been a
single prosecution, let alone conviction.
Plaintiffs are indeed not guilty, and need

a sharp drop in the living standards of
Costa Rican workers and farmers.

Pastora laments that “thousands of
well-trained entrepreneurs” and profes-
sionals are leaving Nicaragua.

That is true. Many of the leading fig-
ures of the big-business circles have left
or are leaving. They simply do not want
to live in a society run by the over-
whelming majority, the workers and
farmers.

When people like that leave Nicara-
gua, it shows that a real revolution is
taking place, that the revolutionary pro-
cess is deepening.

Many sectors of society had united
around the aim of getting rid of the cor-
rupt Somoza dictatorship. But they dif-
fered on what kind of society to build in
its place. As Onofre Guevara wrote in
the July 19 issue of the FSLN newspa-
per Barricada, “The days when it
seemed there could be a harmonious
consensus of classes around the revolu-
tion are already long gone; the classes
become ever more widely separated as
the passage of time makes it increasing-
ly clear that there is a difference be-
tween a true revolution and the attempt
to limit it to a simple change in the peo-
ple in power.” )

The Sandinistas are determined to
carry out a “true revolution,” to set up a
government and society that act in the
interests of the oppressed and exploited.
Pastora cannot stand this, so he left.

But that reaction is not surprising. As
Augusto César Sandino, Nicaragua’s
revolutionary hero, said many years
ago, “Only the workers and peasants
will go all the way.”

no declaration to establish that fact.

However, as this case has made abun-
dantly clear, it is not enough to be “not
guilty” to be free from government spy-

. ing and harassment. That is why, nine

years ago, plaintiffs initiated this ac-
tion, to seek judicial relief from the op-
pressive acts of the government.

Granting plaintiffs the relief they
seek will be a vindication not only of
their rights, but of the basic rights and
liberties of the American people as a
whole.

Further reading on
[Latin America revolution

Sandinistas Speak
Speeches, writings, and interviews with
leaders of Nicaragua’s revolution.

By Tomas Borge, Carlos Fonseca,
Daniel Ortega, Humberto Ortega, and
Jaime Wheelock.

160 pp. $4.95

Fidel Castro on Chile
Education for Socialists

158 pp., $5.00

The U.S. War Drive and
the World Economic Crisis

Speech by Fidel Castro to the Tenth

World Trade Union Congress in Feb-
ruary 1982.

30 pp.. $.75

Order from Pathfinder Press, 410 West
Street, New York, N.Y. 10014. Please
include $.75 for postage and handling
charges.
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Grenada: a beacon I

in the Caribbean

Continued from Page 11

Racism is against the law. When I
think about all the things you can be
locked up for in the U.S., I don’t know
one way you can be locked up for being
a racist or for discriminating against
women.

- There’s a massive nutrition program
now in Grenada that is sponsored by the
National Women’s Organization. Again,
prior to the March 13 revolution, there
was gross malnutrition in Grenada.

Now there’s a program sponsored by
the NWO to not only do away with mal-
nutrition, but to make sure that
everyone has an abundance of nutritious
food so everyone can participate in the
building of the country.

Grenada has one of the most fertile
soils in the whole Caribbean basin. But
prior to 1979 they were not able to even
plant the kind of crops they needed to
feed themselves. They were almost a
one-crop country. The same happened in
Africa, where most nations were cash-
crop nations, where someone else living
outside a nation would determine what
you would raise and export to meet
someone else’s needs.

Now in Grenada they are raising
foodstuffs to meet their own needs first.

Also, the mass organizations carried
out an adult literacy program. Now in
the various provinces and zones across
the nation, there is a government-spon-
sored adult literacy program, where in
the short period of 18 months, you now
have people in their 50s and 60s reading
for the first time in their lives. A con-
crete benefit of the transformation of
that society.

Youth organization

Another mass-based organization in
Grenada is called the National Youth
Organization (NYO). Young people are
a vital part of the continuing revolutio-
nary process. Young people are not
looked at as some appendage to.the
struggle, but as a vital component.

There are young people who are mem-
bers and leaders of the New Jewel Move-
ment. Some ministers are in their twen-

ties. Maurice Bishop, the prime minis- -

ter, is in his mid-30s. Sixty percent of
the population of Grenada is under 40.

I don’t know of any progressive move-
ment in the U.S. that puts adequate at-
tention on youth. And I think that if we
are to achieve what we need to achieve
in this society, we better involve more
youth at all levels of our struggle.

Grenada’s budget

In conclusion I want to talk about the
budget of Grenada. In the United States,
the president, the folks he hires,
Stockman and those, write the budget
with no chance for the people of the U.S.
to be involved.

Whoever determines how the dollar is
spent or how the budget is expended,
will determine what the priorities of
that particular society will be.

The majority of our economy goes to
the military because that’s where the
priority of the U.S. is right now: to main-
tain military superiority over the rest of
the world. It goes to maintain the multi-
national corporations around the world,
because that’s its priority.

The free-enterprise system is a free
system to exploit, not a free system to
work for one’s own labor.

But in Grenada it’s very interesting
that the national budget does not start
in the prime minister’'s home. The
budget-discussion process starts at
what’s called zone councils. And that’s
where the different parishes are broken
down into different zones.

The budget was actually submitted at
the zonal level, then went to the parish
level.

Now I'm talking about a democratic
discussion. I'm talking about a democra-
tic construction of what the will of the
people really is.
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The question is, Why is it that a na-
tion that is relatively young like Gre-
nada can have that kind of people’s par-
ticipatory democracy at the grass-roots
level. While here in the U.S. — with all
the mass communications, with all the
television, with all the cable, with all
the radio, with all the news — the people
aren’t involved in the budget-determi-
nation process.

You might say, Well, we elect con-
gressmen to represent us and debate the
different budgets. You check out how
the congressman in your district votes.
You check it out, and see if those votes
are in line with your will.

We do not have the type of system they
have in Grenada. If there is democracy
in this country, I can only call it
bourgeois democracy. If I had to describe
it, I'd be certain of the bourgeois, but I'm
not too certain about the democracy.

Black nationalism

Grenada, while we talk about it being
Black power in the Caribbean, under-
stands an internationalist perspective.
The Grenadians got the spark from the
Black power movement in the U.S. They
were devout Black nationalists. Because
there’s nothing wrong with being a
Black nationalist, number one. And
number two, to be a Black nationalist is
a developmental thing.

You can’t jump out here and call your-
self whatever you want to call yourself,
I don’t believe, if you don’t go through
some of these steps and really know who
you are and how that has affected your
own history and culture.

While they began as staunch Black
nationalists — there’s nothing wrong
with that — they developed. Because
they understood that if they were to
maintain an authentic, accountable, re-
sponsible revolution in the interests of
their people, it would be necessary for
them to make linkages, concrete link-
ages, with other peoples who have gone
through a revolutionary transformation
of their economy.

In other words, in the world today,
there is really but one struggle: between
those who would exploit and the
exploited, between those who would op-
press and the oppressed themselves, be-
tween those who would be in favor of the
insurance of human rights for all people
and those who are the gross violators of
human rights of other people.

And there really is no middle ground.
There is no middle ground. And I know,
particularly in my own community, in
my own race there are many brothers
and sisters who would like to ride that
imaginary fence. But it is an imaginary
fence. If you're not a part of the solution,
you’re automatically a part of the prob-
lem.

The brothers and sisters in Grenada
in a mass sense have decided that
they’re going to be part of the solution to
their historic problems. That is why
Grenada today stands as a beacon light,
not only for Black power, but for People’s
power; not only for Black power, but for
the progressive forces of the world.

And that is why they have built frat-
ernal ties with the people of Nicaragua.
That is why they have built fraternal
ties with the people of Cuba. That is why
they have built fraternal ties with
brothers and sisters in Angola, in
Mozambique, in Zimbabwe, and other
places where there has been a revolution
ary transformation of society in a con-
tinuing sense.

And that is what the internationalist
perspective really boils down to.

With an internationalist perspective,
there comes a time to decide where one
comes down. As a minister I want to
fully say that God requires me to be on
the side of the oppressed. God requires
me to be on the side of those who have
made up their mind that they’re tired of
injustice and are going to do something
about it. I believe that the Lord helps
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“Grenada, while we talk about it being Black power in the Caribbean, under-
stands an internationalist perspective.” May 23 rally in Grenada to welcome
Mozambique President Samora Machel (center, at microphone). To left of
Machel is Grenadian Prime Minister Maurice Bishop.

those who help themselves. I believe
God’s a god of justice, of liberation.

