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NEWS ANALYSIS

Break links with apartheid!

By Ernest Harsch

While much of the world has expressed out-
rage at the South African regime's brutal
crackdown on Black protest, the U.S. and
British governments, in particular, have stuck
firmly to their alliance with the white suprema-
cists in Pretoria.

This was once again underlined by their re-
sponse to South African President Pieter
Botha’s August 15 speech to a provincial con-
gress of the ruling National Party. Botha's
speech was filled with vague and meaningless
phrases about “co-responsibility,” “participa-
tion,” and “negotiation.” The only time Botha
became concrete was when he rejected outright
one of the key demands of the oppressed Black
majority: one-person. one-vote in a unitary
state (in other words, majority rule).

The U.S. and British governments sought to
ignore the basic and obvious thrust of Botha’s
speech — an intransigent defense of the racist
apartheid system — and instead interpreted his
vague euphemisms as signals of “reform.”
Such a false portrayal of Botha's policy is
aimed at justifiying their close ties with his re-
gime.

A British Foreign Office spokesperson in-
sisted that Botha's speech contained “a number
of positive features,” an assessment that was
echoed by West German officials.

Robert McFarlane, U.S. President Ronald
Reagan’s national security adviser, termed the
speech an “important statement” that could
“advance the end of apartheid.”

This was amplified a day later by Chester
Crocker, the assistant secretary of state for Af-
rican affairs and a key figure in the elaboration
of the Reagan administration’s policy of “con-
structive engagement” toward the apartheid re-
gime.

Against all the evidence, Crocker main-
tained that Botha's address marked “a renewed
commitment to reform.” Crocker repeatedly
insisted that the White House would not aban-
don its “constructive engagement” policy and
reaffirmed its firm opposition to any economic
sanctions against Pretoria.

The actual victims of the apartheid system
— South Africa’s dispossessed and rightless
Black majority — viewed Botha's utterances
quite differently. Leaders of the ongoing mass
protests within South Africa, as well as exiled
leaders of the outlawed African National Con-
gress (ANC), pointed to the speech as confir-
mation that the apartheid system cannot be re-
formed. It must be overthrown, they said. (See
article on page 516.)

Massive economic stakes

For Pretoria’s allies, the overthrow of the
apartheid state is unacceptable. Their political
and economic stakes in South Africa are enor-
mous, and they will go to great lengths to de-
fend them. This is regardless of however much
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U.S., British, and other imperialist govern-
ment officials are obliged to publicly “deplore™
the injustices of apartheid.

South Africa’s economy is closely inter-
twined with those of its main foreign partners.
This fact accounts for much of the resistance of
the U.S. and Western European governments
toward the demand for economic sanctions
against South Africa.

Britain — which governed South Africa di-
rectly until 1910 — has the most extensive
economic ties. British direct investments alone
now amount to some $7 billion. Out of South
Africa’s top 100 companies, 12 are direct sub-
sidiaries of British companies and another 25
are partially owned by British interests.

One top official of Margaret Thatcher’s
Tory government recently commented to a re-
porter that if economic sanctions were imposed
against South Africa, British corporations
would “have the most to lose.™

The U.S. imperialists are not far behind.
The United States is now South Africa’s single
most important trading partner. And it is sec-
ond only to Britain as a source of foreign in-
vestments. Of the top 100 U.S. corporations,
55 have operations in South Africa. Direct
U.S. investments there now total $2.3 billion.

This U.S. stake, moreover, is concentrated
in some of the most strategic sectors of the
South African economy: U.S. companies con-
trol about half of the South African oil indus-
try, 70 percent of the computer industry, and
30 percent of the auto industry.

In addition to these direct investments, U.S.
banks have nearly $5 billion in loans to South
African banks and corporations, as well as to
the government. U.S. corporate interests and
individuals also own some 3$8 billion of shares
in South African companies. This brings the
total U.S. stake in South Africa to more than
$15 billion.

By the late 1970s, West German companies
accounted for 10 percent of all foreign invest-
ments in South Africa, and South Africa is
now West Germany's third largest overseas
market. French imperialism has important in-
terests in South Africa as well, and Japan has
emerged as a key South African trading part-
ner.

For Pretoria’s allies, these economic ties are
exceptionally lucrative. Foreign investments
in South Africa earn among the highest profit
rates in the world, based as they are on the
superexploitation of the Black workers, whose
wages are kept extremely low by apartheid’s
suppression of virtually all Black rights.

These investments are also vital to Pretoria.
To keep its industrialized economy going,
South Africa relies on its ties with the United
States, Western Europe, and Japan for trade
outlets and for sources of financing and tech-
nology. Without them, key sectors of South
African industry would grind to a halt,

threatening the functioning of the apartheid
system itself.

Besides participating in the exploitation of
South Africa’s large Black working class,
these foreign corporations also play a crucial
role in bolstering the apartheid regime’s re-
pressive apparatus. Foreign oil, computers,
vehicles, spare parts, and advanced technology
keep the South African police. military, and
armaments industry functioning.

Policeman of southern Africa

Besides being a profitable place to invest,
South Africa is an integral part of the entire
world system of imperialism.

Pretoria is itself an imperialist power. Al-
though weaker than its senior U.S. and West-
ern European partners, it has an enormous eco-
nomic and political influence over other coun-
tries in southern Africa, such as Botswana,
Lesotho, Swaziland, Zimbabwe, Mozam-
bique, and Malawi. It also controls its own di-
rect colony: Namibia.

Because of its great economic weight and its
role as the communications and transport hub
of the entire region, South Africa likewise
serves as a base for other imperialist interests
seeking to expand into the rest of southern Af-
rica.

The apartheid regime is the major defender
of imperialist interests throughout the region.
With a highly industrialized economy, a strong
(and exclusively white) capitalist class, and a
powerful military apparatus, it is the key re-
gional bastion of reaction standing against the
advance of the African liberation struggle.

Pretoria provided direct military support to
the Portuguese colonialists in their battle
against the Angolan and Mozambican freedom
fighters. It helped prop up the racist Rhodesian
settler regime in Zimbabwe. Though the An-
golan, Mozambican, and Zimbabwean masses
eventually prevailed, Pretoria forced them to
pay a high price for their independence. It re-
mains today a major obstacle to those peoples’
further advance, as seen in particular by the
South African—organized mercenary wars in
Angola and Mozambique.

In addition to its role as a regional gen-
darme, the apartheid regime is a crucial part of
the world imperialist military alliance. The
NATO powers rely on South African intelli-
gence monitoring of the shipping lanes around
the Cape of Good Hope, and NATO warships
have access to South African ports.

Pretoria, moreover, has developed a nuclear
capacity. Its nuclear industry was initiated
and built up with considerable U.S. economic
and technical assistance. In a joint test with the
Israeli regime, Pretoria detonated its first small
nuclear device in 1979 in the ocean waters be-
tween South Africa and Antarctica.

True face of ‘constructive engagement’

It is not “abhorrence” of apartheid, but the
defense and advancement of these imperialist
interests in southern Africa that underlie the
foreign policy stance of the U.S., British, and
other Western European governments toward
Pretoria.
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This was spelled out explicitly by U.S. As-
sistant Secretary of State Crocker in a 1981
speech, in which he stressed that “important
Western economic, strategic, moral and polit-
ical interests” were at stake in South Africa.
“South Africa is an integral and important ele-
ment of the global economic system,” he said,
“and it plays a significant economic role in its
own region. We will not support the severing
of those ties. It does not serve our interests to
walk away from South Africa. ... "

Since 1980, this U.S. stance — which is a
long-standing one going back decades — has
been reflected in the Reagan administration’s
policy of “constructive engagement,” involv-
ing greater political, military, and economic
ties with the apartheid regime.

South African military and intelligence offi-
cers have made more frequent visits to the
United States, and South African naval offi-
cers have received training by the U.S. Coast
Guard. Formal restrictions on the sale of U.S.
products to the South African police and mili-
tary were eased, and U.S. military sales to
South Africa rose to $28 million in 1981-83 —
one-and-a-half times the total amount offi-
cially exported to South Africa in the previous
30 years.

Washington was instrumental in arranging a
$1.1 billion loan to Pretoria from the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund. In the United Nations,
the U.S. representative (usually together with
the British delegate) has vetoed every proposal
for mandatory economic sanctions against
South Africa.

As a cover for Pretoria’s continued occupa-
tion of Namibia, the White House has insisted
that Cuban troops must be withdrawn from
Angola before Namibia can gain its indepen-
dence.

To justify this increased collaboration, U.S.
officials claim that Washington’s greater
“leverage” with Pretoria enables it to press the
Botha regime to push through more so-called
reforms in the apartheid system.

Some minor alterations in the way apartheid
functions have been enacted in recent years,
but they involve no fundamental easing of the
oppression of South Africa’s Black majority,
In fact, Washington’s increased support for
Pretoria has simply encouraged the apartheid
regime to strike out militarily at neighboring
countries and to dig in its heels against the
democratic demands of South African Blacks.

That is why Black trade unions and anti-
apartheid political organizations in South Af-
rica have stepped up their calls for an end to all
international support to and ties with the racist
regime.

Although it is illegal in South Africa to call
on foreign companies to divest, leaders of the
United Democratic Front (UDF), a broad coa-
lition of 600 anti-apartheid organizations, have
done so publicly. At a rally of 1,000 in Cape
Town in late July, Trevor Manuel, the UDF's
Western Cape secretary, hailed the French
government's decision to recall its ambassador
from South Africa, but at the same time de-
manded that all French investments be with-
drawn, especially in the field of nuclear
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power.

The African National Congress, at its Na-
tional Consultative Conference held in June,
issued a “Call to the Peoples of the World”
reaffirming this stance.

“We accuse those Western countries and
their transnational corporations which collabo-
rate actively with the regime of complicity in
the commission of the crime of apartheid. The
time has come to cease all collaboration and
step up the all-round support for the ANC, the
vanguard of the oppressed people of South Af-
rica.”

The ANC’s call concluded:

“e Intensify the campaign to isolate racist
South Africa in the economic, political, dip-
lomatic, military, educational and cultural
fields.

“e Impose mandatory sanctions through the
UN Security Council.

“s End all nuclear collaboration with apart-
heid South Africa.

“s Demand the immediate and uncondi-
tional release of Nelson Mandela and all other
political prisoners.

“e Increase diplomatic, financial and mater-
ial support and develop solidarity with the
ANC.

“s Demand the immediate independence of
Namibia.

“e Demand that the racist regime stop its
aggression against the Front Line States and
Lesotho.

“e Give all forms of support to these inno-
cent victims of fascist aggression and expan-
sionism.

“Freedom is at hand!

“Now is the time to act!

“Now is the time to bring the apartheid re-
gime to its knees! "
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South Africa

Police bullets fail to curb mass upheaval

Country rocked by township rebellions, student protests, workers’ strikes

By Ernest Harsch

One of hundreds of martyrs of the apartheid
regime’s crackdown on Black protest, Victoria
Mxenge fell on August 1, slain by a govern-
ment-backed death squad outside her home in
Umlazi, near Durban.

Mxenge's murder aroused particular out-
rage. She had been a leader of the United Dem-
ocratic Front (UDF), the countrywide anti-
apartheid coalition of nearly 2 million mem-
bers. A lawyer, she had been scheduled to de-
fend UDF leaders facing trial on “treason”
charges. The Natal Organisation of Women, of
which she had also been a leader, called her “a
beacon for the women involved in the libera-
tion struggle.” Four years ago, her husband, a
political activist as well, had been slain in a
similar manner.

Thousands of people flocked to a memorial
meeting for Mxenge at the University of Natal,
in Durban. Speakers blamed the authorities for
the killing. The crowd chanted the names of
imprisoned leaders of the outlawed African
National Congress (ANC), which is leading
the liberation struggle.

Some 10,000 people turned out a few days
later for Mxenge's funeral near Kingwil-
liamstown, where she was buried alongside
her husband. Some speakers openly called for
the regime’s overthrow. “We are committed to
seeing that South Africa comes down to her
knees,” declared Stephen Tshwete, a former
political prisoner. “We want to bring them
down. There is no apology for that.”

This rising boldness and militancy comes in
the face of a murderous police repression that
has left nearly 650 Blacks dead over the past
1l months, some 140 of them since President
Pieter Botha imposed a state of emergency on
July 20.

‘Regime has to be destroyed’

Popular anger has been further aroused by
Botha's August 15 speech to the Natal provin-
cial congress of the ruling National Party.

Billed in advance as a “manifesto of re-
form,” Botha's speech was actually a staunch
defense of the fundamentals of the racist apart-
heid system.

Among other things, Botha insisted on the
maintenance of the Bantustans, the im-
poverished rural reserves designed to segregate
and divide the African population. He
explicitly rejected the popular demand for one
person, one vote in a unitary state. That, he
claimed, “would lead to chaos. Consequently,
I reject it. . .. [ am not prepared to lead white
South Africans . . . on a road of abdication and
suicide.” And he warned “those who prefer
revolution to reform™ that his regime was pre-
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pared to use even “‘stronger measures” to main-
tain its rule.

Oliver Tambo, the president of the African
National Congress, denounced Botha's speech
the next day.

Botha, Tambo noted, had “pledged to per-
petuate the criminal Bantustan system, further
to balkanise our country and to continue the
land dispossession of the African majority
which is confined to a little more than 10 per-
cent of South Africa.”

Tambo continued, “He who is responsible
for the massacre of so many people throughout
southern Africa had the cheek to blame the vic-
tims of state terrorism for the violence of the
apartheid system.”

“Botha,” Tambo stressed, “has confirmed
what we have said many times before — that
apartheid cannot be reformed. . . . The masses
of our people are showing that there is only one
item on the agenda: action. The task before the
ANC and our people is clear. The Botha re-
gime has to be destroyed as a matter of the
greatest urgency.”

Mobilizations spread

A month after the state of emergency was
imposed on 36 districts around Johannesburg
and Port Elizabeth, the apartheid regime has
still not been able to suppress the ongoing mass
mobilizations. Rallies, marches, strikes, and
other popular actions demanding an end to the
police repression and the scrapping of apart-
heid take place every day.

