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NEWS ANALYSR

'Open season' on Palestinians
By Ernest Harsch
"From arbitrary arrests to vigilante raids, to

the denial of shelter, running water and elec
tricity, it is open season on Palestinian ref
ugees in Lebanon."

That description — from a Beirut dispatch
by reporter Dan Williams in the October 3
Miami Herald — captures only part of the war
that is now being waged against the half-mil
lion Palestinians living in Lebanon. The Sep
tember 16-18 massacre of hundreds of Pales

tinians in the Sabra and Shatila refugee camps
was just the most dramatic expression of this
war.

From the very beginning of the Israeli inva
sion of Lebanon on June 6, the Palestinian

people and their heroic struggle for self-deter
mination, led by the Palestine Liberation Or
ganization (PLO), have been the central targets
of the Zionist onslaught.
The massive Israeli bombing raids of West

Beirut were not directed primarily at the PLO's
military forces. The main targets were the
Palestinian civilian population and the pre
dominantly Muslim Lebanese working class
that has long supported the Palestinian strug
gle.

Aim to crush Palestinians

The Israeli rulers know full well that in order

to strike a major blow against the Palestinian
movement it is not sufficient to hit the PLO's

fighters, but to strike at its roots — the mass of
exiled Palestinians. That is why the Israeli jet
fighters concentrated on bombing so many
hospitals, schools, refugee camps, apartment
buildings, clinics, and other facilities and in
stitutions that served the Palestinian population
as a whole.

Armed and funded by Washington, the Is
raeli invaders were successful in driving the
PLO out of Beirut. They are now pushing to
expel the PLO from other parts of Lebanon, as
well as the Syrian troops stationed at the Bekaa
Valley. On October 4, Israeli jets again hit Sy
rian antiaircraft positions in the valley.

At the same time, the Zionist rulers aim to

terrorize and disperse as much of the Palestin
ian population as possible, to break it up as an
organized entity, to wipe it out as a political
force.

All this is presented by the U.S., French,
and Italian imperialists as part of the campaign
to "stabilize" Lebanon and to assert the author

ity of the Lebanese government — the new
rightist regime of Amin Gemayel, whose
Phalangist militia gangs carried out the mas
sacre in Sabra and Shatila.

Massive roundups

When the Israeli army first overran West
Beirut on September 15, Israeli troops rounded
up thousands of Palestinians and members of

the various Muslim and leftist militia forces

that were allied with the PLO. They also looted
and carted away invaluable archival material
collected over the years by Palestinian schol
ars, including irreplaceable manuscripts and
documents on Palestinian history and culture.
The Israeli rulers want to erase every vestige of
the Palestinian nation.

After the Israeli troops withdrew from the
city, the sweeps were continued by the
Lebanese army, with the direct backing of the
multinational force of U.S., French, and Ita

lian troops.
In a September 27 dispatch from Beirut,

New York Times correspondent James Clarity
reported, "The army has been carefully check
ing the passports and identification papers of
people on the streets, and in some neighbor
hoods has been ordering people out of their
homes to be checked. In the process, the army
has detained an estimated 3,000 people.
"Press reports here say that about 300

people, most of them believed to be Palesti
nians, have been deported in recent days, most
of them to Syria."

In subsequent days, thousands more were
picked up. Entire sections of West Beirut were
cordoned off, and troops made house-to-house
searches and stopped cars and people on the
streets for identity checks. In just one Palestin
ian refugee camp in West Beirut, Burj al Braj-
neh, 578 Palestinians were arrested for not

having proper residency papers.
On October 5 and 6, French troops partici

pated directly in the roundups. Together with
the Lebanese army, they sealed off the down
town area of West Beirut with tanks and ar

mored cars. While Lebanese troops detained
Palestinians and Lebanese civilians, the

French soldiers searched automobiles.

Some of those later released have reported
being beaten and otherwise mistreated by their
captors. Muslim leaders in West Beirut have
raised an alarm about 1,500 people who are
now missing.

An unknown number of those detained in

West Beirut have been taken to the Israeli-run

Ansar detention camp in southern Lebanon,
which is now thought to hold some 8,000 pris
oners, most of them Palestinians.

Similar roundups are being conducted by Is
raeli troops in the Palestinian refugee camps
around Sidon in southern Lebanon. There have

also been reports of shootings and other ter
rorist attacks against Palestinians in the south,
carried out by the rightist Christian militia
forces.

'They will be deported'

The searches, detentions, expulsions, and
killings have spread fear and anxiety through
out the Palestinian population of Lebanon.
"It's as if there was a plan to terrorize the

Palestinians," one 70-year-old Palestinian told
a reporter.

In fact, there is a plan. More and more,
Lebanese govemment officials are admitting
that their goal is to expel or drive out much of
the Palestinian population.
As a justification, they are seizing on the

fact that as many as half of the Palestinian ref
ugees in Lebanon do not have valid papers.
Only those who came with the first wave of
refugees in 1948 were given identity cards, is
sued by the United Nations Relief and Works
Agency. But many thousands more have
sought refuge in Lebanon since then, driven
out of their homes by the 1956 and 1967 Mid
dle East wars and the 1970 civil war in Jordan,

in which the Jordanian govemment expelled
the PLO and much of the Palestinian refugee
population from that country.

In an interview in the Saudi Arabian

magazine Al Yamama, Gemayel declared that
these Palestinians had no right to be in Leba
non. "Neither law nor logic allows them to re
main in Lebanon," he said.

Following some of the army sweeps through
Burj al Brajneh and parts of West Beirat, Maj.
Atef Torbay, a spokesman for the Lebanese
Defense Ministry, was asked what would hap
pen to Palestinians who did not have identity
cards. "They will be deported," he replied. He
did not indicate where to.

Houses bulldozed

On September 27, the French-language
Beimt daily I'Orient le Jour reported that gov
ernment officials were studying plans to limit
the number of Palestinians in Lebanon to

50,000 — about one-tenth of those now in the

country. Although the Lebanese regime is in
no position at this time to actually try to imple
ment such a sweeping expulsion, the an
nouncement that it is considering such drastic
plans is an important political move. It indi
cates the direction of the government's policy
and is intended to further terrorize the Palestin

ian population.

Another Beimt daily. An Nahar, reported
the same week that the govemment wants to
relocate the refugee camps outside of the main
urban areas. According to a summary of the re
port in the September 30 Christian Science
Monitor, this would be "to protect the
Lebanese public from taint by politically active
Palestinians."

The Phalangist-dominated regime has al
ready begun to destroy some of the Palestinian
camps, and to prevent Palestinians from re
building those damaged by the war. In the
Palestinian neighborhood of Meia Meia in
Sidon, for instance, militia forces have sys
tematically bumed and bulldozed Palestinian
homes.

Although electrical power has been restored
to the rest of Beimt, it has not been tumed on

in the Shatila camp. Moreover, shops and
houses built by Palestinians and Lebanese
Muslims on so-called public land in Beimt are
being bulldozed. No provision has been made
to house the people being driven out in this
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way. They had originally been forced to build
these structures on any available land after
being expelled from their homes in East Beirut
during the Lebanese civil war or in the south
during earlier Israeli attacks.
The September 16-18 massacre in the Sabra

and Shatila camps was part of this organized
campaign to terrorize the Palestinian popula
tion.

This was pointed to in the September 28
issue of Ha'aretz, the main daily paper in Is
rael. Military correspondent Zev Schiff com
mented, "It has become apparent that this was
not a spontaneous act of revenge after the mur
der of Bashir Gemayel [Amin's brother, the
president-elect, who was assassinated Sep
tember 14], but an act that was planned be
forehand with the objective of causing a mass
flight of Palestinians from Beirut and Leba
non."

Marines back crackdown

This ongoing terror campaign shows up the
true role of the multinational "peacekeeping"
force in Lebanon. The purpose of the U.S.,
French, and Italian troops is not to protect
Palestinians and Lebanese from the rightist
Phalangist-led bands, but to help Gemayel's
Phalangist-led regime impose its ruthless grip
on the country on behalf of the imperialists.
One unnamed "U.S. policy-maker" was

quoted in the October 4 Washington Post,
"The central problem is trying to assert central
government control over the fringe elements.
Somehow, these elements will have to be

purged or suppressed."
According to the Phalangists, these "fringe

elements" include half a million Palestinians

and the many thousands of Lebanese working
people who support the Palestinian struggle
and oppose the impterialist domination of their
country.

The immediate role of the more than 3,000

U.S., French, and Italian troops is to directly
facilitate the mass sweeps the Gemayel regime
is now carrying out. Just before the U.S.
Marines were sent in, an unnamed U.S. gov
ernment official told the New York Times Sep
tember 27 that the marines would "man bor

ders and major road crossings so that the
Lebanese Army won't have to worry about
their flanks while they get on with their job of
disarming various factions, finding arms
caches and so forth."

As the French participation in the identity
checks showed, the troops are not limiting
themselves to protecting the Lebanese army's
"flanks."

In addition to the troops' specific actions,
their very presence in Lebanon is intended to
politically bolster the Gemayel regime, which
is still far from its goal of establishing control
over the country as a whole.
One of the tasks of Morris Draper, President

Reagan's new special envoy to Lebanon, is to
assess GemayeTs military needs, in prepara
tion for the provision of U.S. arms and finan
cial assistance.

The ties between Washington and the

Phalangists are not new. They go back at least
a year.

In July 1981, Bashir Gemayel visited
Washington and met with a number of U.S.
government officials. Shortly thereafter, ac
cording to a report in the October I
Washington Post, the Central Intelligence
Agency established an "information link" with
the Phalangist militia's intelligence units,
commanded by Elie Hobeika, an aide to Bashir
Gemayel. Hobeika also maintained close ties
with Mossad, the Israeli counterpart of the
CIA.

It was Hobeika who led the Phalangist
forces into Sabra and Shatila to carry out their
massacre of the Palestinian refugees.

Just as the Israeli government has been seek
ing to deny any responsibility for that massacre
by pinning the entire blame on the Phalangists,
the U.S. government is trying to claim that its
hands are clean of the mass detentions and

beatings of Palestinians now being conducted
by the Lebanese army.
On October 6, State Department spokesman

Alan Romberg said that Washington was
working closely with the Lebanese govern
ment "in establishing control over West
Beirut." But he also had the audacity to claim
that the Reagan administration was "con
cerned, of course, that it be done in a proper
manner, without basic violation of rights."
The crimes being carried out by the Israelis,

Phalangists, and Lebanese army troops —
backed by the White House and the French and
Italian governments — have caused the Pales
tinian people much suffering, and will undoub
tedly cause more. But they cannot stop the
Palestinian struggle for self-determination,
any more than the atrocities carried out by the
apartheid regime in South Africa have been
able to stop the Black freedom struggle in that
country.

Washington and the Israeli regime have al
ready paid a high pol itical price for their blood
letting in Lebanon. International solidarity
with the Palestinian people and efforts to ex
pose and spotlight the criminal actions of the
imperialists can help raise that political price
even more. □
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Lebanon

Why 'peacekeepers' will not bring peace
Imperialists deal big blows, but pay heavy price

By David Frankel
[The following article appeared in the Oc

tober 8 issue of the U.S. socialist weekly Mili
tant.]

Claiming that they will act "to restore peace
to Beirut," President Reagan has ordered 1,200
marines into Lebanon.

The U.S. Marines, along with French and
Italian troops, are acting as an occupation force
in behalf of the right-wing Christian forces that
were handed governmental power by the Israeli
army in late August.

There is a precedent for this invasion of
Beirut by U.S. Marines. The same thing was
done in 1958, and for the same reason — to

shore up the discriminatory political system
that guarantees the domination of Lebanon's
Maronite Christian minority. A majority of
Lebanon's population is Muslim, and the
Maronite sect represents at most only half of
the Christian minority — in other words, less
than a quarter of the population.

This discriminatory arrangement was foisted
on Lebanon by its former French colonial mas
ters, who used it to divide the population, thus
facilitating their rule. From the point of view
of the imperialists, this remains a useful ar
rangement for maintaining their domination.
The result for Lebanon was the bloody civil
war of 1975-76, and the years of chaos since
then.

Far from leading to peace, the reimposition
of a Lebanese government based on the most
right-wing sectors of the Maronite minority can
only result in big new conflicts within Leba
non, whatever immediate successes there are

in stabilizing the new regime. The multina
tional "peacekeeping" force is committing a
crime against the people of Lebanon. And this
crime is linked to another one — the Israeli

invasion of Lebanon,

Results of invasion

The politics of the Middle East have passed
through a historic watershed. This is clear in
light of the events since the Israeli army in
vaded Lebanon on June 6.

While the long-planned Israeli invasion has
dealt big blows to the Palestinian and Lebanese
peoples, and to the anti-imperialist struggle in
the Middle East as a whole, it also showed the

scope of the difficulties facing the imperialists.
The rulers in both Israel and the United States

have paid a heavy political price for their gains.

Within Lebanon, the negative impact of the
Israeli invasion is quite clear. The military po
sitions of the Palestine Liberation Organization

w

U.S. Marines In Beirut.

(PLO) in Beirut and in the southern part of the
country have been eliminated. Thousands of
Palestinian fighters have been killed or cap
tured, and thousands more dispersed. Much of
Lebanon remains under Israeli occupation.
And a right-wing, Phalangist-dominated gov
ernment has been installed in Beirut.

Furthermore, Washington, along with its
imperialist allies in France and Italy, has taken
advantage of the situation to send combat
troops, with orders to shoot, into Lebanon.
This move must be seen in the context of the

overall U.S. military buildup in the Middle

East during the past five years.
Washington's purpose in beefing up its

military presence is to prepare the way for in
tervention to defend the interests of U.S. oil

companies against revolutionary struggles in
the region. Moreover, by sending marines into
the explosive situation in Lebanon, Reagan has
established a precedent that will make it easier
for him to do the same thing in Central America
and the Caribbean.

At the same time, the events in Lebanon
showed the limits of imperialist power. Al
though the fundamental purpose of the Israeli
invasion was to eliminate the PLO as a political
force, that was beyond the power of the Israeli
military machine.

Heroic resistance

The heroic resistance of the PLO in West

Beirut — especially when contrasted to the
brutality of the Israeli seige — gave millions
throughout the world a new understanding of
the progressive character of the Palestinian
struggle.
The ability of the PLO leadership to explain

the issues in their battle for self-determination,

and to organize and lead a necessary retreat
from West Beirut in the face of vastly superior
military forces arrayed against them, was a
source of pride and inspiration to the Pales
tinian people.
As a result, the military blows inflicted on

the Palestinians have not led to demoralization

or political retreat. This is particularly evident
in the militant protests among the Palestinians
living under Israeli rule. On September 22, for
example, a general strike among Palestinians
living in Israel involved 90 percent of the Arab
population, by the government's own admis
sion. This is unprecedented, and it reflects the
further expansion of the PLO's authority
among the Palestinian people.

Above all, the impact of the massacre in
West Beirut has marked a historic turning point
in the way that the Middle East is seen by the
world working class. There has been a decisive
shift against the Zionist state. The myth of
Israel as a peaceloving, democratic, and
humanitarian country besieged by its Arab
neighbors has taken a severe beating.

The Israeli rulers will never wash away the
stain of the massacre in West Beirut. The true

face of the Israeli colonial settler-state was ex

posed to too many people.

Within Israel itself, hundreds of thousands

have taken to the streets to protest the massacre
and the war policies of the Begin government.
This marks a giant step forward for the class
struggle inside Israel, the beginning of a much
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broader political process that will inevitably
lead Jewish working people to question the
basis of the Zionist state.

But the blow to the Israeli ruling class has
also shaken Reagan and the U.S. rulers. Israel,
after all, is Washington's main ally in the Mid
dle East, its most reliable bastion against the
Arab revolution.