How we can help

In closing, the people of Grenada told
us, If you really want to help the
worldwide struggle, if you really want
to help the peoples outside the U.S.
struggling for freedom, then take care of
business here in the U.S. Because so
much of the struggle, so much of the suf-
fering of the rest of the world, emanates
from here.

It is in our own interests to struggle

here in the U.S. But it is also in the in-
terests of the peoples of the world. If we
can stop this madness of the military-in-
dustrial complex of our nation, if we can
stop the imperialist designs of those who
control its economy, then we can turn
around the trends toward very real fas-
cism in this land. Then we not only help
preserve ourselves for future life, but I
believe we’ll make a contribution to the
rest of the world.

That is the lesson and the message
from Grenada. But more important, it’s
the lesson and the responsibility for us
today.

Black self-determination
in the United States

Continued from Page 11

say that we’re going to fight for freedom
within the context of the transformation
of U.S. society?

We believe that the character of our
struggle must be that of a national liber-
ation struggle.

We've heard of many national libera-
tion struggles, particularly in Africa
and some parts of the Caribbean. And
we can learn from those struggles.

But I believe that the national libera-
tion struggle that Black people must
wage inside the United States must be
fundamentally different from all others,
because the situation of living in capi-
talist America is different from living
anywhere else in the world. We must
study our situation, we must develop
adequate strategies and a methodology
that can succeed.

Most of us don’t study enough. I don’t
think you can transform that which you
don’t understand.

We need more forums. We need more
organizing activities. We need more giv-
ing of the meager resources that we
have toward the movement. We need to
raise the consciousness of more people
higher, and pay special attention to our
youth.

We need to write more. We need to
study more. Everybody ought to have a
book in their briefcase — if you've got a
briefcase. And read. And debate.

Black culture

While I'm discussing the need for a
national liberation struggle in the con-
text of the United States, I want to raise
the question of culture.

The African liberation leader Amilcar
Cabral, writing on February 20, 1970,
said this on the question of culture in re-
lationship to the national liberation
struggle:

“History teaches us that in certain
circumstances it is very easy for the for-
eigner to impose his domination on a
people. But it also teaches us, whatever
the material aspects of this domination,
it can be maintained only by the per-

manent, organized repression of the cul-
tural life of the people concerned.”

Carbral went on to say:

“The value of culture as an element of
resistance to foreign domination lies in
the fact that culture is the vigorous
manifestation on the ideological and
idealist plane of the physical and histor-
ical reality for the society that has been
oppressed and condemned.”

In other words, resident within 30
million Black people in this country has
been a culture that has been repressed,
that needs to be resurrected in a revolu-
tionary sense.

Too often, people see culture as being
something separate and away from the
overall political organizing and political
education of one’s people. But at least
African history has shown that culture
is such a vital link.

Political parties

Also under the banner of the national
liberation struggle, I believe that we
need some political parties that are com-
mitted to the transformation of this soci-
ety.

Recently, I've come to the position
that one party is not going to do it all. I
think there has to be a mass-based party
that is committed to organizing the
masses of our people. I also think there
has to be a vanguard party that is com-
mitted to leading the people in the cor-
rect revolutionary direction.

The vanguard party and the mass pol-
itical party need not have separate,
counterposed objectives. In fact, they
should be complementary. One point
further, I believe membership in the
vanguard party ought to be predeter-
mined by one’s work in the mass-based
party.

Let me be bold enough to suggest to-
night that I don’t see any progressive
motion forward unless Black people in
this country take a greater vanguard
position. History has shown that this
country has never tilted in a progressive
direction until Black people were angry
enough and were organized enough and
got tired of waiting on whites to do it,

Continued on next page




The speeches of Fidel Castro on Chile

Fidel Castro on Chile. An Education for
Socialists bulletin. 158 pages, 82 by 11 format,
$5. Available from Pathfinder Press, 410 West
St., New York, New York 10014.

BY JACQUIE HENDERSON

The electoral victory of the Popular Unity (UP) coa-
lition in Chile in November 1970 inspired millions
throughout Latin America and around the world. The
UP’s victory reflected a broad radicalization of the
Chilean masses. It was seen as the most significant
blow to imperialism in Latin America since the Cu-
ban revolution.

The UP government was a coalition that included
the strong Socialist and Communist parties, along
with the smaller bourgeois Radical Party. During its
first year in office, it initiated important reforms.

Foreign holdings in the copper, nitrate, iron, and
coal industries were nationalized, as were many
banks and textile mills. A significant increase in
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wages was mandated, and children were assured half

a quart of milk per day. Steps to implement a land-

reform were taken.

The UP also took some key foreign policy stands
that infuriated imperialism — especially its opposi-
tion to U.S. intervention in Vietnam, and the opening
of diplomatic and trade relations with Cuba.

Even before UP leader Salvador Allende was sworn
in as president, the imperialists attempted to over-
throw him. During the three years of UP rule,
Washington acted continuously to sabotage the Chi-
lean economy and destabilize the country. On Sep-
tember 11, 1973, the imperialist campaign culmi-
nated in a bloody coup and the installation of a milit-
ary dictatorship that remains in power to this day.

From the beginning, the Cubans had enthusiasti-
cally greeted the UP victory and defended the UP
government against imperialism. In 1971 Fidel Cas-
tro went to Chile at the invitation of Allende and
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Right: Fidel Castro in Chile with the late President Salvador Allende.

spent three weeks traveling throughout the country.
He spoke with hundreds of thousands of workers,
peasants, and students in mass meetings and indi-
vidually.

Fidel expressed the support of the Cuban people for
the struggle in Chile. He exposed and condemned the
role of imperialism — whose sabotage he witnessed
during his visit. And he explained the Cuban experi-
ence, where reliance on the mobilization of the work-
ers and peasants was key to the success of the revolu-
tion.

In Chile, too, the mobilization of the workers and
peasants was essential to the defense and extension
of the anti-imperialist gains they had made. But the
UP was caught in a contradiction on this score.

Pressure from the masses pushed the UP to take
measures against imperialism. But at the same time,
the UP government included bourgeois parties and
forces — even some army generals — who feared the
mobilization of the masses. The top UP leadership
sought to limit the struggles of the workers and peas-
ants in order to maintain their coalition with
capitalist forces.

The crushing defeat of the Chilean masses in 1973
echoed throughout Latin America and opened up a
discussion on the lessons of this experience that con-
tinues today. Fidel Castro on Chile, which reprints a
collection of speeches and interviews from Fidel’s
1971 tour, is an important contribution to this discus-
sion. :
What were the ideas that Fidel presented when he
visited Chile?

First of all, he welcomed the UP victory as an im-
portant opportunity for the working masses. As he
explained to the Executive Board of the Chilean
Workers Confederation: “The electoral victory was
like a door slightly ajar. But it was, nevertheless, a
breach, an opening, a little slit, if you wish.”

At the same time, Fidel warned, “It would be ab-
surd to think that the road that lies ahead is an easy
one; it would be absurd to think that the interests
which have been affected are going to stand idly by
and do nothing.”

The main danger, Fidel said, was U.S. imperialism.
“You can be sure that all the reactionaries, the

~

oligarchs, the fascists and their like are nothing with-
out the support of U.S. imperialism. The people would
crush them within 24 hours. . . .

“And I repeat that in Cuba, in Vietnam or in any
country in Latin America, U.S. imperialism has been,
is and will continue to be the principal enemy.”

Fidel also stressed the central role of the working
class in the revolutionary process. Comparing the
revolution to a child, he said: “It’s up to the working
class to take care of the baby, because nobody else is
going to do it.”

At the end of his tour, Fidel spoke to a rally of

. 60,000 in Santiago. He warned once again of the com-

ing confrontation, saying, “No social system ever res-
igned itself to disappearing from the face of the earth
of its own free will. No social system ever resigned
itself to revolution.”

Repeating that “there is no case in history in which
the reactionaries, the exploiters, the privileged mem-
bers of a social system, resign themselves to change,
resign themselves peacefully to change,” Fidel asks:

“Who will develop more awareness faster? The
exploiters or the exploited? Who will learn faster from
the lessons of this process? The people or the enemies
of the people?”