This is despite the police killings of scores
of protesters and the detentions of several
thousand political activists, who are being held
without charge and without the least contact
with relatives or lawyers.

Amnesty International announced in Lon-
don August 13 that it had received information
that some of these prisoners have been tor-
tured, including unionists, students, and relig-
ious figures. Detainees have been beaten,
threatened with execution, and subjected to
electric shocks, according to the report.

Of those picked up by the police, the vast
majority — more than 80 percent according to
the Detainees’ Parents Support Committee —
are from organizations affiliated to the United
Democratic Front. The leadership of the Con-
gress of South African Students (COSAS), a
key UDF affiliate that has been in the forefront
of the township protests, has been particularly
hard-hit.

Not only has this crackdown not halted the
upsurge in the areas covered by the state of
emergency, but the month since it was im-
posed has actually seen the protests spread to
other parts of the country, involving yet

broader layers of the population. Cape Town,
Durban, and some of the Bantustans — which
have been relatively quiescent in recent
months — have been swept by major actions.

Across the country, hundreds of thousands
of Black students have continued to stay away
from their classes to protest the imposition of
the state of emergency and the regime’'s racist
education policies.

Just a week after the emergency was de-
clared, most Black high schools were shut
down in the Cape Peninsula, the area around
Cape Town. This boycott involved both Afri-
cans and Coloureds (those of mixed ancestry).

In Witbank, east of Pretoria, students main-
tained a month-long school boycott. In Pieter-
maritzburg, west of Durban, high school and
primary students walked out of their class-
rooms in a show of solidarity with 16 UDF
leaders slated to go on trial there.

In Soweto, the sprawling Black township
outside Johannesburg, police have tried to
break the student boycott by indiscriminantly
rounding up hundreds of young students.

At the predominantly white University of
the Witwatersrand in Johannesburg, some
2,000 students boycotted lectures to protest the
state of emergency. In Cape Town, Coloured
students from the University of the Western
Cape and white students from the University of
Cape Town staged several joint demonstra-
tions; as protesters chanted, “Botha is a ter-
rorist!” and “Forward we shall march to a
people’s government!” police attacked them.

Beginning in Port Elizabeth and then
spreading to East London, Cape Town, Johan-
nesburg, and Pretoria, local Black organiza-
tions have launched boycotts of white-owned
businesses. In the Western Cape region alone,
UDF supporters have distributed 70,000 pam-
phlets calling for support to the boycotts
around demands for the lifting of the
emergency, the release of political prisoners,
and the withdrawal of troops from the Black
townships.

Since the current upsurge began a year ago,
Black workers have been in the forefront of the
mobilizations.

This has remained true since the emergency
was declared. Workers have gone on strike in
Pietermaritzburg and Durban, at the Verwoerd
dam project in the Orange Free State, and else-
where. Some of the strikes have been over eco-
nomic demands, others to protest the state of
emergency.

Pamphlets circulating among workers in the
Black townships stress the close connection
between the apartheid regime’s racist policies
and the low wages and poor working condi-
tions maintained by the employers, stating that
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they are “two sides of the same bloody coin.”

In early August, 500 delegates of the Na-
tional Union of Mineworkers (NUM), which
claims 230,000 Black miners in the gold and
coal mines, called for a strike to demand a 22
percent wage increase. The delegates appealed
to members to boycott white-owned businesses
if the state of emergency is not lifted. And they
threatened to call an immediate general strike
if Botha followed through on a threat to expel
from South Africa the 1.5 million migrant
workers from other countries.

A broadcast over the ANC's Radio Free-
dom, beamed into South Africa from several
nearby Black-ruled states, hailed the NUM's
stand. “Compatriots, we have the power,” the
broadcast declared. “The white minority re-
gime cannot move without us. We know that
we are a mighty force that can bring down the
Pretoria regime.”

Facing the threat of a massive and costly
strike, the mining companies increased their
wage offers somewhat. In order to study the
new offers, the NUM postponed its original

strike deadline to September 1.

One of the regions with mounting unrest is
Durban, South Africa’s second-largest indus-
trial center.

In late July, some 2,500 Black bakery work-
ers walked off their jobs to demand a pay in-
crease. They staged militant marches through
the city, singing freedom songs and giving
clenched-fist salutes.

In the Black townships around Durban, stu-
dents and other youths staged numerous ac-
tions. Following Victoria Mxenge's murder,
nemorial rallies were held in the townships,
and COSAS called a school boycott to protest
the killing.

These actions were met with some of the
fiercest repression yet. Within several weeks,
at least 70 people were killed in the Durban
area.

Much of the repression came from the
police. But some of it also came from reaction-
ary Black goon squads organized by the
KwaZulu Bantustan administration, headed by
Chief Gatsha Buthelezi.

When Rev. Allan Boesak, a patron of the
United Democratic Front, called for a mass
march on Pollsmoor Prison outside Cape
Town to demand the release of Nelson
Mandela, the apartheid regime became
alarmed. More UDF leaders were picked
up by the police, and the government
warned that it would take “stern action”
against any march to Pollsmoor.

In recent years, the demand for Man-
dela’s release has become particularly
widespread within South Africa, as it has
internationally. Virtually every Black or-
ganization in the country, and some white
ones as well, have demanded that he be
freed.

For those opposed to the apartheid re-
gime, Mandela has come to symbolize the
struggle for a free South Africa.

Mandela emerged in the 1940s as one of
a new generation of younger and more mil-
itant leaders of the African National Con-
gress. He helped turn the ANC toward a
mass-action perspective, and was a central
leader of the 1952 Defiance Campaign of
mass civil disobedience against apartheid
laws. In 1961, after the ANC had been out-
lawed, Mandela went underground and or-
ganized an antigovernment general strike.
At the end of that year he led in the forma-
tion of Umkhonto we Sizwe (Spear of the
Nation), the ANC's armed wing. Captured
by the police in 1962, he was later sen-
tenced to life in prison.

In the more than two decades since his
jailing, Mandela’s stature and political in-
fluence within the country have grown.
They have grown because of the deepening
of the freedom struggle and because of his
own conduct in prison, particularly his firm
adherence to his political beliefs. Twice

Demands for Mandela’s release mount

this year, President Botha offered to release
him if he renounced the armed struggle.
Mandela refused to do so.

The regime’s wrath against Mandela has
also fallen on his family. Winnie Mandela,
his wife and an outspoken activist in her own
right, has suffered from years of police re-
strictions and house arrest. In early August
her home was raided and smashed up by the
police; a week later it was burned out.

When the U.S, embassy offered her
$10,000 to help rebuild the home, she
spurned this hypocritical offer, stating that
acceptance would imply support for U.S.
policy. “Our people are angry that the
Reagan and Thatcher administrations, in
particular, should continue to condone the
activities of the South African govern-
ment,” she told reporters August 21.
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Though he is widely viewed among Blacks
as a collaborator with Pretoria, Buthelezi has
frequently sought to strike an anti-apartheid
image. Through such demagogy, his position
in the KwaZulu administration, and his author-
ity as a traditional tribal chief, he has long
sought to impose his political domination over
South Africa’s 5 million Zulu-speakers, par-
ticularly through his Zulu-based Inkatha polit-
ical organization.

Since the beginning of the current upsurge,
Buthelezi has become increasingly strident in
his denunciations of the UDF and the ANC,
accusing them of engaging in an “unholy duet
of violence.”

With the development of the protests in Dur-
ban's Black townships — which Buthelezi
considers part of his “fief" — he has also un-
leashed thousands of Inkatha members, armed
with sticks, knives, and spears, to try to crush
them. The first major attack came after a
memorial for Mxenge in Umlazi township,
which is administratively part of KwaZulu.
Twelve people were killed. With police look-
ing on or assisting, Inkatha thugs attacked pro-
testers and residents in  KwaMashu,
Lamontville, and other townships as well.

One aspect of this crackdown involved at-
tacks on Indians in the township of Inanda, re-
sulting in several deaths and causing hundreds
of Indians to flee. According to Farouk Meer,
a UDF leader living in Inanda, the area was
slated by the government for incorporation into
KwaZulu, but the population had been reluc-
tant to leave their homes. The attacks, he
noted, “will certainly facilitate the movement
of Indians away from Inanda, thereby making
it more easy to become incorporated into
KwaZulu, which is what the government's in-
tentions are.”

The UDF and other anti-apartheid groups
have condemned Buthelezi’s actions, stressing
that they aid the regime's divide-and-rule pol-
icies.

But Buthelezi's political influence is wan-
ing. As the recent protests show, more and
more Blacks, including Zulus, look to the
mass mobilizations organized by the UDF and
to the overall leadership of the ANC. Another
sign of this came in May, when the Zulu-lan-
guage newspaper llanga reported that in an
opinion poll of Africans around Durban, 48
percent favored imprisoned ANC leader Nel-
son Mandela as “the best leader for the Black
people in South Africa today."” Buthelezi came
in a poor second, with 28 percent.

Other Bantustan administrations, which
generally have even less support than
Buthelezi, have also been buffeted by the
popular upheaval. Since the emergency was
imposed, student boycotts have spread to
BophuthaTswana, Lebowa, Transkei, and Cis-
kei. The Transkei administration has declared
its own state of emergency, arresting hundreds
of protesters.

In a statement released August 24, the UDF,
commenting on these spreading protests, noted
that Botha's repression “only serves to inten-
sify resistance and strengthen peoples’ hatred
towards the system." O
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South Africa

Protests mount worldwide

Embassies, shipping targets of anti-apartheid actions

By Steve Craine

The apartheid regime's state of emergency
and crackdown on opposition inside South Af-
rica has met with a strong response from anti-
racist activists in many countries. In recent
weeks thousands marched in the streets, while
workers have taken action to block trade with
South Africa.

In the largest single protest in the United
States, 30,000 people — many of them trade
unionists marched on the South African
consulate in New York City August 13. This
demonstration demanded an end to the state of
emergency and freedom for jailed African Na-
tional Congress (ANC) leader Nelson Man-
dela. It also called for the U.S. government to
cut off economic and political support to Pre-
toria and for a halt to U.S. corporate invest-
ment in South Africa.

Protesters chanted, “Death to apartheid,” as
they rallied at “Nelson and Winnie Mandela
Corner,” site of the South African consulate.
Banners in the crowd proclaimed, “Free Man-
dela, jail Reagan.”

The New York action was organized by an
emergency coalition of more than 50 trade
union and community organizations. Officials
of the city’s labor federation and several
unions marched at the head of the crowd.

Union contingents included autoworkers,
teamsters, teachers, garment workers, govern-
ment employees, and hospital workers. The
Coalition of Black Trade Unionists and Coali-
tion of Labor Union Women, along with
Puerto Rican, Asian-American, and Black
civil rights organizations, were also present.

The previous day. in Washington, D.C.,
some 6,000 people marched on the State De-
partment, where they delivered 50 mock cof-
fins, symbolizing the thousands killed in the
fight against apartheid. This action was or-
ganized by the Free South Africa Movement,
which has sponsored daily pickets at the South
African embassy since November 1984, and
by the Southern Africa Support Project.

Smaller demonstrations recently took place
in Detroit, Atlanta, and other U.S. cities.

In London, 250 people attended an anti-
apartheid briefing held by representatives of
the ANC and the South West Africa People's
Organisation (SWAPQO), the liberation move-
ment in South African—occupied Namibia.
This meeting called for mass picketing at the
South African embassy on August 10 and Au-
gust 31.

More than 300 women demonstrated outside
the South African embassy in Canberra, Aus-
tralia, August 9, as part of an international day
of solidarity with the women of South Africa
and Namibia.

Members of the Transport and General
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Workers Union in Southampton, England, re-
fused to load machine tools bound for South
Africa’s weapons industry in late July. On Au-
gust 1 the cargo was impounded by British cus-
toms officials, but the dock workers are de-
manding a guarantee that the equipment will
not be shipped to South Africa at some later
date. Jim Slater, secretary of the National
Union of Seamen, commented, “If govern-
ment is not going to stop arms equipment
going to South Africa, it’s up to trade unions to
take action.”

In Australia, the Waterside Workers® Feder-
ation refused to unload a South African
freighter in Sydney and members of the Opera-
tive Painters and Decorators’ Union banned
South African goods at an international exhib-
ition in Melbourne.

The South African Congress of Trade
Unions — which is allied with the ANC — has
called for more of these solidarity actions by
workers around the world. A statement by
SACTU President S.D. Dlamini and General

Secretary John Nkadimeng called for the inter-
national trade union movement to take “im-
mediate action to cut off Apartheid South Af-
rica.” They requested unionists to refuse to
handle all maritime, land, air, and telecom-
munications traffic to and from South Africa
and to mount “massive demonstrations at all
diplomatic missions representing the white
minority regime abroad.”

The United Mine Workers Union (UMWA)
in the United States is engaged in a long strike
against the A. T. Massey coal company. Mas-
sey is owned 50 percent by Royal Dutch Shell,
a major coal operator in South Africa. UMWA
officials have joined anti-apartheid protests in
several U.S. cities.

The Organization of African Trade Union
Unity has called on all African unionists to join
demonstrations for economic and diplomatic
sanctions against South Africa. It called on
union members in Africa and Europe to con-
demn those governments, particularly London
and Washington, that continue to support the
apartheid regime.

Speaking as chairman of the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countries, Indian Prime Minister
Rajiv Gandhi supported a worldwide effort to
“totally isolate the racists.” The Organization
of African Unity has also called for “obligatory
economic sanctions™ against South Africa and
“total diplomatic isolation.™ O

The international movement against
apartheid in South Africa scored a big vic-
tory in July when the New Zealand Rugby
Football Union (NZRFU) was forced to
cancel a tour of South Africa by New Zea-
land’s national team, the All Blacks, just
days before the team was scheduled to
leave.