In the past when the Israeli regime launched
attacks on its neighbors, it could depend on an
international atmosphere in which it was mis
takenly seen by many as an embattled under

dog. It was given the benefit of the doubt by
many working people in the United States, who
saw U.S. military, economic, and diplomatic
backing to Israel as morally correct. In the
months of the Israeli invasion of Lebanon,

climaxing in the massacre of September 16-18,
this has qualitatively changed.
What working people see now is that U.S.-

supplied cluster bombs, F-16 fighter-bombers,
phosphorus shells, tanks, and artillery are all
used to murder defenseless civilians. U.S. aid

to Israel, which is essential to the Zionist state

and to the maintenance of U.S. imperialist
domination of the Middle East, is now being
widely questioned.

PLO's political role

The fact that the impact of the defeat in
Lebanon has been mitigated to such an extent
is a tribute to the revolutionary nationalist
leadership of the PLO.

To begin with, the Palestinian masses were
armed and organized, thanks to the PLO. This
was not like Chile in 1973, where the workers

SWP's view of Palestinian withdrawal from Beirut
By Cindy Jaqufth
and Doug Jenness
[The following article appeared in the Oc

tober 15 issue of the U.S. socialist weekly
Militant. It is signed by the coeditors of the
paper. The joint statement it refers to appeared
in the October 4 issue of Intercontinental

Press, on page 733.]

A statement on Lebanon appeared in the Oc
tober 1 issue of the Militant. The introduction

identified it as a joint statement by the French
Revolutionary Communist League, the Italian
Revolutionary Communist Group, and the
U.S. Socialist Workers Party.
The appearance of the SWP's name on this

statement was an editorial error. The SWP had

not signed it, and it did not reflect the views of
the SWP. The SWP's position was most clearly
expressed in the front-page article signed by
David Frankel that appeared in the October 8
issue of the Militant.

The joint French and Italian statement im
plied that it was an error for the Palestine Lib
eration Organization to have organized the
withdrawal of its forces from West Beirut last

August under an agreement that included the
presence of a multinational force of U.S.,
French, and Italian troops.
The statement asks, "What good was the dis

engagement force sent to Lebanon in late Au
gust 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 presidency by a rump
parliament that met in a barracks under the
guard of Israeli bayonets. It dismantled the
Palestinian defense lines in West Beirut."

An imperialist army of 70,000 troops — the
Israeli army, armed with the most advanced
and destructive military equipment financed or
directly provided by U.S. imperialism — was
already occupying Lebanon before any mem
bers of the multinational force arrived. Its pre
sence was "legitimized" by naked force, and it
was that same military power that enabled the
Israeli army to dictate the election of Gemayel
to the Lebanese presidency.

Furthermore, it is not true that the U.S.

French-Italian force organized the PLO's de
parture and dismantled its defense lines. The
PLO organized its own departure and disman
tled its own defense lines in the face of the

overwhelming military force that was threaten
ing to pulverize West Beirut and kill thousands
more civilians. To help ensure that its fighters
would not be massacred by the Israeli army
during the withdrawal, the PLO proposed that
a multinational force be brought into Beirut to
serve as a buffer between the Palestinians and

the Israeli troops encircling the city.
Of course, as always, the U.S., French, and

Italian capitalist governments had nothing
progressive in mind in agreeing to the multina
tional force. By its political stance and heroic
resistance throughout the Israeli onslaught,
however, the PLO had made the political cost
for imperialism of any slaughter of the PLO
fighters during the withdrawal very high.
As the Militant pointed out in the October 8

article by David Frankel, "an analogy could be
made to the organizers of a progressive dem
onstration who, faced with an attack by a
superior force of armed rightist thugs, call on
the police to defend the democratic rights of
the demonstrators. Such an action does not

imply political support to the cops, approval of
their role in society, or abandonment of the
need for self-defense."

The article also stated that the PLO's only
alternative to a negotiated withdrawal was to
make a futile last stand in West Beirut.

"Such a decision would have led to far more

civilian casualties than even the massacre at

the Sabra and Shatila refugee camps. . . .
The only thing a fight to the end would have
accomplished would have been to help the Is
raelis in their aim of destroying the PLO and
its forces."

Therefore, the article continued, the PLO
"correctly rejected this suicidal course and
chose instead to organize and lead a re
treat. . . ."

Once this decision had been made, the tac

tics the PLO chose in carrying out its retreat
were — like the decision itself — dictated by
the relationship of military forces. As the Oc
tober 8 article explained:

"Since the Palestinians were not in a position
to force a pullback of Israeli troops, they pro
posed an international force that would inter
pose itself between their forces and the Israelis
as the only way to ensure that they would not be
slaughtered during the withdrawal."
The joint statement of the French and Italian

sections of the Fourth International further as

serts that U.S., French, and Italian troops that
returned in September, following the massacre
in West Beirut, "will not serve the interests of
the Palestinian and Lebanese people any bet
ter" than the troops that went in August.

This confuses the concrete role of an intema-

tional force that the PLO had to accept in order
to obtain a withdrawal of its military forces
from Beirut, with a military occupation force
that will stay as long as necessary to prop up
the most proimperialist, anti-Palestinian, anti-
working-class government possible.

Both Washington and Israel are attempting
to establish a stable, rightist government in
Lebanon. That was one of the objectives of the
U.S.-backed Israeli invasion of Lebanon. That

is the purpose of the current so-called
peacekeeping force — to help the Phalangist
killers that carried out the massacre in Sabra

and Shatila.

If it were true, as the joint French and Italian
statement implies, that the agreement the PLO
accepted for the withdrawal of its troops, rather
than the U.S.-Israeli onslaught, was responsi
ble for ensuring Phalangist control of the
Lebanese government; for forcing the depar
ture of the Palestinian fighters; and for the dis
mantling of PLO defense lines — then it would
also follow that the PLO was in large part re
sponsible for the massacre in Sabra and
Shatila.

But this is false. A position that implies that
the PLO's policies in any way contributed to
the massacre in West Beirut is scandalous. The

truth is that the PLO's policies were designed
to prevent a much more devastating massacre.

We condemn the genocidal U.S.-Israeli pol
icy that inevitably led to the holocaust in Leba
non. And we demand the withdrawal of all

imperialist occupying armies — French, Ita
lian, Israeli and United States — from Leba-
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Liberation fighters arriving in Cyprus. PLO organized and led a necessary retreat.

and peasants were left defenseless in the face
of the rightist coup. Sidon, for example, was
surrounded by Israeli forces on the second day
of the war, but it wasn't until June 16 — nine
days later — that the Israelis were able to take
the city.

Because of the PLO's history of support for
the rights of the working people in Lebanon,
many Lebanese fought side-by-side with the
Palestinians.

By June 14, the Israeli forces had completed
the encirclement of Beirut. But thanks to the

fight put up hy the PLO and its allies, the Is
raelis — with their vastly superior military
might — were not able to move into West
Beirut until September 15 — three months
later.

It is important to note that the PLO did not
simply lead a military resistance. What hap
pened was that the military fight organized by
the PLO enabled it to gain time and to help
mobilize a worldwide political campaign
against the crimes of the Israeli regime. This
political campaign maximized the price that
the Israeli rulers had to pay for their invasion
of Lebanon.

At the same time, the PLO opened up
negotiations in hopes of finding a way to with
draw its forces from Beirut. The only alterna
tive to this course was to make a futile last

stand in West Beirut.

Such a decision would have led to far more

civilian casualties than even the massacre in

the Sabra and Shatila refugee camps. The Is
raelis, after all, had already demonstrated their
willingness to bomb West Beirut to rubble.
The only thing a fight to the end would have

accomplished would have been to help the Is
raelis in their aim of destroying the PLO and
its forces.

The PLO fighters, who have already proven
their capacity for heroic struggle and resis
tance, correctly rejected this suicidal course
and chose instead to organize and lead a re
treat, knowing full well that it would have to
be carried out under the most difficult condi

tions. They therefore opened up negotiations
for the withdrawal of PLO forces from West

Beirut.

It is quite clear that the Israeli regime did
everything in its power to literally blow up the
negotiations. On August 1, for example, a
front-page headline in the New York Times
read, "Key Negotiations on P.L.O. Pullout
Predicted Today." The negotiations were pre
vented by 14 hours of the fiercest Israeli shel
ling to hit West Beirut up to that point.

A truce was arranged, negotiations were re
sumed, and then on August 4 the Israelis
launched a new attack on West Beirut. "Tempo
of Talks Had Been Increased Just Before the

Ground Assault," a Times headline reported.

And on August 12, the Times reported
"Habib Peace Plan Appears on Verge of Final
Approval." Agreement was forestalled, how
ever, by a 10-hour bombing of West Beirut by
Israeli forces.

But international public opinion prevented
the Israelis from simply breaking off the
negotiations.
The end result was that the Israelis, who had

hoped to destroy the leadership and fighting
battalions of the PLO, were forced to agree to
their evacuation from West Beirut. The fact

that the PLO forces were able to organize their
withdrawal in military units and to keep their
small arms was a remarkable accomplishment
under the circumstances.

A key question in the negotiations was how
the PLO forces could get out of Beirut alive.
The Israeli government initially demanded that
the PLO fighters lay down their arms and de
part by road to Syria under an Israeli "safe-con
duct." This was tantamount to a demand that

the PLO commit suicide.

Since the Palestinians were not in a position
to force a pullback of Israeli troops, they pro
posed an international force that would inter
pose itself between their forces and the Israelis
as the only way to ensure that they would not
be slaughtered during the withdrawal.
The Israeli government rejected the use of

UN forces in this capacity, or the inclusion of
Soviet troops in such a force. Therefore, the
final agreement called for U.S., French, and
Italian troops to be sent into Beirut to supervise
the withdrawal.

An analogy could be made to the organizers
of a progressive demonstration who, faced
with an attack by a superior force of armed
rightist thugs, call on the police to defend the
democratic rights of the demonstrators. Such
an action does not imply political support to
the cops, approval of their role in society, or
abandonment of the need for self-defense.

In fact, the PLO leaders have repeatedly
made clear their view that Reagan shares the
guilt for the invasion of Lebanon with Israeli
Prime Minister Menachem Begin.

Return of the marines

Of course, the U.S. imperialists tried to get
the most out of the situation, just as they al
ways do. The fact that the PLO was forced to
ask for U.S. troops gave Washington an oppor
tunity.

Reagan moved very carefully in this regard.
The 800 marines that arrived in Lebanon Au

gust 25 carried unloaded weapons, no heavy
arms, and were limited to a 30-day stay. In a
letter sent to Congress on August 24, Reagan
emphasized that "our agreement with the gov
ernment of Lebanon expressly rules out any
combat responsibilities for the U.S. forces."

But Washington had established a prece
dent. Taking advantage of the massacre in
West Beirut, Reagan ordered the U.S. Marines
back. In announcing the decision, Reagan
claimed September 20 that the new multina
tional force — now beefed up to more than
3,000 troops — would be "similar to the one
which served so well last month."

This is not the case. The new intervention

force is not charged with supervising the im
plementation of a specific agreement, but, as
Reagan explained, with helping "the Lebanese
government to resume full sovereignty over its
capital" — a task that is likely to involve
armed clashes between the rightist government
and the forces it is trying to quell.

That is why this time the marines are taking
missiles, helicopters, armored personnel car
riers, and other heavy equipment. Moreover,
the marines have been explicitly authorized to
use force, and on September 28, Reagan an
nounced that they would remain in Lebanon at
least until Israeli and Syrian forces are out of
the country. In other words, for a long time.

Reagan's pious pretense that the U.S.
Marines will help to stop any more massacres
of Palestinian civilians is exposed by the fact
that the stated mission of the U.S. force is to

back up the new Lebanese govemment — a
government dominated by the same Phalangist
killers who carried out the massacre in Sabra

and Shatila.

Both Washington and Tel Aviv favor the es
tablishment of a stable rightist govemment in
Lebanon. That was one of the goals of the Is
raeli invasion. The massacre in West Beirut

made it politically impossible for the Israeli
army to carry out that task in the Lebanese cap
ital. Therefore, the ball has been passed to the
U.S.-French-Italian "peacekeeping" force.
That force should be withdrawn at once, along
with all Israeli troops in Lebanon. □
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Bureaucrats ban Solidarity
Reagan chimes in with new trade sanctions

By Ernest Harsch
Ten months after the imposition of martial

law in Poland, the country's working people
face continued attacks from the bureaucratic

rulers in Warsaw and from U.S. imperialism.
On October 8, the Sejm (parliament) passed

a new trade-union law that officially bans Sol
idarity — the mass, democratically run union
movement that was bom out of the 1980 strike

wave. It also outlaws the 3-million-member

farmers' organization, Rural Solidarity, that
was allied with the union.

Through this crackdown, the government of
Gen. Wojciech Jaruzelski provided the Reagan
administration in Washington with a new han
dle to step up its anticommunist propaganda
drive and its attacks on the Polish workers

state.

The day after the banning, Reagan imposed
new economic sanctions against Poland. He
suspended Poland's most-favored-nation trade
status, which will raise tariffs on Polish man

ufactured exports to the United States.
Reagan again hypocritically proclaimed his

support for Solidarity. Meanwhile, in the
United States, he is carrying out a systematic
assault on the rights and living standards of
workers and farmers. In Poland, moreover,
these new U.S. sanctions, on top of those im
posed last December, will only add to the suf
fering of Polish working people.

Bureaucratically controlled unions

Jaruzelski and his colleagues clearly hope
that the formal banning of Solidarity — com
ing after the detention of its national leader
ship, the outlawing of strikes, and the other
rigors of martial law — will demoralize the
workers and make it possible to break their re
sistance to bureaucratic rule.

The new law envisages the formal revival of
trade unions, beginning on January 1, 1983.
But these unions will be extremely weak and
totally dominated by the government's
bureaucratic apparatus.
They are to be limited for at least two years

to the confines of individual factories, with no
opporfmity to collaborate with one another.
They are legally barred from addressing
broader social and political questions. Special
government-appointed tribunals will have the
right to change union leaderships.

While strikes will still be allowed on paper,
they can only be legally called following long
and complicated arbitration procedures, which
in effect will make most strikes illegal. Sym
pathy strikes, or strikes of a "political charac
ter," will be totally prohibited, with the au
thorities having the right to determine what
constitutes a political strike. Strike pay, one of
the gains won by Solidarity, is now forbidden.

On top of all this, the government has de
clared that the Solidarity leaders now in deten
tion — the real elected leadership of the Polish
working class — will have no right to resume
trade-union activities.

The purpose of these new unions will not be
to represent the interests of workers, but to
maintain the bureaucracy's control over them.
In effect, they are the same as the bureaucrati
cally run unions that the workers revolted
against in 1980.

Who is 'antisocialist'?

In the weeks preceding the ban on Solidar
ity, the authorities sought to justify their move
with a new propaganda campaign against the
union, accusing it of being "antisocialist" and
charging that its revival would be inimical to
the interests of the Polish workers state.

By accusing Solidarity of being "anti-
socialist," the authorities are identifying
socialism with their own bureaucratic misrule.

What Solidarity has fought against in the
two years since its formation are the bureauc
racy's anti-working-class policies, its gross
mismanagement of the Polish economy, its
enormous material privileges, and its efforts to
stifle demoeratic rights.
Answering earlier charges that Solidarity

was "antisocialist," for example, an article in
the May 8, 1981, Tygodnik Solidarnosc, the
main union weekly prior to martial law, de
clared:

"The basic means of production — the fac
tories, steelworks, mines, shipyards, railways,
banks — are not privately owned by
capitalists, and there is no one who would want
to return this national property to the

capitalists. . . . Workers want their factories
to be more socialist, genuinely socialist. They
want them to be controlled not by the ap
paratus, but by workers self-management
bodies. . . . In defense of these principles —
which socialism has long fought for — no ex
cuses or prevarications will be allowed."