When the crowd answers “The people!” Fidel asks,
“Are you absolutely sure. . .are you completely sure
that you have learned more than your exploiters
have?” .

And when they answer yes, he says, “Then, allow
me to say that I don’t agree this time with the mas-
ses.”

Fidel pointed to the divisions among the masses in
Chile and to the relative weakness of the mass mobili-
zations there. “I said that it would take two hours for
us [in Cubal] to get together 10 times as many people
as there are here now. And I also say that we can
mobilize 600,000 men in arms in 24 hours!”

Fidel went on to explain that the kind -of social
mobilization he was talking about meant breaking
out of the capitalist framework. “What is it that gives
our people this deep motivation in their unity against
danger from the outside? The fact that, when it comes
to defending our country, that country is not divided
between millionaires and paupers, between wealthy
landowners with all the privileges in the world and
miserable peasants without land or work, living a life
of poverty. . . . Our country is not divided between
the privileged and the dispossessed.”

Shortly before the military coup, in a letter dated
July 29, 1973, Fidel wrote to Allende. He quoted the
letter in a speech in Havana — the last piece in this
book — followiﬁ\g the coup.

He had urged Allende, “Don’t ever forget the ex-
traordinary strength of the Chilean working class
and the firm support it has always given you in dif-
ficult moments. In response to your call when the rev-
olution is in danger, it can block those who are or-
ganizing a coup, maintain the support of the fence-sit-
ters, impose its conditions, and decide the fate of Chile
once and for all if the need arises. The enemy must
realize that the Chilean working class is on the alert
and ready to go into action. Its power and fighting
spirit can tilt the scales in the capital in your favor,
even though other circumstances may be unfavora-

”»

Allende did not mobilize the working class in
this way, but as Fidel told the Cuban people upon
his return from Nicaragua in July 1980, one result of
the bloody defeat in Chile was that “the peoples learn-
ed their lessons and saw that there was only one road
to liberation: that of Cuba, that of Grenada, that of
Nicaragua.”

The Black struggle for self-determination in the U.S.

Continued from previous page

and took the first step.

I really think this is important. Be-
cause sometimes people on the left —
particularly whites on the left — get un-
comfortable when they see Black people
come together. I think they ought to cel-
ebrate when Black people come togeth-
er. Because Black people coming togeth-
er ultimately will help white people
come together.

I'm proud to be working with the one
party today that is committed to build-
ing a mass-based party for Black people
in the United States. I'm talking about
the National Black Independent Politi-
cal Party.

Goals of NBIPP

The National Black Independent Pol-
itical Party aims to attain power to radi-
cally transform the present socioeco-
nomic order — that is, to achieve self-de-
termination and social and political

freedom for the masses of Black people.
Therefore, our party actively opposes ra-
cism, sexism, imperialism, and capital-
ist exploitation.

NBIPP is a national organization, in
that we seek to organize Black people in
every state and region in this country.
Our party is Black, in that we seek to or-
ganize people of African descent first
and foremost. It is independent, in that
we draw our source of support, strength,
and direction from Black people in ac-
cordance with a belief in the value and
dignity of our history and culture, with
consideration and respect for all other
peoples.

Our party is political in the sense that
it reflects that multifaceted nature of
the socioeconomic and political power
which must be organized to challenge
the many forms of oppression arrayed
against the masses of Black people.

Lastly, NBIPP is a party, because we
establish goals. identify our interests,
problems, and priorities, and formulate

projects and programs to achieve and
defend our interests as a people.

As a political organization we strive
to prioritize the needs of our people and
unite them around a concrete program.
We will synthesize the aspirations of
our people and define political programs
and aevelop an ideological framework
for mass political action.

NBIPP in practice

The NBIPP’s responsibility is to put
all of that into some kind of practice.
And I want to report to you that in vari-
ous parts of the country that is happen-
ing.

We have a chapter of the party in
Winston-Salem, North Carolina, that
consistently provides political education
for brothers and sisters who live in Win-
ston-Salem. A lot of them work for Rey-
nolds Tobacco Co.

The party in Winston-Salem is also
feeding people. We've organized a farm-
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to-market program. We organize Black
farmers, who have almost been shut out
of business because of agribusiness, or
because when they raise their produce
they have nowhere to sell it. So we’ve or-
ganized Black farmers to bring their
produce to certain parking lots every
weekend, where they're able to sell their
produce, provide jobs for people on the
farms, and allow people in the city to get
fresh fruit andvegetables at a price they
can afford.

I think that is an example of what the
party must do, of what NBIPP must con-
tinue to do if it’s to live out its calling.

I invite all African people who are
here tonight to study what NBIPP is
about, learn what the party is about.

We don'’t claim to have the total plan
for Black freedom. But we believe that if
we work together we can find it. We be-
lieve that if we work together we can
make a progressive step forward that
would be in the interests of all oppressed
people.
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Progress report — Those
concerned about educational
cutbacks will be gratified to
learn that Texas A&M bought

100 new automobiles for use by
members of the athletic depart-
ment.

Trickle downers at play —
As we write these lines, Reagan
cabinet members and their cor-
porate cohorts are gathered at
the Bohemia Club in the
California redwoods for R&R.
The club excludes women as
members and employees. This
was upheld by a federal judge
concerned with not inhibiting
members’ practice of urinating
when and where they please.

At least under capitalism —
“A Large Wheat Crop Isn’t
Necessarily Good News.”
Headline.

Bone crushers — The Ag-
riculture Department will per-
mit meat processors to stop list-
ing ground up bones as an ingre-
dient in hot dogs, etc. Instead
they can simply list the calcium
content. The research director of
the Community Nutrition Insti-
tute likened this to labelhng to-
bacco “protein.”

Like Reagan’s budget —
The toy version of GI Joe is back,
this time as part of an “antiter-
rorist” team. Each of the 11 fi-
gures retail for under $3. But
the complete set — ‘including
jeeps, tanks and missiles — adds

up to nearly $200.

To store your life savings
— A handcrafted Ron Jar, to
hold jelly beans, is available at
$19.50. Or, if you prefer some-
thing sartorial, there’s the $15
jelly bean necktie. (Check with
the White House for a better
price. They get them in quantity
for $10).

Extending the crackdown?
— No more Mister Nice Guy.
Those roach traps they used to
advertise as “roach motels” are
now being plugged as “roach
prisons.” A reader suggests that
maybe they’re for roaches that

stole towels from the motels.

What are we coming to?
A drop in sales compelled
Neiman-Marcus, the plush Dal-
las-based department store
chain, to hold its first clearance
sale ever. But it was done
Neiman-Marcus style. They
rented the San Antonio conven-
tion center.

Thought for the week —
“The atomic bomb is a marvel-
ous gift that was given to our
country by a wise god.” —
Women’s rights opponent Phyl-
lis Schlafly.

Minnesota farmers discuss debt Crisis

Continued from Page 32
come the financial bind of farmers.

The spokesman for the National
Farmers Organization (NFO) blasted
the Farm Home Administration, the
government agency that is supposed to
make loans available to farmers when
private banks and loan associations
won’t risk it, for tightening up its credit
policies and foreclosing more and more
farms. “The challenge today is to im-
prove the rural economy,” he said, ad-
ding that the strategy needed “after all
the political speeches get shaken out, is
collective bargaining for farmers.”

Pat O’Reilly, representing the AAM,
pointed out that although “65 percent of
all new wealth comes from agriculture,
farm debt today is 200 billion.”

He said, “Unity between farmers, la-
bor, industry . . .is needed to get parity
in the economy.”

No one spoke for the Farmers Union
or Farm Bureau. Dave Ostendorf, who
spoke representing the Iowa Farm
Unity Coalition, said that “to achieve
parity and a moratorium on foreclo-
sures, we need to organize.”

“Land concentration here is not much
different than Central America. . . .
It’s time to organize for peace and eco-
nomic justice.” Ostendorf also reported
that plans were under way for an Octo-
ber 2 demonstration against low farm
prices.

The Iowa Farm Unity Coalition in-
cludes the U.S. Farmers Association,
NFO, Iowa Farmers Union, AAM in Io-
wa, and Rural America.