Many capitalist politicians and newspa-
pers tried to credit the tour’s cancellation to
a lawsuit filed by liberal lawyers challeng-
ing a technicality in the rugby association’s
constitution. In reality, the demise of the
tour (and the existence of the lawsuit as
well) was the product of a strong antitour
movement in New Zealand and of the ex-
plosion of political action by the Black
majority in South Africa.

Just a week before the cancellation,
3,500 Black workers at a Volkswagen plant
in South Africa went on strike when they
found out that Volkswagen planned to sup-
ply vehicles for the All Blacks and the
South African team, the Springboks, dur-
ing the tour.

The New Zealand anti-apartheid move-
ment had proved its potential on May 3,
when demonstrations in several cities drew
a total of some 80,000 people to protest
sports ties with the South African regime.
(New Zealand's population is only slightly

N.Z. movement blocks rugby tour

more than 3 million.)

Anti-apartheid activists campaigned
against the rugby tour in factories and other
workplaces throughout New Zealand,
while many school rugby teams withdrew
in protest from NZRFU-organized compe-
tition.

A front-page article in the Auckland
fortnightly Socialist Action hailed the can-
cellation of the tour. The paper reflects the
views of the Socialist Action League, New
Zealand section of the Fourth International.
The strength of the antitour protests,
Socialist Action pointed out, had convinced
the majority of New Zealand's ruling class
that going ahead with the rugby matches in
South Africa would be “too politically
costly, both in New Zealand and interna-
tionally.”

Above all, Eileen Morgan wrote, New
Zealand's rulers wanted to avoid repetition
of the big antitour protests of 1981 in which
riot police were unleashed on thousands of
radicalizing young people.

“Despite the claims to the contrary,”
Morgan wrote, the New Zealand victory
“confirms the potential of united mass
mobilisations in the streets — independent
of the institutions of the capitalist state —
to wrest concessions from the ruling rich in
the course of the fight for social justice.”

Intercontinental Press




DOCUMENTS

Address by ANC President Oliver Tambo

‘Our watchwords must be mobilization, organization, struggle’

[The following is an “Address to the Na-
tion” by Oliver Tambo, president of the Afri-
can National Congress (ANC) of South Africa.
It was broadcast on July 22 over the ANC’s
Radio Freedom, beamed into South Africa
from Ethiopia, Zambia, Tanzania, and other
African countries. The text of the address has
been provided by the ANC. The subheads and
footnotes are by Intercontinental Press. )

* * *

Compatriots,

Forty-eight hours ago [South African Presi-
dent] P.W. Botha announced a state of
emergency affecting the Eastern Cape, the
Witwatersrand, and the Vaal Triangle. Al-
ready in these areas many people have been ar-
rested. Combined military and police units
have moved to occupy certain townships such
as KwaThema. People have been murdered by
these forces of occupation. The truth about the
criminal misdeeds of these bands of marauders
has been kept out of the public eye through
tightened press censorship.

Inevitably the fascist measures of extreme
repression that Botha has imposed will be ex-
, tended to other areas of our country. Botha has
at last decided to impose martial law. He has
granted full powers to his armed forces to gov-
ern certain areas of our country. This is an
eventuality for which the Botha regime has
prepared and about which we have repeatedly
warned. This regime can now no longer con-
ceal its true face. What has become plain for
all to see is the reality of military dictatorship
and not the comforting but spurious image of a
reformer that Botha had sought to cultivate and
project.

The Pretoria regime speaks about law and
order. It says it has imposed martial law on
large parts of our country in order to reestab-
lish order and stability.

In cynical disregard of the interests of the
majority of the people of our country, the
United States government, the principal ally of
the apartheid regime, has not hesitated to ap-
prove of the new measures of repression that
its friends in Pretoria have adopted. The
Reagan Administration has openly said that it
hopes that these measures will succeed in their
purpose. Botha and Reagan hope and pray that
the intensified campaign of terror against the
people and our democratic movement will suc-
ceed to stop our march to liberation. They are
intent to ensure that racist law and apartheid
order continue to hold sway.

That is the hopeless mission that the Pretoria
regime and its supporters have given them-
selves.

Our own tasks are very clear. To bring about
the kind of society that is visualised in the
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Freedom Charter,' we have to break down and
destroy the old order. We have to make apart-
heid unworkable and our country ungoverna-
ble. The accomplishment of these tasks will
create the situation for us to overthrow the
apartheid regime and for power to pass into the
hands of the people as a whole.

We have achieved a good deal of progress in
making South Africa ungovernable. Correctly,
we concentrated on the weakest link in the
apartheid chain of command and control. For
months, we have maintained an uninterrupted
offensive against the puppet local government
authorities in the black urban areas as well as
other state personnel in the townships such as
the police and their agents.

By declaring a state of emergency in these

areas, Botha has admitted that his organs of

government have collapsed. He has conceded
that the only way he can restore apartheid rule
in these townships is through martial law. He
could no longer govern in the old way.

The perspective ahead of us is to intensify
the struggle exactly in these areas that are
under martial law. In struggle, we must make
it impossible for our enemy to govern even in
the new way. We must confront its new organs
of government in the townships — the com-
bined army and police units which have been

1. The Freedom Charter is a program of democratic
demands for the abolition of the apartheid system,
drawn up at a Congress of the People in Kliptown,
South Africa, in June 1955. It has been adopted by
the ANC as its program.

brought into our midst exactly to reassert
apartheid rule and therefore to perpetuate our
oppression and suffering. This is the first task
we have to accomplish in the light of Botha’s
state of emergency — to confront and defeat
his new organs of government.

While saluting those among our people who
have responded so magnificently to our call to
make our country ungovernable, we must also
draw attention to the fact that not all areas of
our country and not all sections among the op-
pressed responded with the same level of activ-
ity and determination. This has enabled the
enemy to concentrate its forces on certain areas
of our country. Even now, under its state of
emergency, the apartheid regime has the possi-
bility to concentrate its attack on a selected
number of areas in our country.

This is a situation which we must correct. It
is vital that all areas of our country should join
in the general offensive to make the apartheid
system unworkable and South Africa ungov-
ernable. There is not a single black person any-
where in our country who can say that he or
she lives in conditions of freedom. We are all
subjected to domination by organs of govern-
ment imposed on us by the apartheid regime.
This is the case whether we live in the towns or
the countryside.

In the past, all of us have joined together to
reject apartheid rule, whatever form it took.
Accordingly, we have consistently rejected the
Bantustan system and the community councils.
We have also overwhelmingly rejected
Botha’s tri-cameral parliament as well as the
organs of local government visualised in the
latest apartheid constitution.? But, as we had
foreseen, all these institutions have been im-
posed on us despite the fact that we do not
want them. As usual, the apartheid regime has
refused to act in accordance with the will of the
people.

We, for our part, have no cause to submit to
the dictatorship of the racists. We have said we
are opposed to its apartheid institutions. These
have been imposed on us against our will. We
have no choice but to destroy them. This is
what we have done in the Eastern Cape, on the
Witwatersrand, in the Vaal Triangle, and the
Free State. We must spread this offensive to
reach all other parts of our country. In all our

2. The 10 Bantustans are rural African reserves, de-
signed to foster divisions among Africans along lan-
guage lines and to deny them citizenship in the coun-
try as a whole. The community councils are local
apartheid administrative bodies, staffed by Blacks.
The tricameral parliament, set up in 1984, comprises
new Coloured and Indian chambers of parliament
alongside the previous white chamber — a further
effort to divide Coloureds and Indians from the rest
of the Black population.
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localities, wherever they may be, we must rise
now and destroy the apartheid organs of gov-
ermment that are used to hold us in bondage.
We make this call to all black people — Afri-
can, Indian, and so-called Coloureds.

Our people in some parts of the country are
suffering under the iron heel of military dic-
tatorship. They are facing the full might of the
apartheid state because they dared to stand up
to fight for our liberation. Regardless of what
the martial law administrators do, the masses
of our people in these areas will continue the
fight for our emancipation. The time has come
that the rest of the black masses of our country,
all 25 million of us, should join in one deter-
mined offensive to make all of our country un-
governable. If needs be, let us force the apart-
heid regime to deploy its armed forces in every
village and township in our country. Let us act
together to make all of South Africa ungovern-
able.

Take struggle into white areas

Racist white South Africa is, without doubt,
applauding P.W. Botha for declaring the state
of emergency. These hidebound white su-
premacists see this act of desperation on the
part of the apartheid regime as a demonstration
of firmness and a determination to protect
white privilege at all costs. They are convinced
that Botha will succeed to suppress our strug-
gle and save the apartheid system from col-
lapse.

White South Africa will not awaken from
this dream world while our struggle is concen-
trated in the black areas of our country. We
cannot and should not aliow a situation of rel-
ative peace and tranquillity to obtain in the
white areas of our country while the black
townships are in flames. We must take the
struggle into the white areas of South Africa
and there attack the apartheid regime and its
forces of repression in these areas which it con-
siders its rear.

For many years, the Pretoria regime gave its
white supporters a false sense of security by
deluding them into believing that the battle-
front of struggle was drawn at the borders of
our country. We have shattered that myth and
brought the struggle to the very doorstep of the
colonial oppressor. The enemy, however, con-
tinues to hope that it will manage to hold our
struggle to that line of battle, outside of the
white towns and cities. As we buried the illu-
.sion of a confrontation taking place at the bor-
ders of our country, so must we now put paid
to the notion that our struggle will remain con-
fined to the black areas.

No longer should white South Africa live
with the idea that it can continue with its busi-
ness as usual while our people are perishing in
their hundreds, out of sight of the white
families that have sent their sons into our town-
ships, armed to the teeth and with one intention
only, to kill, kill and kill.

Our task, to take the struggle into the very
midst of the enemy, presents all revolution-
aries of our country with the challenge of de-
vising the correct tactics to realise this objec-
tive. It is a challenge that all of us, workers,
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women, and youth, must meet. It however also
places a special responsibility on all our white
compatriots who are committed to bring about
a democratic South Africa to act now to show
the white population of our country that how-
ever much it might try to close its eyes to what
is happening, the fact of the matter is that our
country is in crisis.

White South Africa must be made to realise
that Botha cannot guarantee its security. The
greater the repression that he resorts to in de-
fence of white minority rule and in the name of
the whites of our country, the greater becomes
the level of insecurity facing these very same
whites. To guarantee its own security, white
South Africa has to come over to the side of the
forces fighting for a democratic and non-racial
society. The alternative that Botha offers them
— that of pitting themselves against the over-
whelming majority of the people of our coun-
try — is nothing but a death trap. Nothing will
come of it except grief for the whole of white
South Africa.

We offer our white compatriots the only
way out of the crisis which will surely engulf
them, and that, in the near future — renounce
Botha and his apartheid republic; join the anti-
racist forces in the struggle for a democratic
South Africa.

‘There is no middle road'

The time has also come that those who serve
in the apartheid tri-cameral parliament and
claim to stand for a democratic South Africa,
should abandon the illusion that this parlia-
ment can do anything to solve the problems of
our country. This institution is as much a part
of the structure of apartheid rule as are the ra-
cist army, police, and the prison service. It is
an instrument for the perpetuation of white
minority rule. To hold out the hope that it can
do-anything to bring about a just social order is
to attempt to hoax the people and to aid and
abet the Pretoria regime in perpetuating its rule
of terror. If there is any genuine anti-racist left
wing within Botha’s parliament, now is the
time for them to abandon this house of iniquity
and join the masses of the people in struggle
for a truly just society.

Large parts of our country are under a pub-
licly proclaimed state of emergency. Others
are treated as though they are under such a
state of emergency. This situation no longer al-
lows for the playing of inconsequential games
presented as an effort at reform. It demands
that each one of us should choose sides: one is
either on the side of genuine change or one is
on the side of continued repression. There is no
middle road.

Those among the black people who have
persisted in refusing to stop serving the army
are now faced with the inevitable conse-
quences of their mercenary stubbornness.
They have now been turned into an army of oc-
cupation and administrators of martial law. If,
in the past, they considered their duties as nor-
mal, they can no longer do so. There is nothing
normal about an emergency. Neither will the
actual tasks that they will carry out be normal.
Their masters will demand of them the most

heinous acts of brutality against their own
people. On them will fall the greatest burdens
in Pretoria’s campaign of extreme repression.

Once more we call on these black people to
leave the ranks of the enemy which is using
them to terrorise their own mothers, fathers,
brothers, sisters, and children. We call on
those whom the enemy has armed to turn their
guns against those who have invaded our
townships and not point them at the unarmed
black masses of our country who are fighting
to liberate themselves.

There are some black people in our country
who, claiming to be leaders and representa-
tives of our people, have joined the clamour
for the maintenance of apartheid law and
order. The enemy is using these so-called law-
abiding blacks to justify the intensified cam-
paign of repression it has launched under the
state of emergency that it has proclaimed. We
call on these misguided individuals to direct
their anger against those who have brought our
country to the situation in which it is today.

Only recently, Afrikaner? intellectuals at the
state-funded National Council for Social Re-
search correctly laid the blame for the conflict
in our country on the apartheid system. It is the
height of servility for the black people who call
themselves leaders to refuse to acknowledge
this truth and instead seek to secure a liveli-
hood for themselves by blaming the victim of
terror for the injury done to him.

The apartheid system is in crisis. The state
of emergency will not extricate the racists from
this situation. All it will do is further to deepen
that crisis and increase the cost in human lives
of ending white minority domination in our’
country. We have advanced a great deal to-
wards the realisation of our goal of a united,
democratic, and non-racial South Africa.
There can be no stopping now. There can be no
turning back.

Let us therefore mobilise and march to-
gether in even greater unity towards freedom.
At all times we must expect that the enemy will
respond with even greater repression. We must
withstand these campaigns of terror with the
same determination that we have displayed
over so many months. But more, we must de-
feat these campaigns and raise our struggle to
even higher levels.

Our watchwords must be mobilisation, or-
ganisation, struggle. All our people must be
mobilised into action. All our people must be
organised for action. All our people must en-
gage in struggle. That must be our reply to the
enemy’s desperate counter-offensive.

