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U.S. Shares Israeli Guilt

Massacre in Beirut Shows
True Face of Imperialism
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NEWS ANALYSR

The massacre in West Beirut
the real face of Imperialism
By David Frankel
Unarmed civilians gunned down in their

homes, women and children rounded up and
driven away in cattle trucks, wounded patients
murdered in their hospital beds — the entire
world has reacted with shock and anger at the
appalling images of the massacre in West Bei
rut.

Denying "any blame whatsoever" for the
massacre, the Israeli government said that
those charging it with complicity in the deed
were leveling "a blood libel."
But the Israeli cabinet formally approved the

entry of the rightist forces into the Palestinian
refugee camps. Israeli troops escorted the kill
ers to the place of their crime, backed them up
with tanks, and lighted their way with flares.
Israeli cabinet ministers knew of the murder

ous rampage at least 24 hours before it ended.
President Reagan said he was "horrified" by

the massacre. But the Israeli invasion of Leb

anon was fully supported by Washington from
the very beginning. U.S. officials were told of
the invasion plans in advance when Israeli De
fense Minister Ariel Sharon visited Washing
ton at the end of May — less than two weeks
before the invasion.

The Israeli phosphorous bombs, cluster
bombs, and high explosive shells that had
caused nearly 50,000 casualties in Lebanon
even before the latest massacre were all made

in the USA.

Again and again, in votes at the United Na
tions, the U.S. and Israeli delegates stood
alone in defense of the invasion. Reagan offi
cially welcomed the election of Phalangist
leader Bashir Gemayel as president of Leb
anon — the terrorist president who was re
sponsible for planning the massacre before his
assassination.

And the U.S. Marines who supervised the
withdrawal of Palestinian forces from Beirut,

along with French and Italian troops, were re
sponsible for helping to set the stage for the
massacre. Now they have returned to help
back up the new Phalangist president of Leb
anon, Amin Gemayel. This imperialist force
has nothing to do with defending the Palesti
nian population in West Beirut — it should be
withdrawn at once.

Why the slaughter?

The massacre in West Beirut has stripped
away the covering of lies that obscures the real
role of U.S. imperialism and its Israeli junior
partner in the Middle East.
The slaughter of Palestinian refugees in

Lebanon stems from the same fundamental

source as U.S.-backed death squads in El Sal
vador and Guatemala; and U.S.-backed dicta

torships in Chile, the Philippines, South Ko

rea, and other countries. It is of the same cloth

as the massacres carried out by racist South Af
rican forces in Angola, Namibia, and against
the Black population of South Africa itself. It
is one in a series of savage colonial wars, such
as the U.S. intervention in Indochina.

Atrocities like these are the real face of im

perialism.

A handful of the most powerful capitalist
ruling classes, headed by the one headquar
tered on Wall Street, dominate the world econ

omy . Their corporations own the gold and dia
monds of southern Africa, Bolivian tin, Chi
lean copper, Jamaican bauxite — and Middle
Eastern oil.

The scramble by the imperialists for control
of the oil-rich and militarily strategic Middle
East has been going on for more than a centu
ry. Britain added Egypt to its colonial posses
sions in the 1880s, and as a result of World

War I the British grabbed control of Iraq, Jor
dan, and Palestine, while the French took over
L^ebanon and Syria.

Using the traditional method of divide-and-
rule, the French played off the Christians
against the Muslims in Lebanon, while the
British promoted Jewish immigration to Pales
tine to build a counterforce to the bitterly op
pressed Arab majority.

Wall Street moves In

Since the end of World War II, U.S. corpo
rations have replaced British and French big
business as the dominant force in the Middle

East. Direct colonial rule over the Arab world

as a whole is no longer feasible, so Washing
ton exercises its control by indirect means. But
the result is the same. Billions in profits for the
oil barons, a few crumbs from the table for co
operative Arab regimes, and misery for the
peoples of the region.

In order to maintain their monopoly on the
riches of the earth, the imperialists must be
constantly ready to crush movements for pro
gressive social change among the peoples of
the countries they exploit. Such movements in
evitably demand that the wealth of these coun
tries be used to better the lot of the people at
home, not to line the pockets of huge corpora
tions in London, New York, and Paris.

That is why Washington supports reaction
ary regimes such as the monarchies in Saudi
Arabia, Oman, Jordan, and — until the over
throw of the shah three years ago — Iran. That
is why Reagan hailed the establishment of an
ultrarightist Phalangist government in Leb
anon.

But as the experience of Iran showed so viv
idly, foreign domination and superexploitation
by imperialism undermines the stability of
even the most brutal and dictatorial semicolon-

ial regime. The oppression they are subjected
to constantly provokes new struggles among
the workers and peasants.
Where they can, the imperialist powers re

spond to such liberation battles with military
force, and that is where Israel fits in. The Is

raeli military, armed to the teeth with the most
modem U.S. weapons, plays a key role in
maintaining the imperialist domination of the
Middle East.

Foot soldiers for imperialism

When the Jews of Europe tried to flee after
Hitler took over in Germany, they found the
doors of the United States and Britain barred.

Even after the extermination of the Jews and

the end of World War II, the imperialist pow
ers refused to accept the survivors. But the im
perialists were perfectly willing to dump the
survivors of Hitler's concentration camps in
Palestine and to use them as foot soldiers

against the Arab masses.

Almost one-quarter of all U.S. foreign aid
goes to Israel every year — an indication of
how useful the U.S. rulers find the Zionist

state. Israel provides Washington with a coun
terrevolutionary army of 400,000 troops in the
heart of the Middle East. In fact, Israel has
been subsidized to the point where it has been
able to build up a sophisticated industrial base
and develop into an imperialist power in its
own right.

In the wake of the Beirut bloodbath, liberal
supporters of Israel here and elsewhere are try
ing to limit responsibility to Begin and his mil
itary chiefs. But Israel's current colonial war
in Lebanon is no aberration. It fits into a pat
tern going back to its 1956 invasion of Egypt,
an attack carried out in conjunction with Bri
tain and Erance following the Egyptian nation
alization of the Suez Canal.

In June 1967, the Zionist regime launched a
savage sneak attack on neighboring Arab
countries. Backed by Washington, it hoped to
bring down the governments in Egypt and Sy
ria and replace them with ones that would be
more responsive to imperialist demands.

In September 1970, when the Jordanian mo
narchy was threatened by a massive rebellion,
Israeli forces mobilized and were ready to in
vade to back King Hussein.
Over the years there have been repeated

bloody commando attacks and air bombard
ments against Palestinian refugee communities
and Arab cities.

Most of these imperialist adventures were
undertaken before Menachem Begin ever came
to power.

Alliance with world reaction

The establishment of a Jewish state in Pales

tine could only come about through the denial
of the rights of the Palestinian majority. But
the expulsion of some 750,000 Palestinians
from their homeland in 1948 did not end the

matter. Continued resistance by the Palestini
ans has led Israel into an escalating conflict
with the entire Arab world.

Already Israel has annexed Syrian territory
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and bombed a nuclear research center in Iraq,
and now the Zionist rulers are determined to

dictate political events in Lebanon.
Even further afield, Israeli agents collabo

rated with the CIA in training the shah of Iran's
secret police, and are currently helping to arm
and train the soldiers of the Guatemalan dicta

torship.

Israel's alliance with the most reactionary
forces in the world — including the apartheid
regime in South Africa — is the course that is
dictated by the needs of the Zionist state. It is
becoming clearer and clearer that the mainte
nance of such a state is in complete contradic
tion with the interests of the Israeli working
class, and of Jews throughout the world.
The Palestine Liberation Organization,

which is slandered by the Zionists as terrorist,
has been fighting since its birth for a democrat
ic, secular Palestine — a country where both
Arabs and Jews could live in peace and equal
ity.
The Palestinians demand the right of the dis

persed refugees to return to their homeland,
compensation for a people whose land and
homes were stolen, and the right to build a
united Palestinian state that is again a part of
the Arab world. In short, they demand the re
versal of 34 years of Zionist oppression.

In keeping with this perspective, the Palesti
nians also demand the immediate withdrawal

of Israeli forces from Lebanon; Israeli withdra
wal from the territories occupied in 1967; and
the establishment of a Palestinian state in any
part of Palestine that the Zionists are forced to
give up.

A program for peace

Such a program for national liberation is
anti-Zionist, but it's not aimed against the Jew
ish people. As PLO leader Yassir Arafat said
September 20, "The real Jews are those who
refuse to be associated with the attempt to an
nihilate the Palestinian people. To all of them,
to all of the Israeli or Jewish pacifists and de
mocrats, I address the esteem and gratitude of
the Palestinian people who will never forget
their solidarity at the time of trial."

Peace in the Middle East and an end to

atrocities such as the Beirut massacre will be

won through a victorious struggle against the
imperialist oppression of the Arab world — a
struggle that must include as one of its goals
the dismantling of the Zionist settler state and
the creation of a democratic, secular Palestine.

In the United States and Western Europe, a
growing number of working people have be
gun to understand something of the real char
acter of the Israeli state as a result of the grim
events in Lebanon. There is a growing realiza
tion among working people that they have
been the victims of a stupendous big-lie cam
paign.

This changing consciousness means that
there is a greater need and opportunity for pro
test actions, teach-ins, public meetings, and
other educational activities about the true role

of imperialism and Zionism, and about the
profoundly progressive role of the liberation

struggle being carried out by the Palestinian
people. Such actions must demand that aid to
Israel be halted and that imperialist troops get
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out of the Middle East.That is the best way to
pay meaningful tribute to the martyrs in the Sa-
bra and Shatila refugee camps. □
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Israel

400,000 demonstrate in Tel Aviv
Outrage over Beirut massacre threatens Begin regime

The wave of shock, revulsion, and outrage
that swept Israel in the wake of the Israeli-
backed massacre of Palestinian refugees in
West Beirut culminated on September 25 with
the largest demonstration in the country's his
tory. Some 400,000 people poured into the
streets of Tel Aviv to demand the ouster of the

Israeli government. For a country with a popu
lation of some 4 million, this was truly mam
moth.

Details of this and other demonstrations in

Israel were provided to Intercontinental Press
by revolutionary socialists in Tel Aviv and
Jerusalem, members of the Revolutionary
Communist League (RCL), the Israeli section
of the Fourth International.

The rally in Tel Aviv was called by the par
liamentary opposition Labor Party, along with
the Peace Now movement and all the Zionist

parties opposed to Prime Minister Menachem
Begin's ruling Likud coalition.
"Four hundred thousand people began

gathering in the central square in the early af
ternoon," M. Shajor told IP. "The square was
covered with giant banners calling on Begin
and [Defense Minister Ariel] Sharon to resign
and for the establishment of a committee of

inquiry to investigate the events in Beirut."
One of the banners proclaimed, "Children's

blood is the same everywhere."
Shajor reported that many of the dem

onstrators were soldiers who were not in uni

form. According to the Reuters news agency,
several soldiers who participated in uniform
were arrested.

Militant mood

Shimon Peres, a member of the Israeli Knes
set (parliament) and the head of the Labor
Party, which governed Israel before Begin's
Likud came to power, was the main speaker.
"The people who took this miserable deci

sion must not have the authority to take deci
sions in the future," Peres told the crowd.
"This war must end immediately. The IDF [Is
rael Defense Force] must leave Beirut."

Peres's call for the resignation of the Likud
government — which was a central theme of
all the speeches — got considerable applause
from the crowd.

Tzali Reshef, a leader of Peace Now, speci
fically linked the call for the government's res
ignation not only to the massacre but also to
the decision to invade Lebanon. He told Begin
and Sharon, "you carried out a war without a
national concensus. You turned us all into ac
complices in this massacre. Resign. Go home.
Go."

Although the official slogans of the rally did

not call for immediate withdrawal of Israeli

troops from all of Lebanon, this demand was
supported by many in the crowd, according to
Lea Tsemel, an RCL leader from Jerusalem.

Revolutionary socialists were able to partici
pate in the action. They sold pamphlets con
taining an interview with Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO) leader Yassir Arafat and
stickers declaring "Remember Beirut."
"The mood of the crowd was very militant,"

Tsemel told IP. "Many people came out into
the streets for the first time in their lives." She

noted that the demonstration reflected a "real

polarization inside the Jewish population of Is
rael."

According to Shajor, "This demonstration
came during an intensification of the political
atmosphere inside Israel, which is at an unpre
cedented level. The international isolation of

Israel, the outrage and condemnation of all the
world over what Israel has done in Lebanon,

has shocked Israeli society to its core. This is
why we have for the first time the opposition
party calling for such a huge demonstration in

the streets."

'We don't want to be occupiers!'

Several hours before the Labor Party-called
action, another demonstration was held in Tel
Aviv, called by the Committee Against the
War in Lebanon. Some 7,000 Jews and Arabs

marched to protest the massacre and to demand
an immediate Israeli withdrawal from all of

Lebanon.

In a leaflet distributed by the committee at
the action, the organizers pointed out that those
responsible for the massacre also included the
Labor Party, which headed the previous gov
ernment. "It is not only the [present] Israeli
government that was responsible for the mas
sacre," it said. "Those who trained the bloody
Phalangists in the IDF bases since 1976 and
who fostered the gangs of [Maj. Saad] Haddad
also participated in preparing this crime."
The leaflet continued, "Whereas Begin and

Sharon are continuing to foster cruel racism
and the Israeli police shoot demonstrators not
only in the West Bank but also in Nazareth, we

Palestinians protest in viilage of lira
TIRA, Israel — Entering this Arab village

near Tel Aviv September 22, we were con
fronted with three roadblocks of burning tires
and a deathly silence, an expression of the
deep mourning the villagers felt in the wake
of the barbaric massacre in Beirut.

The inhabitants of the village were in the
cemetery, where a memorial meeting was
being held for the victims. From them, we
learned that the silence was the silence after

the storm. Just two hours earlier, the police
had attacked the villagers.

According to one of the municipal gov
ernment employees, the police had agreed
not to show up in the village during the
march that was planned to commemorate
the victims of Beirut.

"Then suddenly," he said, "between 10
and 15 command cars, with some 100
policemen inside, showed up. They jumped
out with their clubs and started to beat

people indiscriminately, from children to
old people to women."

Another inhabitant said that the police
fired tear-gas canisters into the municipal
government building, where several
hundred demonstrators had sought refuge
from the beatings. When the police left,
they took 20 people with them under arrest.

While we were listening to this account,
the fourth march since that morning was
proceeding toward us. The marchers waved
Palestinian flags and black flags. They
shouted, "Begin out! Palestine will be
free!" and "With our spirit and blood we
will liberate Palestine!"

To the people of Tira, there is no doubt
who is responsible for the massacre in
Beirut. "The operation was of the IDF,"
one said. "They lit the camps with flares,
they took them [the Phalangists] in with
them, they guarded the roofs for them.
Without Israel, they couldn't have done it.
"We will tell our children and grandchil

dren who did it. We'll never let ourselves

forget."
Despite the feelings of deep mourning

and grief, there is a high spirit in Tira, be
cause today there is the strength to fight
against the crimes of Israel.

Stressing this point, one of the inhabit
ants of Tira told us, "This is not Deir Yas-

sin," referring to the Israeli massacre of
Palestinians in the village of Deir Yassin in
1948. "Today, the whole world is shouting.
And we are getting more courageous from
day to day."

—Kati Shur
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raise the banner of the common Jewish-Arab

struggle."
About half the participants in the action were

Palestinians, reported Rachel Dassa.
Among the chants in Hebrew were, "We

don't want to die in Beirut!" and "We don't

want to be occupiers in Lebanon or the oc
cupied territories!"
The slogans in Arabic included, "No repre

sentative for the Palestinian people other than
the PLO," and "You martyrs rest in peace, we
will continue to fight!"

Week of actions

The demonstrations on September 25 fol
lowed a week of militant protests by both Jews
and Arabs throughout Israel and the Israeli-oc
cupied territories of the West Bank and Gaza
Strip.
One of the first came on September 19,

shortly after the news of the massacre became
known, as up to 1,000 people turned out for a
demonstration in Jerusalem outside Begin's
home. Demonstrators chanted, "Begin — mur
derer!" "Begin — terrorist!" and "Begin, Sha
ron — war criminals!"

Many demonstrators demanded the resigna
tion of Begin, Sharon, and Army Commander
in Chief Gen. Rafael Eytan. "Out of Lebanon!"
they also chanted.

According to RCL leader Michel
Warschawski, the police brutally attacked the
peaceful demonstration with tear gas and
clubs. A number of demonstrators had brought
their babies with them, and the babies were
sprayed with tear gas as well, one requiring
hospitalization.

Three other demonstrations were held that

same day. Some 300 protesters joined a march
called by the Committee Against the War in
Lebanon in Tel Aviv, another 400 Peace Now

supporters demonstrated in the northern border
town of Rosh Hanikra, and some 500 members

of the Ga'ash and Yakun kibbutzim blocked

the main road between Tel Aviv and Haifa.