Dr. John Wefald, president of South-
west State University, was the top-
billed speaker at the fairgrounds. To-
day, he said, “farmers grow from fence
to fence for little or nothing, but if farm-
ers got a fair return on investment, in
two years the $1.1 trillion rural econo-
my would turn around.”

Appealing to the general dissatisfac-
tion of people over government policies,
Wefald, whose speech received a stand-
ing ovation, said, “Neither Democrats
nor Republicans in power the last 30
years have made any difference to farm-
ers.”

He said the best time for farmers was

under the Truman administration.
Then, he said, “we had full production,
full employment, and a balanced
budget.”

Bill Onasch, Socialist Workers Party
candidate for U.S. Senate and an electri-
cal worker, campaigned throughout the
day with garment worker Carole Les-
nick, the Socialist Workers candidate
for lieutenant governor.

They distributed hundreds of state-
ments that gave support to Wayne Cryts

and to the 20 southeastern Minnesota
farmers who are suing the bankrupt
Kern Elevator Co. for $750,000 worth of
their grain.

At the end of the speaking program,
Onasch addressed the grandstand crowd
briefly along with Paul Wellstone, De-
mocratic Farmer-Labor—endorsed can-
didate for state auditor, and Marlene
Johnson, Democratic candidate for
lieutenant governor.

Onasch said, “We need unity but it

cannot be based on the interests of
everybody. My campaign claims only to
represent the interests of workers and
farmers, not bosses and bankers.

“To advance the struggle today
against massive unemployment and the
destruction of the family farm, farmers
and workers must fight against the
same enemies.

“We need a new political party based
on the unions, that can fight for workers
and farmers alike.”

NEA convention takes up war question

BY JEFF MACKLER

LOS ANGELES — Opposition to
Washington’s war policy and deep anger
at the massive and continuing assault
on public education were at the center of
the annual convention of the 1.7-mil-
lion-member National Education As-
sociation (NEA), held here July 1-6.

On the first day of the convention, del-
egates from more than 25 states met to
form the NEA peace caucus, an unoffi-
cial body, which adopted a three-point
statement of purpose:

® A commitment to world peace and

Subscribe to
Intercontinental Press

Intercontinental Press carries more articles,
documents, and special features on world po-
litics — from Poland to Iran — than we have
room to put in the Militant.

In our opinion, you can’t afford to be with-
out Intercontinental Press.

Enclosed is [] $8.75 for a three-month intro-
ductory subscription; [] $17.50 for six months;
[J $35 for one year.

Name

Address
City
State Zip

Clip and mail to Intercontinental Press, 410
West Street, New York, N.Y. 10014.

INTERCONTINENTAL
PRESS

28 The Militant

August 6, 1982

opposition to nuclear war.

® Support of the right of oppressed
peoples to self-determination, and op-
position to U.S. intervention in El Sal-
vador and Guatemala.

® A rechanneling of military expendi-
tures to public educatlon and other so-
cial services.

During a convention recess on July 5,
the peace caucus, with the support of the
NEA leadership, organized an antiwar
rally at the convention center, which at-
tracted more than 6,000 delegates. The
rally featured disabled Vietnam veteran
leader Ron Kovic, who brought virtually
everyone to their feet when he implored
the delegates: “Don’t ever send your kids
to El Salvador to fight in a war we have
no business in. We had no right to be in
Vietnam and we have no right to do the
same thing in El Salvador or anywhere
else.”

Carlos Ugalde speaking as the repre-
sentative of the Los Angeles chapter of
the Committee in Solidarity with the
People of El Salvador, described the
plight of teachers and other unionists in
that country.

Also speaking at the rally were Jorge
Chinchilla, an exiled Guatemalan
teacher, and Teresa Rayburn, a partici-
pant in Nicaragua’s national literacy
campaign.

The rally also included NEA Presi-
dent Willard McGuire and the union’s
executive director, Terry Herndon.

The following day, delegates held a
march for public education through the
streets of downtown Los Angeles. Carry-

ing handmade placards, many saying
“Books not bombs,” an estimated 7,000
to 9,000 teachers marched against gov-
ernment spending priorities that have
dealt unprecedented blows to teachers
and public education.

In other convention actions, dele-
gates, by more than a 90-percent major-
ity, passed new-business items calling
for “an immediate, universal nuclear
weapons freeze.”

A resolution was also adopted calling
on the U.S. government “to refrain from
any U.S. plan for overt or covert action
that would destabilize Nicaragua or
would adversely affect that govern-
ment’s successful campaign against il-
literacy.”

Jeff Mackler, a member of the Hayward
Unified Teachers Association, was a del-
egate to the NEA convention.
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‘Independent Black Political Action: 1954-78’

Independent Black Political Action 1954-78:
The Struggle to Break with the Democratic and
Republican Parties, edited by Mac Warren. An
Education for Socialists publication, published
by Pathfinder Press, New York, 1982; 72 pages,
$3.50.

BY MIKE TABER
“There is greater interest today in independent

working-class political action than at any time since
the 1940s” Mac Warren and Malik Miah write in

BOOK REVIEW

their introduction to this new Education for Socialists
publication. Referring to the U.S. rulers’ all-round
attack on working people at home and abroad, they
point out, “More and more workers — Black, white,
and Latino — are coming to understand that these
anti-working-class and racist policies are a bipartisan
effort of both capitalist parties; that the Democrats
and Republicans offer no other solution to the crisis
of world capitalism except austerity and war.”

For this reason, the publication of this bulletin
could not have come at a better time. Independent
Black Political Action 1954-78 is a collection of arti-
cles and documents from the Militant and other
socialist publications tracing the Black movement’s

fight since the 1950s to break from the capitalist par-
ties and chart an independent working-class course.
It is divided into nine sections that cover some of the
most important chapters in this struggle and that
present the Socialist Workers Party’s stance toward
it.

Much of this bulletin is devoted to several of the
important formations in the Black movement that
did embark on the road to independent political ac-
tion. These include the Michigan Freedom Now
Party, the Lowndes County Freedom Organization,
the Black Panther Party, and the National Black
Political Assembly.

Through contemporary articles, we are able to trace
the development of these groups: their formation and
growth, their electoral efforts, and the problems and
obstacles they faced. Key programmatic documents
of most of these groups have been included.

The experiences of these pioneer efforts contain
many important lessons for today’s new generation of
fighters. One of these is how the capitalist govern-
ment has attempted to sabotage, derail, and destroy
every movement by Blacks toward genuine indepen-
dent working-class political action. In each case, an
important role in these attacks was played by the
Democratic and Republican parties, including Black
elected officials in those parties.

Another important aspect of the bulletin is the con-
clusions drawn of what independent political action
is and why socialists support it. Articles by SWP lead-

ers Farrell Dobbs and Jack Barnes explain the work-
ing-class axis of the fight for independent Black polit-
ical action, and point to the importance of program as
a decisive criterion.

Other articles explain how independent Black
political action sets an example for the labor move-
ment to follow. One important document that is in-
cluded is the Socialist Workers Party’s 1967 resolu-
tion, “The Case for an Independent Black Party,”
which summarizes the revolutionary dynamic em-
bodied in such a development.

As its introduction states, this bulletin is a compan-
ion to another recent Education for Socialists publica-
tion, entitled The National Black Independent Politi-
cal Party: An Important Step Forward for Blacks and
Other American Workers, by Nan Bailey, Malik Miah,
and Mac Warren. Reading about the earlier attempts
to form a Black party provides a better appreciation
of the NBIPP’s significance.

The central component of this latter bulletin is the
report to the August 1981 convention of the SWP,
which explains the stance of the SWP toward the
NBIPP.

Given the growing disgust of working people with
the Democratic and Republican parties today, an in-
creasing number of people are looking for a political
alternative. Both these Education for Socialists publi-
cations will be valuable resources for those trying to
build such a genuine alternative for Blacks and all
working people.

‘We Dig Coal’: a portrait of three women miners

We Dig Coal: A Portrait of Three Women. A
documentary produced by State of the Art.

BY CLARE FRAENZL

Marilyn McCusker, Bernice Dombrowski, and
Mary Louise Carson were three of the over 3,500
women who fought their way into coal mining jobs
since 1973. Like most other miners, they were driven
into the pits by economic necessity.

We Dig Coal is their story — and more. With some-
times comic, sometimes bawdy, sometimes tragic
simplicity, the film records the struggle of these un-
witting pioneers. It also records the reactions of male

FILM
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co-workers, miners’ wives, and others to women who
are determined to have their rights and their jobs.