In that struggle we have to step up our armed
offensive. In a situation of martial law, the
need for the oppressed masses to resort to
people’'s war becomes plain for all to see.
Therefore the order of the day to all units of

3. The Afrikaners comprise a majority of the white
population and provide the main electoral base for
the governing National Party. They are descendants
of the early Dutch settlers, and speak a Dutch-de-
rived language, Afrikaans. (The remainder of the
whites speak English.)
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Umkhonto we Sizwe* is that they must
strengthen their links with the people. They
must act together with the people to inflict the
greatest possible number of casualties on
armed enemy personnel. They must take the
battle to the enemy and, side by side with the
heroic masses of our country, defeat the
enemy'’s efforts to rule in a new way, seize the
initiative from the enemy, and drive him into
retreat. Thousands upon thousands of our
people have been engaging the enemy in

4. The Spear of the Nation, the ANC's armed wing.

armed confrontation, using primitive means to
deliver their blows. Now is the time for them
to face the enemy using modern weapons of
war.

At this hour of a heightened enemy counter-
offensive, progressive humanity has rallied be-
hind us as never before. The whole world has
denounced Botha’s state of emergency and
pledged its support for our struggle. The inter-
national community will adopt new measures
to isolate the apartheid regime, which has de-
clared war against our people.

Drawing strength from this international

support, we must march with even greater con-
fidence to victory. Botha's state of emergency
is an admission of defeat. Each desperate act
he adopts is a sign that we are approaching our
goal.

Make apartheid unworkable!

Make South Africa ungovernable!

Prepare the conditions for the seizure of
power by the people!

Amandla ngawethu! [“Power to the
people!”]

Matla ke a rona!

Ihlomile!

ANC reaffirms anti-apartheid strategy

Conference urges ‘seizure of power by the people’

[The African National Congress (ANC), the
liberation movement of South Africa, held its
Second National Consultative Conference in
Zambia June 16-23 (the first such conference
was in 1969).

[Attended by 250 delegates, coming both
from within South Africa and from countries
around the world, the conference reaffirmed
the ANC'’s broad strategy of overthrowing the
apartheid regime through mass political action
and armed struggle. (That strategy was earlier
outlined in various documents, including a
January 8 speech by ANC President Oliver
Tambo and an April 25 “Call to the People” is-
sued by the ANC's National Executive Com-
mittee. Those documents were reprinted in the
March 4 and June 10 issues of Intercontinental
Press, respectively.)

[The conference also, for the first time,
opened all the ANC'’s bodies, including its un-
derground cells within South Africa and its top
leadership organs, to South Africans of all
races. Previously they had been formally re-
stricted to Africans, though Indians, Coloureds
(those of mixed ancestry), and whites were
able to be members of the ANC'’s exile organi-
zations and carried out support activities with-
in South Africa.

[The following is the final communiqué of
the ANC conference, as read to a news confer-
ence in Lusaka, Zambia, on June 25 by Presi-
dent Tambo. The subheads and footnotes are
by Intercontinental Press.]

* * *

The Second National Consultative Confer-
ence of the ANC has taken place. It opened on
June 16th, the ninth anniversary of the Soweto
uprising of 1976, and closed on the 23rd. We
had originally planned to finish on the 26th of
June, our Freedom Day, which this year is also
the 30th anniversary of the Freedom Charter.
But so extensive and thorough were the pre-
conference discussions among the members
that it was possible to conclude our work three
days earlier than was originally planned.

The venue of the conference was Zambia.
We would like to take this opportunity to thank
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His Excellency President [Kenneth] Kaunda
and the Central Committee of UNIP' most sin-
cerely for allowing us to hold our conference in
this country. We are especially grateful for the
invaluable assistance that they extended to us
at very short notice to ensure that we had all
the material requisites for a conference of the
size that ours was. We shall forever be in-
debted to the Zambian people and their leader-
ship for this outstanding contribution to our
struggle.

The conference was attended by about 250
delegates representing our entire organisation.
They came from every country in the world
where we have members. They were drawn
from all the national groups of our country.
Among them were the leaders of our move-
ment, all our diplomatic functionaries — the
chief representatives, commanders, and other
members of our army, political organisers,
trade unionists, administration, production,
health, and cultural workers, propagandists,
students, and other members who are em-
ployed outside the ranks of our organisation.

We met under the theme: “From the Venue
of the Conference to Victory.” Therefore the
central tasks of our conference were to assess
our situation, especially inside South Africa,
and agree on the measures we need to take in
order to achieve victory over the apartheid re-
gime. We characterised the conference as a
council-of-war for the obvious reason that
even as we opened our meeting the continuing
massacre of our people loomed large in our
minds, highlighted by the criminal invasion of
Botswana and the murder of innocent people in
Gaborone.? Whether we wanted war or not,
the Pretoria regime was telling us in action that
the only way we could stop the blood-letting
was to go to war.

1. The United National Independence Party, Zam-
bia’s governing party.

2. On June 14, South African commandos struck
across the border into neighboring Botswana, attack-
ing several homes and offices where South African
refugees were living in Gaborone, that country’s
capital. Twelve people were killed in the attack.

Our conference was fortunate to be ad-
dressed by our leaders who are in prison and
whom Botha is still refusing to release. Shortly
before it opened, we had received a message
from the leaders in Pollsmoor and Robben Is-
land prisons signed, on their behalf, by Nelson
Mandela.? Here is what our leaders said:

“We were most delighted to hear that the
ANC will soon have another conference. We
sincerely hope that such an occasion will con-
stitute yet another milestone in our history. Itis
most satisfying, especially in our present posi-
tion, to belong to a tested organisation which
exercises so formidable an impact on the situa-
tion in our country, which has established it-
self firmly as the standard-bearer of such a rich
tradition, and which has brought us such cov-
eted laurels.

“As you know we always try to harmonise
our own views and responses with those of the
movement at large. For this reason, we find it
rewarding indeed to know that, despite the im-
mense distance and the years which separate
us, as well as the lack of effective communica-
tion channels, we still remain a closely knit or-
ganisation, ever conscious of the crucial im-
portance of unity and of resisting every attermpt
to divide and confuse.

“We feel sure that all those delegates who
will attend will go there with one central issue
uppermost in their minds: that out of the con-
ference the ANC will emerge far stronger than
ever before. Unity is the rock on which the Af-
rican National Congress was founded; it is the
principle which has guided us down the years
as we feel our way forward.

“In the course of its history, the ANC has
survived countless storms and risen to emi-
nence partly because of the sterling qualities of
its membership, and partly because each mem-
ber has regarded himself or herself as the prin-
cipal guardian of that unity. All discussions,
contributions, and criticism have generally
been balanced and constructive, and above all,
they have been invariably subjected to the

3. The president of the ANC at the time, Nelson
Mandela was captured by the police in 1962 and sub-
sequently sentenced to life in prison.
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overriding principle of maximum unity. To
lose sight of this basic principle is to sell our
birthright, to betray those who paid the highest
price so that the ANC should flourish and
triumph.

“In this connection, the positions taken by
Oliver Tambo on various issues and also
stressed by Joe Slovo inspired us tremen-
dously. Both drew attention to vital issues
which, in our opinion, are very timely. They
must be highlighted and kept consciously in
mind as we try to sort out the complicated
problems which face the movement and as we
try to hammer out the guidelines for future
progress.

“These remarks are the clearest expression
of that enduring identity of approach of mem-
bers of the movement wherever they may be
and a summary of achievements of which we
are justly proud. In particular we fully share
the view that the ANC has raised mass political
consciousness to a scale unknown in our ex-
perience. It is in this spirit that we send you our
greetings and best wishes. We hold your hands
firmly across the miles.”

And so conference “hammered out the
guidelines for future progress.” And what are
those guidelines?

Mass action and armed struggle

Our conference agreed unanimously that the
Botha regime is still determined to defend the
apartheid system of white minority rule by
force of arms. Accordingly, it agreed that there
was no reason for us to change our broad strat-
egy, which pursues the aim of seizure of power
by the people through a combination of mass
political action and armed struggle.

It however agreed that the possiblity of vic-
tory was greater now than at any other time in
our history. This requires that we should step
up our all-round political and military offen-
sive sharply and without delay. The masses of
our people have been and are engaged in a
struggle of historic importance directed at
making apartheid unworkable and the country
ungovernable. They are creating the conditions
for the escalation of our attack leading towards
the situation where it will be possible for us to
overthrow the apartheid regime.

The delegates agreed that it was vital that we
take all necessary measures further to
strengthen the ANC and Umkhonto we Sizwe
inside of our country exactly to meet the de-
mands of our people and our situation for a
heightened and coordinated political and mili-
tary offensive.

The conference also resolved that we cannot
even consider the issue of a negotiated settle-
ment of the South African question while our
leaders are in prison. It agreed that we should
continue with the campaign for the immediate
and unconditional release of these leaders.

In the situation which obtains within the
country in which the crisis of the apartheid sys-
tem has become endemic, conference agreed
that the Freedom Charter provides the basis for
the satisfaction of the aspirations of the over-
whelming majority of our people. In this re-
gard, the participants agreed that it was impor-
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tant that we should win as many whites as pos-
sible to our side. We should also adhere to our
opposition to and our struggle against the Ban-
tustans as well as the apartheid tricameral par-
liament and related institutions. We must con-
tinue to pose the alternative of a united, demo-
cratic, and non-racial South Africa.

The conference endorsed the view advanced
by our imprisoned leaders about the impor-
tance of unity. In a call to our people inside the
country, the delegates said:

“Those of us who are true liberators should
not fight among ourselves. Let us not allow the
enemy’'s dirty tricks department to succeed in
getting us to fight one another.”

Conference noted and paid tribute to the
contribution that the United Democratic Front
had made towards the strengthening of the
unity of the democratic forces of our country
and condemned the arrest and prosecution of
its leaders and activists.*

The participants also agreed that this unity
must find expression in the mass activity of all
our people against the apartheid regime. Con-
sequently, it is important that all our people
should be organised and mobilised, in the
towns and the countryside, including those in
the Bantustans. The black workers are of spe-
cial importance in this regard and are, as we
have said before, the backbone and leading
force in our struggle for national liberation.

‘Declare apartheid regime illegitimate’

Conference also assessed the international
situation. It agreed that we should further ex-
pand our system of international relations and
reach out even to regions, countries, and gov-
ernments with which we might not have had
contact before.

It urged the international community to “de-
clare the apartheid white minority regime il-
legitimate.”

Addressing itself to the specific question of
the planned New Zealand rugby tour of South
Africa, conference reiterated that “if the tour
takes place, responsibility for any adverse con-
sequences to New Zealand, her reputation, and
her future participation in international sport,
as well as any threat to the lives of the players
themselves, will rest squarely on the heads of
the New Zealand Rugby Board.” While salut-
ing the opposition of the New Zealand govern-
ment to the tour, it also urged this government
to take further action to stop the tour.’

Among other things, the conference also ad-
dressed special greetings to each one of the
Frontline States, Lesotho, the OAU and

4. The United Democratic Front, formed in 1983, is
a broad coalition of some 600 community groups,
women's organizations, students associations, trade
unions, and other anti-apartheid organizations. The
combined membership of its components is nearly 2
million.

5. On July 15, the New Zealand Rugby Football
Union announced that the planned rugby tour of
South Africa had been canceled.

SWAPO, among others.® It also agreed on an
appeal to the international community.

The conference was honoured with many
messages of solidarity from the international
community, originating from governments and
organisations from all corners of the globe.
They included messages from the presidents of
Botswana, Algeria, the German Democratic
Republic, and Guinea Bissau; the foreign
ministers of Finland, Ghana, and Zimbabwe,
the Central Committees or the equivalent com-
mittees of ZANU(PF), the Frelimo Party,” the
British Labour Party, the Swedish Social Dem-
ocratic Party, the German Social Democratic
Party, the Communist parties of the Soviet
Union, Romania, Bulgaria, and others, trade
unions, students’, women’s, youth, religious,
and solidarity organisations, and the peace
movement.

Naturally, we also discussed questions re-
lated to our structures and the personnel re-
quired to implement the historic decisions
taken by conference. Constitutional guidelines
were adopted which lay down that we should
meet in conference at least once in five years
and that the National Executive Committee
should hold office for the same period. Confer-
ence confirmed the position taken in earlier
constitutions of the ANC that membership is
open to South Africans of all races who accept
the policies of our movement.

The conference also decided to increase the
size of the National Executive Committee to
30 members and gave powers to the Executive
to coopt an extra five members if the need
arises.

The conference reelected 19 out of the 22
members of the outgoing National Executive
Committee. Of these three [not reelected], one
did not stand for reelection. Conference there-
fore elected 11 new members of the NEC.
Among these are one white comrade, two In-
dians and two Coloureds. The three most
senior officials of the ANC — the president,
the secretary general, and the treasurer general
— were all returned unopposed and unani-
mously.

We have emerged out of our conference
more united than ever before. As our people
and the international community observe
South Africa Freedom Day tomorrow, June
26th, the occasion of the 30th anniversary of
the Freedom Charter, the ANC will be among
them greatly strengthened, of one mind on all
questions, and determined to take the battle to
the enemy and persist in struggle until victory
is won. =]

6. The frontline states are Angola, Botswana,
Mozambique, Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe;
the Organization of African Unity is Africa’s inter-
governmental body; the South West Africa People’s
Organisation is the liberation movement fighting for
Namibia's independence from South African rule.

7. The Zimbabwe African National Union (Patriotic
Front) is Zimbabwe's governing party, while the
Mozambique Liberation Front (Frelimo) is the ruling
party in Mozambique.
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United States

SWP sets anti-apartheid campaign

Theme of national convention: ‘turning the party outward’

By Doug Jenness

OBERLIN, Ohio — The 33rd national con-
vention of the Socialist Workers Party, meet-
ing here August 10-15, decided to make par-
ticipation in the rapidly growing anti-apartheid
movement a central priority.