By banning Solidarity, the Jaruzelski gov-
emment will not be able to eliminate this basic

conflict between the country's restive working
class and the bureaucracy. It will not be able to
abolish the demands or aspirations of Solidar
ity's millions of supporters. Ten months of
martial law — during which Solidarity's ac
tivities were "suspended" — has not been able
to do that.

Clandestine Solidarity committees exist in
many factories around the country. Some
1,700 underground bulletins and newspapers
are being published. Several union radio sta
tions are continuing to broadcast. A National
Coordinating Committee (TKK) is still func
tioning as a provisional national leadership, al
though one of its key members, Wladyslaw
Frasyniuk, was arrested just days before the
union was banned.

The August 31 protest demonstrations called
by the TKK gave a measure of the union's con
tinued active support. Many tens of thousands
of workers turned out across the country. The
government has now admitted that demonstra
tions were held in 66 different cities.

On September 13, new demonstrations were
held in Wroclaw, Krakow, Szczecin, and

Lodz. On September 30, some 10,000 workers
marched through Wroclaw, and other actions
were held in Gdansk and Warsaw.

Solidarity leaders have responded to the
banning of the union by calling on its members
to stage a four-hour protest strike November
10. A statement issued by the TKK pro
claimed, "We appeal to all working people, no
matter to which unions they belong, for a mas
sive nationwide protest against lawlessness
and poverty." □
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Iranian forces advance against Iraq
Sudanese ruler offers troops to bolster Iraqi aggression

By Fred Murphy
Iranian forces are once again moving for

ward in their efforts to end the two-year-old
counterrevolutionary war launched by the Sad
dam Hussein dictatorship in neighboring Iraq.

In the heaviest fighting since July, Iranian
troops and volunteers routed Iraqi units from
about 90 square miles of Iranian territory in an
area along the border between the two coun
tries, 100 miles northeast of the Iraqi capital,
Baghdad.
The Iranian offensive on the war's central

front exposed the falsehood of earlier claims
by the Iraqi regime to have withdrawn from all
the Iranian territory seized in the early weeks
of the war.

Saddam Hussein's aim when he sent his

troops and armor into Iran in September 1980
had been to topple the regime of Ayatollah
Khomeini and weaken the Iranian revolution.

Hussein feared the impact that the massive up
surge of the Iranian toilers was having on Iraqi
working people. This fear was shared by
Washington and other imperialist powers, who
welcomed the Iraqi invasion.
But the Iranian people rallied to defend their

country and revolution. By June of this year,
the Iraqi occupiers had been driven out of all
but a few pockets of Iranian territory.

Victories alarm Washington

When Iranian troops entered Iraq in July to
seal Saddam Hussein's defeat and put a stop to
continued shelling of Iranian cities from across
the border, the Reagan administration grew
more alarmed. Defense Secretary Caspar
Weinberger warned July 28 that Iran's vic
tories posed "a serious threat to all countries of
the Middle East, including Israel."
The Iranian regime has called for active sol

idarity with the Palestinian people, and has sent
troops to Lebanon. Iranian leaders urged all
Muslims to unite against the Israeli invasion of
Lebanon and denounced the failure of the Arab

regimes to take action.

The imperialists and their allies wasted no
time in responding to the latest Iranian ad
vances against Iraq. On October 1 a powerful
bomb ripped through a crowded square near
the central bazaar in Tehran, the Iranian capi
tal, killing 60 or more persons and injuring at
least 700. Three buses laden with passengers
were destroyed in the blast. According to
Radio Tehran, most of the bus victims were

"from the poor people of south Tehran."

The attack came hours after tens of

thousands had marched in Tehran to hail the

war victories. Many of the victims were no
doubt demonstrators returning to their homes
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Iranian forces gained ground around the town of
Sumar In offensive that began September 30.

in the poor and working-class districts near the
site of the bombing.
No group has taken credit for the attack. It

is known, however, that some of the counter
revolutionary gangs headed by the late shah's
top military officers have close ties to the Iraqi
regime. According to revelations published in
the New York Times last March 7, the CIA has

provided these monarchist groups with arms
and millions of dollars worth of aid.

Another group that has often taken credit for
terrorist attacks in Iran is the People's Mujahe-
deen Organization. It tried to blame the latest
bombing on the Iranian government.
The U.S.-backed regimes in the region view

Saddam Hussein as the point man in the battle
to contain the anti-imperialist ferment inspired
by the Iranian revolution. Right after the latest
Iranian advance, dictator Gaafar al-Nimeiry of
the Sudan made known that regular Sudanese
troops would soon be dispatched to Iraq.

Nimeiry thus Joined other Arab rulers in ac
tively supporting Saddam Hussein's war. The
Saudi monarchy and the rulers of the small
princedoms of the Persian Gulf have provided
at least $25 billion in cash. Jordan's King Hus
sein has sent soldiers as "volunteers," and on

October 4 he visited Baghdad along with the

commander of the Jordanian army. Mean
while, the Mubarak regime in Egypt is provid
ing arms and equipment, and possibly pilots
and troops.

The Sudanese move was welcomed in

Washington. "American and European
analysts" cited by military correspondent Drew
Middleton in the October 4 New York Times

said that "early and effective Sudanese military
intervention" is an "urgent need" for Iraq.

Another Times article two days later — also
by Middleton — warned that if "a war of attri
tion along Iraq's borders" is to be avoided,
"Iraq must obtain trained infantry and artillery
units from outside soon." Middleton suggested
that aid from the Sudan might not suffice. "In
tervention by Jordan, which is closer to the
battlefield, could be more effective," he said,
adding that Saddam Hussein would be pressing
the Jordanian king "to send troops to reinforce
the Iraqis in the front line."

It is indeed questionable whether the shaky
and near-bankrupt Sudanese government —
which faces widespread social unrest — can
sustain a costly intervention by itself. It cer
tainly cannot do so without stepped-up U.S.
aid. In the fiscal year that Just ended,
Washington provided the Sudan with $100 mil
lion in military assistance, more than three
times the amount given in the previous year.

Marines to land In Oman

The Iranian revolution stands in the way of
U.S. imperialism's goal of imposing and
strengthening its domination over the Middle
East as a whole. Despite Washington's recent
gains — the defeat suffered by the Palestinians
in Lebanon and the landing of U.S. Marines
there — its overall aims are far from being
achieved.

Thus, besides encouraging local clients like
Nimeiry to step up aid to Iraq, Washington is
also preparing for more direct intervention
against the Iranian revolution. Elaborate mili
tary exercises on air, land, and sea have been
scheduled for this month by the Pentagon in
the Persian Gulf country of Oman, Just across
the gulf from southern Iran.

According to U.S. officials cited in the Au
gust 25 Washington Post, the maneuvers —
which include practice landings by the marines
— are to "serve notice on Iran that it would

risk a sharp U.S. response if it threatened mod
erate Arab nations friendly to America with
military force or subversion."

According to the Post "the Pentagon has put
top priority on finding ways to protect such
friendly Arab governments from being toppled
by radicals" inside their own countries. □
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Interview with an iranian sociaiist
How different social classes have reacted to war with Iraq

[The following is an interview with an Ira
nian socialist who left Iran in late July. The
interview was conducted on September 17;
footnotes are by Intercontinental Press.]

Question. What has been the reaction of the
Iranian masses to the entry of Iranian military
forces into Iraq?

Answer. Let me begin by reviewing de
velopments in the war since November 1981.
At that time the government began to respond
to demands of the masses for mobilization to

drive back the invading Iraqi forces. The mili
tary mobilizations that started then brought a
series of victories — the siege of Abadan was
broken, hundreds of square miles of territory
were recaptured, and, finally, last May, the
city of Khorramshahr was liberated. That was
the last key position that Iraqi forces still held
inside Iran.

The Iranian masses rejoiced at seeing the
government take concrete action, mobilizing
masses of people, training them, and sending
them to the war front. That had been the

people's demand from the very first days of the
war. I remember many demonstrations in
which masses of Iranians were demanding,
"Arm us!" But the passivity of the bourgeois
politicians at the head of the government kept
this from happening for many months.
So the response of the masses to all the vic

tories was quite positive. They saw these as
victories for their own demands.

After the liberation of Khorramshahr, there

were spontaneous mass demonstrations. In
Tehran, the streets throughout the city were
fdled (save for a few small wealthy neighbor
hoods in north Tehran where there has never

been any support for the revolution). In many
other cities and towns as well there was rejoic
ing and happiness. I had not seen such celebrat
ing since the victory of the insurrection against
the shah. Everyone was in the streets, kissing
and dancing and hugging each other.

The Iranian people did not have the intention
of continuing the war simply because they
wanted to keep fighting, or take more land, or
anything like that. But they could see that the
liberation of Khorramshahr did not mean the

end of the war. The Iraqi government did not
even stop shelling Khorramshahr — it kept up
the attacks with long-range cannon from Basra.
Iraqi jets kept on bombing towns and villages
in the western part of Iran.

So it was obvious that the war was not over.

While we had managed to liberate almost all of
Iran, certain areas near Qasr-e Shirin are still

occupied by Iraqi forces. They are not there for
making peace.
The situation remained one of military con

frontation. The Iranian masses began to realize
that the end to the war will come only when the
Iranian revolution is extended to Iraq — when
the Iranian people find solidarity among their
Iraqi brothers and sisters.
Now, Iranian officials did not have any

ready-made plan for going into Iraq. Imam
Khomeini made a statement in May saying that
Iranian forces should not go beyond the borders
in liberating Khorramshahr. But once that was
achieved it became obvious that in order to

defeat the Iraqis we had to go to the other side
of the border.

The speaker of the parliament, the prime
minister, and the president all made very clear
statements then that the only reason for Iranian
forces to move into Iraq was to defend Iran and
the revolution against the attacks by the Iraqis.

Q. What was the response on the part of
those who have actually been doing thefighting
— the soldiers, the youth, the workers?

A. The section of the population that had
given the most thought to the question of hav
ing to move onto Iraqi soil was of course the
fighters at the front. They had learned through
first-hand experience that we are not fighting a
conventional war, but a war of national defense
against a counterrevolutionary force backed by
imperialism. So the question of borders is sec
ondary.
The discussions among fighters at the front

were reflected in the official organ of the Rev
olutionary Guards, Payam-e Engelab, and the
journal of the Reconstruction Crusade, Jihad.'
Articles there expressed the need for extending
the revolution to Iraq and for getting a bigger
hearing among the Iraqi people. They also
pointed to the need to deepen our revolution in
order to be able to gain more support from the
Iraqi masses.
The same kind of sentiment was expressed

among the Revolutionary Guards and the
Mobilization Corps (Baseej).^ The Baseej has
accounted for 70 to 80 percent of those who
fight at the front ever since the big mobiliza-

1. 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 bridges and roads, repairing machinery, and so
on.

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

tions were initiated by the regime almost a year
ago.

The baseejis are mostly youth under 18. Sev
enteen or 18 years old mostly, but some as
young as 12 or 14. They often leave school to
fight. And they are there quite voluntarily —
they go of their own accord. But the fact that
they are allowed to go shows the kind of senti
ment that exists.

Similar sentiments have been expressed by
the workers in the factories and in meetings of
the factory shoras [committees]. For example,
the Fifth National Congress of Islamic Factory
Shoras, held in Shiraz June 6 and 7, adopted a
resolution that put military mobilization
against Iraqi aggression as the central task.
They also made clear their solidarity with the
Palestinian and Lebanese masses. Together
with those demands went the need to reor

ganize the economy and increase production
and to legally recognize the shoras. The con
gress also took a stand against firings by the
factory managements and called for a united
national workers organization.
The participation of workers has by no

means declined. I just received a letter from a
friend of mine saying that in his factory there
was a day of mourning organized for a fellow
worker who had been martyred at the front.
And the peasants have also supported the

war effort in a big way. The Iraqi rulers hate
the peasants of Iran and their organizations,
the village shoras, which are quite widespread
in the countryside. Whenever the Iraqi forces
occupied a village in Khuzestan, they either
arrested or murdered the members of the shora.

These organizations have acted as vehicles for
the peasants to mobilize against the Iraqi inva
sion.

I recently read a report by the Reconstruction
Crusade from the province of Khorrassan.
More than 1.5 kilograms of gold and more than
a kilo of silver have been donated to the war

effort by the peasants there.^ The peasants of
course don't have much gold and silver, so you
get an idea of their support for the war.

Q. Was any discontent e.xpressed with the
decision to take the war into Iraq?

A. The capitalists who remain inside Iran
and support the current govemment — the
bazaar merchants, and so on — have always
frowned on the war effort. Their position has
been clear: we should come to terms with Sad

dam, we should come to terms with the United
States, with all the enemies of the revolution.

3. At current gold and silver prices, this amounts to
a total of about US$20,000.
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And we should put an end to any kind of'
mobilization or organization of the masses, and
stop giving lip service to the demands of the
masses.

Another sector of the merchants has already
joined the campaign to overthrow this govern
ment. You can read the names of such people
in connection with the coup attempt [ex-
Foreign Minister Sadegh] Ghotbzadeh or in
connection with the armed campaign by [ex-
President Abolhassan] Bani-Sadr and the
People's Mujahedeen Organization to over
throw the government, and even in connection
with the still more right-wing groups that oper
ate outside the country.
The spokesmen of the big Iranian

bourgeoisie are mostly outside of Iran. They
have openly condemned the move to send Ira
nian fighters into Iraq. Ali Amini — who re
cently formed a so-called Front for the Libera
tion of Iran, an umbrella group of proim-
perialist forces — condemned the extension of
military action into Iraq and called for armed
struggle against the Iranian government.
Shahpur Bakhtiar [the last prime minister ap
pointed by the shah] who has maintained good
relations with Saddam Hussein all along, has
also taken such a position.

At the beginning of the war Bani-Sadr and
the Mujahedeen supported defending Iran. The
Mujahedeen even asked to send a separate
group of their armed volunteers to the front to
fight. But since they began their armed cam
paign against the government they have
changed their position by 180 degrees.
They blame the Iranian government for the

war and call for its overthrow. They oppose
any kind of mobilization for the war effort. So
they fall in with the counterrevolutionary
forces in Iran.

As for the upper layers of the urban middle
class — doctors, lawyers, engineers, mana
gers, professors, and so on — all throughout
the war they have been nagging and complain
ing. What they see in the war above all is the
shortages of consumer goods. They want the
war to end so the shortages can be overcome.
Of course, it is not just the war that is responsi
ble for the shortages — it is also the economic
blockade and all the other pressures from the
imperialist world on Iran.

It is important to note here that the mass of
the urban petty bourgeoisie — the small shop
keepers, artisans, peddlers, and so on — gener
ally support the war effort, and many have vol
unteered to go to the front. This is true as well
of the large numbers of unemployed and under
employed city dwellers, those who do odd
jobs in order to make a living or who depend
on charitable contributions organized through
the mosques by the Islamic clergy.
Once the workers and toilers were able to

push back the Iraqis from nearly all parts of
Iran, the top layers of the middle class had a
good excuse to say, "OK, now it's time to
finish the war, let's get our food back, let's fill
up the shelves, let's have Paris fashions back
in the shops." They didn't like the idea that the
war had not really ended, that everything had
not returned to "normal."

This is not necessarily open opposition,
however. In face of all the efforts by the vast

majority of the population, these layers tend to
be silent in most cases. And when mobiliza

tions take place and victories are won, a section
of this strata vacillates and even supports the
fighters. On the day Khorramshahr was liber
ated, you could see all kinds of middle-class
types in the streets, kissing soldiers and so on.

A reflection of such attitudes can be ob

served among the petty-bourgeois leftist or
ganizations in Iran. These divide into two
camps — one in the orbit of the Mujahedeen
and the other around the Tudeh Party, the pro-
Moscow CP.

The ones who gravitate toward the Mujahe
deen — such as the People's Fedayan (Minori
ty) and the Peykar organization — see the
struggle against the government as their main
objective. They view the war as some sort of
pretext by the government to maintain itself in
power. So they either oppose the war effort
outright or else ignore it and focus their work
around calling for action against the govern
ment.