The film traces their saga from 1974, when the
three women first applied at the Rushton Mining
Company in Osceola Mills, Pennsylvania, until Oc-
tober 1979, when McCusker was crushed to death in
a roof fall, becoming the first woman killed in a U.S.
mine since the 1920s.

“The company don’t want us here,” both Dombroski
and Carson comment.

“It’s a shame,” Dombroski’s daughter Jody says. “It
seems like just to get a good job a woman’s got to sue

—IF YOU LIKE THIS PAPER, LOOK US UP

for it.” She has also applied for a job at Rushton. “I
don’t think they could take two Dombroskis down
there,” Bernice laughs at her daughter.

McCusker, Carson, and Dombroski did have to sue
to get their jobs. It took three years. They also had to
deal with a company doctor who suddenly discovered
all three had back problems after they won their suit.

One of the most interesting aspects of the film is
the reactions of other miners to the three women.
“Times change,” one retired miner states. “These
women work in factories. It gets sweaty hot. They
make $3 or $4 an hour. Why shouldn’t they come into
the mine where it’s cool? They get dirty. But they
make $7 or $8 an hour,” a young union officer ex-
plains.

“A woman just don’t belong in the mine. That’s all,”
states Harry Koptchak. “It’s just not feminine,” says
his wife.

Harry Koptchak was working with McCusker the
day she was killed. Koptchak’s uncles and father were
killed in the mines. Two months after his father died
in a roof fall, he was called to work at Rushton. They
assigned him to the same section in which his father
died.

“When Marilyn was killed, he came home and cried
and cried. Then he started drinking,” Koptchak’s wife
recalls. “He wanted to quit the mine.” Harry didn’t
think women should work in the mine. But he was
Marilyn’s buddy and her friend.

The film makes clear that, whatever their opinions,
few miners hassled the three pioneers. When a few
tried, the women were ready for them.

“Marilyn and I worked together a lot,” Carson
explained. “After she died, two of my buddies ganged
up on me. They threw a rock at my foot. I got bruised
up pretty bad. I coulda caused them a lot of trouble.
But I didn’t.” :

Carson grins. “I told them I'd beat ’em up with my
hammer.”

Despite constant company harassment, the women
continued to work in the mine. “They gave us every
dirty job they could. . .todiscourage us,” Dombroski
says. The women rockdusted. They set timbers and
canvas. They helped bolt. Dombroski caught her hand
on a roof-bolting wrench. She broke two fingers, rip-
ped her waist open and cracked two ribs. After that,
she finished the shift.

They were union activists, too. “They were real
good on the picket lines, better than some men. They
stood behind the union.” the UMWA local president
comments. That was not surprising. Carson had been
fired from a sewing factory for leading a strike
against the sweatshop conditions there.

We Dig Coal is our story — the story of working
women who won'’t go back, who can’t go back to when
women were excluded from higher-paying jobs and
told they belonged in the kitchens and sweatshops.

Women like McCusker, Dombroski, and Carson are
not trying to be crusaders or heroines. They are sim-
ply trying to make a living to support themselves and
their families. In the process, they are bringing pro-
found change to every nook and cranny of the Amer-
ican social fabric — with guts, with humor, and with
incredible tenacity.
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—EDITORIALS—

Halt U.S. aid to Somali regime

The Reagan administration has begun airlifting
$20 million worth of arms to the east African country
of Somalia to help prop up the dictatorial regime of
President Mohammed Siad Barre.

The State Department, in a July 24 statement,
tried to justify this move with the claim that Somalia
is the victim of military attacks supported by the gov-
ernment in neighboring Ethiopia. The official Somal-
ian radio has accused Ethiopian troops, backed by
Cubans, of being behind a recent upsurge of antigov-
ernment actions within Somalia.

But the dispatch of U.S. arms to Siad Barre has no-
thing to do with defending Somalia. They are part of
Washington’s aggressive intervention in the region
— known as the Horn of Africa — that was stepped up
shortly after the outbreak of the 1974-75 Ethiopian
revolution and the overthrow of the U.S.-backed mo-
narchy there.

In 1977, tens of thousands of Somalian troops in-
vaded Ethiopia, with Washington’s encouragement.
The aim of that invasion was to roll back the gains of

the Ethiopian revolution: a deepgoing land reform,.

widespread nationalizations of domestic and impe-
rialist companies, a literacy campaign, and other so-
cial programs that benefited Ethiopia’s workers and
farmers.

That invasion was defeated in early 1978, when
thousands of Cuban volunteer troops helped the Ethi-
opian government drive the invaders out.

Since then, Washington has sought to maintain Si-
ad Barre in power. It has increased direct U.S. in-
volvement in Somalia as a means of applying pres-
sure against the Ethiopian regime, which has main-
tained an anti-imperialist stance.

The Somalian port of Berbera is being expanded for
U.S. naval use, and may eventually be staffed by be-
tween 500 and 1,000 U.S. troops. Last November,
U.S. troops landed in Somalia during the massive
“Bright Star” military maneuvers in the region.

Despite the defeat of Siad Barre’s 1977-78 invasion
of Ethiopia, regular attacks have been mounted
against that country by the so-called Western Somali
Liberation Front (WSLF). The WSLF claims to be
fighting on behalf of the oppressed Somali people in
Ethiopia’s Ogaden region, but in fact is little more
than a cover for the regular Somalian army. Even
CIA testimony in Congress has stated that troops
from three regular Somalian battalions were in-
volved in the fighting in the Ogaden.

Red Cross officials have charged that U.S. relief aid
to Somalia is being channeled directly to the Somal-
ian army and the WSLF.

Siad Barre’s repressive and proimperialist policies
have been coming under increasing opposition from
the Somalian population. Since the defeat of the
1977-78 invasion of Ethiopia (which was opposed by
sectors of the Somalian army), Siad Barre’s regime
has been rocked by a series of troop mutinies and ur-
ban upsurges.

Earlier this year, uprisings swept the northern
towns of Hargeisa and Burao, which were put down
only after Somalian troops massacred more than 100
demonstrators and arrested thousands.

This unrest has been fueled by Somalia’s extreme
poverty, a high inflation rate, and sharp declines in
real wages. All of the political organizations opposed
to Siad Barre also demand scrapping of the treaty
granting Washington access to the Berbera base.

The main coalition fighting against the Siad Barre
regime is the Somali Democratic Salvation Front,
which enjoys some support from the Ethiopian gov-
ernment. It has claimed credit for the fighting within
Somalia.

In rushing military aid to Somalia, Washington
has signaled its continued hostility to the Ethiopian
government and its readiness to defend yet another
dictatorial regime against its own people.

Hiroshima & nuclear test ban talks

On the anniversary of the August 1945 atomic
bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki antiwar and
antibomb sentiment in this country, and internation-
ally, is at an unprecedented peak. The June 12 march
of one million was a powerful repudiation of these
weapons of mass destruction.

Yet the capitalist rulers of this country are as
ready to use the bomb today as they were in 1945.

The recent decision of the Reagan administration
to end negotiations for a comprehensive ban on nucle-
ar testing is one more confirmation of this.

It was announced July 20 that there would be no
further talks with the Soviet Union and Great Bri-
tain for an end to underground nuclear testing. The
three-way negotiations had begun in 1977, but Wash-
ington shelved the talks in November 1980.

In declaring that Washington would not resume
the talks, Reagan aides argued there is no adequate
means of verifying present test limitations, no less
new ones.

Even the New York Times was moved to comment
that this is pure bunk.

A July 23 editorial pointed out: “The Soviet Union
has gone further than ever before in agreeing to
American-controlled monitoring boxes where Wash-
ington wants them and to the idea of an on-site in-
spection on challenge.”

Washington did offer a second reason for icing the
talks: its intention to continue testing new weapons.

That, of course, is the real reason.

Scrapping any talk of a ban on tests is consistent
with Washington’s bold insistence that it reserves
the right to first use of the bomb.

It is consistent with its declared policy of preparing
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to wage “protracted” nuclear war. (That is, for more
than a few days.)

It is consistent with the threats — made more than
a dozen times since World War II — to use the bomb
against other countries.

It is consistent with the bombing of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki.