As the convention was taking place, big de-
velopments were happening in the Black free-
dom struggle in South Africa. Protest actions
were occurring in many U.S. cities, including
a demonstration of 30,000 in New York City.

A high point of the convention was the
greetings by Neo Mnumzana, chief representa-
tive of the African National Congress (ANC)
to the United Nations. Some 900 delegates and
observers welcomed him with a standing ova-
tion.

Speaking on behalf of the ANC’s National
Executive Committee, Mnumzana stated,
“The United States is interested in apartheid in
South Africa, it's interested in reversing the
revolutionary gains of the people of Nicara-
gua, it’s interested in propping up fascist re-
gimes all over the world.”

“Remember,” the ANC leader added, “that
U.S. foreign policy is nothing but a logical ex-
tension of its domestic policies. If the United
States supports repressive regimes this is only
because the United States is repressive towards
its own population. So when we fight the
United States in the so-called outposts on the
periphery of imperialism, we are also fighting
the United States on behalf of your freedom.”

About 200 convention participants attended
a class that Mnumzana gave on the freedom
struggle in South Africa. He had been sched-
uled to speak at the convention's wind-up
rally. But he had to leave earlier that day for
another engagement in New York City.

Following Mnumzana's greetings, SWP
National Secretary Jack Barnes, reporting for
the party’s Political Committee, said that the
developments in South Africa and the protests
in the United States mean “that we have to take
a second look at what's been happening since
we've been here, so that we can see what's
possible to do when we leave.”

He outlined the opportunities presented by
the anti-apartheid campaign. “What we're
heading into is a period where it's difficult for
any union not to endorse the fight for freedom.
It is difficult to believe that the opening of the
school year in a few weeks will be normal,” he
added.

Barnes stated that “the decision we’ve made
by unanimous consent is that this is an oppor-
tunity to throw every single thing we have. our
entire movement, into this.”

He urged that everything be done “to take
this movement as it is, to take the coalitions as

September 9, 1985

B

Hofbrook Mahn/IP

Some 900 delegates and observers attended SWP convention August 10-15.

they are, to take the people and organizations
who are moving around this as they are, to take
the union movement as it is, with its structure
as it is, and get on board to do everything hu-
manly possible to advance this.”

To help kick off this effort, the Militant
newspaper announced that it would resume
publication one week earlier than scheduled
after its summer break. It produced a special
eight-page issue within days after the conven-
tion. SWP and Young Socialist Alliance mem-
bers and their supporters immediately began
selling it at anti-apartheid demonstrations
throughout the country.

Moreover, the SWP’s National Committee
met right after the convention to discuss the na-
ture of the Black revolutionary struggle in
South Africa and the anti-apartheid movement
in the United States,

Party was prepared

The discussion in the party leading up to the
convention as well as the reports, workshops,
and union fraction meetings at the convention
helped prepare the party to quickly respond to
the mounting anti-apartheid protests. The cen-
tral theme, in fact, of all convention activities
was how to make further advances in turning
the party outward.

Mary-Alice Waters, reporting for the Na-
tional Committee on the fight against the U.S.
war drive in Central America, noted that the
successful protests against Washington's poli-
cies on April 20 represented “a real turning
point in the development of a mass action
movement against U.S. intervention in Central

America and the Caribbean.” She pointed to
the significant union involvement in the ac-
tions, which drew some 125,000 demonstra-
tors in Washington and other North American
cities.

The April 20 protests, Waters said, provided
“a new opening, a new opportunity that we
were able to throw ourselves into.” Party
members actively sought support from fellow
unionists, farmers, students, and others and
began tuming outward, she said. “We made
some errors, but we learned from them and are
stronger for it,” she noted.

Waters underlined the high stakes in the
fight against Washington’s aggressive policy
in Central America and the Caribbean. This
policy, she said, is to relentlessly push toward
an ever-expanding war, in order to overthrow
the revolutionary government in Nicaragua.
“We are part of the battle,” she affirmed, “to
try to push back the counterrevolutionary drive
and hold off a full-scale U.S. invasion of Cen-
tral America.”

Steps forward in union work

A big step in turning the party outward was
registered by the party’s nine industrial union
fractions, each of which held meetings during
the convention.

The fractions are in the following unions:
Oil, Chemical and Atomic Workers; United
Auto Workers: United Steelworkers; Amalga-
mated Clothing and Textile Workers; Interna-
tional Ladies’ Garment Workers' Union; Inter-
national Association of Machinists; United
Transportation Union; International Union of
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Electronic Workers; and United Mine Work-
ers.

Following the meetings of the unionists, the
convention heard a report on the organization
of the party's union work. This report, which
was approved by the delegates, explained that
experience has shown that party branches face
difficulties when they have only one union
fraction. A branch can have a more rounded
political life and a better knowledge of the
labor movement by having more than one frac-
tion, even if each fraction is smaller, the report
pointed out.

It was reported that the national auto frac-
tion — the party’s largest — decided to release
40 of its 100 members to help build fractions in
other cities and other unions.

John Gaige, the party’s national farm work
director, reported that some of the farmers in
the United States who are fighting against fore-
closure are becoming curious about and are
identifying with revolutionary struggles in
Central America. He explained the signifi-
cance of two tours to Nicaragua organized by
working farmers.

Gaige also described the rich experiences of
party members who have participated in farm
protests this year in the Midwest. But, he
pointed out, exploited producers on the land
are found throughout the country, and paying
close attention to their situation is a key job for
all branches.

Gaige's report, based on discussions in the
National Committee, is the first report on U.S.
farmers to be adopted by an SWP national con-
vention.

New look at Black struggle

Mac Warren, reporting for the National
Committee, initiated a discussion on the key
social changes that have taken place following
the defeat of legal racial segregation in the
1960s. He reiterated the significance of this
momentous conquest — not only for Blacks,
but for working people as a whole. He noted
that most gains achieved through this victory
remain intact, creating a big obstacle to the
capitalist rulers’ offensive against the working
class and exploited farmers.

He stated that a new civil rights movement is
not on the agenda. Rather, the oppression of

British miners’ table attracted great interest.
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Blacks, coupled with their greater integration
into the unions, is spurring them to play a van-
guard role in working-class struggles. This will
be very important for the big labor battles that
are coming, he said.

Warren outlined some of the changes in the
class structure of the Black community, espe-
cially the development of a large layer of bet-
ter-off Blacks. This layer, he said, identifies
more with the well-being of capitalist society
than with the struggles of Black workers.

The convention reports were based on two
major documents. The first was “The Revolu-
tionary Perspective and Leninist Continuity in
the United States.” This resolution was first
submitted to the SWP membership leading up
to the party’s August 1984 convention. The
final, edited form was the result of further dis-
cussion in the SWP discussion bulletin, in
party branches, in the SWP National Commit-
tee, and at the August 1984 and January 1985
party conventions. The January convention
voted to submit this resolution to the 1985
World Congress of the Fourth International.
There it received 13 percent of the votes of the
regular and fraternal delegates.

The second document was “The Workers’
and Farmers' Government in the United States:
An Alliance of the Exploited Producers,”
adopted by the party's August 1984 conven-
tion.

The general line of both documents, which
appear in the Spring 1985 issue of New Inter-
national, was reaffirmed by the August 1985
convention.

Class-struggle perspective in U.S.

In addition to the convention reports and
discussion, there was an extensive educational
program. This was opened the first evening
with a talk by Jack Barnes, who presented
many of the themes that were covered in the
classes, workshops, and convention reports
throughout the week.

The United States is a difficult country to
understand. both from the outside and from the
inside, he stated. The way class relations ap-
pear masks the reality of the country. The fact
is, he pointed out, “The class struggle is deep-

ening in the United States because the laws of

capitalism are unfolding here with a ven-
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60 subscriptions to “International Viewpoint,”
a fortnightly published under auspices of
United Secretariat of Fourth International,
were sold at SWP convention.

geance. Great battles are being prepared, even
though not consciously by very many workers
or those claiming to speak for them at this mo-
ment.”

“The three pillars,” Barnes pointed out,
“that make up the social relations of produc-
tion in the United States are the wages system,
the rents and mortgages system, and the colo-
nial system.”

He also noted that the structure of the work-
ing class is changing, as it has for decades. “It
is not the bourgeoisification of the working
class as a whole, but the proletarianization of
layer after layer of working people of every
kind which has marked, and continues to
mark, American history,” he said. Nor is the
introduction of new technology raising the
skill level of workers. To the contrary, he said,
workers are becoming less skilled.

At the moment, he said, the ruling-class of-
fensive is greatest on the ideological front. Tts
goal is to prevent working people from distin-
guishing between their friends and enemies
and block them off from their potential allies.

More than 90 classes

More than 90 classes were held during the
week on a wide variety of political questions.
Some were given by participants from other
countries, including Australia, Britain, Can-
ada, Iceland, Kampuchea. New Caledo-
nia, New Zealand, and South Africa. Al-
together there were 74 international guests
from 10 countries.

Among the visitors were seven British min-
ers who were active in the recent miners’
strike. They held a well-attended panel where
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they described the strike and the current cam-
paign on behalf of miners victimized by the
employers. Like many of the other interna-
tional participants, the miners had a table
where they sold materials and held informal
discussions.

The YSA organized a panel discussion on
the Fourth International’s youth conference
held in July in France. In addition to members
of the YSA who attended the conference, the
panel included participants from Canada and
New Zealand.

During the convention, greetings were pre-
sented by a representative of the United Sec-
retariat of the Fourth International.

Michel Prairie, coeditor of Nouvelle Inter-
nationale, a French-language magazine of
Marxist politics and theory published in
Montreal, explained the importance of this
new publication for building the Canadian sec-
tion of the Fourth International in Quebec.

SWP leader Larry Seigle reported on the ex-
pansion plans of Pathfinder Press in North
America, Britain, and the Pacific region.
These include stepping up promotion and sales
from its offices in London and Sydney.

The final rally focused on solidarity with
fighters around the world. The speakers in-
cluded: Susanna Ounei, a leader of the Kanak
Socialist National Liberation Front in New
Caledonia, who is currently touring the United
States; Mick Richmond, one of the British
miners from Leicestershire; Mary-Alice Waters,
who had just returned from Cuba where she at-
tended a major conference on the foreign debt;
Ellen Haywood, national secretary of the
Young Socialist Alliance; and Andrea Gon-

zélez, SWP candidate for mayor of New York.
Militanr editor Malik Miah, who chaired the
event, announced the launching of a drive to
raise $125,000 for the Socialist Publications
Fund.

During the convention, the credentials com-
mittee reported that of the 70 delegates elected
by branches, 48 were women, 6 Black, and 2
Chicano. Of those attending the convention

nearly 200 were YSA members. For 66 partic-
ipants, it was their first SWP convention. A
big majority of those attending belonged to in-
dustrial unions. Three participants were work-
ing farmers.

The convention elected a new National
Committee of 50, which includes 17 women,
12 Blacks, and 7 Latinos. Four members of the
Control Commission were elected. |

214 ‘IP’ subscriptions sold; drive launched

Two hundred fourteen subscriptions to In-
tercontinental Press were sold at the August
convention of the U.S. Socialist Workers
Party. New subscribers accounted for 77 of
them, and 137 readers renewed their subscrip-
tions.

This impressive sale kicks off an interna-
tional drive to get more /P readers in the next
10 weeks. In order to help promote this effort
we are making a special offer to subscribers. If
you subscribe for six months or longer or ex-
tend your subscription, you can receive a
$2.95 discount on one of two books. The
books are: War and Crisis in the Americas:
Speeches 1984-85 by Fidel Castro; and Nica-
ragua: The Sandinista People's Revolution.
Both books were published this year by Path-
finder Press in New York.

The 250-page book by Castro includes
speeches and interviews by the Cuban leader
made between December 1983 and March
1985.

The 412-page book on Nicaragua includes
speeches, articles, and interviews with about a

dozen Sandinista leaders from 1982 to 1984.

Many of the documents in both books first
appeared in English in /P, which shows the
kind of substantial reading you get when you
subscribe to /P. The speeches and articles we
carry by Castro and other Cuban leaders and by
the Sandinistas remain one of our most appeal-
ing features. One reader, who recently
changed his address, sent a note praising our
“fabulous magazine” for publishing Castro's
speeches. “Keep up the good work!!!" he
urged.

See the advertisement on this page to learn
how you can take advantage of this special
offer.

Because of a different pricing structure for
books sold by Pathfinder through its outlets in
London and Sydney, we are able to make this
offer only to subscribers in the Americas and
the Caribbean. /P distributors in Britain, Aus-
tralia, and New Zealand are planning their own
special offers which we will publicize whe

the plans are finalized. O

SPECIAL OFFER TO IP SUBSCRIBERS

If you subscribe or extend your [P subscription you can

receive Fidel Castro Speeches 1985-85 or Nicaragua: The
Sandinista People’s Revolution at a saving of $2.95. Offer
expires November 15.

Please [] begin []renew [ extend my subscription

North and Central America/Caribbean: ] 6 months/US$15
] One year/US$30

South America: [] 6 months/US$20 One year/US$40

[] Enclosed is an additional $4 for a copy of
Fidel Castro Speeches 1984-85*
["] Enclosed is an additional $5 for a copy of
Nicaragua: The Sandinista People’s Revolution*

Name
Address

City/State/Postal Code
*Includes shipping by surface or book rate. Write for added
charges for books sent by air.

This offer good only for the Americas and the Caribbean. For
information on overseas rates see business information inside
front cover.

Intercontinental Press, 410 West Street, New York, NY 10014
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Vanuatu

Five years of progress

Ties with anticolonial struggles strengthened

By Andy Jarvis

[The following article is reprinted from the
July 26 issue of Socialist Action, a fortnightly
newspaper published in Auckland, New Zea-
land, that reflects the views of the Socialist Ac-
tion League, New Zealand section of the
Fourth International. ]

* * *

July 30 marks the fifth anniversary of Van-
uatu’s national independence following 75
years of joint French and British colonial rule.
Throughout its past five years in government,
the ruling Vanuaaku Party has continued to im-
plement the political course it charted during
the 10-year struggle it led for independence.