The Tudeh Party has been formally on re
cord in support of the war effort. But it has not
put that question at the center of its activities.
Now it focuses attention on questions such as
the economy, the living standards of the
masses, and so on, without linking these to the
war.

Since March the Tudeh Party has more and
more openly been calling for peace. In Isfa
han, for example, the local Tudeh organization
opposed the entry of Iranian forces into Iraq
and debated the Socialist Unity Party (HVK —
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one of the groups in Iran affiliated with the
Fourth International) on the question.

The Tudeh Party's position is similar to that
of the upper middle-class layers, but it also
coincides with the position of the Soviet bu
reaucracy, which wants to maintain the status
quo. Just before Iranian forces entered Iraq,
the UN Security Council passed a resolution
calling for an immediate cease-fire; the Soviet
delegate voted for that resolution.

The People's Fedayan (Majority), which
now has two public factions, called for a peace
plan about a year and a half ago. One faction
now follows the line of the Tudeh Party, while
the other faction takes contradictory positions,
first joining in the war effort, then calling for
peace.

Q. How has the war affected the class strug
gle inside Iran?

A. The Iranian masses are learning a great
deal in the course of this war. It is not the case

that the masses are fighting but not advancing
on any other issue. Nothing could be further
from the truth. An example — something a
friend of mine observed near Tabriz;

A village shora was built, not just around
the demand for land, which is a very important
question in Iran, but also on mobilizing the
population for the war effort. What has hap
pened is that a third of the people in the village
are armed. They have been trained. They have
their own unit of the Baseej.
OK, one could say, fine — they're going to

the front and thus defending the revolution.
But what about the land — which besides na

tional independence is the central question
throughout Iranian history in this century?

Well, one problem the Iranian peasants have
always had in getting land is that the landlords,
or the "feudals," as they are called in Iran,
have their own armed gangs. By using arms
they have always stopped the peasants from
getting land. In this village, however, with
one-third of the population armed, they could
easily handle the feudals and their thugs.
So you see how the question of the war and

the land question are very much intercon
nected.

The same can be seen among the workers.
There is hardly any factory in Iran where there
is not a unit of the Baseej. The workers have
been able to learn to use weapons, get their
section of the factory work force armed, and in
some cases take charge of security for the fac
tory. Obviously it is harder for the capitalist
forces to attack armed workers.

It is also a question of the political weight of
the workers and peasants. A peasant or worker
can say, we all know that Saddam and the im
perialists are attacking our revolution. But who
is doing their share in defending this country ?
Who is doing their share in defending our rev
olution? Obviously, the workers and the peas
ants. So why then should the peasant not get a
piece of land, why shouldn't a land-reform
program be implemented? Why should we not
have the right to control production in our fac

tory, the right to a decent job, and so on?
This happens with specially oppressed sec

tions of the population also. There have been a
whole series of attacks on the rights of Iranian
women. But at the same time, women have

broadened their role from being solely wives,
sisters, or daughters. How? Through participa
tion in the war effort.

There was an interesting letter in one of the
women's magazines in Iran from a woman who
had joined the Revolutionary Guards. She
wanted to go to the front but her father would
not allow it. So she was appealing to public
opinion, saying that what she wanted to do was
for the sake of her country and the revolution,
and that this situation where her father had the

authority to keep her in the house was counter
revolutionary.

Q. What impact did the Israeli invasion of
Lebanon have in Iran?

A. The Iranian revolution has been the most

powerful force in the Mideast in defense of the
Palestinian people ever since the overthrow of
the shah. The Palestinian fighters are national
heroes in Iran.

There were spontaneous mobilizations as
soon as news of the invasion reached Iran. The

Iranian government announced it would send
armed forces to Lebanon to fight alongside the
Palestinians. It called on all Arab and Muslim

countries to do the same, to form a common

front against Israel not only in words but in
deeds.

Within a few days there were planes leaving
Iran with volunteers bound for Damascus or

Lebanon.

The Iranian government had for some time
maintained a unit of the Baseej in Lebanon,
made up of Lebanese who support the Islamic
Republic and accept the leadership of Imam
Khomeini. These fighters immediately joined
in the defense of South Lebanon and Beirut.

In Iran the government asked for volunteers.
At one factory that I know of in Tehran, so
many workers volunteered that they had to
hold a lottery to choose who would be sent. A
worker's name came up, he went for a couple
of weeks of training, then was put on a plane
and sent off.

The plane was supposed to fly over Turkey,
but by then the Turkish government was refus
ing to allow flights over its territory by Iranian
volunteers bound for Lebanon. They had to
take a roundabout route. I don't know how, but

they finally made it to Syria.
Some of the Iranian volunteers were sup

posed to join with the Syrian forces, and others
went to reinforce the Baseej unit inside Leb
anon. Iranians were the only organized force
besides the Syrians who actually joined the
Palestinians and the Lebanese and fought
against the Israelis.'*

4. According to a report in the September 14 New
York Times, Iranian volunteers in eastern Lebanon,
around the town of Zahle, came under attack by Is
raeli planes on September 13. The report also men
tioned volunteers from Libya.

Q. What kind of relations does the Iranian
government have with the Palestine Liberation
Organization?

A. Right after the shah fell, the old Israeli
embassy in Tehran was turned over to the PLO
for its office in Iran. The PLO was recognized
as the sole representative of the Palestinian
people.

The Iranian regime advocates unity of all
Muslim and Arab peoples against Israel. It also
advocates mass action. Imam Khomeini de

clared the last Friday of the Muslim holy
month of Ramadan to be "Jerusalem Day" and
called for mass demonstrations to be held on

that day against Israel. This has become a
source of inspiration for the masses throughout
the Mideast — not since the Nasser period
have there been such demonstrations.

As part of this campaign, the Iranian leaders
sent people into Lebanon to work with the Pal
estinian and Lebanese Muslims. But the call

for Muslim unity within Lebanon is not the
same as the call for the unity of Islamic nations
in general against U.S. imperialism and Israel.
This conception of Islamic unity, when applied
inside Lebanon, leaves out Christian Palestini
ans, and excludes militants from leftist organi
zations. Nonetheless, it is an uncompromising
approach, calling for the destruction of the
state of Israel.

The Iranian leaders also had influence with

in Amal, the main organization of the Shi'ite
Muslims in southern Lebanon. But as the situ

ation polarized, their supporters wound up as a
minority in Amal. The majority moved to the
right and actually became quite close to the po
sitions of U.S. imperialism. One leader of
Amal, Nabih Berri, joined the Committee for
National Salvation in Lebanon.^ He was con
demned for this by the Revolutionary Guards'
newspaper, Payam-e Engelab.

While the Iranian government is anti-com
munist, it was not behind Amal's attacks on
the left organizations in Lebanon. It was the
proimperialist wing that was responsible for
those. The pro-Khomeini wing of Amal was
expelled.^ □

5. The Council of National Salvation was a short
lived body set up in Lebanon June 14 by then-Presi
dent Elias Sarkis. Leaders of the major political fac
tions in the country, except for the Palestinians, were
invited to discuss the basis for a new government
under the guns of the Israeli army. The council fell
apart after the withdrawal of Lebanese National
Movement leader Walid Jumblatt.

6. According to a report in the September 17-23
English edition of the Jerusalem weekly Al-Fajr, the
Amal movement called for a general strike in the
Lebanese town of Baalbek "to protest the election of
Bashir Gemayel, the Phalangist leader, to the presi
dency. A statement distributed by the movement de
scribed Gemayel as an agent for Israeli and US in
terests." Al-Fajr did not indicate which faction of
Amal issued this call, although it did say that several
hundred Iranian volunteers were positioned in the
hills around Baalbek.
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West Germany

Social Democratic government ousted
Statement of International Marxist Group

[On October 1, a parliamentary vote of no-
confidence toppled the government of Chan
cellor Helmut Schmidt, bringing to an end
more than a decade and a half of rule by the
Social Democratic Party (SPD) in West Ger
many. At the same time, Helmut Kohl, the
leader of the bourgeois Christian Democratic
Union (CDU), was chosen the new chancellor.
Kohl was able to replace Schmidt with a seven-
vote margin, after garnering 256 votes. These
came from both the CDU's own deputies and
from more than half of the deputies of the Free
Democratic Party (FDP), the SPD's former co
alition partner.
[The reaction in Washington was one of

satisfaction. "We certainly take pleasure in
seeing a Government that is more in tune with
the Reagan philosophy," one White House of
ficial was quoted in the October 2 New York
Times. According to the Times report, "Several
officials said that the Christian Democratic-led

coalition would be more supportive of NATO
policies, more determined to go forward with
the deployment of new American medium-
range missiles in a year, and perhaps somewhat
less eager to engage in trade and arms control
with the Soviet Union."

[The stage for the toppling of the SPD was
set on September 17, when the FDP decided to
end its 13-year coalition with the Social Demo
crats. The immediate impetus to the breakup
was Schmidt's refusal to accept an economic
proposal drawn up by the FDP's economics
minister. Otto Lambsdorff, which projected
sweeping austerity measures.

HELMUT KOHL

[Behind the breakup also lay the bourgeois
FDP's concern over the growing influence of
the SDP's left wing, which, among other
things, has been calling for a ban on the deploy
ment of U.S. medium-range nuclear missiles in
West Germany.
[Following the breakup of the coalition.

Chancellor Schmidt challenged the FDP and
CDU to agree to new federal elections, but the
two bourgeois parties refused. In the Hesse
state elections September 26, the SDP garnered
10 percent more votes than pre-election polls
had projected, while the FDP was eliminated
from the state legislature entirely. Fearing
similar reversals on the federal level, the CDU

and FDP chose not to test their electoral sup
port and to topple Schmidt through a par
liamentary maneuver instead.
[The following statement was issued on Sep

tember 20 — following the breakup of the coa
lition but before the parliamentary vote — by
the Central Committee of the International

Marxist Group (GIM), the German section of
the Fourth International.]

The breakup of the Social Democratic-Free
Democratic coalition in Bonn brings to an end
sixteen years of Social Democratic govem-
ment. Although the SPD itself has expected
this shift for a long time, it nevertheless repre
sents a major turn in the relationship of forces
between the social classes and their political
parties.

This change in West Germany, the world's
second most powerful imperialist state,
strengthens the West German employers and
U.S. imperialism, when only a year ago the
Socialist Party in France won the presidential
and parliamentary elections — the greatest vic
tory in its history — and, in the last few days,
the Swedish Social Democratic and Com

munist Parties won an absolute majority in par
liament.

The occasion for the final end of the Social

Democrats in government was the "Lambs
dorff Paper" produced by the FDP minister for
the economy. Given its concept of a "social-
market economy" and the deepening economic
crisis this autumn, it would mean that practi
cally all the reforms introduced by the SPD-
FDP government would be withdrawn.

The paper had every possible proposal to in
crease the rate of profit for the employers at the
expense of the working class. It proposed a
massive shift from direct to indirect taxation,

cancellation of taxation on industry, and re
duction of trade taxes. There would be unlimit

ed scope to change working hours to suit the

employers' interests. An extensive program of
privatization of the public sector was pro
posed, along with even more drastic cutbacks
in the welfare state — the reduction of unem

ployment pay to 50 percent of the previous
wage — which is only the first step in disman
tling the social gains of the working class.

Lambsdorff s proposals were not a political
slip. They had the approval of almost all the
employers' organizations. With the sustained
economic recession, the expected record figure
of 2 million unemployed, and a new budget def
icit of over I billion marks [US$400 million],
the paper made clear that a governmental party
which has to take into consideration the inter

ests of the trade-union leadership is not viable
in the present situation.
The FDP's wish for a change of government

was not, however, the reason for the breakup
of the coalition, despite the SPD's attempts to
create a myth of "betrayal." Hans-Dietrich
Genscher and Lambsdorff, the leaders of the
FDP, would not have dared to act in this way
if the SPD had possessed the ability to mobilize
the working class and young people as it did
during the 1980 elections, or during the attempt
of Christian Democratic Union leader Rainer

Barzel to remove the SPD from office in 1972.

The massive loss of votes for the SPD among
the working class, youth, and the middle class,
to the point where its votes in state elections
fell to below 35 percent, was the work of the
SPD itself.

It was the SPD that explained, in its 1982
and projected 1983 austerity policies, that the
workers must make sacrifices, that misled the

workers as to the dimensions and the causes of

the crisis.

It was the SPD in alliance with the trade-

union leadership that obstructed any fightback
against austerity.

It was the infamous call for repression
against those protesting at the extension of
Frankfurt airport for military reasons, and
Schmidt's fervent support for NATO's rearma
ment policy, that led hundreds of thousands of
young people to seek an alternative to Social
Democracy.

It is dishonest of the Social Democrats to

accuse the FDP of wanting "the wage earners
and trade unions to accept lower real wages,
and the unemployed, pensioners, tenants, and
the socially vulnerable to make great sac
rifices" when the SPD itself asks exactly the
same from wage earners and the socially op
pressed. Schmidt, in fact, repeated his support
for these policies in his declaration to parlia
ment.

The task now is to find another policy —
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one which means that the employers them
selves bear the burden of the crisis they have
created, which does not stop short of breaking
the power of the bankers and the employers in
its effort to defend jobs. A program which
bases itself on the distribution of the available

work between all the workers, and prevents
the employers' efforts to secure their profit
through new rearmament measures.

All the calls to the trade-union leadership by
the SPD "not to rock the boat" so that the Social

Democrats can solve the problems have failed.
In fact they have led to deep discouragement
and political uncertainty among the workers.
This has been shown during factory closures
and redundancies, as well as at the last elec

tions. For the first time in the history of the
Federal Republic half the working class today
chooses to vote for the CDU-CSU.* The SPD

has opened the way to government by the em
ployers through its reformist policies.
The DGB, West Germany's central trade

union federation, has called demonstrations
against austerity on October 23 and 30. All
possible forces must be mobilized to turn these
demonstrations into the beginning of a strong
opposition to the bourgeois measures.

Trade unionists, supporters of the peace
movement, the women's movement, anti-nu
clear groups, those who are fighting discrimi
nation against immigrants or unemployment,
as well as all those who suffer from the auster

ity measures of the bourgeoisie, should join
forces to demonstrate against unemployment,
rearmament, and destruction of the environ
ment. For the trade unions these demonstra

tions should be the first steps in a new line of
march:

• For joint trade union action against the
employers' anti-union measures,
• For jobs, not bombs,
• For the 35-hour week now — with full

pay and job creation,
• Against any other austerity policy, wheth

er budget cuts or decrease in real wages,
• A militant common line of march for the

big majority of wage earners, employed, un
employed, pensioners, young or old, immi
grant or German, women or men.

SPD members who disagree with the line of
their party, who hold Schmidt and the SPD
leadership responsible for having made it pos
sible to throw the burden of the crisis onto the

backs of the workers, and for having disarmed
the working class, must fight for the SPD to
draw the conclusions from these develop
ments.

The SPD in opposition will no more turn to
a socialist policy than it did in government.
This was made explicit by Willy Brandt when
he stated that the Social Democrats will not
change their political line with the change in
government.

For all these reasons, it is necessary to put
forward not the completely failed line followed

*The Christian Social Union (CSU), is the Bavarian

state braneh of the CDU. — IP

by the SPD leadership, but a political course
that attacks the power of the employers.

It is important that all those who support a
socialist solution to the crisis, who want to or

ganize opposition to unemployment, social

cuts and national chauvinism, who oppose the
destruction of the environment, rearmament,

and discrimination against women can present
their own alternative in the coming federal
elections. □

Nicaragua: U.S.-backed gangs
claim three more victims
By Michael Baumann

MASAYA, Nicaragua — Three coffins
draped in Sandinista flags lined the stage as
Nicaraguan Defense Minister Humberto
Ortega addressed several thousand people here
October 2. The working poor of Masaya had
gathered in the Indian barrio of Monimbo for
the funeral of three of their sons — an artisan,
a stonemason, and a laborer.