Angered by the cold-blooded murder of their
brothers and sisters in West Beirut, Palesti

nians throughout Israel and the occupied West
Bank and Gaza Strip also took to the streets.

Demonstrations were held in virtually every
town in the occupied territories. Workers
stayed away from their jobs and merchants
closed their shops in a general strike, paralyz
ing Hebron, Nablus, Ramallah, East
Jerusalem, and other cities.

Marches and rallies also swept the Arab
towns and villages within Israel. A committee
of local Arab municipal governments called a
general strike on September 22 to protest the
massacre.

The strike was the most massive and widely
followed ever among Palestinians living within
Israel's borders. The remotest villages struck,
including villages that had never been involved
in political activity before. Benyamin Gur-
Arye, Begin's Arab affairs adviser, admitted
that 90 percent of the 600,000 Palestinians liv
ing inside Israel participated in the action.
Many Palestinians in Israel, as well as in the

West Bank, have relatives in the Sabra and

Shatila camps.

Kati Shur of the RCL told IP. "The atmos

phere was very radical in the Arab villages and
towns in Israel. For the first time Palestinian

flags and pictures of Yassir Arafat were held
high in the demonstrations and parades.
Youths attacked police stations, as symbols of
the government's long harassment of the Arab
population. Main roads were blocked by burn
ing tires."

Police attacked a number of the demonstra

tions very brutally. In Nazareth, where some
1,000 police attacked the demonstration, 49
protesters were injured, 17 requiring hospitali
zation. The police surrounded the strike head
quarters in Nazareth in an attempt to isolate the
leaders, and shot at people in the streets. Some
of the police declared to the protesters, "We
will bring the Phalangists to Nazareth."

But other sectors of the Jewish population

have reacted differently, as the huge turnout at
the Tel Aviv demonstration shows. Comment

ing on the militancy and determination dis
played by the Palestinian population, Shur
pointed out, "For the Jewish workers this was
a manifestation of Palestinian strength and na
tional pride. It made them think again about
the suffering of the Palestinians and about their
demands for national independence."

The fact that the Labor Party was forced to
call the September 25 demonstration does not
reflect any change in the character of this reac
tionary capitalist party. But the demonstration
itself, and the massive antiwar sentiment that

was expressed in that protest, represents a giant
step forward for the class struggle inside Israel.
It is an indication of the pressures that are be
ginning to crack open the political situation
there and that will eventualy lead decisive sec
tions of the Israeli working class into an al
liance with the Palestinians fighting for their
self-determination. □

Imperialist 'peacekeeping' force
no protection for Palestinians

[The following joint statement was issued
September 21 by the Revolutionary Commu
nist League (LCR), French section of the
Fourth International; the Revolutionary Com
munist Groups (GCR), Italian section of the
Fourth International; and the U.S. Socialist
Workers Party.]

It would appear that the massacre in the Sa
bra and Shatila Palestinian refugee camps in
West Beirut had to take place before U.S.
President Reagan, French President Mitter
rand, and Italian President Pertini "discov
ered" that the Palestinians were threatened
with real genocide by Begin and his Lebanese
fascist friends.

In the name of a hypocritical peace under
taking that they jointly worked out, together
with the plan of U.S. envoy Philip Habib, they
have decided to send their contingents to Leb
anon as part of a so-called disengagement
force.

We internationalist militants in the United
States, France, and Italy denounce this new
dispatch of imperialist troops to the Middle
East under the pretext of guaranteeing the se
curity of the Palestinian refugees and the Leba
nese population.

What good was the United Nations force
that was stationed for months in southern Leb
anon? When the Israeli invasion took place on
June 6, it was content to let the Zionist ar
mored vehicles go past on their way to Beirut.

What good was the disengagement force
sent to Lebanon in late August under the Habib
plan? It organized the departure of the units of
Palestinian fighters, legitimizing the Zionist
military presence in Lebanon. By its presence
it guaranteed the election of the Phalangist

murderer Bashir Gemayel to the Lebanese pre
sidency by a rump parliament that met in a bar
racks under the guard of Israeli bayonets. It
dismantled the Palestinian defense lines in
West Beirut.

In early September, the U.S., French, and
Italian disengagement force withdrew from the
area, leaving behind a Palestinian population
that was defenseless against the Zionist army,
the Phalangist militias, and the butcher Maj.
Saad Haddad's mercenaries.

Whatever the exact identity of the murderers
in Sabra and Shatila, they could not have car
ried out their horrible task without the de facto
agreement of the Israeli high command. The
American, French, and Italian governments
knew perfectly well that by withdrawing their
troops this tragedy was probable.

The new mission of the disengagement force
will not serve the interests of the Palestinian
and Lebanese people any better.

Who would believe that the U.S. troops —
the instrument of imperialist massacres yester
day in Vietnam and today in Central America
— could defend the oppressed in Lebanon?
Who could believe that the French paratroop
ers — French imperialism's favorite gen
darmes in Africa and in the colonies of the Car
ibbean, the Indian Ocean, and the Pacific —
could act in Lebanon against the interests of
that imperialism and its Zionist beachhead?

Their presence will only serve to rebuild a
Lebanese state around the Phalangist militias
of Amin Gemayel, the ally of Zionism, build
ing up new dangers and new perils for the Pal
estinian refugees and the Lebanese National
Movement.

The real demands of the hour are:
• Immediate and unconditional withdrawal

of the Zionist occupation army from Lebanon;
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• Break diplomatic relations with the crimi
nal regime of Begin and Sharon;
• International recognition of the Palestine

Liberation Organization as the legitimate rep
resentative of the Palestinian people;
• Total support to the Palestinian movement

Israel

for the recovery of their legitimate national
rights;
• Active solidarity with the Palestinian

mass movement in the occupied territories of
the West Bank and Gaza Strip, and with the
antiwar movement in the state of Israel. □

SHALOM

A history of Zionist massacres
From Deir Yassin to West Beirut

By David Frankel
Why did the grisly massacre of Palestinian

civilians in West Beirut happen? The explana
tions in the big-business media do not give an
honest answer to this question.

In the New York Times, for example, right-
wing columnist William Safire chalked the
whole thing up to "a blunder," arguing that
"this episode no more reflects Israeli policy
than Mylai reflected American policy [in Viet
nam]."

Safire picks a telling comparison. The U.S.
army massacre of hundreds of Vietnamese in
the village of Mylai in 1968 had a profound
effect on Americans precisely because of what
it said about U.S. policy during that war.

In the case of West Beirut, the rightist forces
that are armed and encouraged by the Israeli
regime carried out on the ground what Israeli
bombers have been doing for years from the
air.

Unlike Safire, many liberals have been will
ing to concede the criminal character of the
Israeli invasion of Lebanon. But as defenders
of the Zionist state, these liberals try to pin the
blame solely on the policies of Israeli Prime
Minister Menachem Begin and Israeli Defense
Minister Ariel Sharon.

Nobody can deny the reactionary character
of the policies followed by Begin and Sharon.
But the fact is that the establishment of the
Israeli state in 1948 and its history since then
have been studded with such massacres against
the Palestinian people. That has been the
Zionist response to the resistance by the Pales
tinians against being forced off their land and
out of their country.

Begin himself achieved an international
reputation in this regard through the activities
of his Irgun Zvai Leumi (National Military Or
ganization), one of the most prominent Zionist
terrorist organizations active in Palestine dur
ing the 1940s. The Irgun slaughtered more than
250 Arabs in the village of Deir Yassin on
April 9, 1948.

But Begin had no monopoly on such ac
tions. Under Israeli Prime Minister David Ben-
Gurion, for instance, regular Israeli soldiers
murdered 53 men, women, and children in the
Jordanian border village of Qibya in October
1953 in retaliation for a guerrilla raid in which
three Israelis died.

Another massacre was carried out by the Is
raeli army in the village of Kafr Kassem, about
15 miles from Tel Aviv, on the eve of Israel's
October 1956 invasion of Egypt. The villagers
were gunned down in cold blood as they re
turned home from the fields and from their
jobs, unaware that a curfew had been imposed.

An Israeli military court that later investigat
ed the events at Kafr Kassem — after a cover-
up failed — reported; "The first to be shot at
the western entrance to the village were four
quarrymen returning on bicycles from the pla
ces where they worked near Petah Tiqva and
Ras al Ayin." These, the court reported, "were
shot from behind at close range or from the
left."

Three more persons accompanying a mule
cart were next to be shot, then a shepherd and
his 12-year-old son, and later the occupants of
a truck carrying four men and 14 women be
tween the ages of 12 and 66.

So it went until a total of 49 persons had
been butchered. Eventually, eight of the par
ticipants in the massacre were found guilty.
The last of these were freed by the beginning
of I960 — about three and a half years after
the killings. And in September 1960 the city of
Ramie engaged Gabriel Dahan, convicted of
killing 43 Arabs in a single hour, as officer for
Arab affairs.

The reason for such massacres is not hard to
understand. When the state of Israel was estab
lished in 1948, Palestine was an Arab country.
There were more than twice as many Arabs as
Jews living in the country, and about half of
the entire Jewish population was concentrated
just in the Tel Aviv area. The establishment of
a Jewish state in Palestine could only come
about through the expulsion of the Palestinian
majority, and that is what was done.

More than 700,000 Palestinians were driven
from their homes during the period between
April and December 1948. Their land was
taken over by Zionist settlers, and these Pales
tinian refugees have never been allowed to re
turn to the country of their birth.

Following the 1967 Mideast War, hundreds
of thousands of new Palestinian refugees were
driven out of the territories taken over by Is
rael. The Zionist regime has been rapidly
expropriating the land of the Palestinians who
remained in these occupied territories.

Atrocities such as those in Deir Yassin, Qi
bya, Kafr Kassem, and West Beirut have taken
place because the Israeli rulers are attempting
to suppress the struggle of an entire people for
its rights.

And this leads us to the second factor behind
the massacre in West Beirut — the actions of
U.S. imperialism in attempting to maintain its
domination and exploitation of the Middle
East.

Israel has been able to carry out repeated at
tacks on its Arab neighbors only because of the
constantly increasing military and economic
aid provided by Washington. The U.S. ruling
class provides this massive aid to the Zionist
regime for the same reason that it supports the
racist regime in South Africa — if the op
pressed peoples are not periodically beaten
down, they will advance in their struggle to
throw off the yoke of imperialist domination.

In the final analysis, the system of imperial
ist exploitation rests on naked force, and Israel
plays a key role in exerting that force in the
Middle East. We have just seen one more ex
ample of that in West Beirut. □
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Lebanon

A massacre made in Israel,
Slaughter of Palestinians carefully planned

By Ernest Harsch
"Nobody dreamed this would hapf)en," an

Israeli official told United Press International,
referring to the September 16-18 massacre of
hundreds of men, women, and children in the
Palestinian refugee camps of Shatila and Sabra
in West Beirut.

But in reality, not only did the Zionists im
agine it, they planned it, organized it, and
brought in the rightist Lebanese militia forces
who carried it out.

Following the massacre, the Israeli regime's
response was to turn over the heavy weapons
it captured from the Palestine Liberation Or
ganization (PLO) to the very forces who had
carried out the mass killings. {Washington
Post, September 23).
The two rightist Lebanese militia forces that

actually conducted the massacre were the
Phalangist militia of the late Bashir Gemayel,
who was assassinated on September 14, and
the militia of Maj. Saad Haddad, based in
southern Lebanon.

As the largest of the rightist Christian Maro-
nite forces, they have long been bitterly hostile
to the Palestinians and to Lebanon's predomi
nantly Muslim working population. They be
came particularly notorious during the
Lebanese civil war of 1975-76 for their mas

sacres of Palestinians and Lebanese Muslims.

Gemayel himself directed a massacre of
thousands of Palestinians at the Tel Zaatar ref

ugee camp in East Beirut in 1976 — a massacre
in which Israeli forces have now been impli
cated by Sharon himself (see box).

Carefully laid plans

The September 19 New York Times reported
from Jerusalem that "as early as the second
week of the war last June, Israeli officials were

speaking privately of a plan, being considered
by Defense Minister Ariel Sharon, to allow the
Phalangists to go into West Beirut and the
camps against the Palestine Liberation Organi
zation. The calculation was that the Phalan

gists, with old scores to settle and detailed in
formation on the Palestinian fighters, would be
more ruthless than the Israelis and probably
more effective."

Despite U.S. and Israeli guarantees to the
PLO that Israeli forces would not enter West

Beirut, as early as September 3 a group of Is
raeli troops pushed into West Beirut, into the
neighborhood of Bir Hassan, to clear mines
from the route leading to the Shatila and Sabra
camps.

In coordination with these Israeli prepara
tions, the Phalangists were getting ready to
enter the Palestinian camps. The September 20
New York Times reported, "According to well-

placed Israeli officials, the military operation
in the camps was planned by President-elect
Bashir Gemayel, leader of the Phalangists, be
fore his assassination last Tuesday."

Seizing on Gemayel's assassination as a jus
tification, thousands of Israeli troops, tanks,
and armored cars poured into West Beirut Sep
tember 15. The Israeli government claimed
that this was to maintain "law and order" in the

wake of the assassination.

But Israeli Chief of Staff Gen. Rafael Eytan
spelled out the real goal. He told the Israeli
newspaper Ma'anV September 17, "Now what
has to be destroyed will be destroyed. And who
has to be arrested will be arrested."

Scores were killed in the fighting in West
Beirut, as the Israeli units overran the

checkpoints and headquarters held by the vari
ous Muslim and leftist militia groups that were
defending the city. Hundreds of Lebanese and
Palestinians were arrested by the Israeli forces.
The Shatila and Sabra camps were surrounded
by Israeli troops, as was the Burj al Brajneh
camp.

Once the Israeli troops had occupied the city
and disarmed the Muslim and leftist militia

groups, the population was left without any

Israeli role In Tel Zaatar
In an angry reply to criticism from par

liamentary opposition leader Shimon Peres,
Sharon blurted out September 22, "When
you were Defense Minister, there was an
affair in Tel Zaatar. When you were De
fense Minister. I will not go into details
here. How come your conscience does not
bother you? Thousands of people were
slaughtered. And Parliament Member
Peres, where were the officers of the l.D.F.

on that day, and that was an affair that oc
curred with foreknowledge."

Several days later. Brig. Gen. Binyamin
Ben-Eliezer, who was the Israeli officer in

charge of liaison with the Phalangists in
1976, acknowledged that he and two other
Israelis were in Lebanon clandestinely at
the end of July 1976, during the siege of
Tel Zaatar, although he denied that they
were there when the camp fell and the
Phalangists went in several weeks later.

In a television interview September 24,
Sharon softened his earlier statement, say
ing that no Israeli soldiers were in Tel
Zataar. But he added that "the relationship,
the network of relations [with the Phalan
gists] existed at that time and also continue

and USA

organized defense whatsoever.
In his Knesset speech, Sharon admitted that

on September 15, at 3:30 p.m., "a meeting
was carried out with the Phalangist command
in which the Chief of Staff and northem com

mander participated, and during which we dis
cussed the operations of the Phalangists and
the entry of the l.D.F. [Israel Defense Force]
into the western part of the city."

According to an Israeli army radio report —
which was later confirmed by a government
spokesman — the Israeli cabinet was presented
with this plan the next day to allow the Phalan
gists to enter Shatila and Sabra. It adopted a
resolution approving the action.

Following the plans drawn up with the Is
raeli authorities, the Lebanese rightists
gathered September 16 at the Beirut Interna
tional Airport, which is controlled by Israeli
troops.

From the airport, they followed a series of
roads marked out with the Phalangist symbol
leading to the two refugee camps. They went
through the Israeli lines surrounding Shatila
and Sabra. Israeli tanks stationed on a hilltop
provided cover in case the rightists ran into
resistance in the camps.
The Israeli-backed butchers then went sys

tematically about their work.
Entire families were gunned down in their

homes. Hundreds of people were rounded up
and driven away in cattle trucks, past the
watchful eyes of Israeli troops just outside the
camp gates.

Several thousand Palestinians gathered at
the Gaza Hospital for refuge, but had to flee
from there when the rightists entered and drag
ged away the hospital staff. The foreign doc
tors were handed over to the Israeli army,
while the Palestinians were taken away or shot
on the spot. Some patients were killed as well.

Witnesses described seeing bulldozers being
driven by, their scoops filled with bodies.
Palestinian officials put the number killed at
some 1,800. Camille Geagea, the Lebanese
prosecutor general, said that as of September
24, at least 597 bodies had been found, and

more than 2,000 people were still missing.

'Happy New Year'

Although the Israeli authorities still claim
that they were not immediately aware the mas
sacre was taking place, and that they attempted
to stop it when they learned of the killings, all
the evidence points toward direct knowledge
and collusion throughout the time the Phalan
gists and Haddad's forces were carrying out
their bloodbath.

During the night, the Israelis provided light
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by firing flares over the refugee camps, so that
the killers could see what they were doing.

Sharon admitted this in his speech. "On the
night of the 16th of September," he said, "a
force of the Phalangists entered Shatila camp.
As per their request they got at a certain time
flares fired from 81 millimeter mortars and

flares from planes. On the 17th of September
1982, the Phalangists concentrated a force of
infantry, artillery and medical personnel in
order to continue the mopping-up in the
camps."