This political course centres on eradicating
the legacy of colonial domination and develop-
ing Vanuatu as a nation run by and for ni-Van-
uatu (the people of Vanuatu), and at the same
time offering support and solidarity to all
peoples fighting for independence and national
liberation, above all in the South Pacific.

A number of recent examples illustrate the
way the Vanuaaku Party is advancing these
goals.

Colonial legacy

Vanuatu is a nation of 80 islands with a
population of 130,000. Colonial rule kept the
country in a state of extreme economic back-
wardness and underdevelopment. Economic
activity declined further during the final years
of the independence struggle.

Despite this legacy inherited by the ni-Van-
uatu at the time of independence, Vanuatu
today has the fastest economic growth rate of
any Pacific Island country. The Gross National
Product rose by an estimated 4 percent during
1984. Dependence on foreign aid to subsidise
the budget has been reduced by 50 percent.

This progress is a product of the economic
policies being implemented by the Vanuaaku
Party government. Among the measures intro-
duced have been the following:

e A major land reform under which Euro-
pean-owned land, amounting to over a third of
the total, has been restored to ni-Vanuatu tribal
ownership.

e Ni-Vanuatu have been appointed to hun-
dreds of jobs previously occupied by European
civil servants.

e The size of the civil service and the
former high wages and privileges of this layer
have been sharply reduced. Budget savings re-
sulting from these moves have been redirected
towards providing schools, hospitals, and
housing.

o Major steps have been begun towards de-
veloping the infrastructure of the country —

526

roads, communications, water supply, etc.
One of the most ambitious goals set by the
government is to provide water supply and
sanitation for all by 1990.

e Priority has been placed on a programme
of economic diversification. This includes en-
couraging the development of forestry, fish-
ing, and the cattle industry, as well as the pro-
duction of new export crops such as vanilla,
cocoa, and coffee. At the same time consider-
able progress has been made towards replant-
ing the severely rundown coconut plantations
and improving the quality of the copra produc-
ed. (Copra still accounts for 75 percent of Van-
uatu’s exports.)

e A number of small local industries have
also been developed. These include ice-cream
and chicken factories, a cement and concrete
plant, and tourism-related enterprises.

e Trade unions have been developed with
the direct encouragement and support of the
government. To date, 13 unions have been
formed and are joined together in a federation
— the Vanuatu Trade Union Congress.

Earlier this year the government decreed a
national minimum wage for all workers, which
is two to three times greater than the previous
ruling rural wage rates. (Around 85 percent of
the population is rural-based.)

Because of Vanuatu's traditional depen-
dence on aid from imperialist powers — above
all Britain, Australia, and France — imple-
menting such policies has not been without re-
percussions and difficulties.

For example, following the recent an-
nouncement of the national minimum wage,

the Commonwealth Development Corporation
withdrew its involvement from major coffee
and cocoa projects.

Aid funds and compensation owed by the
French government have often not been paid,
or have been delayed.

Other aid often has strings attached. Projects
given highest priority by the ni-Vanuatu are
not always those that foreign governments and
other aid donors are willing to assist.

Similarly, big business corporations under-
taking projects in Vanuatu have often refused
to agree to the terms requested by the Vanuatu

government. ) .
It is Vanuatu's foreign policy, however,

which has caused the most alarm among the
imperialist powers in the region. Their concern
is reflected by the periodic scare-mongering
articles published in the big-business media.

“Vanuatu poised to arm Kanaks™ and “Cas-
tro’s toehold on our doorstep” are two recent
headlines that reflect the sort of sensational ar-
ticles that are written.

Vanuatu has consistently rejected criticisms
of its actions from imperialist politicians and
the media.

“It’s like trying to keep people under your
toe or in line,” declared Prime Minister Walter
Lini in an interview last year. “This we cannot
accept. We are an independent and sovereign
state. We decide for ourselves and we shall not
let others decide for us.”

Support for struggles

A number of recent examples highlight the
Vanuaaku Party's commitment to maintaining
its independent foreign policy course.

e At the end of June the Vanuaaku Party, in
conjunction with its own annual conference,
hosted a meeting of South Pacific indepen-
dence movements. In attendance were repre-
sentatives of the FLNKS (Kanak Socialist Na-
tional Liberation Front) of New Caledonia,
Fretilin (Revolutionary Front for an Indepen-
dent East Timor) of East Timor, OPM (Free
Papua Movement) of West Papua, and inde-

PAPUA NEW GUINEA 8=
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Countries shown in black boxes are
members of the South Pacific Forum.
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pendence groups from French Polynesia.

Vanuatu is the only Pacific country to recog-
nise the OPM. Similarly it supports Fretilin as
the “sole and legitimate™ representative of the
East Timorese people. Both West Papua and
East Timor are occupied by Indonesia.

e Vanuatu has maintained ongoing close
collaboration with the FLNKS in working to
aid the Kanak independence struggle. In early
June the Vanuatu government hosted a joint
meeting of fellow independent Melanesian
governments, Papua New Guinea and the Sol-
oman Islands, together with the FLNKS. The
meeting agreed on a common policy and
course of action.

This included a demand that the South
Pacific Forum meeting in Rarotonga [one of
the Cook Islands] in August take “more posi-
tive and concrete” action on New Caledonia
and agreement to act unilaterally in taking the
Kanaks’ case to the United Nations decoloni-
sation committee if the South Pacific Forum
fails to do so. It was also decided to reject the
French government's proposals for a referen-
dum in New Caledonia “without electoral re-
forms which would guarantee Kanak indepen-

dence.”
* Vanuatu boycotted the South Pacific Arts

Festival in Tahiti in June as a protest against
continuing French nuclear testing and colonial-
ism in the Pacific. When Greenpeace's Rain-
bow Warrior arrived in Vanuatu in June it was
welcomed by Walter Lini and other govern-
ment ministers. An official from the Prime
Minister's office, Charles Rara, joined the
Rainbow Warrior for the planned protest jour-
ney to Tahiti as a demonstration of the govern-
ment’s support.

e The Australian representative of the PLO
(Palestine Liberation Organisation), Ali
Kazak, visited Vanuatu in May. According to
a report in the May/June Free Palestine, Wal-
ter Lini gave Kazak an assurance of Vanuatu's
support for the PLO and said that they would
do more to make people in the region aware of,
and support, the aspirations of the Palestinian

people.

Relations with Cuba

e Cuba’'s newly accredited ambassador to
Vanuatu, Ana-Maria Gonzilez Sudrez, visited
Vanuatu in April. According to the Vanuatu
Weekly, Gonzéilez and Walter Lini held talks
on developing “bilateral co-operation between
the two countries, as well as exchange visits."”

Gonzilez is reported as saying that Cuba is
“impressed by the positions Vanuatu is taking
regionally and internationally on many issues
such as support for liberation movements" and
that it would support Vanuatu's “struggle to
maintain its independence and non-aligned
position.”

Vanuatu is the only South Pacific country to
have diplomatic relations with revolutionary
Cuba. It has also established relations with
Vietnam. Vietnamese ambassador Huang Bao
Son visited Vanuatu late last year, where he is
reported to have praised Vanuatu's “staunch
struggle” against imperialist and colonial
domination.
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It is these diplomatic links which have been
most sensationalised by imperialist politicians
and the capitalist media, as well as by the pro-
imperialist opposition parties inside Vanuatu
itself.

Despite such attempts to try and use anti-
communism to discredit the Vanuaaku Party,
the party continues to enjoy mass support
among the majority of ni-Vanuatu.

The party was resoundingly re-elected in
general elections in November 1983. And in
an important election in April, the Vanuaaku
Party won the mayoralty elections in Port Vila,
the capital, for the first time.

Imperialism’s hostility and lack of respect

towards Vanuatu has not only been reflected
through provocative articles in the capitalist
media and restraints on economic aid.

Early this year French marines invaded and
occupied Vanuatu’s southern-most territory,
the uninhabited Matthew and Hunter Islands.
France, which claims the islands as its own, re-
gards them as strategically important for en-
larging its maritime zone centred on New
Caledonia. The two islands are situated 500
600 kilometres east of New Caledonia.

The FLNKS in New Caledonia supports
Vanuatu's legitimate title to the islands. A de-
tachment of French marines is now perma-
nently stationed on the territory. O

Paris defies antinuclear protests in Pacific

In the face of growing protests in the South
Pacific, French President Frangois Mitterrand
refuses to halt the testing of nuclear weapons in
the region. On August 18, he ordered France's
armed forces to prevent “by force if necessary”
any attempt to enter French territorial waters
where nuclear tests are scheduled to be held.

This directive came a month after a boat
owned by the environmental group Green-
peace was blown up in Auckland, New Zea-
land, causing the death of one crew member.
The vessel, the Rainbow Warrior, was to have
led a flotilla of boats protesting French nuclear
weapons testing in the Pacific. Another ship is
on its way from Europe to replace the Rainbow
Warrior. The focus of the Greenpeace protests
is nuclear tests Paris has scheduled in the next
few months on Mururoa in French Polynesia.

During the last 40 years, Britain, France,
and the United States, the nuclear powers with
colonies, trusteeships, and other territorial out-
posts in the region, have conducted 210 atmos-
pheric and underground nuclear tests. This has
been done with little regard for the health and
safety of the Polynesian, Micronesian, and
Melanesian peoples living there. Moreover,
the tests and other military operations have
been carried out in total contempt for the
Pacific islanders’ democratic right to deter-
mine their own affairs.

Along with their struggle for independence
from colonial rule, the Pacific islanders have
demanded a nuclear-free Pacific. The fourth
Nuclear-Free and Independent Pacific Confer-
ence, meeting in Vanuatu in July 1983, af-
firmed that “the Pacific people's struggle for
self-determination and independence [is] in-
separable from the struggle to attain a nuclear-
free Pacific.”

An antinuclear pact signed by eight South
Pacific governments on August 6 reflects this
mounting pressure against the storage, trans-
portation, and testing of nuclear weapons in
the Pacific. The treaty, which declares the
South Pacific a nuclear-free zone, was signed
by Western Samoa, Tuvalu, Fiji, the Cook Is-
lands, Kiribati, Niue, New Zealand, and Aus-
tralia. Representatives from the remaining five
members of the Pacific Forum, a 13-member
regional organization, took it back to go

through constitutionally mandated procedures
at home before deciding to sign it. They are
Tonga, Papua New Guinea, Vanuatu, Nauru,
and the Solomon [slands.

The signers announced that they will send
representatives to the United States, France,
and Britain and urge those governments to
apply the agreement to their own territories in
the region. The treaty bans the use of or testing
of nuclear weapons and the dumping of nu-
clear wastes in a zone extending from Austra-
lia to South America and from the equator to
Antarctica. It also prohibits the stationing of
nuclear weapons and the exportation of nuclear
material without strict safeguards.

After a long debate, however, the Pacific
Forum governments did not agree to ban the
passage of nuclear ships or aircraft. Visits by
nuclear ships or aircraft are considered to be a
matter for the individual governments.

Since early this year, the New Zealand gov-
ernment has refused port calls by U.S. war-
ships unless it is assured that they are neither
nuclear-powered nor carrying nuclear weap-
ons. Washington refuses to give such guaran-
tees, and as a result its ships have in effect
been barred from New Zealand. Several
Pacific Forum members, including the Austra-
lian government, however, continue to accept
port calls by U.S. nuclear warships.

Several newspapers in France have charged
that the French man and woman arrested by
New Zealand authorities in connection with
the sinking of the Rainbow Warrior are French
secret police agents. The New Zealand police
have identified the woman as a captain in the
French army. This has generated considerable
controversy in France — a controversy that
comes on top of deepening debate over the
Kanak revolt in the French colony of New
Caledonia. Paris has stationed tens of thou-
sands of troops there to support French settlers
against the independence struggle of the
Kanaks, the native Melanesian people.

Moreover, Mitterrand faced big protests this
summer in the French colony of Guadeloupe in
the Caribbean. He finally was forced to back
down and release Georges Faisans, a promi-
nent independence fighter being held in a
French prison. ]
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DOCUMENTS

Sandinistas explain end to payment in kind

Urge Nicaraguan workers to strengthen unity, fight speculation

[In May 1985, the Nicaraguan government
announced the elimination of “payment in
kind,” a practice whereby workers in some
consumer industries were allowed to purchase
products made at their factory at low prices.
We are printing here excerpts from a meeting
Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega and other
Sandinista leaders had with factory workers in
Managua, some of whom opposed the govern-
ment’s decision to end payment in Kind.

[The payment-in-kind practice grew out of a
decision in 1980 to make products available
cheaply to workers in some factories in order
to help alleviate immediate needs of their
families. The practice mainly affected workers
producing cloth, garments, shoes. and food.

[In 1983, led by the Sandinista Workers
Federation (CST), Nicaraguan workers agreed
to forego a wage increase because of the eco-
nomic problems the country was suffering, due
in large part to the U.S.-backed mercenary
war.

[Local agreements, however, were con-
cluded at some factories establishing quotas of
products workers could buy cheaply to com-
pensate for the lack of a wage increase. The
CST led the struggle to win the payment-in-
kind quotas at that time.

[However, as the war escalated further, de-
manding even greater allocation of the nation’s
resources to defense, and as Nicaraguan
capitalists took advantage of the situation to
create artificial shortages and jack up the
prices of basic goods, the payment-in-kind
practice no longer fulfilled its original pur-
pose. Some workers began obtaining large
quantities of goods from factory commissaries
in order to put them on the black market at
grossly inflated prices.

[By September 1984, when a national union
assembly was held, the problems of shortages,
inflation, and declining buying power had be-
come acute for the working class. The assem-
bly emphasized winning the war and increas-
ing factory production as the keys to improv-
ing the economic situation. The problem of
some workers abusing their access to the com-
missaries was also addressed. A resolution was
adopted to reduce workers' payment-in-kind
quotas. It explained that payment in kind "is an
obstacle to the rational distribution of our re-
sources and encourages speculation, . . .”