And it is consistent with the needs of the curren
U.S. war drive. :

Two days before the announcement of the scrap-
ping of test-ban talks, the Pentagon let it be known
that the armed forces have begun to “rebuild” the
covert forces used to conduct secret assaults, sabotage
and other forms of “unconventional” warfare.

A “Defense Guidance” directive issued by secretary
of war Weinberger declared:

“We must revitalize and enhance special opera-
tions forces to project United States power where the
use of conventional forces would be premature, inap-
propriate, or infeasible.”

Such covert operations are already being carried
out. The victims include the liberation forces in El
Salvador and Guatemala, as well as the governments
and peoples of Nicaragua and Iran.

Cuba has long been the target of such “unconven-
tional” warfare, and revolutionary Grenada has been
added to the hit list.

The Army, Navy, Marines, and Air Force all have
special units dedicated to this kind of dirty war. And
now the Pentagon is saying they must be prepared to
use these forces anywhere on earth.

It is that reactionary determination to try to stamp
out revolutionary struggles, on any continent, by any
means necessary, that is the greatest threat to world
peace.

Because they recognize the consequences of their
brutal policy, the U.S. rulers insist on being on the
nuclear ready. .

They recognize that their dirty “little” wars can
swiftly escalate, and they are fully prepared to resort
to their steadily expanding nuclear stockpile.

That’s the hard fact. U.S. imperialism is pouring
billions into the manufacture of these weapons for the
very simple reason that, when deemed necessary, it
intends to use them.

There are those who advise the antinuclear forces
to press for a mutual U.S.-USSR weapons freeze. We
believe the record demonstrates that this is a danger-
ous diversion from the real source of the nuclear
danger — Washington, D.C. That is where our de-
mands for nuclear disarmament should be directed.

The world will be guaranteed there will be no more
Hiroshimas and Nagasakis only when this imperial-
ist monster is disarmed.

Evelyn Reed on
three women
in the news

Twenty years ago, the August 27, 1962, Militant
ran an article by Evelyn Reed on the effects of
capitalism on women. Below are excerpts from
that article, “Three Women in the News.”

On August 8 the separate fates of three American
women hit the headlines.

That day the body of Marilyn Monroe, famous ac-
tress-suicide, was buried at Westwood Memorial
Park, Los Angeles. Alongside this news story the
press announced that Dr. Frances Kelsey, mother of
two daughters, who worked in the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration, had been awarded the nation’s highest
civilian-service medal.

That same day Mrs. Sherri Finkbine, mother of
four, and star of an award-winning children’s TV
program in Arizona, was undergoing “mental tests”
in Sweden to determine whether she should be deliv-
ered by abortion of bearing a baby without arms or
legs. [Finkbine had used the drug thalidomide during
her pregnancy.]

These three women — living in different parts of
our country, of different ages, occupations and out-
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looks on life — did not know one another personally.
But they were linked together by their own special
involvements in the physiological and psychological
mutilations of our times brought about by the profit
system.

The world shuddered at the news that thalidomide,
a new drug first marketed in West Germany and

‘taken by pregnant women in many other countries,

had resulted in an “epidemic” of deformed babies.

It was then disclosed that for 14 months Dr. Fran-
ces Kelsey had waged a one-woman resistance
against the powerful Wm. S. Merrell drug company
here, blocking its mass sale of thalidomide on the
American market. The Drew Pearson column on Aug.
8 hinted: “the full story hasn’t been told of the pres-
sures that the Merrell Co. brought to bear upon her.”

The most shocking fact, according to another Pear-
son column, was the Merrell Company “neglected to
withdraw the thalidomide samples until four months
after their use had been stopped in Germany . . . [It]
left the thalidomide pills on the Canadian market
until March 2 [nearly 4 million ten-cent pills were
sold in Canada] and didn’t call upon American physi-
cians to stop their experimental use until March 20.
Aslate asJune 11, the Merrell Co. described the birth
abnormalities as ‘alleged effects . . . mere specula-
tion.””

When tens of millions of Marilyn Monroe’s fans
throughout the world grieved about her suicide, many
were identifying her hidden inner wounds with their
own.

Hollywood publicity agents create false images of
their box-office commodities which conceal the real
characters of the individuals. Nevertheless many
sensed that behind the glamor-girl was a warm-
hearted, generous, sensitive person. The Aug. 3 issue
of Life, presenting a last interview with Marilyn, con-
firmed this opinion.

This child of the poor, who once worked for five
cents a month washing dishes, embodied a social con-
science rarely retained in those who “come up from
way down” as she did, and who often prefer to forget
their past.

“We human beings are strange creatures and still
reserve the right to think for ourselves,” Marilyn told
the Life reporter. “Once I was supposed to be finished
— that was the end of me. When Arthur Miller was
on trial for contempt of Congress [during the Mec-
Carthyite witchhunt], a certain corporation executive
said either he named names and I got him to name
names or [ was finished. I said, ‘I'm proud of my hus-
band’s position and I stand behind him all the way,
and the court did too.” ‘Finished,” they said, ‘You’ll
never be heard of.’ ”

In her last interview Marilyn protested against
those who kept trying to reduce her to a saleable com-
modity. “. . . This sex symbol,” she said, “I always
thought symbols were those things you clash to-
gether! That’s the trouble, a sex symbol becomes a
thing.” She resisted as long as she could. But at 36,
unable to reconcile her own needs and aspirations
with the crushing demands of commerce in flesh, she
succumbed.

The life-and-death struggles of the movie star, the
medical official, the pregnant mother — each in its
own way — reveals the enormous damage inflicted
upon human beings by this money-mad society. It
also reveals the heroic capacity of women to resist —
and protest against the mutilators. -



Open letter hits union paper attack on Nicaragua

BY MIKE FRIEDMAN

NEW YORK — In the May 1982 issue of TWU Ex-
press, the Transport Workers Union’s paper, an arti-
cle appeared based on a story in the March issue of
the AFL-CIO Free Trade Union News concerning al-
leged repression in Nicaragua.

The article in the TWU Express, “Shocking Tale of
Genocide By Nicaraguan Marxists,” repeats the U.S.
government slander that the Sandinistas are commit-
ting “genocide” against the Miskitu, Sumo, and Rama
Indian population in Nicaragua.

The “evidence” cited comes from Steadman Fagoth
Muller, a former agent of the U.S.-backed Somoza
dictatorship, which was overthrown by the Nicara-
guan workers and peasants in 1979. Fagoth claims
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that numerous Indians have been killed and dis-
placed from their homes, and that the Sandinistas
are destroying the Indians and their culture.

In response to this slander, a number of transit
workers in New York — together with Casa
Nicaragua, which carries out educational activity on
Nicaragua — initiated an open letter to the TWU Ex-
press. Copies of the letter are being circulated at the
various transit barns in New York City, and it has
been submitted to the TWU Express.

The letter was signed by William Yost, vice-chair-
man, Section 46 of Transport Workers Union Local
100; Rev. Ben Chavis; Gregory Pardlo, president of
Newark Cluster, Professional Air Traffic Controllers

Organization; Kathy Andrade, education director, In-
ternational Ladies Garment Workers Union; David
Dyson, director, Union Label Department, Amalga-
mated Clothing and Textile Workers Union; and
others. It takes up the AFL-CIO and Fagoth’s slan-
ders one by one.

Starting with the July 1979 popular insurrection of
workers and farmers that overthrew the hated
Somoza dictatorship, the open letter points out that
since then the Nicaraguan people “have been sub-
jected to armed attacks by 4-5,000 former members of
Somoza’s National Guard, operating from bases in
Honduras. This necessitated the relocation of more
than 7,000 Indians from their villages along the bor-
der to 5 new settlements 90 miles south.”

The open letter cites a letter written to the New
York Times by Bishop John Wilson of the Moravian
Church, the predominant religion of the Miskitu In-
dians, and Sixto Ulloa, the director of international
relations of CEPAD, a powerful ecumenical group in
Nicaragua. Their letter makes it clear that the evacu-
ation of the Indians was carried out to protect their

.lives.

In addition the open letter cites numerous other
statements made by prominent individuals such as
U.S. Congressman Tom Harkin and Roger Wilkins,
former assistant attorney general and editorial board
member of the New York Times, Washington Star,
and Washington Post, which corroborate the Nicara-
guan government’s humanitarian treatment of the
Indian population.