Hirsh Goodman, a military correspondent
for the Jerusalem Post, later reported that at
11:00 p.m. on the night of September 16, he
had been shown a cable from the head of the

Phalangist units in Shatila, saying, "To this
time we have killed 300 civilians and ter

rorists."

Another Israeli newspaper, Ha'aretz,
quoted an Israeli soldier as saying that "toward
evening on Thursday [September 16], when it
began to get dark, Palestinian women from the
Shatila camp came to our post and told in hys
terics how the Phalangists were shooting at
their children and were taking the men from
the camp in trucks. 1 reported this to my com
manders, but they only told me, 'It's all right,
don't worry.' The instruction that I received
was to tell the women to go back home."
The soldier said that he repeated his report

over and over, and each time was told, "It's

O.K."

The killings went on. The next day, accord
ing to a report in the Washington Post, some of
the rightists left the Shatila camp for a "bit of
rest," in the words of a militia officer. "Israeli

soldiers were lounging all about them," the
Post reported, "some reading calmly despite
the rattle of gunfire in the camp. The gunfire
was in short bursts, in roughly one place, and
did not indicate that there was any return fire
The Christian militiamen were being fed and
given water by the Israeli army."

An unnamed Israeli colonel told a Reuters

correspondent that the area was being
"purified."
Ron Ben-Yishai, military correspondent of

Israel Television, later reported that he had
called Sharon that night — the eve of the
Jewish new year — and told him that the mas
sacres were taking place. Sharon replied,
"Happy New Year."

Reagan's setup

Because of the worldwide outcry against this
Israeli-backed butchery, the Reagan adminis
tration has tried to fake a bit of distance from

the Zionist regime — at the same time that it
has seized on the massacre as an excuse for

sending U.S. troops back into Lebanon.
Yet the blood of the victims of Shatila and

Sabra is as much on Washington's hands as on
those who rule in Israel.

In the September 21 Christian Science
Monitor, columnist Joseph Harsch pointed to
one element of this responsibility.

Israel's military power is based on the best and
latest American weapons, sometimes supplied to Is

rael even before being issued to US forces. Israel's
superior armed forces are built on an economy heav
ily subsidized by American taxpayers. Israel is today
the most subsidized client of the US.

In other words, this atrocity was made possible
because American taxpayers have made Israel the
dominant military power in the Middle East.

But the U.S. role in the massacre is also

more direct. A key aspect of the setup for the
killings was Washington's part in getting the
PLO out of West Beirut.

According to PLO officials, the PLO had
agreed to evacuate Beirut only after receiving
written guarantees from Washington that Is
raeli forces would not enter West Beirut and

that the civilian population of the camps would

be protected.
They said that the guarantees had come di

rectly from U.S. negotiator Philip Habib and
had been transmitted to them by the prime
minister of Lebanon.

The guarantees proved worthless. The
marines went to Beirut for the single purpose
of ensuring the departure of the PLO. That ac
complished, they were abruptly pulled out.
The stage for the massacre was set.

Yassir Arafat, the chairman of the PLO, has

pointed to this U.S. complicity.
He declared, "The terrible massacre was

planned and organized by Israel, the Israeli
army, and — I'm sorry to say — covered com
pletely by the American administration." □

United States

Congress takes aim at Cuba
Symms Amendment gives Reagan license to kill

By Will Reissner
When President Reagan vetoed a $14 billion

supplemental spending bill on August 28, his
veto also affected an amendment to the bill that
was near and dear to Reagan's heart — the
Symms amendment, giving the White House a
blank check to combat the Cuban revolution
"by whatever means may be necessary, includ
ing the use of arms."

But Congress overrode Reagan's veto in
September, thereby reinstating the amendment
— sponsored by Sen. Steven Symms, an Idaho
Republican.

Under the U.S. War Powers Act, the presi
dent has the power to send U.S. troops into
action abroad for up to 60 days before request
ing congressional approval. In essence, the
Symms amendment urges Reagan to use that
power to combat what it terms "aggressive or
subversive activities" by Cuba.

The debate in the Senate had been hot and
heavy. Pounding his desk and shouting "it's
time America starts acting like America
again," Sen. Jesse Helms of North Carolina
urged passage of the amendment, assuring his
Senate colleagues that Secretary of State
George Shultz wanted the measure passed.

South Carolina's Sen. Strom Thurmond —
claiming that Cuba was aiding rebels in El Sal
vador, Honduras, and Guatemala — pleaded:
"Let's do what the President wants, let's do
what the secretary of state wants."

Text of amendment

The Symms amendment is a virtual word-
for-word repetition of a congressional resolu
tion against Cuba passed in 1962 during the
Kennedy administration. It states that "the
United States is determined:

"(a) to prevent by whatever means may be
necessary, including the use of arms, the Marx
ist-Leninist regime in Cuba from extending

by force or the threat of force its aggressive or
subversive activities to any part of this hemis
phere;

"(b) to prevent in Cuba the creation or use
of an externally supported military capability
endangering the security of the United States;
and,

(c) to work with the Organization of Amer
ican States and with freedom-loving Cubans to
support the aspirations of the Cuban people for
self-determination."

The Organization for the Liberation of
Cuba, a right-wing terrorist group that operates
a paramilitary training camp in the Florida
Everglades, hailed the passage of the Symms
amendment. It "is going to allow us to work a
little bit more freely than before," said Ramon
Sanchez, the group's leader. He vowed that
"there will be a definite step up of activity,
definitely."
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U.S. diplomat blasts Reagan's policy on Cuba
A second senior official has resigned

from the U.S. diplomatic corps to protest
the Reagan administration's war drive in
Central America.

Wayne Smith, who headed the State De
partment's Office of Cuban Affairs in
1977-79, and who was the chief of the U.S.

interests section in Havana in 1979-82,

published his criticisms of Reagan's con-
frontationist course in the fall issue of

Foreign Policy magazine. Smith's resigna
tion from the State Department follows a
similar action by Robert White, the former
U.S. ambassador to El Salvador, who left

the Foreign Service in 1981.
As the senior U.S. diplomat in Cuba,

Smith was in a position to know in detail
how Washington conducted its policy. He
recalls that the administration's "initial pos
ition was that the United States would not

even talk to the Cubans until they ceased all
interventionist activities in Latin America

and withdrew their troops from Africa. If
they refused to do so, Washington would
exclude no option, including a U.S. block
ade or invasion of Cuba."

To back up Reagan's belligerent stance,
the State Department issued a white paper
in February 1981 claiming that the rev
olutionary struggle in F1 Salvador was "a
textbook case of indirect armed aggression
by Communist powers through Cuba."

Smith points out that the white paper "be
came a source of acute embarrassment to

the administration" and that "some of the

supporting documents turned out to be
forgeries." He adds that "if the guerrillas

had received all the arms reported by U.S.
intelligence, the Salvadoran army would be
outgunned 20 to 1."

Despite repeated attempts by the Cubans
to initiate negotiations, Washington re
jected this course. According to Smith, "A
senior policy maker explained in July 1981
that the new administration was convinced

its predecessors had not fully explored the
possibilities of exerting pressure on Castro.
It was determined that all options should be
tried. My reply to this, in a letter dated that
same month, was that Castro had seen it all

before. Neither harsh words nor harsh

measures had ever succeeded."

But Reagan pushed ahead. "Between
January and November 1981, Washington
strongly threatened military measures; the
Cubans said they were willing to open dis
cussions but would never knuckle under to

intimidation. To emphasize the point, Cas
tro organized a People's Militia, which he
claimed would put 500,000 Cubans under
arms. . . .

"In late October the situation took on a

new dimension. . . . First, on October 19

syndicated columnists Rowland Evans and
Robert Novack claimed without supporta
ble evidence that a 500-600 man Cuban

special force was infiltrating El Salvador
from Nicaragua. The column alone would
not have concerned Havana, but a senior

State Department official raised the matter

with the Soviets as something Washington
took most seriously, implying that it might
feel forced to respond. Second, U.S. naval
maneuvers were to be held near Cuban wat

ers. Third, and most important, on October
29 Haig said the review of U.S. policy op
tions regarding Cuba was almost ready to
be sent to the president. Claiming the re
view contained evidence of Cuban inter

vention in Central America, he said the

United States planned to take action.
"The Cubans took Haig at his word, con

cluding an invasion was imminent. Castro
mobilized Cubans to defend their island to

the last man and defied the United States to

do its worst. . . .

"As the full implications of Castro's
mobilization sank in, reaction in Wash

ington became more somber. Clearly, if
Castro was willing to defy what he had
seen as an imminent invasion, then the

U.S. campaign of escalating threats was
doomed to failure. Castro had carried

the game to its last move and refused to
back down."

Unfortunately, as the Symms amend
ment and Smith's own resignation make
clear, the November 1981 confrontation

between Washington and Havana was far
from Reagan's "last move." It is becoming
increasingly apparent that Washington's
counterrevolutionary campaign in Central
America is one of escalating actions as
well as threats.

— David Frankel

"We are euphoric," said Antonio de Varona.
De Varona said his Cuban Patriotic Junta

would now be able to step up terrorist actions
against Cuba "without being persecuted" by
U.S. authorities.

Leaders of the terrorist Alpha 66 gang also
hailed the Symms amendment as an invitation
to commit new crimes such as the 1976 bomb

ing of a Cuban airliner, in which 73 people
died.

Condemnation in Latin America

The Symms amendment charge of Cuban
"subversive activities" in the hemisphere is a
cover for Reagan's own plans to deepen mili
tary intervention against Nicaragua, El Sal
vador, and other countries. Thus reaction to

the amendment in Latin America was quick in
coming, and sharply critical.

The Standing Commission of the Mexican
Congress passed a resolution stating that the
amendment will aggravate tensions in the Car
ibbean and Central America."

Venezuela's foreign minister stressed his
government's opposition to the measure.

Venezuelan President Luis Herrera Campfns
told journalists "we feel that the era of armed
intervention should be a closed chapter in the
unfortunate history of intervention in Latin
America."

Commander Daniel Ortega Saavedra, coor
dinator of the Junta of the Government of Na

tional Reconstruction of Nicaragua blasted the
resolution as an attempt to pave the way for a
U.S. intervention in Central America.

Former Colombian Foreign Minister Alfre
do Vazquez Carrizosa wrote in the Bogota daily
El Espectador that the Symms amendment
turned the clock back 150 years, reviving the
Monroe Doctrine, under which the United

States gave itself the right to intervene militari
ly anywhere in the Western Hemisphere.

Cubans denounce U.S. aggression

The Cuban government, which is the special
target of the Symms amendment, was scathing
in its reaction. Granma Weekly Review, an En
glish-language newspaper published in Hava
na, editorialized: "It is simply disgraceful that
the United States should shamelessly 'legalize'
a possible intervention on Latin American soil.

particularly in Central America and the Carib
bean, where the Reagan administration has
shown that it favors armed aggression in spite
of the fact that large sectors of people in the
United States oppose such a decision."

Responding to the charge that Cuba is re
sponsible for the revolutionary upheavals in
Central America, the editorial declared that the

source of these liberation struggles is "not to be
found in Havana but rather in the subhuman

political and socioeconomic conditions pre
vailing in the region. . . ."

Granma warned that "anyone in Washing
ton who is toying with the idea of a U.S. mil
itary intervention in Central America and who
wants to take advantage of this incredible man
ifestation of stupidity displayed by certain
U.S. senators should be reminded of the lesson

taught to the U.S. troops in Vietnam and the
crushing defeat dealt imperialism there."
The editorial added: "We are confident that

the people of the United States and their other,
more dignified, representatives will not easily
forget the many families who lost relatives in
that unjust war, which some people are now
trying to repeat on Central American soil." □
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Britain

Workers resist Tory attacks
Combativity remains high despite effects of Malvinas war

By Brian Grogan
LONDON, August 31 — Just two months

after the Tory victory in the Malvinas War, the
government of Prime Minister Margaret
Thatcher is threatened with a one-day general
strike on September 22 in solidarity with the
health workers' pay campaign. This shows the
limits of the "Falkland factor" in British poli
tics — the attempt by the Tories to consolidate
support through whipping up chauvinist hys
teria during Thatcher's aggression against
Argentina. It also gives a clue to the underlying
relationship of forces between the workers and
the Tory government.
The health workers have been involved in a

four-month battle for a 12 percent increase in
basic pay. The government has offered 7.5 per
cent for nurses — with less for other grades.
The derisive character of the offer was indi

cated by its 2-to-1 rejection by the Royal Col
lege of Nurses in a ballot. The RCN considers
itself a professional body, is not associated
with the Trades Union Congress (TUC), and
has a "no-strike" constitution.

The plight of the health workers has struck
a responsive chord in the labor movement. A
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series of "days of action" have mobilized work
ers well beyond the health service. In an unpre
cedented development in recent times, indus
trial workers from nearly all sectors have fol
lowed the lead of the miners in striking on these
days. Yet under the terms of the recently
enacted Tory antiunion laws, such solidarity
strikes are illegal.

Courts called In

This challenge to the Tories came to a head
in early August during a "week of action" by
the health service unions. The breadth of sup
port was greater than ever — and so the bosses
moved.

The printers' unions threatened to close
down the national press for a day as their con
tribution to the week of action. In response,
the press barons went to the courts to seek pro
tection from the Tory antiunion laws.

In face of this challenge by the bosses, right-
wing leaders of the health workers unions
called on the printers' unions to desist. But the
electricians alone refused to comply. Their
power is such that their action closed down
Fleet Street. Sean Geraghty, the rank-and-file
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John Harris/Socialist Challenge

Demonstration by health workers. Their struggle has won broad support within labor
movement.

leader of the electricians was, as a result, ar
raigned in court.

The national leader of the electricians union,
Frank Chappie, disowned Geraghty. Other
leading bureaucrats took their distance. But the
reaction of the rank and file was immediate
and widespread. It became obvious that if
Geraghty was imprisoned, the government
would be faced with a generalized strike move
ment.

Ironically, these events occurred precisely
on the 10th anniversary of the famous freeing
of the "Pentonville 5" in 1972. The struggle
for the release of the five dockers imprisoned
as a result of antiunion laws passed by the To
ries was a key incident in the mass movement
that eventually brought down the previous
Tory administration, led by Edward Heath.

Confronted with such rank-and-file action
once again, the Tories and courts backed off.
Geraghty was fined a mere £350 (1 British
pound = US$1.71) — although he and his
union local had been liable under the terms of
the laws for £2.5 million (losses claimed as a
result of the strike action).

But Tory caution on this issue has not led to
any softening in their resistance to the health
workers' demands. So September 22 has been
set as the next day of action by the health
union's subcommittee of the TUC. One-hour
stoppages on that day have also been recom
mended to the rest of the trade-union move
ment.

This, of course, is a sop to the rising mili
tancy and anger among the ranks at the slow
progress in winning the dispute. But pressure
is mounting on the TUC to turn this into a one-
day general strike. They are fully aware that
many groups of workers will be taking such
action in any event. A conference of shop stew
ards from all major industries in Scotland has
been called for September 11 to prepare such a
one-day strike in Scotland.

Bureaucrats give Thatcher a hand
Willingness to fight in solidarity with the

health workers is not an isolated case. Without
the help of the TUC tops, Thatcher's govern
ment would have been sent into a spin long
ago. In the present wage round, it has only
been through the active sabotage and betrayal
of the union leaderships that Thatcher has been
able to force her unofficial .pay limit down
workers' throats. The most recent victims have
been the rail workers.

The main issue in the rail industry is the
determined management effort to increase the
intensity of work by the introduction of so-
called flexible rostering. This proposal allows

Intercontinental Press



the railway management to vary the length of
the working day to fit in with train schedules.
This obviously plays havoc with rail workers'
social lives; it involves substantial losses in the
wage packet; and it signals the end of the eight-
hour day — a right won in 1919.
The leader of the largest rail union, the Na

tional Union of Railwaymen (NUR), which or
ganizes all the grades except the bulk of driv
ers, undemocratically accepted this new
scheme — provoking bitter resistance from its
own ranks, who refused to implement the deal
locally. However, the drivers' union refused to
accept the deal and successfully fought off one
management attempt to impose the new rosters
unilaterally, through a series of three-day
strikes earlier this year. This provoked unpre
cedented solidarity from the ranks of the NUR,
which had not taken national strike action since

1955.

A second management attempt to impose
the flexible rosters early in the summer pro
voked an all-out strike by the drivers. Despite
unprecedented press hysteria, the strike was
solid. After two weeks, the TUC leadership
stepped in and forced the drivers to accept

management terms on pain of exclusion from
the TUC, and therefore the threat of active
scabbing from other trade unions. The train
drivers were forced to go back. But they re
mained unbowed.

One significance of the extent of solidarity
action with the health workers is the limited

impact that it shows such a betrayal — as with
the others — has had on the combativity and
confidence of the movement as a whole.