Their deaths were a direct result of
Washington's continuing war against the
Nicaraguan people.

In addition to trying to strangle Nicaragua
economically, Washington is arming and train
ing thousands of counterrevolutionaries, rem
nants of the ex-National Guard of Anastasio
Somoza, the hated dictator who was over
thrown here in 1979.

These bands conduct murderous raids along
the Nicaraguan-Honduran border, as well as in
the interior of the country.

"We have to be honest with ourselves,"
Ortega told a somber audience.

"The battle to defeat the counterrevolution
ary bands is not going to be a short one."

The funeral here was for three members of
Reserve Battalion 80-15. They were victims of
the most recent clash with counter
revolutionaries, in the distant mountains of
Central Zelaya province. Reserve Battalion 80-
15 left Masaya a month ago. Made up largely
of veterans of the 1979 insurrection, it was

selected as the first reserve contingent sent to
Zelaya to help respond to the stepped-up at
tacks there.

Two members of the battalion died directly
in combat; the third, wounded, drowned as he
tried to cross the river. Twenty-four counter
revolutionaries were killed in the battle, bring
ing to more than 350 the number of contras
who have been killed in recent months.

But 5,000 more are based in camps just
across the northern border with Honduras, and
an estimated 1,500 are based in remote areas
inside Nicaraguan territory.

"This struggle is not going to be resolved
quickly," Ortega repeated. "We are poor, so
poor that it may well take 15, 20, or 30 years
to emerge from our poverty.

"Yet we must also face the very real possi
bility of an armed invasion, either by the Hon-
duran army or the imperialists themselves.

"We must prepare for this. And we must do
it ourselves, without expecting anyone to come
to our aid.

"We need a better level of organization, of
combativity. We must give the whole world an
example of what we are capable of accomplish
ing in this difficult situation."

During the long march to the cemetery the
crowd of workers and artisans chanted slogans
of support to the revolution, and defiance of
imperialism. □

Michdel Baumanri'lP

Nicaraguan reserve unit leaving Masaya in September tor duty on norttiern border.
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Mozambique

South Africa wages undeclared war
Workers arm to fight terrorist bands

By Ernest Harsch
Mozambique, like Angola, is the victim of

an undeclared war conducted by the apartheid
regime in neighboring South Africa.

Incursions by South African commandos,
terrorist attacks by South African-directed
guerrilla groups, and threats of a South African
invasion are becoming more and more com
mon. Recent months have shown the extent of

the danger facing the people of Mozambique:

• In mid-July, about 200 members of the
South African-backed Mozambique National
Resistance (MNR) moved into a rural area
north of Beira, Mozambique's second largest
city, to carry out a series of terrorist actions.
Over a period of several weeks, they mined
roads, beat peasants in their fields, stole food
and clothing, raided houses, cut off the ears of
two women, and cut off the ears and noses of

two primary school teachers. On August 10,
they raked a passenger train with machine-gun
fire, killing 14 and wounding 50.
• On July 22, Mozambican troops clashed

with a South African army unit in Mozam
bique's Maputo Province.

• During the first three weeks of August, a
government radio broadcast reported, more
than 40 armed terrorists were killed in clashes

with government troops in the provinces of
Gaza, Inhambane, Manica, and Sofala.

• On August 17, a parcel bomb addressed
to Aquino de Braganja, a key adviser to
Mozambican President Samora Machel.

exploded in Maputo, seriously injuring de

imperialism. It is imperialism that prepares,
trains, equips and finances the bandits."
Ever since Mozambique won its independ

ence from Portugal in June 1975 — following
more than a decade of armed struggle led by
the Mozambique Liberation Front (Frelimo) —
the country has faced the hostility of the major
imperialist powers and of the white settler re
gimes in the region.

Mozambique's victory in 1975 gave a big
boost to the fight against imperialist domina
tion and racial oppression throughout southern
Africa. The Zimbabwean freedom fighters
were able to use independent Mozambique as a
base from which to wage their struggle against
the Rhodesian settler regime of Ian Smith.
Blacks inside South Africa were greatly in
spired by Mozambique's independence, con
tributing to the massive urban uprisings in that
country in 1976.

Since then, Frelimo's refusal to buckle to
imperialist pressures and threats has aroused
increased concern in the South African capital
of Pretoria and among the apartheid regime's
backers in Washington and Western Europe.

Their opposition has taken numerous forms.
One of the most damaging has been their effort
to economically strangle Mozambique, a poor
and underdeveloped country of 12 million peo
ple.

According to President Machel, there is an
"undeclared economic blockade against our
country."

The British government has refused to grant

on behalf of the Portuguese co

African National Congress (ANC) of South Af
rica. The ANC accused the South African au

thorities of the attack.

• Gen. Magnus Malan, the South African
defense minister, warned Mozambique in Au
gust against deploying SAM-3 and SAM-6
antiaircraft missiles along its border with South
Africa. "When similar weapons were installed
on the Israeli border, he said, Israel considered Pretoria's cat's-paw
it necessary to invade Lebanon to neutralise
them," the British Daily Telegraph reported
August 21.
• A few days later. South African comman

dos landed by helicopter at the Mozambican
border town of Namaacha. They killed two
Mozambicans and a Portuguese mechanic.
• On August 28, MNR guerrillas kidnapped

six Bulgarians working in Mozambique on a
road project.
• In early September, Mozambican troops

overran an MNR mountain base in Manica Pro

vince, killing 46 guerrillas.

Mozambique, President Samora Machel has
said, is engaged in a "permanent war against Mozambicans who had fought against Frelimo

Parallel to these economic pressures, the im
perialists have unleashed the terrorist gangs of
the MNR.

While the MNR claims to be a liberation

movement, it is nothing more than a creature
of the South African regime.
The organization was first set up by the

Rhodesian Central Intelligence Organisation
shortly after Mozambique won its independ
ence, both to provide the Rhodesians with in
formation on the Zimbabwean liberation forces

based in Mozambique and to retaliate against
Frelimo for aiding the Zimbabwean struggle.
Initially, the MNR was composed largely of

the West German government has blocked as
sistance to Mozambique from the European
Economic Community. In 1981, the Reagan

766

Braganga and killing Ruth First, a leader of the further export credits to Mozambique while languages of South Africa's white pop-
" ' ulation.

In December 1981, Mozambican troops

lonialists. Later

 captured yet another MNR base, at Garagua,
administration in Washington cut off all food Manica Province. They found there a heli-
aid to Mozambique following the expulsion of copter landing pad and drums of helicopter fuel.

They also found MNR documents, includ
ing reports and minutes of meetings in October
and November 1980 in Zoabostad between the

MNR's main leader, Afonso Dhlakama, and a
certain "Colonel Charlie," who was later iden
tified as Colonel Van Niekerk of South African
Military Intelligence.

six American officials accused of spying for
the CIA.

,
it was joined by a number of former Frelimo
members and leaders who had been expelled
from that organization on charges of corrup
tion.

When the Zimbabwean people succeeded in
ousting the white minority regime of Ian Smith
and winning their independence in 1980, the
MNR was forced out of its bases in that coun

try. The South African authorities, who had al
ready been providing aid to the group since
1979, took over its direction.

The MNR's new base was established at

Zoabostad, in South Africa's Transvaal Pro
vince. Its radio station, Voz da Africa Livre

(Voice of Free Africa), began broadcasting
from South Africa in June 1980.

That same month, a major Mozambican
government offensive succeeded in taking the
MNR's main base within Mozambique, at Si-
tatonga, in which 272 MNR troops were killed
and 300 captured. For a while, the MNR was
in total disarray.

By late 1981, however, the MNR gangs
were again in a position to step up their at
tacks. This was a result of greater, and more
direct. South African backing.

South African planes now regularly violate
Mozambican air space to drop supplies to the
MNR bands and to provide the MNR with re
connaissance information on the location of

Mozambican troops. The Mozambican army
has captured quantities of ammunition from
the MNR, marked in English and Afrikaans,

Economic sabotage and terrorism

According to the minutes. Van Niekerk
promised the MNR continued logistical sup
port, weapons, ammunition, and other equip
ment. He also said that specialists and instruc
tors would be sent to teach the MNR forces

how to use heavy weapons and carry out sabot
age. "The instructors who go to Mozambique
will not only teach, but also participate in at
tacks," Van Niekerk said.

Van Niekerk also gave the MNR a list of
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priority targets, including the Mozambique-
Zimbabwe pipeline and the rail links between
Zimbabwe and Mozambique's ports.

While previously the MNR had sought to es
tablish some bases of support among sectors of
the Mozambican population (largely by distri
buting food and scarce goods in isolated rural
areas), its focus has now shifted entirely to
sabotage of vital economic installations and to
outright terror actions against the population in
general.

Following Pretoria's instructions, the MNR
in late 1981 blew up bridges along the main
road and rail links between Beira and the Zim

babwean city of Mutare. The port of Beira was
forced to close down for several days after sa
boteurs destroyed several marker buoys in the
harbor's access channel. The Zimbabwe-Mo

zambique pipeline has been hit several times,
as have power pylons carrying electricity from
Mozambique's giant Cabora Bassa hydroelec
tric dam.

Following one attack on the Beira-Mutare
railway, the authorities found the body of an
unidentified white, who had been blown up
while trying to plant a mine.

Pretoria's interest in disrupting road and rail
links between Zimbabwe and Mozambique is
also part of its drive to put economic pressure
on Zimbabwe and other Black-ruled states.

Zimbabwe, Mozambique, and a number of
other countries in the region belong to the
Southern Africa Development Coordination
Conference (SADCC), whose aim is to lessen
those countries' dependence on South African
transportation links. Three of the five strategic
ports designated for that purpose are in Mo
zambique. By hitting Mozambique's roads and
railways, Pretoria is clearly hoping to scuttle
the SADCC's efforts.

At the same time, the MNR has targeted
Mozambique's efforts to build up its economy
and provide the population with vital social
services.

For instance, according to the Beira Didrio
de Mogambique, the MNR caused widespread
destruction in the Gorongosa district 100 miles
northwest of Beira between the end of 1981

and May 1982. The MNR gangs destroyed all
seven communal villages in the district, three

agricultural cooperatives, a state farm, and a
saw mill. They burned down the district's
health posts and all 31 primary schools. In
each attack, villagers were killed or kid
napped.
Many of these attacks on villagers are also

aimed at driving them out of the countryside
and into the cities and main towns, so as to un

dermine the country's agricultural production.

Arming the population

The MNR now operates in 7 of Mozam
bique's 10 provinces. The provinces of Mani-
ca, Sofala, and Inhambane are considered un

safe outside the main towns. While the MNR's

attacks have been limited to the more inaccess

ible and sparsely populated regions, they have
nevertheless become a serious threat to the

country's economic life and the well-being of
its people.
In face of these terrorist attacks, Frelimo

and the government have begun a major mobil
ization of military forces — and of the popula
tion as a whole.

Veterans of the guerrilla struggle against the
Portuguese are being sent back into the army to
bolster its leadership, organization, and mo
rale.

In late May, thousands of troops, backed by
air force and artillery units, launched a major
offensive in Manica Province. Zimbabwean

planes and troops also participated.
But the government cannot rely on its army

alone. The 20,000 regular troops are unable to
adequately defend such a large country (it is
nearly 1,300 miles from the southern tip of
Mozambique to its northern border), and they
cannot respond quickly enough to attacks in
the more inaccessible regions. When President
Machei toured Inhambane Province in Feb-

mary, people in a number of towns demanded
arms to fight the MNR.

In March, Machei appointed military com
manders in all of the MNR-affected areas to

reestablish the civilian militias, which had in

itially been set up following independence but
had not been maintained. A document adopted
by a Frelimo party conference that month de
clared, "It is necessary to strengthen our action
against armed gangsters by organizing the fteo-
ple into self-defence units."

Light weapons purchased abroad have been
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Ian Smith.
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toria, the agents of international imperialism."

Machei then added, "Let the South Africans

come themselves. We don't want the agent, we
WMt his boss. Let's fight against the organ-
grinder, not the monkey." □
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New Zealand

Nineteen eighty-two is proving to be a catas
trophic year for working people.
On the economic front, almost 85,000

people are registered as unemployed or are on
sptecial work. Thousands of workers have been
thrown onto the dole as factories have closed

down or laid off large numbers of workers.

Many workers have been especially stunned
by the inability of the powerful meat workers'
unions to save the jobs of thousands of their
members at Patea, Gear, Hellaby's and else
where.

Workers' uncertainty has also been aggra
vated by the cancellation of new industrial ex
pansion projects like the Aramoana smelter and FOL/CSU-organised^ Campaign Against Cuts difficult. It is vital that it is coordinated, disci-
the new pulp mills that were scheduled for Nel- in Living Standards, for example, which has
son and Northland. been organising an educational campaign

Working farmers face shrinking markets for against the wage freeze,
meat, wool and dairy products. Many have been
saved from bankruptcy only by the huge sub
sidies being paid out by the government.
Thousands of people are living in campgrounds
and garages because of the growing housing
crisis.

On top of this, inflation is running at about
17 percent, as New Zealand enters its second
decade of double figure inflation.

World recession

Underlying this economic calamity is a deep
world recession that began in 1980, the second
in less than 10 years. This recession is the prod
uct of a chronic capitalist crisis of "over-pro
duction."

That is to say, in the "boom" years of the
1950s and 1960s the world's capitalists built
so many factories that today they can produce
far more goods than working people can afford
to buy at prices profitable to the capitalists.
The capitalists respond to this by cutting back
production and laying off workers, further
shrinking the demand and deepening the reces
sion.

The New Zealand capitalists and their gov- I x(je conservative National Party government
emment are taking advantage of the recession headed by Prime Minister Robert Muldoon imposed
and the resulting mass unemployment to carry a 12-month freeze on wages and prices on June 22.
out a class war against working people, aimed Muldoon's party has ruled New Zealand since De
al weakening the labour movement and boost- cember 1975.
ing profits at the expense of wages and working
conditions.

At the heart of this war is the wage freeze,'
which govemment ministers openly admit is

Roots of freeze

However, no section of the leadership of the
unions has given a clear lead to workers in
explaining the roots of the wage freeze in the
deep crisis of capitalism, and what this means
for developing a working class political strat
egy for fighting back.

The FOL/CSU campaign, for example, has
so far been confined to explaining the unfair
ness of the wage freeze and the need for a big
wage increase. In addition, no major industrial
or other protest actions have yet taken place,
three months after the freeze was imposed.
The political perspectives underlying this

approach on the part of the union officialdom
is most clearly spelled out in the newspapers of
two organisations, the Socialist Unity Party
(SUP) and the Workers Communist League
(WCL), to which a number of union officials

in Auckland and Wellington belong.
Both papers overestimate the power of the

Muldoon govemment and its ability to confuse
and divide workers, while minimising work-

2. POL — Federation of Labour, the main trade-

union federation in New Zealand. CSU — Combined

State Unions, groups together unions in the state sec
tor.

plined and based on a common claim. . . .
Only a wide base for the campaign will ensure
defeat for the govemment. With a wide base,
and correct strategy, workers need not fear a
snap election should the National govemment
attempt it."

Tribune also refers to this alleged fear on the
part of workers to take on the bosses' govem
ment. Auckland Trades Council President, Bill

Andersen, wams in the August 23 Tribune-.
"The govemment is also preparing for an

early election and will probably attempt to use
the planned FOL/CSU campaign against the
economic 'freeze' (on wages alone) as a basis.
'Law and order' will be the Tory cry as the
unions challenge the wage fix."

'Positive lead'

Under a banner headline, "Now, Not Lat
er!" the September 8 Unity calls for the trade
union movement to fight the wage freeze "this
year". "Workers need a positive lead," it
argues.