[In a May Day 1985 message, the Sandinista
National Liberation Front (FSLN) called for
making “decisive progress in eliminating pay-
ment in kind and barter between unions. Under
the present conditions these practices foster a
lack of supplies in the official distribution
channels and contribute to speculation, to in-
creasing inflation, and to the breakdown of the
urban workers. These practices also give no
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thought to the peasants and agricultural work-
ers who are selflessly laboring under war con-
ditions to provide food to the whole nation.
The entire people must resist the aggression
equally!™

[When the U.S. trade embargo went into ef-
fect a few days later, Nicaraguan Vice-presi-
dent Sergio Ramirez delivered a speech May
10, announcing that payment in kind would be
eliminated immediately as part of a package of
economic measures o meet the effects of the
embargo.

[The announcement initially got a mixed re-
action from workers who had benefited from
the payment-in-kind practice. Tiny ultraleft
sectarian groups sought to exploit the situa-
tion, attempting to whip up confused workers
against the government and the FSLN. Right-
wing opponents of the government also cam-
paigned against the measure.

| At the Fanatex textile plant in Managua,
two ultraleft groups tried to provoke a strike
against abolition of payment in kind. These
were the Nicaraguan Communist Party (PCN)
and the Revolutionary Workers Party (PRT).

|The PCN leads a small union federation
called the Federation of Trade Union Unity
and Action (CAUS). Atone time following the
1979 revolution, the CAUS was the union rep-
resenting the Fanatex workers. Its misleader-
ship so disrupted production at the plant that
the workers rejected the CAUS, and now
Fanatex workers are represented in their big
majority by the CST.

[In the early years of the revolution, the
CAUS  organized several strikes in
nationalized enterprises, often around the de-
mand for immediate wage increases.

[The PRT. previously known as the Revolu-
tionary Marxist League (LMR), claims to be
Trotskyist and is identified with the Latin
American political current led by Nahuel
Moreno of the Argentine Movement for
Socialism (MAS).

[The role of sectarian groups was an aspect
of the discussion at Ortega’s meeting with
workers about payment in kind. The meeting
took place June 4 at the Fanatex plant and in-
cluded workers from that plant, the People’s
Metallurgical Industry, the Pepsi Cola plant,
and other factories, as well as students.

| The form of the gathering was a “De Cara
Al Pueblo.” or “Face the People™ meeting, in
which leaders of the revolution appear in
neighborhoods and at factories to field ques-
tions and hear grievances and suggestions.

|Ortega opened the meeting with a report on
the war against the U.S.-backed mercenaries
and the stakes in this battle for the Nicaraguan
working class. We have selected below ex-
cerpts from the questions and answers about

payment in kind that followed Ortega’s presen-
tation. The transcript and translation are by In-
tercontinental Press.|

* * *

Good afternoon, companeros. My name is
Dionisio Felipe Mendoza Martinez. 1 am from
the People’'s Metallurgical Industry. I am
going to ask a question, but first, I want to
clarify something about what the companero
said about cloth. There are 250 workers in my
plant. We have not received any cloth. It may
be that they only give him a remnant of six
yards, but those of us who work in the metal-
lurgical industry get nothing. [ just wanted to
clarify that.

Now my question to Commander of the
Revolution and President of the Republic of
Nicaragua, Daniel Ortega Saavedra. Compan-
ero commandante, | want you to tell me why
partisan, ultraleft sects are allowed to provoke
strikes causing indiscipline and disorder, and
join with ultraleftist international groups, and
ultraright groups, to discredit our revolution.

Daniel Ortega. Well, | want to first address
myself to something that is closely related to
the question the companero posed, and that is
the matter of economic demands.

What do the workers fight for? What do the
people fight for? Of course the workers and the
people fight for a better situation in terms of
justice and freedom. In terms of justice, it is to
end the economic exploitation of the workers,
10 have the possiblity of educating their chil-
dren. of meeting their basic needs for food,
transportation, and, as much as possible, hous-
ing.

In terms of freedom, it is for the worker to
have the possibility to make himself heard, to
participate in the workers’ own organizations,
to have a country that is truly free, sovereign,
independent.

When the Sandinista Front was fighting
against the Somoza dictatorship, naturally it
took up these demands of the workers as a goal
to be achieved.

But in the short term, what had to be done?
In the short term it was not possible to fight for
economic demands. What was that kind of
struggle? The struggle around economic de-
mands meant organizing the workers to carry
out strikes, to increase the wages at a particular
workplace. That was as far as the economic
struggle went.

And then afterwards, when prices went up
again, another strike by the workers to raise
their wages again. That was the typical eco-
nomic struggle: a struggle that could be de-
scribed as sectoralist and egotistical. It did not
go to the root of the problem; it did not solve
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the problem.

Ever since then, since the time of those
struggles against the Somoza dictatorship,
there have been supposedly revolutionary po-
litical groups, some of them allegedly Marx-
ists, or Leninists, others Trotskyist, groups of
various denominations, one might say, who
have put forward this type of economic strug-
gle. And they were enemies of the Sandinista
Front.

Why? Because we thought that the struggle
of the Nicaraguan people could not be a strug-
gle of the economic kind. Because the eco-
nomic struggle in these circumstances means
to accept the set-up of ruling-class domination.
It means, simply, to ask the exploiters, the
Somoza dictatorship, the capitalists, for
crumbs to improve the wages of the workers.

And in some cases this became payment in
kind. There were many enterprises even in the
time of the Somoza dictatorship that were giv-
ing payment in kind to keep the workers quiet.
It was good for the exploiters’ system that the
workers should carry out this kind of struggle.
Because it kept them quiet for a while. The
workers were pacified with the contracts that
were signed by Somoza’s Ministry of Labor
and the leaders of those political groups that
carried out this kind of economic struggle.

What did the Sandinista Front propose? The
Sandinista Front said that the workers should
take power.

Clearly this was a dangerous proposal. One
has to risk one’s life in seizing power. For the
workers to take power means to destroy, to do
away with the power of the exploiters, of the
bourgeoisie and Somozaism. It was necessary
to eliminate that power.

And to accomplish that it was necessary to
do battle with the military instrument that
capitalism used to oppress the Nicaraguan
people, which was Somoza's National Guard
and the Somozaist security apparatus.

For that reason, all those different groups,
who called themselves all different things and
who described themselves as the representa-
tives of the workers and of the proletariat,
hated the Sandinista Front. They said that the
Sandinista Front was an organization of ter-
rorists and provocateurs: in this they agreed
with Somoza. Because we said that it was nec-
essary to overthrow the system so the workers
could come to power, and that it was necessary
to break with the strategy of economic de-
mands.

The revolution triumphed, and these people
are still theorizing. They are very good at
theorizing, and talking, and calling themselves
the representatives of the proletariat, of the
workers, of the peasants. But they did not dare
take up arms against the Somoza dictatorship.
Some members of these organizations broke
with their organizations and fought on the side
of the Sandinista Front. Some died fighting
with the front.

Others did not. Others on July 17 [1979]
were still swearing that the National Guard
was going to crush the front. They were still
calling us provocateurs and lunatics for having
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launched a battle against the National Guard.
They were still saying the economic struggle
was better.

Well, if we had stuck with the economic
struggle, we would still be waging the eco-
nomic struggle today, maybe against the son of
Somoza. He would be president today, and we
would still be carrying out the economic strug-
gle against him.

And we would have to prepare ourselves to
carry out the same struggle against his son. We
could spend centuries carrying out that strug-
gle, and the workers would never have come to
power in Nicaragua.

Instead, we came to power, we defeated the
dictatorship, we overthrew capitalist domina-
tion, and these people do not want to accept
that fact. They do not want to accept the fact,
as we have often pointed out in the National
Directorate, that in a showdown like the one
Nicaragua is going through, or in any type of
confrontation, there can only be two sides.

In a baseball game you cannot have three
teams playing at the same time; only two teams
play. In a soccer match you cannot have three
teams playing at once; there are only two
teams. In a boxing match you cannot have
three boxers fighting at once; only two can
compete. And here in this struggle there can
only be two sides: the people, the revolution
with the Sandinista Front at the head, and im-
perialism, the bourgeoisie, and the sell-out
parties. Nothing else. (applause)

But these people think there can be three
sides in this fight. And doing that, they
strengthen the enemy’s team. It is impressive
to see how the proimperialist news media in
our country and abroad publicize the state-
ments of those people who call themselves rev-
olutionaries when they take a stand against the
revolution.

Even today these people have the mentality
of economic demands. They use smooth talk to
try to win recruits to their unions and their po-
litical groupings

They now exist in our country because the
plan of the revolution is for pluralism.

But the people are smart enough to know
which is the revolutionary party, the revolu-
tionary force that defends their interests, and
which are the political forces that do not de-
fend their interests. We are waging a political
struggle here, an ideological struggle. And we
are not afraid of that political struggle, we are
not afraid of the ideological struggle, because
we have confidence in the wisdom of the
people. We know that the people will not be
mistaken, the people will not be fooled, de-
spite what is said day after day both by the
right-wingers and by those who call them-
selves revolutionaries, who are really nothing
but ultraleftists.

Some of them call themselves Leninists, but
Lenin himself described them as ultraleftists.
That is what Lenin called them, ultraleftists.
And these ultraleftists line up with the right
wing in this country to blame the Sandinista
Front and the revolutionary government for all
the problems that people in Nicaragua com-

plain about.

What they are doing is putting themselves
on the other side, on the team of the opponents
of the people, of the people’s enemy. They are
taking the side of imperialism, which is the
enemy of the Nicaraguan people.

Talk is cheap; it is easy for them. It is easy to
try to trap the workers, who do have real
needs, who have real economic problems, who
are now losing the payment in kind. It is easy
to say to those workers, “Listen, companero.
This is an attack on the people. They are taking
away rights that you won in the past. The
FSLN is taking them away. That proves that
the FSLN does not defend the interests of the
workers. Let us have a work stoppage, let us
go out on strike against the FSLN to make
them respect the rights that the workers have
won.”

That kind of talk is cheap. And it is de-
magogic.

For us it would be the easiest thing in the
world, and certainly for the compafiero in
charge of the enterprise it would be most pleas-
ant, to say, “Instead of giving you 15 yards of
cloth monthly, we are going to give you
30.” I am sure everybody here would applaud
us and would lift the compafiero on their shoul-
ders. (laughter)

But then what would happen? Revolution-
aries cannot be demagogues. We cannot be
phonies, and we cannot be liars. Telling the
truth means making the effort to explain so
people will understand; that is okay. If it
means that some people will be upset because
they do not understand, that is okay too. We
have to tell the truth even if some people do get
upset. We have to continue discussing with
them until they understand why the measures
we are taking are right. It is here that the ques-
tion of the aggression comes into it. If the
country were not being attacked, we would
certainly not have as many social and econom-
ic problems as we are now experiencing. And [
say social problems first because the human
problems are the most important.

Which is more difficult for the Nicaraguan
people, for the Nicaraguan family? Is it more
difficult to give up 15 yards of cloth now? (Be-
cause we are not going to continue giving the
15 yards of cloth, which went to the
speculators, even though it is true that the in-
come helps a family.) Or is it more difficult to
conscientiously send a son or nephew, or one-
self, to the battlefront? That is, to give up
one’s life, not 15 yards of cloth. What are 15
yards of cloth, or a few bars of soap, or a pair
of shoes — which is what payment in kind is in
many cases — what is that compared to risking
your life?

Those who are risking their lives in battle,
the peasants who are working the fields and
fighting, the young men mobilized at the
battlefront, they are the ones who make it pos-
sible for these factories to function in relative
normalcy. And they are not asking for pay-
ment in kind. They are working and fighting
and living in very difficult conditions.

That is the price we now have to pay for
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having made a revolution, for wanting to be
free. That is the price we have to pay for con-
fronting an enemy who wants to destroy this
revolution.

And it is an enemy that does not solve the
problems of countries that do not have revolu-
tions either. What is the economic situation of
the workers in Latin America? Perhaps the
right-wing demagogues and the ultraleftist de-
magogues who blame the FSLN for the eco-
nomic problems of this country will show us a
country in Latin America that does not have
economic problems as serious, or more seri-
ous, than ours, despite the fact that we are
under attack.

More serious at least for the workers. Why?
It is true that in many countries of Latin Amer-
ica businesses are functioning very efficiently.
But at what cost? The cost is the exploitation of
the workers. The cost is the lack of union or-
ganization for the workers. Just today the
workers in a hospital in El Salvador rose up
and shut the hospital down. And what did the
democratic government of El Salvador do?
They invaded the hospital with troops. Some
of the patients died. The workers were beaten
and taken prisoner.

That is how efficiency works in some of the
countries that they hold up to us as examples of
democracy. And that is how efficiency works
in many factories too. What was the efficiency
of capitalist enterprises under Somoza? Did the
workers perhaps have a chance to organize, to
speak out and discuss things? To know what
was going on? To improve their conditions?
The factories were run with the minimum
number of workers.

That is something that we discussed yester-
day in a meeting with cadre of the FSLN. It
would be easy to make all businesses here run
efficiently, with the mentality of capitalist ex-
ploitation. All that is needed is to run the fac-
tories with 50 percent or 60 percent of the
workers they now have. Many enterprises
could function with 40 percent.

But that is not what the revolution was made
for. If we have problems with raw materials at
a factory, what have we done? We have turned
to the solidarity of the workers to take on these
problems, and to be able to keep all the work-
ers on the job.

So these demagogic and opportunist groups
— there are always demagogues and oppor-
tunists — who want to present themselves as
revolutionaries, have an opportunist and crim-
inal attitude.

They are playing imperialism’s game. They
are putting themselves on the side of im-
perialism and making common cause with the
right-wing groups. They do not want to recog-
nize the leadership and the authority that the
FSLN has in this country. They do not want to
acknowledge that.

How do we combat these people? We are
not going to try to silence them by decree. We
are going to combat them by strengthening the
consciousness of the workers. To the degree
that the workers are conscious that we are in a
situation of war, and that the enemy is even
planning to invade, then they can understand
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all of the measures we have taken.