Witch-hunt In Labour Party

Nonetheless, the sustained undermining of
the momentum of the resistance to Tory attack
has given the right-wing Labour bureaucracy a
breathing space. And, in an outrageous inver
sion, it has attempted to put the responsibility
for its failures on the backs of the left wing.
Accordingly, in an attempt to cover their own
role, they have opened a witch-hunt inside the
Labour Party aimed at decapitating the newly
emerging rank-and-file leadership and at pre
paring the ground to reverse the democratic
gains made inside the Labour Party in the last
three years.

In the aftermath of the defeat of the last

Labour government in the 1979 elections — a
defeat that was partly the result of the develop
ing strike movement against the Labour gov
ernment's attacks on the working class — a
movement arose that became focused on re

forming the Labour Party so that the leadership
would be more accountable to the rank and

file. For the first time since the 1920s, rank-

and-file leaders in the factories began using
their trade-union links with the Labour Party to
support the left-wing activists. The right wing
proved incapable of stemming this develop
ment head-on. The witch-hunt is their way of
beginning a counterattack.

The focus is an attack on supporters of the
Militant newspaper — sponsored by an ex-
Trotskyist grouping led by Ted Grant. The
aim, through the compilation of a restrictive
"register" of permitted Labour Party group
ings, is to outlaw Militant supporters. This de
spite the fact that Grant made common cause
with the right wing of the Labour Party in op
posing any action against Thatcher's Malvinas
War. Quite clearly, however, the atack on the
Militant group is a maneuver aimed at hitting

Millions take part in Day of Action
LONDON — Millions of workers re

sponded to the Day of Action called by the
Trades Union Congress (TUC) on Sep
tember 22. In so doing, they flagrantly de
fied the government's antiunion laws,
whose centerpiece is a ban on such solidar
ity actions.
Tory ministers asserted that 90 percent
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Nurses demonstrating in London on
September 22.

of Britain worked normally. Other bosses'
leaders claimed that it was simply an action
by those in the public and nationalized in
dustries. But these claims were only face-
saving lies. The government has been
struck a body-blow.

In reality, there was a massive response to
the TUC' s call for a stoppage of "one hour or
more." It was not a call for a 24-hour strike,
despite the campaign of the revolutionary
socialist newspaper Socialist Challenge and
others. Three-quarters of a million took ac
tion in Scotland alone, and nearly half a mil
lion in Wales.

More than 300,000 people took to the
streets in a half dozen major cities. These
included 120,000 in London; 100,000 in
various Scottish cities; 25,000 in Liver

pool; and 30,(X)0 in Sheffield. In addition,
there were demonstrations in nearly every
town. There was even a 300-strong de
monstration in Shetland, in the north of
Scotland.

The claim that workers in private industry
failed to respond is a total concoction. To be
sure, the character of the response varied de
pending on the lead given. In general, the
farther north, the more solid the action.

Moreover, what the Engineering Employers
Federation failed to mention when they
claimed that only 100 engineering firms had
been struck was that large sections of the en
gineering industry were on a week's holiday.
This strongly affected the West Midlands and
parts of South Yorkshire.

Nonetheless, engineering was badly hit

in Scotland, Wales, South Yorkshire, and
the Northwest.

It is true, of course, that the nationalized
industries and the public sector responded
most massively. Health workers were near-
unanimous in taking a full day's action.
More than 80 percent of miners struck for
the day. Docks were completely closed.
Shipyards were badly affected.

There was a strong response from the
civil service and local governments. And
the combination of the action of teachers

and caretaking staffs closed many schools,
including more than half those in London.
In Manchester, Liverpool, and Bolton, the
Post Office was severely affected. Most
bus workers took action, many for the
whole day. It is true that rail worked nor
mally, despite this being contested by many
militants. It was, however, done in re
sponse to an appteal by the health workers
unions for them to ferry workers to de
monstrations and other actions.

There was no chink in the action of news

paper workers, who in the last Day of Action
had been taken to court by the Newspaper
Proprietors Association (NPA). No national
newspapers appeared at all. Symbolically,
the NPA did nothing this time.

What is clear is that given a strong lead, we
could not only force a humiliating retreat on
Thatcher in regard to the health workers'
claim. We could bring this government
down.

—Brian Grogan



the rank-and-file leadership as a whole.
The "register" will come up for vote at the

upcoming Labour Party conference. It will
only be ratified after a bitter fight. A defense
conference sponsored by the Militant group to
be held just prior to the Labour Party confer
ence has gained wide support — including
miners' leaders, train drivers, shop stewards"
committees, and a number of left Labour Party
members of Parliament, including Tony Benn.

Clearly, the present witch-hunt will not
solve any of the bureaucracy's problems. The
real obstacle for them is the same as

Thatcher's; the underlying strength of the trade
unions — especially the shop steward organi
zations in industry. To be sure, the workers
have suffered deep shocks. But despite the set
backs, the betrayals and witch-hunts have to
some degree also begun to clarify for the new
rank-and-file leaders the need to extend their

fight for accountability into the unions them
selves.

This rank-and-file leadership is in a process
of renewal. The older militants, who were edu
cated in the period of capitalist boom, are being
replaced by new leaders who understand the
need to extend their concems beyond the fac
tories, toward a government that can defend
their interests. So, aside from intervening in
the Labour Party, these new leaders are more
sensitive to national and international political
issues, as well as to the problems of the op
pressed.

More unemployment ahead

The Tories' failure so far to break the back

of the working class resistance, despite the
enormous unemployment, is undermining
Thatcher's strategy.

In August, unemployment reached the
largest total ever at 3.3 million, according to
official figures (which underestimate the true
figure by about 1 million). This is 350,(XK)
higher than a year ago. Although as many
strike days (nearly 4 million) have already been
lost in the first six months of this year as in all
of 1981, the level is still way below that before
the Tories took office in 1979.

The dilemma facing the Tories, however, is
that while this level of unemployment has de
terred many individual factory and plant strug
gles — and has been a big burden even when
a whole industrial branch is involved — it has

not done the full Job. The willingness to strug
gle and confidence in victory among the work
ers is still there. The train drivers' strike, which

prompted class-wide solidarity, and now the
health workers' dispute confirm this.

Accordingly, Thatcher is afraid to reflate the
economy in the present situation because of
the fear that the working class will be put in a
better position to fight back. So unemployment
is likely to get worse as the economy takes
another dip.

Given this situation, the bosses are proving
very resistant to investing in British industry.
Gigantic sums are being sent abroad.
The latest economic forecast by the Confed

eration of British Industry (the main employ

ers' association) shows that the economy will
barely grow next year, as the hoped-for invest
ment boom all but evaporates. Industrial pro
duction is back to the levels of the 1975 slump.
And for the first time in history, Britain last
month had a deficit in manufacturing trade.
Manufacturing production is 11 percent below
the 1975 slump levels.
To be sure, big increases in productivity

have been registered. Last year, these averaged
9 percent, higher than in Japan. In some sectors
like British steel, productivity gains of 30 per
cent or more have been registered. But rates of
profit remain low. Net return on capital rose
this year to 3.75 percent, compared with the
2.25 percent last year. Yet this is a far cry from
the 10 percent of the boom years.
The problem is that the previous size of the

gap between Britain and its major competitors
means that these gains for the bosses only
scratch the surface. They need further, and
much bigger, wage cuts and more massive
speedups.

Support for Labour grows

This situation is therefore rapidly dissipating
the "Falkland factor." The latest Marplan opin
ion poll, which at the time of Thatcher's vic
tory registered a 20-point lead for the Tories
over Labour, shows this to have narrowed to a

mere 4 percent. The Tories now have 41 per
cent support and the Labour Party, 37 percent.

It is unlikely that right-wing Labour leaders
will take advantage of this situation, more con

cerned as they are with pursuing the civil war
against the left in the Labour Party. Accord
ingly, individual membership of the Labour
Party continues to decline. Last year individual
membership (as opposed to membership
through affiliation of the unions) appears to
have declined by 20 percent — it is difficult to
give an accurate figure because of changes in
the way membership is counted.

Membership from the trade unions, how
ever, is only marginally down, at 6,273,292
— a drop of just over 133,000 despite the loss
of half a million in overall trade-union mem

bership due to unemployment.

Such a development is of no help to the right
wing, since the decline in constituency mem
bership is more than matched by the increased
involvement of the trade-union activists in

Labour Party affairs — through the myriad of
links that exist between the unions and the

Labour Party. More ominous for the right wing
in this regard is the fact that most of the union
conferences held over the early summer have
shown further shifts to the left. This has been

led by the miners' union and their militant new
leader, Arthur Scargill — a keen supporter of
Tony Benn. If this trade-union base can be
mobilized, then the right wing will have no
chance of reversing the left advances.

This is the potential that is opened by Sep
tember 22, and after that by the threatened ac
tion of the miners against proposed pit closures
and for a massive wage increase. □

Guatemala: regime executes 4 opponents
By Jane Harris

MANAGUA, Nicaragua — After one
month's detention and torture, four opponents
of the Guatemalan military dictatorship were
gunned down by a 20-man firing squad at
dawn September 17 in Guatemala City.

The four — Jaime de la Rosa Rodriguez, Ju
lio Hernandez Perdomo, Marcelino Marro-
quln, and Julio Cesar Vasquez Juarez —
ranged in age from 18 to 27. They were
charged with being members of the Guerrilla
Army of the Poor (EGP), one of the four guer
rilla groups that form the Guatemalan National
Revolutionary Union (URNG).

While these are the first "legal" executions
to be held since 1936 in Guatemala, the dicta
torship of Gen. Efrafn RIos Montt has carried
out over 100 massacres throughout the country
since taking power in a coup March 23. The
Geneva-based Catholic organization Pax
Christi reported at the end of August that more
than 1,500 people are killed each month in
Guatemala.

The executions, which were held inside the
general cemetery of Guatemala City, were
clearly intended as a stroke of terror. The death
sentences were handed down by a secret mil
itary tribunal, from which there is no appeal.

■flie RIos Montt dictatorship at first said it
would allow the national and international
press to observe the executions. In the end.

however, only half a dozen journalists — all
identified with the govemment — were per
mitted to attend. No photographs were permit
ted.

In the March elections, 60 percent of Gua
temala's voters responded to the URNG's call
to boycott the elections, even though failure to
vote is illegal and can result in losing one's
job. An additional 30,000 cast blank ballots as
a means of avoiding victimization while regis
tering their protest.

The URNG has attracted increasing support,
particularly among the country's large Indian
population. This has been a source of concern
for the Reagan administration, which is cur
rently seeking to restore open military aid to
the dictatorship. □
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Ghana

Class polarization sharpens
Workers confront counterrevolutionary attacks

By Ernest Harsch
After nine months of the deepest revolution

ary upheaval in Ghana's history, the class
struggle in that West African country is con
tinuing to sharpen.

While businessmen, traders, and middle-
class elements are stepping up their efforts to
overturn the new government headed by Flight
Lieut. Jerry Rawlings, working people
throughout Ghana have been mobilizing in
large numbers to combat these counter
revolutionary attacks and to push the
revolutionary process forward.
More and more demands are being raised

for the establishment of popular militias, the
strengthening of the various mass organiza
tions, and the adoption of firm measures to
counter Ghana's domination by imperialist in
terests.

One indication of the level of popular com-
bativity came on July 31, when mass workers'
rallies were held in Takoradi, Koforidua, and
Accra, the capital, in support of the revolution.
Estimates of the number of demonstrators in

Accra alone ranged as high as 100,000.
Since then, there have been many other ral

lies in cities and villages from one end of
Ghana to the other, drawing in workers, farm
ers, students, unemployed youth, women,
rank-and-file soldiers, and others.

Economic sabotage, assassinations

For the first few months after Rawlings and
a group of his supporters within the military
overthrew the corrupt and repressive regime of
Hilla Limann on Dec. 31, 1981, the reaction of
Ghana's propertied classes was rather muted.
The massive outpourings of popular support
for Rawlings and the ruling Provisional Na
tional Defence Council (PNDC) initially put
them on the defensive.

But by mid-year, when it became clear that
the revolutionary process set off by the over
throw of Limann was deepening, counter
revolutionary attacks on the government and
supporters of the revolution began to notice
ably step up.

Opponents of the revolution within the mili
tary and the state administration sabotaged
economic projects and diverted food and scarce
consumer goods to the still-prevalent black
market. Merchants defied strict government
price controls by hoarding goods. The pri
vately owned press sowed rumors and sought
to distort the aims of the government's
policies.

Others moved toward more direct action.

Terrorist groups bombed the Tono irrigation
project in the north and attacked other vital
installations. Elements within the military —

JERRY RAWLINGS

or sometimes counterrevolutionaries dressed

in military uniforms — attacked civilians in an
effort to discredit the PNDC. Some members

of the neighborhood and factory defense or
ganizations — called the People's Defence
Committees (PDCs) and Workers Defence
Committees (WDCs) — have been assassi
nated.

In July, hundreds of PDC members in Tema
and Ashaiman demonstrated to protest the mur
der of the chairman of the Ashaiman PDC.

Such counterrevolutionary actions have
been encouraged and complemented by im
perialist pressures against the country. Taking
advantage of Ghana's desperate economic situ
ation, imperialist governments and banks have
been holding back on much-needed financial
assistance. In August, the Ghanaian govern
ment announced that foreign creditors had
seized some $22 million that had been transfer
red abroad to pay for imports.
The largest foreign company in Ghana —

the Volta Aluminum Co. (Valco), a subsidiary
of Kaiser Aluminum — announced in June that

it was cutting back production by 20 percent.

'Down with imperialism!'

Massive workers demonstrations were held

in Tema and Accra to condemn this move.

"Down with imperialism!" and "Kaiser is a big
international cheat!" read some of the pla

cards. A resolution passed by the workers
called the move a "naked piolitical challenge to
the PNDC and the people of Ghana, given that
Valco is the most profitable unit in the Kaiser
empire." It compared Valco's decision to sim
ilar production cutbacks by the copper com
panies in Chile and the aluminum companies
in Jamaica in the 1970s, which were used to

help bring down the Allende and Manley re
gimes in those countries.

Stung by this response, and concerned about
what might follow, Valco soon retreated and
announced it was not closing down any of its
plants in Ghana.
The most direct challenge to the PNDC

came in July, following the discovery on July 4
of the bodies of three high court judges and a
former head of Military Intelligence. The ab
ductions and murders were carried out by un
known assailants. Although the PNDC and all
the organizations supporting the revolution
condemned these killings, the counterrevolu
tionary forces blamed the government and se
ized on the incident to press for the PNDC's
ouster.

The Ghana Association of Recognised Pro
fessional Bodies — which represents organiza
tions of doctors, lawyers, accountants, and
other professionals — demanded that the
PNDC hand power over to a government of
"national unity" and that the chain of com
mand within the armed forces be restored (the
senior officers today have little authority with
in the military). The Bar Association, which
has also been openly hostile to the revolution,
called its members out on a two-week "mourn

ing" strike.
For several weeks, this offensive met with

little active response from either the govern
ment or the mass organizations. But by the end
of July, workers began pouring into the streets
in massive numbers to counter these attacks.

The July 31 demonstrations, the largest
since the first few months after Limann's over

throw, were organized by the PDCs and
WDCs and supported by the various trade
unions and left-wing organizations.

Responding to the charge by the profession
als' association that Ghana had been governed
by "the law of the jungle" since December 31,
the New Democratic Movement, one of the

larger left groups, declared, "The masses of
this country know that what December 31st
overturned was the law and order of the rich

and privileged minority in the society and that
of their foreign masters."
The NDM also called on the PNDC "to

guide the December 31st Revolution to its log
ical conclusion, i.e., the freeing of our dear
country from imperialist domination and the
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creation of a genuinely democratic society
based on the provision of the material necessi
ties of life."

Rifts In government

The sharpening class polarization in Ghana
has been reflected by rifts within the govern
ment as well.

While the mass mobilizations against the
professionals' association were under way, the
PNDC dumped three of the more conservative
secretaries from the cabinet. All three had been

associated with bourgeois parties prior to De
cember 31, and demonstrations earlier this
year had demanded their ouster from the gov
ernment.

In August, two of the seven members of the
PNDC resigned, the first change in the coun
cil's composition since it was set up.

Rev. Kwabena Damuah resigned after he
came under considerable fire for criticizing the
seizure of several buildings during the mass
workers' demonstrations (the buildings had be
longed to the Freemasons and other groups op
posed to the revolution).
Around the same time, Joshua Amarte

Kwei, a prominent union activist, also re
signed, although for different reasons. He later
explained that while he remained a strong sup
porter of the revolution, he had become impa
tient with its pace and felt he could be more ef
fective outside the govemment.
The two were replaced on the council by Da

na Ennin, a manager at the State Fishing Corp.
who is also the first woman on the council; and

Ebo Tawiah, the secretary-general of the Mari
time and Dockworkers' Union.