It explains that “After the Somoza regime was over-
thrown, the first measure carried out by the new
popular government was a literacy campaign. . . .

For the first time, the native peoples were taught to
read and write in their own languages. . . . Dozens
of schools have been built in the region. . . . Clinics
have been constructed. . . .

“Indian land is not being confiscated. In fact, the
indigenous communities have been granted legal title
to their lands for the first time. . . .

“The Sandinistas have encouraged and promoted
the formation of every type of popular organization,
from trade unions to peasant associations, including
traditional forms of organizations in the indigenous
communities, to ensure the involvement of the people
in running their country.”

With regard to Fagoth, “so called Indian leader,”
the letter exposes him as a former “informer for
Somoza’s secret police” who sought to foment a split
between the Sandinistas and the Indian population.

“It is precisely Fagoth’s cohorts. . . who have mur-
dered, abducted, and intimidated the Indians, driving
many into Honduras.”

The letter concludes with a resolution drafted by a
delegation of Native Americans from the American
Indian Movement and the American Indian Treaty
Council as a result of their visit to Nicaragua in De-
cember.

The resolution reads in part, “. . . we demonstrate
our support for the positive initiatives taken for the
indigenous communities. . . . We denounce and con-
demn the economic blockade, the sabotage and ter-
rorist acts as part of the intention to destabilize the
revolutionary process in Nicaragua.”

Mike Friedman is a member of Transport Workers
Union Local 100.
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Grand jury

The grand jury has claimed
yet another victim. Ricarte
Montes Garcia, a teacher from
Ciales, Puerto Rico, and father
of five children, was summoned
to a Federal Grand Jury in San
Juan last June to testify about
an attack on four U.S. Marines
in Puerto Rico last March.

Responsibility for the action
was claimed by the independ-
entist guerrilla group Machete-
ros. In order to justify the sum-
mons, the FBI claims that a wit-
ness saw Montes Garcia get offa
car near the place where the
Marines, who had participated
in“war games” in the Puerto Ri-
can island of Vieques, were at-

“tacked.

But the fact is that at that
time Montes Garcia was chair-
ing a public meeting in Ciales.
Hundreds of Cialefios saw him.

Nevertheless, Montes Garcia
was incarcerated for refusing to
testify against himself. He was
imprisoned without benefit of
trial, without being charged
with any crime. He has been put
in jail for at least 18 months.

To make things worse, Mon-
tes Garcia is jailed, not in Puer-
to Rico, but in New York. He
was put in a cold, dark cell, and
is rarely allowed to go out to
take a shower as all other pri-
soners are.

Now he has been notified that
he will not be allowed visitors,
but could get out of jail if he
agreed to become a stool-pigeon
for the cops. Meanwhile, his
wife and children are left with
no support.

Roberto Kopec
New York, New York

Wants Castro speech

I read an excerpt from Fidel
Castro’s speech in the May 21,
1982, issue of the Militant. 1
would like to read the entire
speech. It is the speech he gave
to the Association of Third
World Economists on April 26,
1981.

If you have a copy, or know
where I can get one, please send
me the price.

I already have your book, Fid-

el Castro Speeches, and I would
like to know more.

Mark Koral

Pittsford, New York

(In Reply: The entire text of
the issue was carried in the
June 8, 1981, issue of Intercon-
tinental Press. It is available for
$1.25 from Intercontinental
Press, 410 West Street, New
York, New York 10014.)

Don’t send ‘Militant’

Please do not send me any
more copies of your publication
the Militant, or any such related
material.

Frankly, I do not believe in
your form of revolution to insti-
gate change. The world already
has enough hatred and revolu-
tion, and I do not care to contrib-
ute.

Joel Listobin
Winston-Salem, North Carolina

‘We support PLO’

A picket of nearly 100 people
protested the Israeli invasion of
Lebanon at the Old Federal
Building in downtown Louis-
ville June 29. The militant pic-
ket organized by the Organiza-
tion of Arab Students included
members of the American Mus-

lim Mission, local peace and sol- ’

idarity groups such as the Fel-
lowship of Reconciliation and
Louisville Committee in Sol-
idarity with the People of El Sal-
vador and the Louisville
Socialist Workers Party and
Young Socialist Alliance.

Spirited chants included:
“Reagan! Begin! You Should
Know, We Support the PLO!”;
“Israel Out ~ of Lebanon!”;
“Money for U.S. Poor, Not for
Zionist Wars!”; and “Long Live
Lebanon! Long Live Palestine!”
Palestinian and Lebanese flags
led the picket.

The event was covered by two
TV stations and the Courier-
Journal. Further support ac-
tivities for the peoples of Leba-
non and Palestine are planned.
Bronson Rozier
Louisville, Kentucky

Oppose Israeli War

Two hundred and fifty sup-
porters of the Lebanese and Pal-
estinian peoples marched in
downtown Atlanta on July 17.
About half the marchers were
Palestinians. There was also a
contingent of about 40 Black
Atlantans who are followers of
Islam. Popular chants included,
“Stop the murders, stop the
crimes; stop Begin’s evil mind,”
“Reagan, Begin, you must
know; we support the PLO.”
Signs in the crowd, mingled
with many large Palestinian
flags, read, “Self-determination
for the Palestinian people,” and
“Stop U.S. Aid to Israel.”

At the site of the Israeli con-
sulate, the crowd was addressed
by Robert Joseph, president of
the National Association of
Arab-Americans. He  said,
“Without U.S. aid, the Israelis
could not carry out their inva-
sion. This is costing $100 mil-
lion a day, $3 billion to date.
Where is it coming from? From
us, the taxpayers of the United
States.”

Later that evening, a fun-
draising dinner and auction was
held to benefit the Lebanese vic-
tims in the war.

During the march, about 20
copies of the Militant were sold.
Three Palestinian demonstra-
tors came to the Militant Labor
Forum that night dealing with
“How to Stop Union Busting
and the War Drive.”

Michael Pennock
Atlanta, Georgia

Becoming radical

I am enjoying my three-
month trial subscription to the
paper very much, and it sure is a
must for me, who has become a
good deal more radicalized over
the past year, due to events here
and abroad.

You may be sure that I shall
renew for a year. I will be back-
ing the N.Y. Socialist Workers
Party election campaign by all
means.

Keep up your good work. Your
material means a lot to me.
Donald Sawtelle
New York, New York

‘‘We have to lay you two off, but we want to hire your children.”

Tom Flannery  TheBaitimore Sun

Wants ‘Militant’

You're right. I do want to keep
getting the Militant. Right now
about the only value the other
newspapers in Utah have is
their Help Wanted classified
ads. And of course they print job
information while supporting
the same system that keeps jobs
so scarce and wages so low. Keep
up the good work.

A reader
Salt Lake City, Utah

‘10,000 Day War’

Just a note on Steve Bride’s
review of the 10,000 Day War in
the July 16 Militant.

Steve says that the moratori-
um was held a few months after
the Tet Offensive. Tet was in
1968, the Moratorium was in
the fall of 1969. The fall 1968
elections made any large pro-
tests impossible, too many peo-
ple running after peace candi-
dates, etc.

Steve also says, “Finally, in
January 1973, the United
States was forced to sign a trea-
ty and began pulling out for
good.” Well, yes, in a larger
sense, that was what happened.
But it was the Vietnamese who
were forced to sign that treaty at
that time. They were forced by
the unprecedentedly vicious
Christmas bombing campaign.

The Militant

These are minor points in an
otherwise fine article. But con-
sidering the current disgusting
propaganda campaign against
the Vietnamese and the bour-
geois media’s attempt to totally
rewrite history, I think we
should strive to get every fact
accurate.

Seth Wigderson
Detroit, Michigan

Correction

On page six of the July 16
Militant there was a photo of re-
pression in Guatemala which
was not credited. The photo was
taken by Christian Poveda.

The ‘Militant’ special pri-
soner fund makes it possi-
ble to send reduced-rate
subscriptions to prisoners
who can’t pay for them. To
help out, send your contri-
bution to: Militant Prisoner
Subscription Fund, 14
Charles Lane, New York,
New York 10014.

The letters column is an
open forum for all viewpoints
on subjects of general: in-
terest to our readers. Please
keep your letters brief. Where
necessary they will be ab-
ridged. Please indicate if you
prefer that your initials be
used rather than your full
name.
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Striking Nebraska meat-packers face

army of cops in bitter battle

BY DELBERT MAXWELL

DAKOTA CITY, Neb. — One tough
union is in a serious fight here with the
country’s largest meat processing com-
pany.