But neither Unity nor Tribune is offering
such a positive lead to working people. The
perspectives they put forward represent a poli
tical retreat in face of the Muldoon-directed

capitalist offensive. How is this?
Firstly, both the WCL and the SUP have

been blaming the "division and apathy" of
many workers for the lack of a fightback, ig
noring the responsibility of the union leader
ships to give a "positive lead" in opposing the
wage freeze both in word and deed.
But at the same time militant workers who

do want to take action against the bosses' at
tacks are warned against "unpopular strikes"

How to fight bosses' offensive
Trade unionists seek answers to iayoffs, wage freeze

By Russell Johnson
[The following article appeared in the Sep

tember 24 issue of the New Zealand fortnightly
Socialist Action. Footnotes are by Interconti
nental Press.] Major blow

designed to reduce real wages. Govemment ers' unders

768

The wage freeze and the government's sub
sequent Budget represent the most serious
political attack on the working class in the Mul
doon years. It is a major blow to the living
standards of all workers, especially those on
lower incomes, and a severe restriction on the
democratic rights of the unions.

It needs to be met by a massive mobilisation
of the labour movement and working farmers
aimed at bringing down the Muldoon govem
ment and replacing it with a Labour govem
ment responsible to the unions.

Socialist Action supports every action car
ried out by sections of the labour movement to
resist the bosses' attacks and oppose the wage
freeze. Class conscious workers supjxirt the

tanding and willingness to stmggle
spokesmen have even called for the unions to against Muldoon.
go further and accept wage cuts to "save jobs."

'Confuse and divide'

Tribune, the paper of the SUP, for example,
editorialises in its August 9 issue that the freeze
and the subsequent Budget are aimed at confus
ing and dividing the workers "by appearing to
give some more than others. . . . It is clear
that careful consideration has gone into analys
ing which groups he [Muldoon] can gain most
from by helping and which he can gain most
from by creating division and apathy in their
ranks."

"Muldoon," the editorial concludes, "is cer
tainly no Robin Hood."
A similar view is being put forward by

Unity, the paper of the WCL. For instance, the
August 11 issue editorialises;
"The stmggle to defeat the freeze, and win a

general wage increase will be protracted and
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by Bill Andersen in Tribune and to be "disci
plined" and "united," by Unity.
We are told to wait for a mass movement to

be built, tbat is, to wait for the union leader
ship to give a "positive lead." This can only
encourage pessimism among many union mil
itants, and even begin to sound like an excuse
for not taking any decisive union action at all.

Stakes in fight

But more fundamentally, neither Tribune
nor Unity are clearly explaining to vanguard
workers, that is, those who clearly do want to
fight the government and who do understand
that the wage freeze and the Budget are anti-
working class, what the stakes are in this
fight.

They do not explain:
• That the current world recession reflects a

deep-seated economic crisis that is insoluble
within capitalism except at a massive cost to
the working class and working farmers through
another Great Depression like the 1930s.
• That the capitalist class is using this reces

sion to wage a relentless class war on working
people through their control over the govern
ment.

• That to combat the effects of this recession

the labour movement must struggle for de
mands that protect working people regardless
of the effect on the capitalist system.

That to win such struggles the working class
must break the capitalist control over the gov
ernment and establish the political rule of
working people.

Overthrow capitalism

The working class perspective cannot he to
make capitalism work better, hut to overthrow
it and establish socialism.

Of course, both Tribune and Unity make
some comments along these lines. For instanee.
Bill Andersen writes in the September 6
Tribune: "It is important to understand that
these repressive moves stem from the insoluble
contradictions of capitalism and are not just
questions of govemment/employer policy."

But these become mere gestures because
they are not incorporated as the starting point
of the political strategy the papers propose to
the labour movement, in face of the wage
freeze and the economic crisis.

Above all, both the SUP and the WCL are

shrinking from drawing the central political
conclusion that vanguard workers need to draw
from this situation.

A mass pressure campaign may force a poli-
tieal retreat by the Muldoon government over a
specific issue at a specific time, as the 1980
Kinleith strike forced the withdrawal of the last

set of wage controls. But no mass pressure
campaign can alter the fundamental course of
the National government. This is determined
by the interests of New Zealand big business.
To change the course of the government, the

labour movement must win political power and
dismantle all the state institutions which hack

up capitalist rule — the courts, the cops and
the armed forces.

Union fight

Today this means the organised powerhouse
of the working class, the unions, must fight to
bring the Labour Party and its parliamentary
wing under the control of working people.
They must force the party to take up working
class demands and lead the fight against the
wage freeze and the Muldoon government,
both in parliament and in the streets.
A concerted move in this direction by the

unions could not he more timely. The Rowling/
Lange leadership^ have discredited themselves
among vanguard workers with their'attempts
to cut union ties with the Labour Party and
their shameful collaboration with Muldoon in

denying Samoans their legal right to citizen
ship.
A union call to launch a struggle to make the

Labour Party an effective fighting instrument
of the workers would attract a broad response
within the working class today.

Instead Tribune and Unity turn union mili
tants' attention away from such a political line
of march. Unity simply states that "The wage
freeze will only he broken through widespread
industrial action" and ignores the need to get
rid of Muldoon.

And while Tribune considers the election of

a Labour government "a progressive step," it
confines itself to criticising the "illusion" that
"a Labour government could solve the prob
lems within the existing economic and political
framework." It does not propose what the
unions should do to bring the Labour Party into
the fight against the "existing economic and
political conditions."

Why debate

Why is it important for politically conscious
workers to discuss out and debate the wrong
political perspectives put forward by the
Socialist Unity Party and the Workers Com
munist League?

After all, what either of these organisations
says and does is hardly decisive to the outcome
of the class struggle today. Both are too small

3. The New Zealand Labour Party is headed by
former Prime Minister Wallace Rowling. The party's
deputy leader is David Lange.

\
,

Ross Hampton/Socialist Action

Demonstration in Auckland during September 1979 general strike provoked by Muldoon's attempts to hold down wages.
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to have that sort of influence over the working
class today.

Nevertheless, a number of the most well-
known trade union officials who are identified

in the eyes of workers as representatives of the
socialist and class struggle viewpoint in the
unions, are associated with the SUP or WCL.

In addition, their political timidity and re
treat in face of the capitalist offensive is shared
by a much broader layer of trade union officials.

Their wrong perspective can particularly
confuse and demoralise rank-and-file fighters
in the unions who look to them for a lead on

what to do. Union militants are not inspired to
have confidence in the working class, but to
view so-called "backward workers" as the

weight holding the labour movement back.

Thinking workers need to draw the conclu

sions that they cannot look to this layer of the
trade union officials (or any other) for political
leadership today. Instead they must look to
themselves.

Transform labour movement

Under the blows of the economic crisis and

Muldoon's anti-working-class policies, work
ers are learning many bitter lessons. An impor
tant layer of workers are discussing out the
meaning of the government's attacks and are
looking for new and more effective ways to
mobilise working class power to fight back.

False starts will undoubtedly be made. But
many of these workers will be won to the
socialist movement. This is provided socialists
seize on each major turn in political and
economic events to explain how all the work
ers' problems are rooted in capitalism, and that

the only way out is to establish a government
of the working people to establish socialism.

In time, powerful new fighting moods must
inevitably take root among workers. Out of
this process new class struggle fighters will
come forward in the factories. Together with
the best union officials they will lead a fight to
transform the entire labour movement, the
unions and the Labour Party, into a powerful
movement that links up with the working farm
ers and all the oppressed.

It is out of this new mass political movement
of the working people that the mass socialist
movement of the future will be built. But the

key task today in preparation for this mass
movement is to achieve political clarity among
the vanguard workers on the programme and
strategy around which this movement must be
built. □

Nicaragua

Construction workers press demands
Exchange between union leaders and head of government
By Michael Baumann

MOMOTOMBO GEOTHERMAL PROJ
ECT, Nicaragua — "Why are Italian techni
cians paid twice as much as Nicaraguans? On
top of that, they don't treat us very well."

"Why do they have private, air-conditioned
living quarters while we sleep four to a small
room, with poor light, sanitation, food, and no
recreational facilities'?"

"We need more workers and more construc
tion equipment if we're going to finish this
project on time."

"Our wages are too low for this kind of work
under these conditions. We need a readjust
ment."

What had been scheduled as a brief informa
tional visit to the vast geothermal project under
way here concluded with a public presenta
tion of workers' complaints and concerns to
the Sandinista government.

At the closing ceremony, union leaders rep
resenting the construction workers union
SCAAS and Nicaraguan technicians working
on the project put these questions and more to

Nicaragua's plans for geothermal power
MOMOTOMBO GEOTHERMAL

PROJECT, Nicaragua — Nicaragua is a
land of lakes and volcanos. Although the
technology has long existed to use this com
bination as a cheap, renewable, nonpollut-
ing source of energy, it took the Sandinista
revolution to begin to bring this to reality.

Plans, research, and investigation for this
first geothermal unit date back to the mid-
1960s, but it is only in the last three years
that the project has really moved ahead.

Today, atop this remote 10-square-mile
area of proven geothermal potential, one of
the world's most modem power plants is
being built.

Thirty-two wells have been dug to tap
the earth's own steam. Twenty of them are
productive, and the first five will be tapped
to turn turbines when the unit enters initial
operation in June 1983.

The first unit will provide 35 megawatts
of electrical power, saving Nicaragua
$60,000 a day over what it would cost to
produce the same electricity with imported
oil. Research indicates that a second unit,
at the same site and producing an equal
amount of power, is feasible.

Eight more geothermal sites located
throughout the country are believed to offer
similar potential, and studies are continuing
on them. Two major hydroelectric plants
are also on the drawing board.

Nicaragua's overall plan for meeting in
creased power needs calls for a 20-year
budget of $765 million. If the goals can be
met, by 1991 Nicaragua will produce more
than four-fifths of its electricity through
geothermal and hydroelectric plants.

— M.B.

Commander Daniel Ortega, coordinator of the
Junta of National Reconstruction.

Present in the audience were some 50 work
ers, several top officials of the revolutionary
government, and 20 journalists, including cor
respondents for Intercontinental Press.

The meeting, held September 25. reflected
several of the difficult problems the revolution
faces.

The geothermal project itself, when it enters
initial operation next year, will be a major ad
vance to the country's economic potential (see
box).

But it is being built in an isolated, hot,
muggy, mosquito-plagued area on the northern
shore of Lake Managua, with few amenities
for the workers who are based there six days a
week.

The geothermal project, like everything else
in Nicaragua, is being carried out in the context
of the undeclared war — both military and
economic — that American imperialism is car
rying out against the Nicaraguan revolution.

Money is short, for everything. Major re
sources have to be devoted to defense against
increasing attacks by the 5,000 counter
revolutionaries armed, trained, and paid by the
U.S. government and stationed in camps just
across the northern border with Honduras.

At the same time, funds available to the gov
ernment are declining. On the one hand, the
cutoff in U.S. economic aid and U.S. pressure
to reduce loans and grants from other sources
is making its impact felt.

On the other, revenues from exports will be
sharply reduced this year, as a result of the
disastrous floods last May and a severe drought
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that hit the key northern agricultural provinces
in July and August.

Badly needed spare parts, machinery, and
fuel — all of which must be paid for in dollars
— are in increasingly short supply.
What funds are available are devoted to

health care, education, agrarian reform and in
creasing crop yields, long-range projects like
Momotombo, and $10-million-a-month price
subsidies on basic food and consumer items.

The plain truth, however, is that not
everyone in Nicaragua either fully understands
this context or agrees completely with the way
priorities within it are decided. It would be
Utopian to expect that they would.

Political conflict

SCAAS, the Union of Carpenters,
Bricklayers, Assembly Workers, and Allied
Trades, is an example of this reality. Affiliated
with the union federation CGT(i),' it has a
tradition of conflict with the revolutionary gov
ernment.

The conflict stems, at bottom, from the fact
that the CGT(i) leadership, although it for
mally accepts the Sandinista government as
one that represents the workers and farmers,
often acts as if the government was a capitalist
regime. As a result, the CGT(i) advances
economic demands without taking into account
the impact of its demands on the overall
economic plan the government is trying to ad
vance, or the effect of its demands on other

sectors of the working class.
In Managua, for example, SCAAS workers

went out on strike in January 1980 in opposi
tion to a govemment program to create more
jobs by reducing hours and wages of relatively
well-paid SCAAS workers employed on a na
tional project.

Since September 1981, strikes have been
prohibited by law in Nicaragua.
The govemment, the FSLN, and the leader

ship of the Sandinista Workers Federation
(CST) argue that this is a necessary measure to
face up to the imperialist threat and the
economic crisis, and that other channels now
exist to resolve labor disputes.^

1 . The CGT(i) (Independent Genera! Workers Fed
eration), although relatively small, is a politically
important union federation. It is affiliated with the
pro-Moscow Socialist Party of Nicaragua (PSN), and
through the SCAAS it organizes about one-third of
the country's construction workers.

According to official figures from the Ministry of
Labor, the CGT(i) has 6,500 members, 4,400 of
whom are construction workers. By contrast, the
main union federation, the Sandinista Workers Fed

eration (CST) has 84,000 members (two-thirds of
the country's organized work force), 9,(X)0of whom
are construction workers.

The CGT(i), it should be noted, does not accept
these figures. It publicly claims a membership of
JO.CKX), but has never presented documentation to
back this up.

2. For a more thorough treatment of the considera
tions involved in the ban on strikes in Nicaragua, see
"The FSLN, the working class, and the economic
emergency" by Fred Murphy, Intercontinental Press,
November 30, 1981, p. 1 170.
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Meeting between Momotombo workers and Commander Daniel Ortega.

The union leaders at Momotombo, by taking
the step of publicly presenting their grievances
to Ortega, indicated they were not satisfied
with the response they had so far received.
What the rank-and-file workers at

Momotombo actually thought could not easily

be determined. Those who attended the meet

ing stood with their arms folded during most of
it.

As each of the union leaders finished his

remarks. Commander Ortega took written
copies of their complaints. He then asked for
permission to speak.

Ortega replies

Despite the country's economic limitations,
he said, many of the concerns expressed
seemed justified, particularly the requests for
militia equipment, better food, a television,
and recreational facilities. He said that the reg
ional govemment commission, the Institute of
Energy, and the Ministry of Labor would be
asked to look into these complaints.

But wage adjustments, he said, are practi
cally impossible because of the economic
crisis.

"Remember," he said, "that when they give
wage increases in other countries, what they
do is raise the price of everything else even
more." What the Sandinista govemment does,
on the other hand, is to try to maintain workers'
buying power through subsidized and control
led prices.
"There are some workers who should have

wage increases," he added. "Those are the
workers who are still receiving less than the
minimum wage, of whom, unfortunately, there
are still a great many. They are the first prior
ity."

In response to the question about the foreign
technicians' wages and living conditions, he
explained that the project was being built in

coordination with the Italian government,
which was providing technology and experts
Nicaragurdid not have.

"It's hard for them to come here and work

here under these conditions," he said, and we

have to pay them and house them at intema-
tional standards. Unfortunately, we cannot af
ford to pay Nicaraguan technicians at the same
rate. "That's a reality we just have to face."

And we do not have on-the-job problems
with the Italian compaheros because they're
Italian, Ortega added.
"We have the same problems among our

selves, between Nicaraguan technicians and
Nicaraguan workers. It's an inheritance of the
past.

"Some technicians are arrogant. And not all
members of the working class display a perfect
level of organization, cooperation, and discip
line in their work."

The real problem we face, Ortega said, is
productivity.
"Workers don't want to work as hard as they

did before the revolution. And that's not right.
Before the revolution, when you had the boss
over you, you worked hard. We have to work
even harder now, because we are working for
ourselves, for the entire nation."