Revolution edges forward

Despite the counterrevolutionary attacks,
the country's severe economic difficulties, and
the government's hesitancy in meeting these
problems head-on, working people have con
tinued to make modest — though significant
— gains.
One of the most important developments in

recent months has been the greater level of mo
bilization among urban workers. While in the
first months after Rawlings's seizure of power
the workers responded largely at the call of the
PNDC, they are now acting increasingly on
their own initiative. This process has advanced
with the greater organization of the Workers

Defence Committees and the closer cooper
ation among the various defense committees,
trade unions, and political organizations.

Following the July 31 demonstrations, the
formation of an Organising Committee for the
Defence of the Revolution (OCDR) was an

nounced in Accra. It is composed of the Trades
Union Congress; the Central Workers Defence
Committee of the Accra-Tema region; the Ac
cra PDC and the PDCs of the armed forces and

police; and the People's Revolutionary League
of Ghana and the June Fourth Movement, two

of the prorevolution political organizations..
In an effort to begin countering the antirevo-

lution propaganda of the bourgeois press, the
PDCs have begun publishing their own week

ly, Nsamankow, named after the 1824 Battle
of Nsamankow, in which the Ashanti people
defeated a British colonial force.

Several new social programs have been an
nounced, despite Ghana's economic difficul
ties. At a Workers Defence Committee meet

ing in Accra in early July, Secretary for Works
and Housing Mawuse Dake announced that the
PNDC had approved a new housing program
to build rental housing for workers. Part of the
financing for it would be provided by a wealth
tax imposed on affluent homeowners.

In addition, farmers are to be given soft-
term loans to boost agricultural production,
and students are being organized to teach liter
acy classes in the countryside during school
breaks.

Numerous organizations have been urging
the PNDC to adopt rnore sweeping measures

than it already has.
According to the September 6 London

weekly West Africa, graduates of a PDC cadre
school in Accra adopted a resolution that
called on the PNDC "to smash the old political
and economic structures based on the selfish

exploitation of the country's resources" (as pa
raphrased by West Africa).

The influential National Union of Ghana

Students has demanded the nationalization of

foreign banks and oil companies, and the revi
sion of agreements with other large imperialist
firms.

In response to the counterrevolutionary at
tacks, the National Youth Organising Commit
tee in early September called on the PNDC to
establish a popular militia. It wamed against
failure to do so, emphasizing that "a revolution
unarmed is dead." □
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South Africa

The workers should take the lead'
Speech by ANC representative David Ndaba

[The following are major excerpts from a
speech by David Ndaba, a representative of
the United Nations Observer Mission of the

African National Congress (ANC), the South
African liberation movement. The speech was
delivered at an international solidarity rally
held at Oberlin College in Ohio August 6. It
was part of a national educational conference
sponsored by the U.S. Socialist Workers Party
and Young Socialist Alliance.]

On behalf of the oppressed and struggling
working people of South Africa and their liber
ation movement, the African National Con
gress, I would like to express our sincere
gratitude and appreciation to the Socialist
Workers Party and Young Socialist Alliance
for this opportunity to share with you once
more our views on the international struggle
against imperialism.

I bring you greetings from young men and
women who are today crossing the rivers, the
valleys, the mountains of South Africa and
Namibia, fighting with guns in hand for the
liberation of their motherland.

We are meeting today at a time when the
liberation struggle in southern Africa has
reached a very difficult stage. At a time when
the people of Namibia are at the very threshold
of power, they have been delayed by the man
euvers of the so-called western Contact Group
led by the United States.*
We are also meeting at a time when the

people inside South Africa have risen up. For
many years now the apartheid regime has tried
to repress each and every move by the resis
tance movement inside South Africa. For the

past 20 years our liberation movement, the Af
rican National Congress, has been illegal in
South Africa. It has been banned by the apar
theid regime.
The apartheid regime terrorists have un

leashed untold violence and terror all over

southern Africa, suppressing brutally the
movement of the people, detaining the work
ers, detaining individuals, and trying by all
means to suppress the African National Con
gress.

Despite all that amount of repression, de
spite all those instruments of repression — the
army and the police, with their arsenal of

*The Contact Group is composed of the U.S.,
British, French, West German, and Canadian gov
ernments, which are involved in negotiating with the
South African regime, SWAPO [South West Africa
People's Organisation — the Namibian liberation
movement], and various African governments on the
question of Namibia.

weapons supplied by the Western countries —
the people inside South Africa have declared
in action that the ANC still lives.

Seventieth Anniversary

The movement that I represent, the African
National Congress, was formed in 1912 and
today we are celebrating our 70th anniversary.
It is the oldest liberation movement on the Af

rican continent.

We tried to achieve our freedom through
peaceful means of struggle, appealing to the
British government in London, appealing to
the white government in Pretoria, but to no
avail. All those peaceful means of protests,
demonstrations, and strikes were met with

force and yet more force.
In 19,60 at Sharpeville, 69 African people

were brutally massacred for protesting against
the apartheid laws. A state of emergency was
declared in South Africa, the African National

Congress was outlawed, and then hundreds of
the ANC leadership were arrested.

But that never stopped the people from their
forward march to freedom. A year later the
African National Congress's military wing,
called Umkhonto we Sizwe — the Spear of the
Nation — was formed in order to pick up arms
to fight for our freedom.

I know of no other organization in the world
that for 50 years tried to achieve freedom
through peaceful means. It was after all those
peaceful means were met with force that we
decided to pick up arms as well.
As our commander-in-chief. Nelson Man

dela, who has been in Jail for the past 2Q years,
said in 1961: "The people's patience is not end
less, there comes a time in the life of any nation
when there remain only two choices — to sub
mit or fight. The time has now come for South
Africa. We shall not submit. We have no

choice but to hit back with everything at our
disposal in defense of our freedom, our people,
and our future." His words are still true today.
We in the ANC maintain that our land was

seized by force and that the apartheid regime is
the rule of the force of arms. This was wit

nessed in the Soweto uprising of 1976, when
more than 1,000 children were brutally mas
sacred for protesting against their inferior edu
cation and all the racist laws in South Africa.

Never the same after Soweto

When we left South Africa in 1976 we all

said in one voice that after Bloody Wednesday,
after June 16, 1976, South Africa would never
be the same again. Indeed it hasn't been the
same again.
Today, we are meeting at a time when those

young men and women — survivors of Bloody

Wednesday — are going back into South Af
rica, having received the necessary skills to.
face that regime with arms. Since arms have
been used to oppress us, we are convinced that
there is no other way that you can establish in
South Africa a Just society under the white
minority regime. A Just society can only be
established with the overthrow of the apartheid
regime, and to this cause we will fight until the
last.

Inside South Africa itself the African Na

tional Congress is politically mobilizing the
people from all walks of life, but particularly
the working people. We've called on the
people to form their own organizations, their
own unions, and their own committees. We've

called on the women to organize themselves
around each and every issue that affects their
lives. We have emphasized that the workers,
particularly the Black working class inside
South Africa, should take the leading role as
the vanguard force in this liberation struggle.

I must say that we have not been disap
pointed by the response of the working people
inside South Africa. Even the apartheid re
gime, the rulers themselves, have acknow
ledged that over the past 18 months there hasn't
been any industry or any region in South Africa
that has not been affected by massive strikes
and boycotts.

In the meantime we are concentrating on in
creasing the capability and striking power of
our guerrilla forces. ANC guerrillas have now
spread throughout South Africa. The press it
self reported that there have been a number of
sabotage attempts carried out by the ANC guer
rillas against electric power stations, oil and ,
fuel plants, police stations, and even against
the biggest military base in South Africa. The
ANC guerrillas have used the biggest artillery
weapon in their hands, the 122-millimeter roc
ket, to attack the military base inside Pretoria
itself.

Only through the combination of political
mass action by the workers and armed ac
tivities will we finally achieve our freedom.

Apartheid regime's friend

The apartheid regime has never been as iso
lated as it is today. Internationally, working
people have all come out opposed to the apar
theid regime.

This regime has never needed a friend and
an ally as much as it does today. It has found
that friend and ally in the U.S. administration.
The apartheid regime, whose hands are drip

ping with the blood of our people, a regime
that is unleashing terror and violence all over
southern Africa — in Namibia, Angola,
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Mozambique, and Zimbabwe — a regime that
has murdered more than 25,000 people in the
past 10 years, has now been embraced as a
friend and ally of the United States by the
Reagan administration.

This came as no surprise to us because the
imperialist forces benefit from the apartheid
system. The apartheid system insures that they
have Black lalwr at their disposal. The multina
tional corporations In South Africa are not
there despite the apartheid system. They are
there because of the apartheid system.

Today they are closing down steel plants in
Ohio, closing down auto plants in Detroit,
closing down other industries. They are caus
ing problems right here in the United States by
denying the American workers their jobs,
while in South Africa they are opening up new
industrial plants, new auto industries, new
steel plants. Now they are even importing coal
into the United States because it is cheaper to
import the coal from South Africa than to dig
that coal inside the United States itself. This is

why we say we are facing a common struggle
and a common enemy.

We must fight on all fronts

The Reagan administration is supporting the
reactionary regimes in Latin America and the
apartheid regime in racist South Africa. It is
carrying out an act of war in the Middle East.
In other words, the Reagan administration is
fighting us on all fronts and everywhere.
Therefore we, the working people, must fight
our enemies everywhere and on all fronts.
Our fight for freedom is not recognized by

the imperialists. By fighting for freedom the
imperialists say that you are merely creating
conditions for "Soviet expansionism." When
our freedom fighters have carried out success
ful actions they say that "a Russian-made bomb
was used," that "Russian-made weapons were
used."

We want to tell all those imperialist allies
that we have no particular liking for Soviet
weapons. But we do have a particular liking
for weapons, because it has been weapons that
have been used to oppress us.
We are neither pro-North, pro-South, pro-

East, nor pro-West. We stand for African inde
pendence and self-determination. For that
reason we are going to fight side by side with
the working people in the United States.

We are one with the people of Palestine
under the leadership of the FLO. We say to
you, the working people in the United States,
that unless you engage in each and every effort
to stop the Zionist dictatorial regime from
eliminating the Palestinian people and the
people of Lebanon, it will encourage the racist
regime in South Africa to embark on massive
aggression against Angola, against Mozam
bique, against Zimbabwe, against independent
states.

Solidarity with U.S. workers

I want to call upon you to embark on this act
of solidarity. An act of solidarity which is not

an act of charity, but an act of mutual aid be
tween forces fighting for the same objective.
We salute the victorious people of Grenada,

Nicaragua, Vietnam, and Iran because we rec
ognize that each and every victory of the op
pressed masses all over the world is not only a
victory for those peoples, but it is also a victory
of those who are still struggling for those same
objectives. And for us all these victorious
struggles, particularly in southern Africa —
the victory of the people of Angola, Mozam
bique, and Zimbabwe — have further changed
the balance of forces in favor of the liberation

movements.

We greet the heroic people of El Salvador
and their movement, the FDR-FMLN [Re-

Grenada

volutionary Democratic Front-Farabundo

Martf National Liberation Front], assured of
their inevitable victory over the imperialist-
backed dictatorship.

Finally, we express our solidarity with the
working people of the United States, right in
the belly of the beast. We vow that we are all
in the common struggle. In expressing our sol
idarity with your struggle for fundamental
changes in this capitalist system, to be replaced
by a more progressive system where the world
exploitation of man by man is ended, we vow
that we will never rest until the last vestiges of
racism, colonialism, and imperialism have
been completely wiped out from the African
continent. □

Public workers fight to
transform their union
By Baxter Smith

ST. GEORGE'S — Wayne Sandiford
leaned forward in his chair and drilled his fin
gers on the desk. "We want the union to be en
gaged in the activities of the revolution," he
said.

Sandiford is a leader of the November 12
committee of the Public Workers Union
(PWU). He is an example of the kind of lead
ers who have been stepping forward to rev
olutionize the trade unions here since the
March 13, 1979, revolution.

The November 12 committee is a prorevolu
tion caucus that is working for a radical change
in the PWU's orientation. A change, as Sandi
ford puts it, from the perspective of the union
as a "semi- or quasi-exclusive club of civil ser
vants," which the PWU's predecessor was set
up to be back in the 1930s.

The committee's objectives are democrati
zing the union and getting it involved in activi
ties of the revolution. It wants the union to en
courage its members to join the various mass
organizations, such as the National Youth Or
ganization, the People's Militia, and the Na
tional Women's Organization.

The PWU's executive, however, sees the
union only as a bargainer for wages. This
"pure economism," as Sandiford terms it, ig
nores the union's potential social role.

Union's role

The PWU organizes workers in the various
ministries and government offices. With a
membership of some 1,200, it is one of the
larger unions in Grenada.

Although the PWU plays a vital role in the
day-to-day work of the government, the gov
ernment's attitude has been to allow the union
members to work out their own problems with
out the government stepping in.

This, by itself, is an indication of the differ

ence between the workers and farmers govern
ment here and capitalist governments that seize
every opportunity to thwart union democracy
and independent political action by the work
ing class.

Also, there is quite a contrast between the
honesty of the November 12 committee and
the executive of the PWU, with its history of
plotting behind the backs and against the inter
ests of public workers. But there are still some
old-line bureaucrats in public service who feel
more comfortable with the favoritism and
closed-door maneuvering promoted under
former Prime Minister Eric Gairy than with the
democracy demanded by the November 12
committee.

It is this layer of bureaucrats the PWU
executive draws its strength from.

Executive footdragging
In October 1981, Sandiford and other ac

tivists requested a general meeting for
November 12 to discuss union problems. No
general meetings of the union had been held
since the executive was elected in May 1981,
even though the constitution stipulates four
such meetings a year.

The executive declined to authorize the
meeting, but it went on anyway, involving
nearly 400 unionists, about a third of the entire
membership.

Activists at the meeting proposed a new
union structure. They wanted representation in
union bodies to be by ministry rather than by
job classification, so that problems common to
the different ministries could be more easily
addressed. These representatives would be
elected by workers in the respective ministries.

Also proposed was a program of activities to
mesh the union with activities of the revolu
tion. Finally, those at the meeting decided to
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form themselves into the November 12 com

mittee.

Since then, in attempting to link the union to
the programs of the revolution, the committee
has turned out a large percentage of the PWU
for the anniversary of the March 13 revolution
and for May Day. According to Sandiford,
PWU participation in the two actions was
larger and more spirited than the year before.

In May the executive designated May 27 for
the annual meeting to elect new officers. The
November 12 committee volunteered to help
with preparation for the election so it would go
smoothly. But the executive declined.
A large number of members showed up on

May 27. The executive planned to have ballot
voting. But some members were denied bal
lots. Others were given two or more ballots.
Bogus ballots were also handed out. Moreover,
the official voting list excluded 300 bona fide
members and contained names of members

who had left the public service, left the coun
try, or who had died. A box of ballots already
marked was found in the possesion of the union
executive.

This ballot fraud sparked an angry debate
over whether to have voting by ballot or by
hand. The meeting broke up and no elections
were held.

Another meeting in June to hold elections
resulted in a similar cancellation due to further

irregularities.
No new date was set for elections. But the

executive's stalling has only encouraged PWU
activists to press forward

Part of revolutionary process

The problems in the PWU are not unique in
Grenada. Members of the dockworkers union

are carrying out a similar rank-and-file struggle
against a union bureaucracy that has been hos
tile to the revolution.

At the same time, a number of other unions

have been transformed since the beginning of
the revolution in March 1979, with the rise of

new, class-struggle leaderships.
Moreover, politically conscious workers in

all the unions — whether in the elected leader

ships or not — are attempting to bring the
memberships as a whole around to revolution
ary positions and an understanding of the need
to be actively involved in all aspects of the
revolutionary process.
Many questions have yet to be fully dis

cussed or worked out in action, including those
touching on the unions' relationship to the gov
ernment, their independence, and so on. Just
like the rest of the society, the union leader
ships and memberships are being transformed
and revolutionized.

Sandiford is confident that the same thing
will happen to the PWU. "It is inevitable that
the union will be revolutionized," he said. □

United States

Bosses wield bludgeon against labor
Press for more and more concessions

By George Johnson
NEW YORK — In wringing concessions in

wages and working conditions from their em
ployees, the U.S. capitalists use the blackjack
of layoffs and plant closings.

These are potent weapwns, given the scale
of the economic crisis in this country. The offi
cial unemployment rate is 9.8 percent. The real
rate, according to the Machinists union, is 16
percent — and 52.6 percent among Black teen
agers.

The U.S. Census Bureau reports that the
number of Americans living below the govern
ment's official poverty standard rose to 31.5
million in 1981, or 14 percent of the popula
tion, the highest rate in 16 years. Only 41 per
cent of the officially unemployed now receive
unemployment benefits, as opposed to almost
60 percent during the 1975 recession.

A look at the givebacks by workers reveals
that they have been quite extensive. Also evi
dent is that the capitalists have not gotten eve
rything they want, and that they are determined
to press much further.

Scope of givebacks

One year ago, the government signaled the
union-busting intentions of the class it repre
sents, the corporate owners, by launching an
all-out attack on the air traffic controllers that
led to the decertification of their union.