The strike by workers at Iowa Beef
Processors (IBP) made national news
when the company attempted to reopen
the plant with scab labor on July 20. In
several battles with about 100 state
troopers, members of United Food and
Commercial Workers Local 222 were
gassed, manhandled, chased, Maced,
and arrested for the “crime” of defending
their picket line.

By July 23 the cops had let up, though
several pickets were arrested that morn-
ing for violating the state law against
mass picketing. This law says you can
have only two pickets every 50 feet.

Outwardly, things were cooler, but
the strikers were burning over the at-
tacks by what one of them called “that
tax-paid army over there.” As state pat-
rol cars drove by, union members
explained the issues of the strike to the
Militant.

The company, which is owned by Occi-
dental Petroleum, has demanded a four-
year wage freeze, an end to all cost-of-
living raises, and the right to hire an

Governor sends in
National Guard

DAKOTA CITY, Neb., July 27
— Gov. Charles Thone is sending
two National Guard units, one an
80-member unit from Fremont
and the other from Grand Island,
to “maintain order” in the strike
here against Iowa Beef Processors.

The announcement that guards
would be used was made following
an attack with tear gas yesterday
by State Patrol members on 300
pickets, 22 of whom were arrested.

Members of unions at other
meat-processing companies, view-
ing this strike as an important in-
dustry-wide test, have joined the
picket lines here against IBP.

extra gang of new workers at lower pay
and without benefits.

IBP also wants to establish a 38-hour
“weekly guarantee,” which means the
company can lay workers off or work
them overtime at will, as long as they
average 38 hours per week over six
months.

In negotiations, the union offered to
take a two-year wage freeze and to sus-
pend their cost-of-living raises for three
years. But this wasn’t enough for IBP,
which last year made $57.8 million in
net profits.

So on June 7, the 2,450 members of
the union voted to strike.

“We had to strike. They want to take
everything away from us,” said Sandy
Kroll, who has worked in the plant
seven years.

A union steward noted, “If we take
this contract, then four years from now
we’ll be back where we were four years
ago.”

The workers are especially angry at
Republican Governor Charles Thone,
who has used the state patrol to break
the strike, and who has talked about

bringing in the National Guard. On-

Tuesday, one picket said, “The IBP
raised hell down at Lincoln [the state
capital] because the state patrol was late
getting up here.”

She said that on Wednesday, as she
and her friends were walking up the
road to reinforce the picket line, “the
cops yelled, ‘get out of here, you bas-
tards,” and they threw tear gas and
started chasing us. The girl behind me
got arrested for going too slow, but she
couldn’t have gone any faster without
walking over me. Another guy being in-
terviewed by a TV station was grabbed
and arrested.”

Several pickets have been injured by
Thone’s uniformed gun thugs.

“Thone just supports the big com-
panies,” said Shirley Johnson.

And IBP is a big company. It kills ap-
proximately 24.5 percent of the fat cattle
in the United States (5.8 million head)
and boxes 40 percent of the nation’s beef.

As one union steward put it, “We have
a big load on our back, because if this
big union here goes, the others will be

oy
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State police after attack on strikers at lowa Beef Processing, country’s larg-

est meat processor.

right behind. We're the biggest union
this company has.”

Not only is it the biggest, it is clearly
one of the most militant. The workers
here have struck IBP four times in the
last 15 years, including once for 15
months in 1977-78. The workers are
mostly under 30, and about half are
women.

Their strike is solid. Pickets estimate
that not more than 300 scabs are cross-
ing the line. There is no sign that the
company and the government have in-
timidated anyone with their violent tac-
tics. The union has held large member-
ship meetings of 1,800 to 2,000 workers
to discuss the issues and vote on the con-
tract offer, and has taken out ads in local
papers to explain the issues of the strike
to working people in northeast Neb-
raska and Iowa.

Since the union has already made big
concessions in the negotiations, Sandy
Kroll said, “we’re really striking for no-
thing as far as wages go.”

But the company “would like to get
rid of the union,” Shirley Johnson
pointed out.

The union is the workers’ basic de-
fense against the greed and gouging of
IBP. Workers told us of constant dan-
gers and frequent injuries on the job. “If
you didn’t know what it was, you’d think
it was an insane asylum in there,”
Johnson said. “The noise and speed

drive you crazy.”

Bob Lewis, a welder, said he had
worked in other plants where Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Administra-
tion inspections took place regularly.

“When I got to IBP, I couldn’t believe
my eyes,” he said.

Three cleanup workers have been
killed in the plant since the last strike.
One-picket showed the scars he got from
falling off a catwalk without a guar-
drail. Another still had no feeling in his
foot from a knife cut in the leg.

While Governor Thone has spent
workers’ and farmers’ tax money to
break the strike, and Democratic guber-
natorial candidate Robert Kerrey has
remained silent, Socialist Workers
Party candidate Joe Swanson has vis-
ited the picket lines twice this week.

In a statement released to the news
media July 22, Swanson called on Gov-
ernor Thone to withdraw the state pat-
rol from the plant gates.

“The company,” he pointed out, “by
bringing in scabs, and the government,
by attacking the workers’ picket lines,
are to blame for the violence in Dakota
City.”

Swanson, a rail worker, got a good re-
sponse to this statement and to his elec-
tion campaign materials. Workers who
live in Nebraska readily signed peti-
tions to get him on the ballot in
November.

Minn. farmers discuss debt, bankruptcy crisis

BY JOHN GAIGE

MONTEVIDEO, Minn. — Over 500
people, mostly farmers and their fami-
lies, gathered here at the Montevideo
Fair Grounds on Sunday afternoon, July
18, for a barbecue pig roast, music, and
political speeches.

Farm debt, depression-level farm in-

Wayne Cryts, jailed by government
for retrieving his own grain in Mis-
souri.
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come, and the alarming rate of bank-
ruptcies and farm foreclosures heated
the discussion.

Farmer activists in the American
Agriculture Movement (AAM) put to-
gether this event under the name “Citi-
zens Concerned About Farming and
Jobs.”

Underneath the friendly picnic at-
mosphere, the mood was sober and mil-
itant. John Carins, a farmer from Ap-
pleton, Minnesota, and an AAM
member, spoke with the Militant at the
literature tables beneath the grand-
stand.

“By fall,” he said, “there will be a
great many more foreclosures. . . .
Farmers will bail out to save what they
have.”

Archie Froland, another Minnesota
farmer, told the Militant that “the whole
economy is dying.” He added that “the
tax cuts help only the very rich, like
Rockefeller.” In his view, the war
budget is now a waste because the Pen-
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tagon has the capacity to blow up the
world 40 times over.

Wayne Cryts, the AAM member and
Missouri farmer who was jailed for
rightfully recovering his soybeans from
a bankrupt grain elevator in February
1981, recounted his story to an eager au-
dience.

Cryts, who had been jailed for refusal
to tell the federal court names of the
farmers who helped him remove his
crop, has been on a national tour to ex-
plain his case. -

Cryts explained he had a right to his
property, his stored beans. This was his
1979 crop, representing two years of eq-
uity since he lost his 1980 crop in a
drought.

“Until someone stood up,” Cryts said,
“there was no opportunity to change”
what farmers across the country face:
crops stuck in elevators going bankrupt,
and the farmers unable to remove and
sell their grain because federal legisla-
tion protects the claims of banks and
creditors over the farmers.

Cryts said that in the past he couldn’t
understand farmer protests. But the
protests spurred him to check his own
farm records since 1956. He learned
what he was sure was true for most
farmers — “that around 1974 I started
going downhill . . . substituting credit
for profit.”

Three thousand farmers going out of
business every week is not caused by the
inefficiency of farmers, Cryts told the
crowd, but by “the cheap food policy of
the government, trade embargoes, keep-

ing prices below the cost of production.”

“If farmers were getting a profit,
American agriculture could prosper and
put people back to work,” Cryts argued.
He concluded by saying there is a “need
for the farmer to get off his knees and
stand up. It doesn’t take violence. We
must convince the man in Detroit he’s
on layoff because the farmers aren’t
making a profit.”

Other farm organization representa-
tives offered various proposals to over-

Continued on Page 28