Ortega urged the workers to try to establish
better communication with the Ministry of
Labor. You can't expect miracles, he told
them, because it has limited resources and re
ceives a vast quantity of complaints similar to
yours.

"But it is an instrument of the revolution, it is
headed by revolutionaries, and the revolution
has confidence in it."

The meeting closed with applause and the
chanting of revolutionary slogans.
The workers then began to discuss the issues

among themselves as they boarded buses for
the weekend trip to their homes. □
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The revolution vs. joblessness
Government plans to wipe out unemployment

By Baxter Smith
ST. GEORGE'S — The People's Revolu

tionary Government here is undertaking its most
ambitious project since it came to power in
1979: wiping out unemployment.
On this Caribbean island of 110,000 people,

just over 7,000 workers are unemployed, ac
counting for 22 percent of the workforce.
The government has just announced a plan

to create 6,000 new jobs over the next three
years: 3,000 in agriculture, 2,000 in construc
tion, 500 in tourism, 100 in agro-industries,
and the rest in teaching and other sectors.
The announcement of this plan followed a

series of mass meetings, conferences, and dis
cussions involving all layers of the population.
Meetings have been held in all parishes of the
country since early this year, with the goal of
discussing how to end joblessness.

Prime Minister Maurice Bishop set the tone
for the campaign at a national gathering of un
employed people and delegates from mass or
ganizations in June.
"We come before our people," Bishop said,

"openly as always, admitting this problem of
unemployment and pointing out that together
— party, government, and people — we have
to find a solution."

He said it was necessary to find "a mass
solution to end unemployment, of trying to end
unemployment through increasing produc
tion."

"The people themselves," Bishop said, "and
in particular, the unemployed themselves,
must be fully involved and engaged in finding
the remedies that will cure joblessness."

Bishop explained that unemployment is
"created by capitalism." He pointed out,
"It was only when capitalism came along" that
unemployment emerged.
"There is more unemployment today in the

capitalist world than in the past 50 years," the
prime minister stated. "The capitalist world
today is going through a major crisis. And one
of the major side effects of this crisis is mas
sive, unbelievable unemployment."

High unemployment was plaguing Grenada
long before the revolutionary government
came to power in March 1979.

In 1970, joblessness was estimated at 30 per
cent. Then came the 1974-75 world economic

crisis. Unemployment was about 50 percent at
the time of the 1979 revolution, which was
followed by the current capitalist economic
crisis.

Last March, in preparation for launching the
unemployment campaign, the government un
dertook a census of jobless people.
The census located 7,040 persons who were

either totally jobless, or part-time or seasonal
workers. This figure puts unemployment today

at around 22 percent — less than half of the
1979 figure.

Sixty-four percent of all persons reached in
the census are between the ages of 16 and 25.
Seventy-two percent of the jobless are women.
The census found that 80 percent of all jobless
never began secondary school. Many of these
unemployed youth have gone for years without
finding full-time jobs.

These figures represent the results of colo
nial and neocolonial oppression. However, as
great as the problem is, conditions are improv
ing.

Economic expansion

The halving of the jobless rate in just three
years indicates the commitment to social and
economic progress that has been a hallmark of
Grenada's workers and farmers government.

Several thousand new jobs have been
created through the launching of major projects
such as the international airport; road, school,
and housing construction; agro-industries; and
health and education expansion. As well, more
than 200 jobs have been created through the
establishment of cooperatives. (Two hundred
jobs in Grenada is equivalent to about 400,000
jobs in the United States, or 100,000 in Bri
tain.)

At the various parish meetings and confer
ences on unemployment, economic expansion
— particularly agricultural expansion — was
projected as the major way to end joblessness.

There are more than 7,000 acres of idle land

that could be put into production to create jobs.
The government estimates that one job could
be created per acre, and in the case of banana
production, three jobs for every two acres. Ad
ditional jobs resulting from greater land usage
would include trucking and shipping, packag
ing, and agro-industries.

At the national and local conferences, jobless
youth were pressed to sign up for agricultural
cooperatives. The National Cooperative De
velopment Agency, a state enterprise, puts up
loans and helps find land for youths forming
agricultural cooperatives.

At workshops at these conferences, jobless
youths volunteered for, or suggested the crea
tion of, dairy products production; sandal mak
ing; bakery, crafts, and construction coopera
tives; the teaching of agricultural science in the
schools; and more agricultural training
schools, among other things.

Training schools

In particular, jobless youth have been en
couraged to sign up for agricultural training.
The La Sagesse agricultural training school
was opened in June and the Bocage school on
September 17. Two more are planned to open

soon in Boulonge and Dumfires, the latter on
Grenada's sister island of Carriacou.

At the schools, modem methods of scientific
agriculture are taught in a 12-week course. The
students are urged to set up agricultural
cooperatives after graduation.

At the dedication ceremony for the Bocage
school. Agriculture and Coojieratives Minister
George Louison said that "such training
schools will break the vicious cycle of un
employment and develop a new f^armer with
new skills and methods."

In addition, the National Youth Organisa
tion is spearheading a drive to increase youth
involvement in agriculture through radio ads
and literature.

As part of the effort to involve all layers in
the discussion, the government held a confer
ence with local businessmen in July to solicit
their ideas for ending unemployment.
However, this meeting contrasted sharply

with others in which workers, farmers, and
jobless youth offered their ideas. One
businessman, for example, charged that un
employment existed because people are lazy.

These businessmen, who tend to be concen
trated in export-import enterprises and
tourism, have demonstrated little desire to con

tribute to Grenada's economic well-being.
Nonetheless, Prime Minister Bishop urged
them to set up small-scale manufacturing. He
exhorted: "The time has come for deeds and

not words."

Because so many of the unemployed in Gre
nada are women, special emphasis is being
placed on devising ways to train women for the
new jobs that will be created over the next few
years. A key role in this is being played by the
National Women's Organization (NWO).

In September, NWO President Phyllis
Coard explained that the NWO is faced with
the big task of educating women to fill some
5,(X)0 jobs that traditionally have not been done
by women in Grenada, particularly in agricul
ture. Coard urged women to enroll in the ag
ricultural training schools, and noted that a
large number already had applied to the new
school in Bocage.
A new department in the Ministry of

Women's Affairs has been set up, called
Women in Production. It is headed by Patsy
Romain, an executive member of the NWO.

Its purpose, Romain said, will be to "look at
and deal with the problem of unemployed
women." The department, she said, will help
coordinate the recruitment and training of
women for the new jobs that are being created.

Besides encouraging women to go into ag
riculture, Romain's department, in conjunction
with the Ministry of Education, plans to estab-
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lish centers in every parish where women can
learn practical construction skills. "Women
will learn carpentry, masonry, surveying, and
other construction skills at the centers," Ro-
main said. "Right now we have very few
women painters, surveyors, and so forth. And
we want that to change, too."

In addition, more than half of all scholar

ships offered to Grenadian students for study

abroad are being taken by women. Romain said
that this includes the study of medicine, sci
ence, and engineering.

Getting women into the productive areas of
the economy will be a feature of the December
congress of the NWO. NWO groups around
the island are presently discussing a draft pro
gram for the congress.

Finding the means to bring women into the

job market is just one way to draw them more
into the revolutionary process.

According to a summary of her remarks in
the September IS Free West Indian, Coard said
that the "NWO needs to educate women about

politics, the economy, underdevelopment, un
employment, the ways in which Grenada can
be developed, the social problems affecting our
people, and in leadership." □

Guatemala

Interview with a revolutionary leader
'The Indian struggle became a class struggle'

[The following interview with Rigoberta
Menchu, a Quiche Indian and a leader of the
Guatemalan Patriotic Unity Committee
(CGUP), took place in New York on June 10.
It was conducted in Spanish by Intercontinen
tal Press.]

Question. There has been considerable dis
cussion about the role of the Indian population
in the Guatemalan revolution. Can you tell us
how the Indian struggle has developed, and
the relationship between this struggle and the
overall struggle of the oppressed and exploited
in your country?

Answer. The struggle in Guatemala really
began to take shape about 20 years ago. At that
time Guatemalan revolutionaries emerged who
had a dream about changing society, and they
began to plant the seeds of a revolutionary con
sciousness in Guatemala.

There have been different eras of struggle.
In the years after the CIA-sponsored overthrow
of the Jacobo Arbenz government in 1954 there
was a growing spontaneous struggle.

In the early 1960s an armed revolutionary
movement arose, but it was defeated because
it did not have the participation of the masses
of the people, including the Indians. Although
the armed groups were totally defeated, they
left a seed and showed future revolutionaries
that it required more than one or two groups of
people to make a fundamental change. They
showed that fundamental change requires the
participation of the people as a whole.

Since then our people have attempted to use
every available means to organize mass move
ments to demand fair wages, better treatment
from the landlords, respect for the rights of the
workers, and to demand that the bosses honor
their labor contracts.

Through these stmggles and these organiza
tions, the masses have slowly clarified their
positions and objectives.

A change has also taken place in the role of
the churches. In the 1960s, all the churches
were strongly anti-Communist in their message
and activities, supporting the regime to a great

er or lesser extent as a way to "defeat com
munism."

But many religious figures began to realize
that communists were not the problem. Rather
it was the fact that Indians were dying of
hunger, were afflicted with terrible poverty,
exploitation, oppression, discrimination, and
repression.

As a result, some of the churches began to
take a more progressive position, and we can
also say that the cause of our people owes
something to their Christian faith.

In this early period our political-military or
ganizations began their initial work among the
Indians.

Q. What was the situation of the Indians?

A. The Indian lived in a very closed world.
Indians fought other Indians, they fought the
ladinos [non-Indian population], they fought
each other; the Catholics fought against Pro
testants. There are 22 different Indian lan
guages, and Indians in one area cannot under
stand those in another.

Furthermore, the native population had be
come extremely cynical because for decades
they had been promised many wonderful
things, but nothing ever happened. Every new
president promised more food, new schools,
roads, and housing. But we never saw any of
these things.

Eventually we did not believe in anything
anymore — not governments, not ourselves,
not the ladinos.

When the revolutionary movement arrived
on the scene, it had to prove itself over and
over again before the Indians would take a step
toward revolution. But the movement showed
that it was different, that it did not make false
promises or lie to the Indians. Once the Indians
were convinced that the revolutionary organi
zations meant what they said, they began to get
involved. Then even the worst repression only
strengthened the resolve of the Indians.

We Indians are the majority of the popula
tion in Guatemala. You cannot say we have
Christians on the one hand and Indians on the

other, or that the population is made up of
workers, peasants, and Indians. Indians are
Christians, workers, peasants, students, and
some are even professionals.

Q. In what way do Indians participate in
the struggle?

A. An Indian who becomes involved in the
revolutionary struggle has family members
who are also brought into it and who in turn
spread it further. Today the Indian population
supports the revolution on all levels.

They give their five centavos to the revolu
tionary organizations. They donate com,
beans, labor, firewood, and the like. Women
cook for the fighters. The revolutionaries are
no longer something foreign to us. They are
our own people.

The people have become the base of support
for the armed struggle. But there are also dif
ferent levels of participation within the popula
tion. You must understand that the revolution
is not made simply with guns. It is made with
ideas, with booby traps, with barricades, with
the fabrication of people's weapons, with
words, with signs, with campaigns to teach our
own comrades to read and write.

We began to carry out intensive political
work among the population. Indian comrades
had to leam to read and write, to speak Span
ish, to drive, to have opinions. Out of this pro
cess new leaders of the struggle emerged.

In 1972 the different Indian nationalities
held a congress in El Quiche Province. The
congress was supposed to discuss solutions to
the poverty and discrimination which our Indi
an people face.

But the congress did not accomplish any
thing because it was run by anthropologists
and other figures who decided that the poor In
dians were not competent to draw their own
conclusions on how to solve their problems.

Despite this failure, the congress gave birth
to a consciousness that Indians had to do things
for ourselves. About six years later, in 1978,
this was concretized in the establishment of the
Peasant Unity Committee (CUC).

In the meantime, although our comrades did
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not found an organization, they began to work
in local projects, in cooperatives, in radio
broadcasting. A station was set up in Santa
Cruz del Quiche — Radio Quiche — which
broadcast every day in the Indian languages.
At the same time we continued to work in Cari-

tas and other church groups and members of
cooperatives.

In 1975 an organization of Indians was
formed. The founders were comrades from

various Indian peoples.

Once the organization was founded, we be
gan to work among peasants on the Pacific
Coast. Many Indian peasants go down to the
coast to work on the plantations. They are or
ganized there, and when they go back to their
areas in the highlands they spread revolution
ary consciousness.

After a time, however, we came to realize
that Indians were not the only peasants in Gua
temala. There were also poor ladinos who
lived in the same conditions we did. We began
to realize that we had to reach out toward the
ladinos. This was not easy, because there had
been a history of conflict between Indians and
ladinos.

But we were slowly able to forge links be
tween Indians and ladinos. In some of the mas

sacres that have taken place, poor ladinos as
well as Indians were murdered.

Over the course of time we understood that

we did not need an organization just for Indi
ans, but a class-struggle organization, since
the poor Indian and the poor ladino share a
common enemy.

Carrying out the class struggle required a
great deal of effort on our part. We had to leam
to read. We had to teach each other. We had to

leam to work together with the ladinos. We al
so had to break down ideological and linguistic
barriers. But we were able to broaden our

movement, and the struggle became a class
stmggle.
The Peasant Unity Committee arose in 1978

after the May 29 massacre in the town of Pan-
zos, in which more than 100 Indians and ladi
nos were killed. From then on we were able to

work together with the ladino comrades. We
also united with students, with workers, with
Christians, and with residents of all the shanty-
towns on the outskirts of the cities, a majority
of whom are Indians in various places.
We saw that we must not be separated, since

all of us make up the people, and that our or
ganization therefore has to be everywhere. We
know that we will win respect only if we are
involved in the same process as the people, if
we are inside the stmggles, if we show that we
know how to think and lead and make deci

sions.

There are different roads through which
people become leaders in Guatemala. You
don't become a leader just by reading many
books. People have to leam through practice,
in the school of daily life, in order to become
comrades who can lead our people.
As a result, I can say that in Guatemala, In

dians and ladinos, men and women, young and
old — all have their part to play in the process.

Q. What organizations are involved in the
revolutionary struggle?

A. In early Febmary 1982 we established
our undisputed vanguard, the Guatemalan Na
tional Revolutionary Union (URNG). The
URNG was formed from an alliance of the four

political-military organizations: the Guerrilla
Army of the Poor (EGP), the Rebel Armed
Forces (FAR), the Organization of the People
in Arms (ORPA), and the Leadership Nucleus
of the Guatemalan Labor Party (PGT).
The URNG formulated a five-point program

of government that we think encompasses the
feelings of our people [see Intercontinental
Press, March 8, 1982, p. 184, for major ex
cerpts from this program].
We do not propose to do a lot, because there

is a lot we cannot do. We propose only what
can be done.

And we feel that this unity resulted from the
massive incorporation of the people into the
different fields of struggle. We have shown in
practice that when the government tries to de
feat our political-military organizations, we re
spond with our barricades, our propaganda
bombs, our lightning meetings, our wall pos
ters. All these things force the repressive
forces to spread themselves thin, so they can
not concentrate their forces to strike against the
political-military organizations.
We do the same thing when the enemy tries

to massacre people.

Q. What is the URNG's strategy?

A. The Guatemalan National Revolutionary
Union is carrying out the strategy of revolu
tionary people's war. Revolutionary people's
war means just that: the participation of the
people, from the youngest to the oldest, from
those who can contribute a few centavos to the
full-time fighters.
Our people are giving everything for the

revolution because in Guatemala we are con

vinced that we have no choice but to carry out
the war.

In addition, the Guatemalan Patriotic Unity
Committee (CGUP) was set up as a united
body composed of people from the different
sectors making up Guatemalan society. It is a
broad group that includes workers, peasants,
students, slum-dwellers, professionals, intel
lectuals, writers.