Since then, concessions have been wrested
from workers covered by national union con
tracts in the trucking, rubber, and auto indus
tries. General Motors (GM) and Ford, the two
largest U.S. automakers, got concessions

worth $4 billion. Ford got $1 billion and GM
got $3 billion, at a cost to union members of
$9,000 each over the two-and-a-half-year life
of the contracts.

The July 1982 issue of Current Wage De
velopments, published by the U.S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics, reported recent cutbacks, con
cessions, and wage freezes for unionized and
nonunionized workers at Alcoa, Exxon, Cater
pillar, Clark Equipment, Cummins Diesel in
Indiana, Hecla Mining in Idaho, Pierce Pack
ing in Montana, and others.

In addition, workers have granted conces
sions "in hundreds of smaller companies," ac
cording to Business Week. "Every industrial
town in the recession-scarred Midwest," the
magazine reported, "probably has some com
pany, large or small, where workers have
agreed to aecept cutbacks to save their jobs or
even to prevent bankruptcy."

Just as ruthlessly as they are using the U.S.
military machine to maintain their domination
of foreign markets and raw materials against
revolutionary movements of workers and peas
ants in colonial and semicolonial countries, the
U.S. capitalists are pressing their austerity
campaign on workers at home.

First-quarter wage increases in 1982 aver
aged 2.2 percent, against 9 percent in 1981,
well below the inflation rate. This loss in real
wages is in addition to the well-publicized in
creases in taxes for workers, and the slashing
by the administration and Congress of social
benefits programs

But the bosses have been unable so far to
convince workers to make all the sacrifices

they are demanding. This is despite a slick
campaign that includes movies and slide pre
sentations on the corporations' difficulties in
competing with foreign products, especially in
the auto and steel industries.

A large number of GM workers — 48 per
cent — voted against a national concessions
contract. The electrical giants. General Elec
tric and Westinghouse, signed contracts con
taining virtually no givebacks.

And at the end of July, the Steelworkers
union rejected company demands for an early
opening of the basic steel contract, which
would have meant an employers' drive for con
cessions.

In auto, the corporations have found it dif
ficult to get all the concessions they seek from
plant locals (where working conditions are de
termined more than in the national contracts).
Ford workers at Brook Park, in Ohio, voted in
late June against local givebacks, despite their
having supported the national concessions con
tract earlier.

At bottom, the reasons for this opposition to
concessions boil down to a mistrust of the cor
porations — and a growing rejection of the
justifications and threats they use to demand
concessions — by the rank-and-file workers.

The corporate claims that concessions are
needed to modernize aging plants and equip
ment are belied by their actions. On August
30, Business Week reported what amount to
concession-selling sessions by the steel indus
try with "hundreds of local union officials,"
who were told givebacks were necessary "to
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generate capital to modernize."
"And then," a retired Inland Steel vice-pres

ident told the magazine, "U.S. Steel turned
around and bought Marathon [a giant oil com
pany]. The union guys must feel as if they've
been duped."
The company claims that concessions will

save jobs ring hollow in the face of continued
plant shutdowns, such as the closing of two
more GM plants announced in mid-August.

Stance of union bureaucracy

Without exception, the union officials ac
cept the need to save "our" industries by mak
ing them more competitive, through sacrifices
by the workers. They actively push the boss-in-
spired, chauvinist, "Buy American" campaign.
Some United Auto Workers locals have gone
so far as to ban foreign cars from employee
parking lots.
The officials have also acted as a roadblock

in the way of the unions actively taking up the
fight for women's rights and against racial op
pression. Some top bureaucrats, such as Amer
ican Federation of Teachers President Albert

Shanker, have campaigned in opposition to the
demands of Blacks, in particular around the
issue of affirmative action.

Racial oppression is the biggest single
method used to divide the American working
class. The fight against racism is a life-and-
death question for the U.S. labor movement.
The unions need to support affirmative action
programs against discrimination in hiring and
in layoffs, as well as the demands of Black
workers for equality in education and other
areas.

The ability of the unions to fight back
against the rulers' attacks on wages and work
ing conditions, and against their cutbacks in
government social programs, is also sapped by
the lahor officials' support for Washington's
imperialist foreign policy. The leadership of
the AFL-CIO even supported the Israeli inva
sion of Lebanon.

The bureaucracy's opposition to the unions
taking up broad social issues, its support for
Washington's war policies, and its backing of
the capitalist Democratic and Republican par
ties all flow from the basic political persf)ective
of the union officialdom, which is support to
capitalism.

Despite occasional grumblings about war
spending being "too high," and complaints
about the offensive against workers at home,
there is no section of the bureaucracy at any
level that is prepared to break with class collab
oration.

While many union officials are on record for
extending social benefits, or for measures such
as a massive public works program or the
shortening of the workweek to fight unemploy
ment, they do nothing to mobilize the power of
the unions to fight for these proposals.

Rather, the bureaucrats merely call on their
Democratic Party "friends" to pass "prolabor"
legislation — and shrug it off when they do
not.

U.S. workers, unlike their brothers and sis

ters in almost every other advanced capitalist
country, do not have a mass labor or socialist
party. That lack, which the policy of the labor
misleaders helps to perpetuate, is crucial for
understanding why there has been no organized
fightback against the capitalist onslaught.
The willingness of the union bureaucrats to

accommodate the employers is not, however,
returned. A major factor in the breakdown of
concession bargaining in the Steel industry was
the corporations' insistence that the union's
far-reaching proposals for concessions — in
cluding even deferral of cost-of-living pay
ments to the last three months of the contract

— were not enough.
The August 30 Business Week attributed the

union's vote not to reopen the basic steel agree
ment to "an industry decision, with U.S. Steel
in a lead role, to force the United Steelworkers
to accept deeper concessions than the union
wants to make — deeper even than the union
concessions in the auto industry — and man
agement is willing to risk a strike next year to
win its goal."
To this clear statement that the employers

intend to go much further in driving down
wages and working conditions should be added
current strikes at Brown and Sharpe in Provi
dence, Rhode Island, and at Iowa Beef Proces
sors in Dakota City, Nebraska.

Police have used tear gas and clubs against
strikers in both cities, and in Southern Indiana

as well. At Dakota City, the state has sent in
the National Guard with armored personnel
carriers to break the strike.

The statement by Steelworkers Vice-presi
dent Joseph Odorcich, following the break
down of steel concession bargaining, could
apply to a number of industries: "Now I'm con
vinced that the steel companies think this is a
good time to take us on and try to break the
union."

Such a confrontation in a major industry
would be a historic test of strength. The ruling
class has not yet tried to force such a show
down because it is well aware that despite the
obstruction of the union misleaders, any at
tempt to break a major industrial union would
mean the kind of class battle that could

mobilize millions of workers. Up to now, the
strategy of the employers has been to chip
away at the strength of the unions without in
viting major battles.

Mood among workers

On the industrial front there has been little

motion so far other than defensive strikes, in a

small number of which, like the 205-day
American Standard strike in Pittsburgh, the
rank and file have been strong enough to beat
back the worst of the employers' demands for
givebacks.
A more accurate measure of the workers'

mood than the number of strikes — the lowest

in 20 years — is the often lively discussion on
the shop floor of every facet of the capitalist
crisis and how it affects workers.

This discussion has deepened considerably
in the last few months, spurred by the steel

industry's demands for concessions, by recent
closings of auto plants and more threatened
layoffs, and the U.S.-backed Israeli aggression
in Lebanon.

One of the biggest topics of discussion is the
govemment's involvement in wars in the Mid
dle East, Central America, and other parts of
the world. There is widespread recognition of
the fact that the rulers are driving toward war,
and deep opposition to their course.

Resentment over the cutbacks in govern
ment spending for social services, while spend
ing for war soars, is also extensive.

There is little faith, if any, that the economy
is going to get better anytime soon, and even
less in the "reinvestment" schemes put forward
by the companies. Along with this is skepti
cism that concessions will save jobs. And there
is a deep distrust of the union leaders, who
have failed so miserably to defend the workers
against company and government attacks.

All this, and the anger among Blacks and
Latinos over the racial oppression they suffer,
leads large numbers of workers to consider
seriously the argument that the ills they face
are the result of capitalism.

That is not to say that these workers are con
vinced that capitalism is the problem, or that
socialism is the answer. But they are open to
socialist proposals, including the need to fight
unemployment through a massive public
works program, a shorter workweek, and other
measures.

The main questions raised are how the pow
er of the labor movement can be mobilized to

fight against Washington's imperialist inter
vention around the world, beginning in Central
America and the Middle East; how labor can

fight for a real program to counteract the ef
fects of unemployment, and how labor can
fight for the rights of Blacks and women, when
the leadership of the unions refuses to take ac
tion.

Workers sense that the labor movement

must be transformed if it is to be an effective

weapon in fighting for their interests.
Despite the fact that only a tiny handful of

labor officials are willing to even mention the
idea of a labor party, there is great interest in
the proposal for such a party as a means of
fighting for the interests of the oppressed and
exploited.

There is growing receptivity to the idea that
the government represents the corporate rich,
and must be replaced with a workers and farm
ers government if the economic crisis is to be
solved and the threat of war ended.

As the economic crisis deepens, a planned
economy, run in the interests of people, not
profits, becomes to more and more a thinkable
idea.

In the midst of this wide gap between what
is necessary to defend the workers, and a union
leadership that is totally incapable of formulat
ing a program for this defense, socialist
workers in the plants find an increasingly fer
tile ground for their solutions to the crisis of
the capitalist system. □
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New stage in the Iran-Iraq war
Statement of the Workers Unity Party (HVK)

[The following statement was adopted by
the National Committee of the Workers Unity
Party (HVK) of Iran on July 23. The HVK is
one of the groups in Iran affiliated to the Fourth
International. The translation was provided by
the HVK.]

The forces of the Islamic Republic started
their advance inside the Iraqi borders on July
13. According to various reports, these forces
have advanced about 20 kilometers onto Iraqi
soil, and fighting is continuing. This advance
reflects a new stage in the war imposed by the
Iraqi regime.

The recent advance has taken place after the
continued counterrevolutionary aggression of
[Iraqi President] Saddam Hussein, following
the great revolutionary victory in recapturing
Khorramshahr.* In recent weeks, Iranian cities
in the war zone — including Abadan, Ahwaz,
Khorramabad, and others — have been sav
agely bombarded by the Iraqi regime's long-
range cannons or by Iraqi aircraft, leaving hun
dreds killed or wounded. Furthermore, accord
ing to official reports, parts of Iran are still
under Iraqi military control.
On July 14, the joint communique of the

Army and the Revolutionary Guards explained
the aims of this advance called "Operation
Ramadan": "This operation has started with
the 12th Imam's blessings and directives,
under the leadership of his worthy successor.
Imam Khomeini, in order to complete the de
fense of the Islamic homeland and prevent re
newed aggression by Saddam and other Amer
ican mercenaries. Also, to protect the cities of
the Islamic homeland from enemy fire and
achieve the determined goals. This operation
is now proceeding intensely against the de
ceived enemy and Saddam's aggression."

In response to these advances, the im
perialists have escalated their counterrevolutio
nary propaganda. All the positions announced
so far by imperialist officials and their press on
Operation Ramadan have been against the Is
lamic Republic. They indicate the imperialists'
great apprehension over the recent advances.
The White House, despite its so-called neut

rality in this war, has announced that "the
United States, in the Iran-Iraq war, is willing
to aid those countries in the region that see
themselves threatened." Reports from the
foreign press indicate that the United States is

♦Khorramshahr, the last major stronghold of the
Iraqi forces that had occupied parts of western Iran
since September 1980, was liberated by Iranian
troops on May 24.

planning to stage new military maneuvers in
the region.

The Israeli Prime Minister [Menachem] Be
gin has announced: "If the Iranian forces are
planning to advance towards Jerusalem, we
will crush them mid-way." Officials of the Eu
ropean governments, while making known
their apprehension about Operation Ramadan,
considered the advance made by the Iranian
forces as an important danger for the economic
interests of capitalist Europe in Iraq and the
Middle East.

Radio Cologne has reported: "According to
the economics minister of the Federal Republic
of Germany, the new Iranian operation is a se
rious threat to Germany's export market in the
Middle East." The British newspaper Finan
cial Times has declared: "The Iranian victory
has changed the balance of forces in the re
gion."

Also, the New York Times has said: "Ayatol-
lah Khomeini's Iran, in a messianic manner,
has shouted for liberation from the foreign
yoke and has plans for an expanded republic
based on Islamic principles." And the Amer
ican press, citing President Reagan, has said:
"The aggression of the Iranian forces against
Iraq can threaten the entire Persian Gulf area."

The recent UN Security Council resolution,
calling for a cease-fire between Iran and Iraq,
the placing of a so-called peacekeeping force
in the war zones, and the opening of negotia
tions between Iran and Iraq, indicate that in ad
dition to the world's imperialist governments,
the Moscow bureaucracy is also worried about
the continued victories of the revolution
against Saddam.

Under these circumstances, financial and
military aid to the Iraqi regime from imperial
ism's puppet governments in the region, such
as those of Egypt, Saudi Arabia, and Jordan,
continues. Hosni Mubartik, the Egyptian presi
dent, has asked for an emergency meeting of
Arab leaders to discuss the Iran-Iraq war.

At the same time, leaders of counterrevolu
tionary proimperialist groups outside the coun
try, such as Ali Amini, Shahpur Bakhtiar (both
prime ministers during the shah's regime), as
well as the leadership of the People's Mujahe-
deen Organization — which is tending more
and more in the direction of the imperialists'
policies — have all condemned the Iranian ad
vance onto Iraqi soil.

Against all the statements, propaganda
threats, and counterrevolutionary activities of
the imperialists, of the region's reactionary re
gimes, of royalist counterrevolutionary and
reactionary groups, and of reformist ciurents,
revolutionary socialists declare their positions
on the recent advance of the forces of the Is

lamic Republic and the new stage of the war
against Saddam's aggression to be the follow-
ing:

1. The war imposed by the Iraqi regime is
still the axis separating the ranks of revolution
and counterrevolution in the region.

On one side of this war front are the world's
imperialist countries and the reactionary re
gimes of the region, which are trying to behead
the Iranian revolution through Saddam's coun
terrevolutionary aggression.

On the other side are the dispossessed and
oppressed masses of Iran: workers, peasants,
tmd other toilers, who, after the overthrow of
the shah's regime, are struggling to completely
eradicate the imperialist yoke and do away
with imperialist exploitation, including exploi
tation by the capitdists and big landowners —
the principal base of imperialism in Iran.

2. The recent advance of the Islamic Repub
lic's forces onto Iraqi soil has taken place in
defense of the revolution. It is a principled
move that must be supported by all workers
and peasants and their organizations, especial
ly by the workers shoras [committees].

Continuation of the war on Iraqi soil does
not change the character of this war. The pro
letariat, just as before, will fight against the
Iraqi regime's aggressive army to defend its
revolution on Iraqi soil, under the military
leadership of the Islamic Republic. The extent
of advance inside Iraqi borders will be deter
mined according to military criteria.

3. At this stage of the war, winning Iraqi
toilers to the perspective of unity with the Iran
ian revolution has crucial importance in the
struggle to eradicate the yoke of imperialism.
In the present situation, victory in the war and
the advance of the revolution is impossible
without winning over the Iraqi toilers to the
side of the Iranian revolution. Therefore, with
the advance of the forces of the Islamic Repub
lic — the bulk of them composed of volunteers
from the anti-imperialist toiling masses, the
Baseej (Mobilization Corps) — the proletariat
will struggle for the rights of the Iraqi toilers in
all areas.

Fulfillment of this fundamental task — win
ning over the Iraqi toilers — is crucial at this
stage of the war. If for any reason the Iraqi
workers and toilers see the Islamic Republic's
forces inside Iraq as an army of foreign invad
ers, and thus mobilize and struggle against
these forces, the proper political response will
be to halt the advance inside Iraq and make the
corresponding political decisions.

Objectively, the war against Saddam's ag
gression has a class character: the Iranian and
Iraqi workers and peasants have identical inter
ests and are in one common front against the
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Iraqi Ba'athist regime.

4. The Saddam Hussein regime, which has
been the most important instrument of impe
rialist intervention against the Iranian revolu
tion in the recent period, is still a great danger
for the struggles of the Iranian workers and
toilers, and, consequently, for the Iraqi toilers
as well. It must be overthrown.

The struggle to overthrow this regime is
mainly up to the Iraqi workers and peasants.
And it is also the right of the oppressed Iraqi
people to choose their government freely.
Nonetheless, entrance of the forces of the Is

lamic Republic into Iraq can be a powerful aid
to the Iraqi workers and peasants in their revo
lutionary struggle to overthrow the yoke of
Saddam and his imperialist supporters.

5. Since the Islamic Republic is a capitalist

regime whose point of departure is not the in
terests of the toilers, it always creates obstacles
for the defense of the revolution and its exten

sion. Therefore, while struggling decisively
against the aggression of Saddam's army under
the military leadership of the Islamic Republic
government, the proletariat continues to main
tain its own political independence in this stage
of the war. It puts forward its own revolution
ary program against the capitalist government
and politicians.
The proletariat, just as before, condemns at

every stage all the obstacles and sabotage
created by the Islamic Republic against the de
fense of the revolution. By struggling for its
own demands and those of its allies, the prole
tariat prepares for the establishiment of a
workers and farmers government.

This means that in this stage of the war as

well, in order to strengthen the revolution's
barricades against the Iraqi regime and impe
rialism and win over the Iraqi toilers to the per
spective of unity with the Iranian revolution,
the proletariat raises the necessity of
deepgoing revolutionary reforms to eradicate
the yoke of imperialism and its fundamental
bases: the sabotaging capitalists and big land
owners.

The proletariat emphasizes demands such as
land reform, a state monopoly of foreign trade,
workers control of production, granting the
rights of oppressed nationalities — including
the oppressed Arab nationality — and ending
the fratricide in Kurdistan, eliminating the lim
itations on the Baseej and extending political
liberties. The proletariat also demands the ex
tension of workers and peasants shoras to all
fields of the revolution. □

The entry of Iranian forces Into Iraq
Resolution of the Revolutionary Workers Party (HKE)

[The following resolution was adopted Au
gust 16 by the Central Committee of the Rev
olutionary Workers Party (HKE) of Iran. The
HKE is one of the groups in Iran affdiated to
the Fourth International. The translation is by
Intercontinental Presj.l

"To the oppressed Iraqi nation, the noble,
suffering, and tortured people of Iraq: Now
your crusading brothers have been forced to
enter Iraqi territory in the course of defending
their homeland and fighting the enemy of
Islam. They also intend to liberate the oppres
sed Iraqi nation, with God's will, from the evil
of a party that during its illegal reign has in
flicted countless severe blows upon the noble
Iraqi nation. . . .

"Rise and join your sincere Iranian brothers
with Islamic brotherhood, in order to do away
with this tyrannical government. Rise and es
tablish your own desired Islamic regime."

— From the message of Imam Khomeini
on the beginning of "Operation Rama
dan," July 14, 1982.

The entry of Iran's fighting forces onto Iraqi
soil through the carrying out of "Operation
Ramadan" is a crucial turning point in Iran's
23-month war against the military aggression
of [Iraqi President] Saddam [Hussein] and im
perialism. The character of the war — one of
national liberation on the part of Iran and one
of aggression and subversion on the part of
Iraq — has not changed with the entry of Iran
into Iraq. As before, Iraq is the aggressor in
this war.

By entering Iraqi territory, Iran is still carry
ing on a defensive war against the forces of ag
gression. But the first stage of Saddam's and
imperialism's aggression against Iran —
marked initially by the occupation of Khor-

ramshahr, Qasr-e Shirin, and hundreds of
smaller cities and villages in Iran and later by
the strengthening of Iraq's positions — spurred
the military mobilization of the Iranian toilers.
In this way, the chain of victories — breaking
the siege of Abadan, the victory at Bostan, the
operations at Shush and Dezful, and finally the
liberation of Khorramshahr — put an end to
Iraq's forces in most of the occupied territo
ries. This was completed with what the Iraqis
called their "tactical retreats."

The first stage, which lasted 22 months, is
now behind us. Iran's military forces have en
tered Iraqi territory as a result of Iran's success
and victories. The war against the military ag
gression of Saddam and imperialism is now
continuing on Iraqi soil.

Finally, Saddam's and imperialism's ag
gression, almost two years since Iraq's first
military conquests, has been turned into its op
posite. U.S. imperialism, racist Israel, and the
traitorous right-wing Arab regimes in the re
gion cannot tolerate this fact. Hostility be
tween the Iranian revolution and imperialism
has grown sharper. Counterrevolutionary mil
itary aggression faces mortal defeat. The gam
ble the imperialists rushed into with their mil
itary attacks raised the stakes higher than ever
before.

A look at the overall situation in the Middle
East, where the criminal murder machine of
U.S. imperialism and Israel has carried out un
precedented atrocities in the invasion of Leb
anon, reveals the truth about the current situa
tion.

The liberation of Khorramshahr was a deci
sive blow to the Iraqi-imperialist invasion.
This great victory of the Iranian revolution im
bued the masses of the region with self-confi
dence. It brought the wave of anti-imperialist
and anti-Zionist struggles to a new crescendo.
Under these circumstances, 13 days after the

liberation of Khorramshahr, U.S. imperialism
unleashed its main supporter in the Middle
East, the military machine of the usurper re
gime of Israel. A vast and unprecedented inva
sion of Lebanon began. U.S. imperialism's
policy is to bare its fangs and claws to the mil
lions of people who have risen up in anti-impe
rialist and anti-Zionist struggles in the region.

Israel's invasion of Lebanon had as its im
mediate aim the destruction of the Palestinian
liberation movement. What is essential to un
derstand here is that U.S. imperialism and Is
rael were forced to carry out this operation not
on the basis of a series of victories but from a
position of weakness. It is for this reason that
the savage invasion has no chance of achieving
their aims. The invasion of Lebanon did not set
off a wave of pessimism and despair among the
masses; rather, it inflamed their rage and
hatred.

This operation by U.S. imperialism and Is
rael has provoked the oppressed Arab and
Muslim masses throughout the region. It has
stirred new awareness among them. From In
dia and Pakistan to North Africa, the toilers are
filled with solidarity for the Palestinians' de
mands and the struggle against Zionism.

What is new this time is that there is not only
solidarity among the masses of oppressed
Arabs and Muslims, but also a wave of antiwar
sentiment inside Israel. Every day brings news
of discontent in the Zionist army, and even of
demonstrations against the war.

In the framework of the confrontation be
tween revolution and counterrevolution in the
Middle East, and taking into consideration the
breadth of anti-imperialist agitation throughout
the region, even Israel's savage attack on Leb
anon only exposes the difficulty world impe
rialism faces in stopping and turning back the
struggles of the oppressed of the Middle East.

Israel's success in its latest criminal aggres-
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sion cannot deal the workers and peasants of
the Middle East a defeat big enough to stop or
crush the overall trend of anti-imperialist
movements among the oppressed masses. As a
result, the Middle East, instead of witnessing
the strengthening of imperialism's military
domination, has entered an era of confronta

tions between the oppressed and the imperialist
war machine.

Extending military mobilization is

the key to repelling aggression

It is by considering these characteristics of
the overall situation in the Middle East that

Iran's entry into Iraqi territoiy takes on partic
ular importance. Iraq's military aggression
opened up a period of direct military confron
tation between revolution and counterrevolu

tion in Iran.

From the very first moments of the Iraqi-im
perialist invasion, the people of Iran showed
their united determination to repel the aggres
sion. In subsequent months, struggles mounted
to eliminate the obstacles to military mobiliza
tion. Finally, beginning with the breaking of
the siege of Abadan (the first operation carried
out with broad participation by the fighters of
the Mobilization Corps)', victories were
scored through vast military mobilizations by
the masses of people. The liberation of Khor-
ramshahr and now the entry into Iraq have only
been possible through measures to broaden and
strengthen this military mobilization.
To reach this stage in repelling the military

aggression, the mass movement was forced to
pay a high price. Everyone recalls that at the
start of the aggression [President Abolhassan]
Bani-Sadr was Iran's commander in chief. As

soon as the aggression against Iran began, the
political infighting that had opened with the se
lection of the cabinet reached a peak and even
eclipsed the issue of the war.

Instead of setting forth a program of anti-im
perialist action to repel Saddam's military ag
gression, this infighting only resulted in the
most severe street clashes. By announcing his
so-called insurrection against oppression, Ba-
ni-Sadr had the aim of crushing the mass
movement for repelling military aggression.
But the revolution won out. Bani-Sadr was de

posed and fled the country.
The People's Mujahedeen Organization re

sponded to Bani-Sadr's call for insurrection by
launching its "armed struggle." This was clear
ly futile inside Iran. But Bani-Sadr's moves,
along with the counterrevolutionary actions of
ultraleft groups like the Mujahedeen, Peykar [a
Maoist group], and others, lent the necessary
cover for an intense imperialist campaign of
bombings and terror.
The imperialists' aim was to disorient, dem

oralize, and sow discord among the Iranian
workers and toilers. The oppressed masses of
the whole country recognized this danger and,
by holding marches of up to 1 million persons.

1. The Baseej-e Mustazafin (Mobilization Corps of
the Oppressed) is a volunteer militia made up largely
of poor and working-class youth.

neutralized this imperialist ploy.
The Iranian bourgeoisie — the main suppor

ter of imperialist terror — now had no alterna
tive but to limit political freedoms in order to
pursue its aims. The policy of executing
members and supporters of ultraleft groups
that was implemented by the Islamic Revolu
tionary Prosecutor with the aim of confronting
imperialist terror only provided the pretext
needed by the arrogant upper classes and the
forces under their influence and pressure. The
latter now set in motion their own restrictive

plans against the organizations and legal rights
of the workers and toilers.

It was in this period — mid-1981 — that the
Council of Guardians for the first time ruled

candidates of workers parties off the ballot.
Factory managers took advantage of the at
mosphere of arrests and jailings in order to
smear anti-imperialist workers and imprison
them. The firing of many Moslem workers, ac
tivists in the Baseej and the Reconstruction
Crusade,^ and leaders of the factory shoras
[committees] and Islamic anjomans [societies]
began and spread.
Toward the end of last year, the formation of

Islamic factory shoras was suspended. The
shoras were blocked from extending workers
control over production, which had involved
steps toward halting sabotage by the capitalists
and their hangers-on.

The implementation of a deepgoing land re
form was stalled by channeling this into the
state bureaucracy. No more was heard about
the formation and strengthening of the rural
shoras, which are the only guarantee for such a
program.

The literacy campaign, despite the masses'
enthusiasm for teaching or learning to read and
write, awaited the approval of various pro
grams.

Political freedoms won after the February
insurrection and codified in the constitution of

the Islamic Republic have been eroded. This
came in the context of the struggle against Sad
dam's invasion and the imperialist terror, that
is, an unprecedented state of emergency. Last
year, even a number of anti-imperialist intel
lectuals who had been active against the Pahla-
vi regime's oppression were arrested.
Moreover, just at the time of the final victo

ries at the war front and the liberation of Khor-

ramshahr, the press of all the workers parties
that had condemned armed struggle against the
Islamic Republic — such as the Tudeh Party,
the People's Fedayan (Majority), and the Rev
olutionary Workers Party — were all shut
down and legal activity was denied to these
groups.

In this way, the overall crisis of revolution
ary anti-imperialist leadership imposed severe
unevenness on the movement to spread the

2. The Jihad-e Sazandegi (Reconstruction Crusade)
is a government-sponsored organization of student
youth that provides aid to peasant villages such as
literacy and construction projects. The Crusade has
also played an important role at the war front, build
ing roads and organizing logistics.

revolution through repelling the military ag
gression of Iraq and imperialism. Military mo
bilization spread, but in the field of gaining vi
tal democratic and social demands, the capital
ist and landlord classes have been able to block

the deepening of the revolution.

New conditions after

Iran's entry into Iraq

Despite such unevenness in its develop
ment, the Iranian revolution has been able to

score victories in repelling Saddam's military
forces from the occupied territories. Now,
with Iran's entry onto Iraqi soil, further deci
sive struggles for the total defeat of Saddam's
aggression can unfold.

But to accomplish such a thing requires mo
bilization and organization of the workers and
toilers of Iran to deepen the anti-imperialist
struggle. As opposed to the earlier period,
when we were divided between the spreading
of military mobilization on the one hand and
the strengthening of the social organization
and struggles of the workers and toilers on the
other, military victory on Iraqi territory now
poses every day the need for a revolutionary,
anti-imperialist social program.
The Iranian workers and toilers were not

caught off guard by the entry onto Iraqi terri
tory. They have discussed all the political and
social questions that flow from it, such as how
to assure the victory of the revolution in Iraq.
Thus since the beginning of Operation Rama
dan we have seen an explosion of discussion
on all questions of the revolution among mili
tants and activists in the popular movements,
among all revolutionary Muslims.

Final defeat of Saddam requires
solidarity between Iraqi and Iranian workers

The basic problem is that historic events like
the overthrow of Saddam's regime and the
blossoming of the Iraqi revolution cannot be
based on the will of the Iranian forces alone.

Rather, they must be seen in their historical di
mension and acted upon accordingly.

Grasping the need for revolutionary solidar
ity by the toiling masses of Iraq with the Iran
ian revolution, and taking steps to strengthen
this solidarity, requires above all else an
awareness of the character of the oppression
and misery which the masses of Iraq have suf
fered because of the dictatorial regime of Sad
dam.

Like Iran, Iraq is an underdeveloped country
that has fallen under world imperialism's eco
nomic exploitation. The economic reconstruc
tion of Iraq, which is needed because of the
backwardness inherited from world imj erial-
ism and its influence, requires an end to de
pendency.
The peasants of Iraq, like those of Iran, are

faced with the land problem and require a
deepgoing agrarian reform. The national rights
of the Iraqi Kurds, who were crushed through
the collaboration and unity in action of Sad
dam and the ex-shah of Iran, should be recog
nized. In a word, Iraq is faced with the same
problems that face Iran, with the difference
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that Iraq is still in the grip of a military dicta
torship.
The masses of Iraq are plainly faced with the

task of overthrowing Saddam's regime, which
is supported by the imperialists and by the
right-wing regimes in the region.

Widespread agitation among the Iraqi
masses against Saddam's dictatorship, which
is the vital element for the military victory of
Iran in Iraqi territory, cannot be produced on
command. The situation cannot be changed in
an hour or a day. The Iraqi people's sympathy
for the Iranian revolution, while it exists, and

while it is a crucial element in the agitation of
the Iraqi people against Saddam's dictatorship,
is not sufficient in and of itself.

Rather, in order to help the people of Iraq to
turn Saddam's war against Iran into a civil war
of the Iraqi people against Saddam's regime,
there must be effective propaganda. The op
pressed masses of Iraq must be mobilized.
On the banner of the Iranian revolution is in

scribed resolute combat against imperialism.
This banner stands for uprooting imperialist
domination and achieving the demands of in
dependence and freedom. It is the banner of
the social rights of the Iranian people; of indus
trialization and economic production; of up
rooting landlords, feudalists, and khans in the
countryside; of literacy for all; of full rights for
the oppressed nationalities; of achieving equal
rights for women in society.

Indeed, such are the measures of the Iranian

revolution that no right-wing dictatorship can
confront them. But a whole series of paths to
political freedom and social gains for the op
pressed of Iran have been blocked as a result of
imperialist terror and the clever stratagems of
the native rich and powerful in the past period.

This is the main obstacle in the way of de
feating Saddam's forces on Iraqi territory. If
one binds the wings of a dove, one ought not
be surprised that it doesn't fly. Preventing the
organization of the toilers and blocking further
development of anti-imperialist measures
means binding the wings of the dove of the Is
lamic Revolution of Iran. This is at the root of

the difficulties facing the continuation of mil
itary combat on Iraqi soil.

Victory on Iraqi territory cannot be the re
sult of a few clever military orders for the
army. The struggle to repel Saddam's invasion
on Iranian territory showed that it wasn't the
wisdom of a military plan but the overall agita
tion of the toilers in military mobilizations that
played the decisive role in the defeat of Iraq.
Likewise, today it is the activity of the workers
and toilers of Iran in deepening the revolution
that is more powerful than any military strata
gem or weapon in defeating the Iraqi army.
Revolution is the state of activity and effort on
the part of the masses, not a few military com
mands.

Political preconditions for
military victory on Iraqi soil

The lessons of the defeat of the Iraqi military
forces can now be grasped by everyone. The
military mobilization of the workers, toilers.

and youth of the country has been the back
bone of Iran's victories. A coordinated mobili

zation with universal military training must
now be implemented. Formation of the Army
of 20 Million will be possible once the workers
and toilers who participate in the mobilizations
place confidence in commanders who are of
their own flesh and blood and who are the per
sonification of their will. This program has
been on the order of the day since the victory
of the February [1979] insurrection.

The criminal invasion of Lebanon by the
usurper Israeli regime has driven home the fact
that the confrontation between revolution and

imperialism — involving the aroused masses
in their millions — is a protracted struggle.
The Cuban revolution, more than 20 years
since its victory, is still under pressure and
threats from U.S. imperialism and is now on
military alert.

This protracted confrontation puts an end to
all the myths that solving social problems must
be put off because of the problems of wartime.
This is clearly a false approach. Every Iranian
worker and toiler knows that the antagonism of
U.S. imperialism toward the Iranian revolution
will not end even after the overthrow of Sad

dam's regime.
In order to strengthen the Iranian revolution

in this protracted confrontation, a program of
military mobilization is needed that can create
a military power free from bureaucratism. The
actions of the Islamic Revolutionary Guards
and of the Komitehs of the Islamic Revolution

[neighborhood-based security units] offer the
first examples in this direction. The Revolu
tionary Guards and the Mobilization Corps
were the key to Iran's military victory in re
pelling the aggressors.