In the CGUP there are also many artists,
journalists, and members of political parties
who are tired of elections that never change
anything in Guatemala.

This is a broad united body composed of all
sectors. We do not reject anyone in advance,
because we know that the revolutionary peo
ple's war is also fought with words. What I am
doing right now is waging revolutionary peo
ple's war. It contributes to the seizure of pow
er.

We feel that patriots and democrats have a
place in the process because what we want is
peace, justice, equality for all.

Q. Does the CGUP include mass organiza

tions in its ranks as well as individuals?

A. The CGUP is gradually developing unity
among all the sectors and organizations that
are now still dispersed. For example, I am a
member of the January 31 People's Front (FP-
31).* I am also a member of the CGUP as an
individual. I have the endorsement of my or
ganization as do other members of the CGUP,
but the organization itself is not in the CGUP.

We believe that the special characteristics of
the revolutionary process in Guatemala make it
necessary to establish gradual unity among the
different organizations, bodies, and sectors, in
order to later establish a big national patriotic
front. We have great hope that the National Pa
triotic Front will arise very soon, bringing to
gether all the mass people's revolutionary or
ganizations that exist, bringing together all the
sectors making up Guatemalan society — all
those whose hands are not stained with the

blood of our people.
At the same time our vanguard puts forward

an attitude of nonalignment [in foreign policy]
because we want a new society where no one
imposes conditions on our being able to choose
our destiny.

Q. Are you concerned about the Reagan
administration's intervention in Guatemala?

A. This is a danger faced by all of Central
America, not just Guatemala. The recent
change of faces in the Guatemalan government
is aimed at making it possible for the United
States to increase its economic aid to Guatema

la, which will go to support paramilitary
groups, soldiers, and the regime that kills its
own people.

They do not want us to be able to choose our
own destiny. Up to now we have always been
subject to intervention from one or another
reactionary government. For example, in the
past year Israel has offered large amounts of
ammunition for the army's weapons. Also,
Arava airplanes arrived from Israel last year
for use in counterinsurgency. These can take
off or land in very confined places, and the
army is also using them for bombing.

Since 1979, as often as in the past, we have
seen foreign counterinsurgency advisers in the
country. There are military and intelligence
advisers from the United States, Israel, Chile,
Argentina, and Taiwan. This is absolute fact.
We have many comrades who have undergone
torture and testified upon their release that for-

*The January 31 People's Front takes its name from
the January 31, 1980, massacre of 27 people who
were occupying the Spanish embassy in Guatemala
City to call attention to the massacres perpetrated
against the peasants of El Quiche Province by the
Guatemalan army. (See Intercontinental Press, Feb
ruary 11, 1980, p. 128.)
The FP-31 includes the following organiza

tions; Peasant Unity Committee (CUC); Felipe An
tonio Garcia Revolutionary Workers Centers (NOR);
Trinidad Gomez Hernandez Neighborhood Coor
dinating Committee (CPD); Vicente Menchu Chris
tian Revolutionaries (CRVM); and the Robin Garcia
Revolutionary Student Front (FERG Secundaria).
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eign advisers were present.
They are ready to spill blood not only in

Guatemala, but in the whole region, especially
the blood of the fraternal Salvadoran people,
the fraternal Nicaraguan people, the peoples of
the Caribbean and elsewhere in the world, who
also dream, as we do, of justice and peace.

With increased U.S. intervention the

number of human lives lost and the amount of

blood spilled would be much greater than at
present.

But imperialism could not defeat the people
of Vietnam, and we in Central America are
many peoples. The eyes of the world are on
our peoples, on our Central America. But we
must unite, because our enemies are united.

Q. How do you see the role of international
solidarity with the struggle in Guatemala, es
pecially solidarity from within the United
States?

A. In a war many things are needed because
a war is not a simple thing. We need economic
support, political support, and moral support.
We need people who can explain our people's

struggle, who can give voice to our pain and
suffering.
We also think that the best solidarity is to

wage our own struggles in our own countries.
In Guatemala we understand that the best form

of solidarity with the fraternal Salvadoran peo
ple, with the fraternal Nicaraguan people, and
with the other peoples of the world who are
fighting for their freedom is to step up our own
struggle, to weaken our enemies, to show our
enemies that we exist and are one people.
We would ask the people of the United

States to pressure their government through
their struggles. They should pressure their
government to give the people of the United
States what they need, because there is also
tremendous poverty there.

There is unemployment in the United States.
There is great hunger. Your government is us
ing your taxes to kill people in Central Ameri
ca and in other parts of the world. That is not
right.
We feel that the people of the United States

are like our people in Guatemala, and that the
government of the United States is also like the
government of our own rich people. □

STATEMENT OF THE
FOURTH INTERN A TIONAL

Wave of repression In Poland
[The following statement was issued on

September 17 by the Bureau of the United Sec
retariat of the Fourth International.]

The hundreds of thousands of people who
participated in the street demonstrations on
Tuesday, August 31, to celebrate the anniver
sary of the signing of the Gdansk agreement in
1980* clearly showed the strength of Solidar
ity. Gen. Wojciech Jaruzelski and his police
did not hesitate to kill five demonstrators.

However, on Monday, September 13, the
date on which Poland entered the tenth month
of the state of war, thousands of workers again
took to the streets. At the Huta Lenina steel
works in Krakow — the biggest workplace in
the country — the young workers formed a
contingent at the factory gate to go to the town.
In Wroclaw the police were assailed from all
sides by groups of demonstrators.

All this is witness to the desire of the masses
to end the state of siege, the working class's
determined rejection of the bureaucratic mil
itary dictatorship, and the deep desire of the
masses to reconquer the gains they won from
August 1980.

The worsening of the economic situation

*The Gdansk agreement was signed on August 31,
1980, at the Lenin Shipyard in Gdansk. It followed a
two-month countrywide strike wave, and recognized
the workers' right to form their own independent and
democratically-mn trade unions. — IP

can only increase the exasperation of a work
ing class, which, for eighteen months, de
nounced the parasitism of the bureaucracy and
stated its wish and its ability to take affairs into
its own hands. The "normalization" policy of
the Military Council of National Salvation
(WRON) has already led to a drop of 30 per
cent in buying power. Everything indicates
that this will continue.

The bureaucracy has proven that it has noth
ing to offer to workers, except bloody and
brutal repression. The ZOMO (motorized po
lice reserves) do not hesitate to shoot at point
blank range on workers and crowds as they did
at the Wujek mine on Wednesday, December
16, 1981, or in Lubin on August 31. Fierce
new confrontations are looming on the hori
zon. Warsaw and Moscow are preparing them
selves.

The regime is stepping up repression. More
and more convictions are being handed down.
For distributing leaflets, or participating in
strikes or demonstrations, more than 2,000
militants have heen sentenced to 4, 5, indeed
10 years in prison.

Thousands of workers have been sacked for
having said no to the despotism of the bureau
crats by go-slows at work, by supporting the
demands of Solidarity, and by showing their
solidarity with their companions suffering the
repression.

In the camps fenced with barbed wire, the
regime has begun to "arrest" militants — at the

moment primarily those from the KOR (Com
mittee for Social Self-Defense) — and started
trials of them. The junta accuses them of con
spiracy aiming to "overthrow the government
of People's Poland by force."

Once more these attacks against Jacek
Kuron, Adam Michnik, Jan Litynski, Henryk
Wujek, and Jan Jozef Lipski show General
Jaruzelski's wish to find scapegoats, and to do
everything to divide the movement between
the advisors of Solidarity, intellectuals, and
workers. In accusing Jacek Kuron and his com
rades of "terrorism" the bureaucracy is trying
in vain to present them as provocateurs, re
sponsible for the present repression and the
maintenance of the state of war.

But the Polish workers have shown more
than once that they have not been fooled by
these maneuvers. The underground leadership
of Solidarity, the Provisional Coordinating
Committee (TKK), has already declared, in
taking up the struggle for liberty for the former
members of the KOR, "This measure opens
the way for other show trials, which aim to put-
trade union militants out of social life for many
years. The KOR affair is only a beginning.
Afterwards other internees will be called to ap
pear before the tribunals under false accusa
tions."

The Polish workers and Solidarity should
find support within the international workers
movement that is as strong as their own deter
mination. For some months it has been proven
that only the workers are prepared to actively
help the struggle of the Polish workers and the
underground trade union. What is surprising in
this? Attacks on trade-union freedoms and the
workers movement are the outcome of the
bourgeoisie's policy of austerity. The only
preoccupation of the bankers and their allies is
that "order" be definitively reestablished to as
sure the payment of the interest due on the Po
lish debt.

The interests of Polish workers converge
with those of workers throughout the world.
But for a real solidarity campaign to exist it is
necessary to build it, to break from routine.
Those who limit themselves to declarations of
good intent must be forced to act. We should
denounce the hypocrisy of those who refuse to
actively mobilize because they have in their
heads a project of reconciliation between the
Polish workers and the junta, aiming ultimately
to make them accept the bureaucratic yoke.

The leaderships of the workers organizations
are today put to the test: the breadth of the
campaign against the intended trials of the
KOR leaders and for the freeing of all political
prisoners will gauge the desire to give resolute
and unconditional support to the demands and
struggles of millions of Polish workers.

In the workers movement, revolutionaries
must do everything to launch concrete solidar
ity initiatives, to attain a broad and united
mobilization against repression.

Free Lech Walesa, Jacek Kuron, and all
their comrades!

Lift the state of war!
Restore democratic and trade-union rights!
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Japan

New textbooks push militarization
Whitewash of imperialist aggression stirs outcry

By Ernest Harsch
As part of a broader propaganda drive to

justify rebuilding Japan's military might, the
Japanese ruling class is seeking to rewrite his
tory.

According to new school textbooks ap
proved by the Japanese Ministry of Education,
Tokyo's military aggression against China,
Vietnam, Korea, the Philippines, and other
Asian countries during the 1930s and 1940s is
no longer considered an "invasion," but an "ad
vance."

This and other revisions of Japanese history
textbooks have prompted a storm of protest
and outrage throughout the region, particularly
among those peoples who were the victims of
the mass slaughter and destruction carried out
by Japanese imperialist troops.
The changes are all intended to gloss over

the brutality of the Japanese conquest of much
of Asia — and even to provide some justifica
tion for it. The revisions are numerous:

• The 1937 "rape of Nanking," in China, is
no longer portrayed in the textbooks as a mas
sacre. The previous figure of 200,000 Chinese
killed by the Japanese is dropped entirely, as
are references to the Japanese army's plunder
ing of the city. Attempting to shift some of the
blame for the massacre onto the Chinese who

resisted the occupation, the new version claims
that it took place "in the midst of the confusion
of the occupation of Nanking."
• Mention of the forcible conscription of

tens of thousands of Korean workers to labor

in Japan between 1939 and 1945 is completely
dropped.
• Accounts of a Japanese massacre of hun

dreds of Okinawans in the closing days of
World War II have been deleted. (Although
Okinawa is today officially considered a pre
fecture of Japan, it is, in fact, a colony.)
• The March 1, 1919, uprising in Korea is

no longer described as a revolt against Japanese
colonial rule, but as a "riot." The fact that more

than 7,000 Koreans were killed when the
Japanese suppressed the rebellion has been
dropped.

Military buildup

These textbook revisions are not just indica
tions of the Japanese ruling class's efforts to
deny responsibility for its past aggression
against the peoples of Asia. They are closely
linked to its moves to build up Japan's current
military forces and prepare for future attacks
on revolutions in Asia.

An article in the September 6 issue of Sekai
Kakumei (World Revolution), the weekly
newspaper of the Japan Revolutionary Com
munist League, Japanese section of the Fourth

International, pointed out that "the reactionary
strengthening of the textbook approval system
is an integral part of the broader policy of the
regime and big business."

According to Sekai Kakumei, it is part of the
Japanese ruling class's "attack on people's
livelihoods" within Japan, and another step on
the road toward changing the Japanese con
stitution, which places restrictions on the level
of Japan's military forces. The textbook
changes, the newspaper noted, also portray
more favorably the Lf.S.-Japanese Security
Treaty and the Japan Self-Defense Forces (the
official name for the Japanese military).
On July 23, just as the news of the textbook

revisions was coming to light, the government
of Prime Minister Zenko Suzuki adopted a
five-year $64 billion weapons program, the
largest since World War II. It did so at the
urging of the U.S. government, which has been
seeking to shift more of the military burden of
policing imperialist interests around the world
onto its allies.

This weapons program will concentrate on
building up Japan's air and naval capabilities.
As part of it, the Japanese government intends
to nearly double the number of F-15 jet fighters
in its arsenal, from 80 to 155.

This $64 billion program will require yearly
increases in military allocations of between 6.5
percent and 8 percent. Increases in military
spending in recent years have already out
stripped the yearly increases for practically all
other key budget items.

Washington is pressing Tokyo to go even
further. It has been urging the Japanese govern
ment to take responsibility for helping to de
fend imperialist interests within a radius of
1,000 miles from Japan's shores — an area
that not only covers important parts of China,
but also most of the Philippines and all of the
Korean Peninsula.

Broad protests

It is moves such as these that have accounted

for the extent of the protests against the
textbook revisions. Angry responses have
come from China, Taiwan, North Korea,
South Korea, Vietnam, Singapore, the Philip
pines, and other countries.

A commentary in late July, in the People's
Daily, the official newspaper of the Chinese
Communist Party, attributed the textbook revi
sions to Japanese "militarists" who "cannot
dispel the painful memories of their aggres
sions, killing and torture and plunder from the
minds of the Chinese people." It warned that
Sino-Japanese relations could be affected as a
result.

On September 8, Nhan Dan, one of the main

Vietnamese dailies, condemned the "attempt
to whitewash the crimes committed by the
Japanese militarists against the people of Asia
and the Pacific before and during World War
Two, including their unpardonable atrocities
against the Vietnamese people." It noted, "The
revision of school textbooks and other efforts

in the same vein are part and parcel of a scheme
to step up the arms race and revive militarism."
The September 2 Rodong Sinmun, the news

paper of the Workers Party of Korea published
in Pyongyang, North Korea, called the changes
"a mockery of and insult to the Asian peoples."
It noted that Japan's "large-scale arms buildup"
was being reinforced by "preparations in the
ideological, educational and cultural fields,
too."

On September 15, thousands of students in
South Korea held mass meetings and demon
strations to protest the revisions. At Seoul Uni
versity, about 1,5(K) students demonstrated for
four hours, chanting, "Denounce Japan's dis
tortion of history," "Oppose Japanese neo-
militarism," and "Away with Japanese capi
tal." Nearly 400 riot police stormed the cam
pus. The same day, 600 students at
Songgyungwan University held a demonstra
tion. Other student actions have also hit the

dictatorship of Gen. Chun Doo Hwan for its
subservience to Japanese imperialism.

This widespread sentiment in South Korea
has forced the Chun regime itself to come out
formally against the textbook revisions.

Within Japan, the printer's union and vari
ous local organizations, including many
antinuclear groups, have organized protests
against the textbook revisions. In Okinawa,
unions and women's groups have organized a
campaign to collect 100,000 signatures on a
petition demanding that the revisions be re
versed. The Ainu people, an oppressed minor
ity in northern Japan, have also protested.

Sekai Kakumei commented, "It is necessary
to fight for the demands of the Chinese, Ko
rean, and other Asian peoples — as well as the
Okinawan and Ainu peoples — for an im
mediate rewriting of the textbooks and aboli
tion of the system of textbook control."

In face of these widespread protests, the
Suzuki regime made some concessions. It said
that it would change the new passages in the
textbooks. It did not, however, specify how
they would be changed, and claimed that new
textbooks could in any case not be prepared for
at least two years.

Whatever happens on the textbook issue, the
Japanese government has every intention of
pressing ahead with its plans to build up its
military strength. That is the real danger lurk
ing behind the textbook revisions, □
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