Defending the revolution through setting up
the Army of 20 Million, through establishing
the military might of the revolution free of the
capitalist and landlord saboteurs — this is the
real anti-imperialist program to advance suc
cessfully along the road of confrontation with
the imperialist warmongers.

The need to rebuild the economy
and strengthen workers' organizations

Industry and agriculture in Iran suffer from a
heritage of backwardness. Three centuries of
imperialist exploitation and domestic repres
sion left the Iranian revolution a dependent
economy. This has also shaped public con
sciousness; It is impossible to overcome these
difficulties without implementing the most
thoroughgoing social measures.

Shortages, production bottlenecks, lack of
planning, the effectiveness of the imperialist
economic boycott, high prices, and unemploy
ment are all the results of the profiteering sys
tem of Iranian capitalism.

A lot has been said since the victory of the
revolution in Iran about good and bad capital
ists and landlords. Meanwhile, all that any of
them want to do is accumulate wealth. This

wealth is accumulated by fleecing the workers
and toilers. These are the chains that bind the

Iranian economic system hand and foot, chains

that have held back the productivity of labor
and prevented economic reconstruction. This
is the reason for the failures of government of
ficials in the past three years.
The governments, instead of educating and

organizing the masses, instead of mobilizing
their limitless power to solve all the economic
and social problems, have instead taken the
side of the native capitalist and landlord
classes.

Thus, the content of the government's agrar
ian laws is not the needs of the broad masses of

villagers or the needs of our country's agricul
ture, but rather the needs of the landlord class

and the capitalists.

It is a confirmed fact — based on the expe
riences of revolutions all over the world — that

a policy of compromise, collaboration, and de
pendence on capitalism makes victory over im
perialism impossible. There have been many
petty-bourgeois and bourgeois political cur
rents in the colonial and semicolonial world

that have demonstrated this through their own
actions.

Gandhi was the great leader of the antico-
lonial movement of India. He based the Indian

people's anticolonial hopes on collaboration
with and dependence upon the Indian capital
ists. Sufficient time has passed since this expe
rience for all to know that Indian society has
not been able to solve a single one of its histor
ical problems resulting from backwardness and
imperialist oppression. The problems of ptover-
ty, illiteracy, lack of housing, lack of health fa
cilities, and of course hunger are still stalking
India. The productive forces of labor have not
been liberated from capitalist profiteering.
The Indian bourgeoisie — imitating the im

perialist centers — holds elections and has a
parliament and other legislative bodies. But
the downtrodden of India are still left with

empty plates.

In Egypt, Nasserism gave rise to Sadat and
Hosni Mubarak. The Iraqi Ba'ath Party turned
into the agent of impierialism's attack on the
Iranian revolution. Neither effected any funda
mental change in social relations in Egyptian
or Iraqi society.
The program for social change of bourgeois

and petty-bourgeois political currents only
scratches the surface of society. A policy of re
liance on the native capitalist and landlord
classes never gets the anti-impierialist move
ment anywhere.
A program of national economic reconstruc

tion requires the mobilization of the workers.
This means workers organizations, such as the
shoras. To confront the intrigues of the capital
ist agents in the factories, workers control
must be implemented. By merging related in
dustries to create unified industrial sectors,
with nationwide state planning of production,
and by nationalizing the banks and impxtsing a
state monopoly on foreign trade, one can com-
p)ensate for the lack of capitalist profitability in
the country's economy.
The workers and toilers are the majority;

they should control the country's economy.
When the dispxrssessed masses control society
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not only will the running of the economy based
on the needs of society be guaranteed, but all
idle talk about good and bad capitalists and
landlords will be exposed in practice. It will
then be demonstrated whether the capitalists
are willing to invest to raise production in the
interests of society, or only to reap greater
profits.

Solving the land question and implementing
an agrarian reform is likewise possible only
through mobilizing the masses of the country's
villagers. The experience of movements like
the Reconstruction Crusade has shown that on

ly through forming village shoras can back
wardness in the villages be uprooted and self-
sufficiency in agriculture be secured. The dis
tribution of land to the villagers, along with fi
nancial and technical support, is what is
needed.

The need to uproot illiteracy is still on the
agenda after three years. So the implementa
tion of a decisive program through a general
mobilization of all available resources in the

country is necessary.

There is also a need to grant the rights of the
nationalities, to uphold the freedom to speak
and teach in the national languages and to
develop the culture of these nationalities.
These are fundamental measures for uprooting
the poverty inherited from imperialist rule over
our country. They must all be implemented.

Remove limitations on political
freedoms and workers organizations

How can U.S. imperialism and Pahlavi op
pression salvage their rule over Iran? The aim
of the imperialists and their puppet regimes is
clear. Their central aim is to preserve their in
terests and continue plundering the oppressed
nations. Thus their policy is to prevent the peo
ple from becoming aware of their activities.
The vicious rule of American imperialism

over Iranian society, while rooted in eco
nomics, was accompanied by rule over our so
ciety's culture. The February insurrection and
the victory of the Islamic revolution began
with a rejection of Western values and a revi
val of Islamic culture and traditions. Three

centuries of colonial influence and misery for
our people came to an end.

Today, we must take three centuries' worth
of vengeance on the imperialists and the rich
and powerful of our own country. Every aspect
of the Great Satan's oppression must be under
stood. We must go to the roots. The principles
of freedom of thought, assembly, and expres
sion, of freedom of the press and the right to
form and strengthen mass organizations are
important tools for advancing along this path.

Exposing the actions of the high and mighty
is only possible by taking these rights into ac
count. One of the aims of the capitalists and
landlords is to lay the groundwork for prevent
ing the activity of working class parties. Thus
the blocking of the Revolutionary Workers
Party and the Tudeh Party from participating in
the elections delighted these forces.

Things have now gone so far that, under the
pressure and influence of the rich and power

ful, the publication of newspapers by the
workers parties has even been forbidden, un
der the excuse that there is an atmosphere of
imperialist terror. These measures coincided
with the final repelling of Iraq's military ag
gression and the liberation of Khorramshahr.

Particularly under these circumstances, the
need for freedom of expression is felt more
acutely. At a time when different viewpoints
are even being expressed among Islamic faqihs
[highest religious authorities] — differences
that have led to greater clarity — how can it be
that the workers parties' publications are being
suppressed?
Such illegal limitations can only be turned

into tools in the hands of the arrogant against
the workers organizations. The capitalists and
landlords will now seek to use these restric

tions against the workers' military mobiliza
tions, the Revolutionary Guards, and the
revolutionary Komitehs. Likewise, they will
pursue their aim of preventing the spread and
development of Islamic workers shoras and an-
jomans.

Every blow to the political liberties won
through the Eebruary insurrection is a direct
blow to the organization and mobilization of
the workers and toilers in anti-imperialist
struggle.
The experience of the Iranian workers dur

ing the shah's time is still fresh. The workers
shouldered a backbreaking burden of Pahlavi
oppression. They had no possibility of organi
zation, and were deprived of any means for de
ciding their own fate. But that same working
class changed the country's political scene
with their strikes. These, added to the people's
overall agitation against oppression, provided
the necessary power to overthrow the Pahlavi
regime.
Now, in the fourth year of the revolution,

the petty-bourgeois intellectuals that occupy
government posts, under the pressure of the
capitalists and landlords, have blocked the re
cognition of the most elementary rights of the
workers and toilers that were codified in the

constitution of the Islamic Republic.
Bahram Ali Atai and Mohammed Bagher

Falsafi, two leaders of the Revolutionary
Workers Party, are now being illegally de
tained. No article in the constitution authorizes

the holding of these two brothers in prison.
Bahram Ali Atai has complained to the Su
preme Court about this violation of the consti
tution. But since his detention, this brother has

not even had a hearing in order to demonstrate
his innocence.

The banning of the socialist weekly Kargar
and the papers of the Tudeh Party and other
workers parties is likewise in violation of the
constitution. It is hardly necessary to stress
again the need for freedom of expression for
the workers parties in the context of the
deepening of the Iranian revolution. Suffice it
to say that these restrictions trample the consti
tution under foot and are illegal.
Now even the publication of books is under

attack. Such censorship, which has occurred in
the case of the distribution of Ketab-e Engel-

ab,^ indicates the seriousness of the dangers
that threaten the gains of the revolution. The
Iranian revolution and the struggles of the
masses of workers and toilers not only do not
benefit from such measures, but they are
harmed by them.

Only a workers and farmers government
can steadfastly stand up to imperialism

The Iranian revolution, despite its uneven-
ness in development, has been able to repel the
military aggression of Iraq and imperialism. It
has been able to carry this resistance onto Iraqi
soil. At the same time, however, the revolu
tion is faced with limitations on political free
dom and workers organizations.

This revolution now must be the standard-

bearer of the struggle to remove the political
and social obstacles that block its own devel

opment. Hence there is a greater need than
ever to establish a government that is free from
the pressure and influence of the capitalist and
landlord classes, one based on the organiza
tions of the workers and toilers.

The workers are always asking themselves,
why don't we have our own representatives in
parliament, or, even more importantly, in the
government itself?

In the struggles against Pahlavi oppression,
the Iranian workers and toilers looked to Islam

as the religion that expressed their politics.
Since politics is always the embodiment of
class interests in society, the worker and toiler
Muslims used Islam to throw off their oppres
sion. Now they have decided on a perspective
of cutting off the yoke of imperialism and get
ting rid of capitalist and landlord rule.
The Iranian clerics who joined the mass

struggle and participated in overthrowing Pah
lavi oppression must now reject the interests of
the capitalists and landlords. Those who are
not conscious of the need to break from the in

terests of the capitalists in the anti-imperialist
struggle, or who underestimate this, will never
achieve victory.

In the context of U.S. imperialism's eternal
hostility to the Iranian revolution and the Is
lamic Republican government of Iran, every
worker and toiler is aware of the need to de

fend the revolution and the Islamic Republic
against imperialism's attacks and intrigues and
those of its internal and external allies.

For the defense of the revolution, it is neces

sary to get rid of the pressure and influence that
the capitalists and landlords have in determin
ing policy through the state bureaucracy. The
only guarantee for the implementation of this
is the establishment of a government based on
the organizations of the oppressed masses.
A government that supports the interests of

the downtrodden of society and that is com
posed of workers and toilers — that is, a
workers and farmers government — is the only

3. Ketab-e Engelab (Book of Revolution) was a col
lection of articles by revolutionary leaders such as
Tomas Borge of Nicaragua and V.I. Lenin published
by the HKE in August. The regime ordered its distri
bution suspended.
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way to secure victory in the struggle against
imperialism's intrigues. Such a government
could show the way for the victory of the strug
gles of the Arab and Palestinian masses of the
Middle-East.

With the establishment of a workers and

farmers government in Iran, the oppressed
masses of the Islamic world, particularly in the
Middle East, would find the way to defeat the

Honduras

rule of imperialism and Zionism.
With a thoroughgoing anti-imperialist trans

formation in Iran and the establishment of such

a government, the Arab and Kurdish masses of
Iraq would look at the Iranian armed forces as
the liberation army of the Middle East. In this
way, the entry of Iran onto Iraqi territory could
become a turning point in the history of the en
tire region. □

Guerrillas challenge dictatorship
Regime's role in region heightens social conflict
By Michael Baumann

MANAGUA, Nicaragua — The Honduran
regime of President Roberto Suazo Cordova
has been pushed into a key role in the Reagan
administration's counterrevolutionary war in
Central America.

Honduran troops have been operating
against the rebel forces in El Salvador. They
have also been backing up the 4,000 to 5,000
exiled soldiers of the late Nicaraguan dictator
Anastasio Somoza. These rightist forces are
based in camps along the Nicaraguan border
and conduct constant terror-raids into
Nicaragua. Some 100 U.S. military advisers
are officially operating inside Honduras, and
estimates of the total number of U.S. service
men there are as high as 900.

But by pushing Honduras into the forefront
of the military confrontation in the region,
Washington has also sped up the evolution of
an already tense social conflict within Hon
duras. This was highlighted September 17
when more than 80 of Honduras's leading
businessmen and 3 government officials were
taken hostage in San Pedro Sula, the country's
second-largest city and main industrial center.

A commando unit of the Cinchonero guer
rilla organization carried out the daring seizure
of San Pedro Sula's Chamber of Commerce
headquarters as a top-level meeting was being
held to discuss the country's economic crisis.

Among the government officials captured
were the minister of housing, the minister of
finance, and the president of the central bank.

Although smaller in scope, the action is re
miniscent of the Sandinistas' 1978 takeover of
the National Palace in Nicaragua, which won
the release of 58 political prisoners.

Cinchonero demands

The Cinchoneros have issued eight demands
in return for the release of the hostages. The
main ones are:

• Freedom for 60-70 political prisoners,
about half of whom are Salvadoran freedom
fighters imprisoned by the Honduran govern
ment.

• A halt to Honduran military intervention
in El Salvador.

• Immediate expulsion of U.S., Chilean, Is

raeli, and Argentine military advisers.
• Expulsion of the Somozaist forces based

along the Nicaraguan border.
• Use of the millions of dollars in imperial

ist military aid to resolve the crushing prob
lems of Honduran workers and peasants.

The initial response of the Suazo Cordova
regime was to try to retake the Chamber of
Commerce headquarters by force. Surround
ing the area with members of the elite "Cobra"
military unit, they riddled the building with
bullets, gravely threatening the lives of all the
hostages.

One of the hostages, Mario Belot, president
of the Chamber of Commerce, complained bit
terly about the government's lack of concern
for their lives. "They were shooting at us from
all directions," he told reporters by telephone.

A negotiating committee was subsequently
set up to discuss the guerrillas' demands. It is
made up of the bishop of San Pedro Sula, the
Vatican's diplomatic envoy in Central Ameri
ca, and an official from the Venezuelan em
bassy.

Among the Salvadorans whose release is be
ing demanded is Commander Alejandro Mon
tenegro of the Farabundo Mart! National Lib
eration Front (FMLN). Montenegro was the
leader of an operation earlier this year that re
sulted in the destmction of three-quarters of
the Salvadoran dictatorship's airforce. He was
arrested in Honduras on August 22.

Worldwide exposure of the Honduran gov
ernment's brutal repression of democratic
rights is clearly one of the Cinchoneros' aims.

Many of the Honduran political prisoners
whose release is being demanded are in fact
believed to have been murdered during their
detention by security forces.

What they want to do, one of the Cinchone
ro commanders told reporters, is to "force the
army to admit they have murdered them."

Volatile political situation

The Cinchoneros take their name from a le
gendary 19th-century peasant leader, Serapio
"Cinchonero" Romero. Romero, executed in
1869 following an armed campaign to stop the
seizure of peasants' land, is viewed as a na
tional hero by the poor and exploited of Hon
duras.

The combination of a deteriorating econo
my, an increasingly repressive government,
and highly unpopular military campaigns
against the Salvadoran and Nicaraguan revolu
tions have produced a volatile political situa
tion in Honduras.

As U.S. arms ($60 million in 1982-83), ad
visers (already twice as many as jn El Salva
dor), and "diplomatic" personnel (largest U.S.
embassy staff north of Brazil) pour in, even
sectors of the Honduran mling class and Cath
olic church hierarchy have warned against the
growing social tension this militarization has
produced.

Following the purge of 75 of the army's
more liberal officers, and open calls by high
military officials for U.S. military interven
tion, the editors of the Honduran daily El
Tiempo have expressed concern over the gov
ernment's course. In mid-August they criti
cized the establishment of an "army whose
weapons cost the Honduran people hundreds
of millions of dollars, and unending political
and economic sacrifice."

Catholic bishops have also blasted increas
ing expenditures on arms in a time of social
crisis. The vice-president of the Honduran par
liament has called for the expulsion of the So
mozaist National Guards. And even the former
head of internal security has publicly charged
the govemment with trying to start a "criminal
and bloody" war against Nicaragua.

Economic crisis

Meanwhile, workers' purchasing power has
dropped by more than 35 percent, production
has declined by 50 percent, and imports by
more than 60 percent. Unemployment tops
150,000, and another 120,000 may lose their
jobs if two big U.S., corporations — the Stan
dard Fruit banana company and the Rosario
Resources mining company — carry through
threats to shut down operations.

Only vast infusions of U.S. dollars are keep
ing the economy afloat. Following his visit to
Washington in July, President Suazo Cordova
boasted that he had secured agreement for
more than a half a billion in loans ($150 mil
lion from the International Monetary Fund,
$110 million from the World Bank, $134 mil
lion from the Inter-American Development-
Bank, and $116 million from the U.S. Agency
for International Development). The total of
these loans is nearly two-thirds of the coun
try's annual export income.

Whatever the outcome of the hostage seiz
ure in San Pedro Sula, none of these social and
economic problems will quickly go away.

As the president of the Honduran Socialist
Party, Marco Virgilio Can'as, warned at the
end of August, "making war on Nicaragua and
intervening in El Salvador can only accelerate
conditions for a revolution in Honduras." □
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