We are going to go through even more diffi-
cult times to consolidate this revolutionary
process. We may even have to confront a direct
intervention by U.S. troops. And after defeating
that intervention, as I am sure it will be defeated,
we will go on to consolidate this revolutionary
process. We do not want it, but we must be
prepared to confront, if necessary, even a di-
rect military intervention by the United States.
Because the report that I read this afternoon is
not something we made up. It is something that
the U.S. strategists have been discussing and
working on. So we must be prepared, con-
sciously, to confront the worst moments.

Why is that? It is because we are a revolu-
tion. If we were not a revolution that defended
the interests of the workers and peasants, then
you can be sure that the United States and Pres-
ident Reagan would never have declared war
on us. The U.S. government would not behave
like this toward the FSLN, the government of
Nicaragua, and the Nicaraguan people if this
were not a true revolution. The United States
wants to eliminate it because it is a true revolu-
tion. That explains their attitude.

And these people who, as we have said,
have a demagogic and opportunist approach,
are playing the foreign aggressor’s game. They
are trying to confuse the workers. In this, they
are as mistaken as the U.S. government. The
workers are able to understand economic laws.
They are able to think for themselves. They are
able to analyze things. They have not gone to
the university, and they do not have degrees,
but the workers can understand, and they must
understand, the economic situation and the po-
litical and military situation. Then the workers
will be better prepared to defend their interests
against the ultraright and against the ultralef-
tists who are allied with imperialism.

# * *

Good afternoon, Mr. President. My name is
Omar Bravo Rodriguez. |1 am a worker at
Fanatex. I am not afraid to speak out, because
the people are here, and in Nicaragua the
people speak out without fear. I do not want to
be misunderstood. | want to repeat something
that has already been mentioned several times.
It is about the problem that we have here at
Fanatex, or one of the problems, perhaps the
one the workers here feel most strongly about.
We want a direct response about the proposal
concerning the cloth.

The commandante asks, what does it mean?
What is 15 yards of cloth for us? I think that all
of the Fanatex workers here know what that 15
yards means.

They all have the answer to that, and | do
not know why they are all so quiet this after-
noon. Sometimes when there is no supervisor
or no one from the union around, or when we
are alone in the lunchroom, or in the hall, ev-
erybody talks about the cloth. But this after-
noon we are with our commander and presi-
dent. Tt is here that we should speak our minds,
without fear or hesitation.

Maybe for some people the 15 yards is a
help for their family, because a dress or a pair

of pants or a shirt costs a lot of money. But for
others whose wages are very low it has more
economic importance. Because 15 yards of
cloth a month is more than any family is going
to use. So some take the approach of selling
half of it to help themselves out financially.

I am going to tell you what 15 yards of cloth
means to me personally. My salary is very
low. I get 1,400 cérdobas a week [US$50].
You know that food prices are very high, and
sometimes food is hard to get too. | am mar-
ried. | have a wife and one child. But in addi-
tion my mother is about 75 years old, my
father is retired, I have two orphan nephews,
and five younger brothers. (laughter) And 1
have to support all of them on 1,400 cérdobas
a week.

So what happens? At the end of the week, I
need more than 2,000 cérdobas more. When
we were getting the 15 yards of cloth, [ had a
hope of covering those expenses, but now that
is gone. At this point — you do not want to
hear about this but I am going to tell you — 1
owe about 10,000 cérdobas since the payment
in kind was suspended. And it is clear that no-
body is going to pay that debt for me. So that is
what |5 yards of cloth means for me.

It is quite possible that many of you here
today have sons or brothers who are in the mil-
itary service. Sometimes those young people
in the military service were the breadwinners
in their homes. And when they are mobilized,
the family is left without a source of support. |
know many families where the mothers are
crying. They do not have a job, and their only
son, who was supporting them, has been
mobilized. So there is that problem too.

I hope you will excuse me for repeating this.
But for me this is what 15 yards of cloth
means. Now | would appreciate it if the presi-
dent would tell us, what we are all waiting here
for him to tell us — he has already said it indi-
rectly, that the sacrifice for being a free coun-
try and the way that we have to confront the
blockade by Yankee imperialism is by sacrific-
ing the 15 yards. He has already said it indi-
rectly. But right now we are all waiting for him
to tell us bluntly, yes or no. Are they going to
continue giving us the 15 yards or not? (some
applause; shouts of, “No™)

Because if there is not going to be that cloth
(shouts of, *No, man”) I think that . . . Some
of you are afraid, right? (shouts of, “No™) But
I am not afraid. If there is not going to be that
cloth, commander . . . There were 1,500 work-
ing here | think. But already something like
200 have left. And I think that if there is not
going to be that cloth more than 1.000 will
leave. (laughter) And it is not because they are
counterrevolutionaries. The reason we leave is
not that we are counterrevolutionaries or that
we oppose the process. It is because of the low
wages and the economic situation in each
household. So we want a yes-or-no answer this
afternoon. (shouts of, “No") Thank you.

Commander Dora Maria Téllez. We are
going to try to go through this one more time
so that the companero can follow it. It seems
that it is not clear yet. Listen, companero.
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The other day, May |, the National Directo-
rate presented something that is very important
for us to keep in mind. If this country is for ev-
erybody, then we all have to take on the re-
sponsibilities together, and equally.

There was a metalworker here from the
People’s Metallurgical Industry [IMEP]. What
did he say? He said, “We didn’t get a single
yard of cloth in our commissary.” Is he respon-
sible for the fact that he works somewhere
where they make metal structures? Let us sup-
pose that all productive workers have the right
to payment in kind. Then what do we do? Do
we give steel bars, or metal structures, or
windmills to those who work at IMEP? Be-
cause one worker is no different from another.
That is, you as a worker do not have more
rights than Compafiero Blandino from IMEP.

Or consider for example a worker for the
INCA factory. We give him a roll of barbed
wire to take home. He can take it home and sell
it. So he sells it, at a profit. To whom? To an
intermediary, who then sells it to a peasant.
The peasant of course pays more for it.

The peasant uses the wire to enclose his little
plot, and he plants his corn and beans. When
he harvests the corn and beans he figures out
the cost: “The barbed wire cost so and so,
therefore I have to sell my corn and beans for
so and so, right?” So he says, “I cannot sell
this corn for 800 pesos. I have to sell my comn
for 1,200 pesos to pay for that barbed wire |
bought on the black market."”

So those 1,200 pesos show up again when
you have to pay I8 pesos for one pound of
com. You thought that you were defending
your standard of living with that barbed wire,
just as you thought you were defending it with
those 15 yards.

What do you do with those 15 yards? You
sell half of it, even if you have a big enough
family that you could use it. Nevertheless, you
sell half of it.

The worker at SANDAK, for example, gets
shoes. Then he sells them, maybe to the same
buyer who comes around to the corner here. So
those SANDAK shoes do not make it to your
commissary here because they are on the black
market. And you buy them at twice the price.
So we are really fooling ourselves.

Now what about the workers who do not get
payment in kind? Are they any the less work-
ers? Are their rights less? Health workers, for
example. What type of payment in kind could
they recieve? Would we agree that health
workers should take home medicine to sell it,
50 it can show up in the baskets at the Eastern
Market? Should they be given that?

What payment in kind could teachers get?
They cannot take home the students. (laughter)
There is no way. (applause) Or a government
worker. What type of payment could he get?

It is unquestionably correct that the workers
should discuss the business of the cloth on their
lunch hour. It is logical. It would be absurd to
think that everyone here is thrilled with the
suspension of payment in kind. That is not
true.

It is true that this is a blow. It is a blow that
affects families financially. It reduces the in-
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come of the workers. All of that is true. But it
is also true that those |5 yards are a knife in the
back of other workers. Because it is specula-
tion,

How can some workers in this country have
the right to speculate when others do not?
What is the attitude that works in this country?
Is it the attitude of “looking out for number
one”? Or is it the attitude of “all working and
all fighting to improve things™? Because the at-
titude of “looking out for number one™ is the
same as saying, “Let some other fool go fight,
I am going to stay here and be comfortable.”

If the combatants at the frontlines took the
approach of looking out for number one,
where would we be? The old boss would still
be on the payroll at Fanatex, paying your
wages. And the Guard patrols who repressed
the workers on the Northern Highway [Mana-
gua's industrial zone| would be paid salaries
by this company. You remember that. That is
where we would be.

So looking out for number one cannot be the
workers” policy. No worker can say . “Me first,
and the others can go to the dogs.” That is not
the approach.

There is another responsibility that the
workers at Fanatex have, and that workers at
other factories and workplaces have. From
here you have a hundred and some, or 200
workers mobilized. T have mentioned this on
other occasions, but maybe some of the com-
panieros were not here at the last meeting.

What is the responsibility that workers have
to the families of those who have been
mobilized? Some campafieros began to give
them the cloth. But others proposed that it
would be better not to give them the cloth but
to give them cash, 50 pesos. In other words
some companeros were looking for a cheaper
way out. Because of course the cloth was not
worth 50 pesos, it is worth 800 pesos a yard.

So who will take responsibility for the

mobilized workers who are not here? Those
who have no family to support them, who have
no commissary, who have no payment in kind
and no wages and are not here complaining.

Just the other day | was here, and there were
some companeros here, including a young
woman with her mother who had just given
birth, and her 15-day-old daughter. The father
had been mobilized seven days before the
birth. Here, a worker from Fanatex. He did not
think first of all, “Well, I had better solve my
problem first.”

Is there or is there not going to be payment
in kind? There is not. I think that answer has
been made sufficiently clear and public. (pro-
longed applause from most of the workers)

What is there going to be? What right do the
workers have that it is correct to fight for? The
commissary. From the 15 yards of cloth that
are not going to be distributed at Fanatex, we
are going to arrange to send some to the work-
ers at IMEP, or to the workers in health or edu-
cation. Of course some allotment should re-
main for the needs of the families of the
Fanatex workers. But no more allotment for
speculating. The needs of your family are one
thing. It is correct to defend that, to the extent
possible. Defending the right to speculate is
another thing.

Look, if you have five kids, your mother
and father, a total of cight people dependent on
you, it is correct to suggest some quota of cloth
to more or less cover the needs of the family,
But it cannot be correct to suggest that there is
a right to speculate. Because proposing the
right to speculate is the same as proposing the
right to stab any worker we meet in the street.
There is no way: nobody can live at the cost of
someone else’s life. | think that is sufficiently
clear.

The situation is not easy. It is quite difficult.
We have never said that the economic situation
of the workers is easy. It is a difficult situation.
But we should take a look at some other coun-
tries. Sometimes here we forget about these
things.

We should think about other countries
where 500,000 or 600,000 workers are laid off
without pay when the factories shut down. Or
where they shoot down people in the streets to
stop the strikes and mobilizations. We can
consider any other country where, even with-
out a war, the weight of the economic crisis
falls on the workers, and there is no increase in
wages. This is probably the only country in
Latin America that increases wages, trying
more or less to defend the workers against in-
flation. There is no other. We could check
them off one by one. So we cannot get dis-
oriented there.

So, are the Fanatex workers going to quit
because there is not any more payment in kind?
Well, the Fanatex workers can answer that
question. We think the workers of this country
are responsible enough and politically con-
scious enough to know what they are working
for. You are the ones familiar with the work
you do.

If the Fanatex workers all quit, that is a po-
litical thing. It means forgetting about the fact

531




that you make the cloth for uniforms. It means
abandoning the soldiers in the frontlines. You
have a political responsibility, not just with the
soldiers, but with the people.

So I do not think all the Fanatex workers are
going to quit. Some will, maybe some of those
here today. We all know that there are a lot of
new workers at Fanatex. Some of them
perhaps came to work here because they were
looking for the commercial connection. Be-
cause you all know that there were some work-
ers here who bought cloth from the other work-
ers. That is, they were not really workers any-
more, they were dealers. They were dealers
who came to work here so they could be in the
front of the line to buy the cloth from the other
workers. Maybe they left to carry on their busi-
ness somewhere else, or to work somewhere
else. We do not know which.

But there are other Fanatex workers, like the
innovator who spoke before, who love their
jobs and understand the importance their work
has for the development of the country, to
overcome the crisis and win the war.

We think the Fanatex workers are politically
responsible. This revolution would not have
gone on for six years if suddenly Fanatex could
be left without workers just because payment
in kind was cut off. We would not have moved
forward an inch that way.

So, I believe, with this last go-round, the
problem is more or less clear. I think we must
insist that it is not correct to fight for rights that
other people cannot have, or to evade obliga-
tions that everyone has. Everyone has the obli-
gation to work. And many have the obligation
to serve in combat. So let us not call for rights
that others do not have, and let us not evade the
duties that all of us in this country have.
(applause)

Ortega. | want to go back to something that
one of the Fanatex workers said responding in
part to a question | had asked about the signifi-
cance of the 15 yards of cloth.

In the first place [ want to say that I think it
is incorrect for this worker to criticize his fel-
low workers who are here today, claiming that
they are afraid to speak up. This revolution
was made so that the people could speak out.
And the first task of the revolution was to teach
them to read and write. So that they could
speak, and write, and discuss, and criticize.
That is why the revolution was made. And not
so that we would have a population that was
terrorized, that did not dare to speak up, that
did not dare to say a word.

Why would they be afraid? Will they be
fired if they say something that is not in agree-
ment with what is being proposed? Will they
be put in jail? Will they be killed? In that case
we would be back in the times of the Somoza
dictatorship, when a worker who spoke out
would be exposed to all of that.

I think that the companero knows perfectly
well that in this country nobody is repressed
for expressing their opinion, clearly and
frankly, even when they disagree with the line
of the government or the revolution.

In fact, this revolution is so open that we
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give our enemies the chance to speak. Im-
perialism and the CIA have their mouthpieces
here in Nicaragua, presenting their opinions
every day. And many of those people who now
speak up so bravely against the Sandinistas’
policies, before, in the time of Somoza it
seems that they had their lips shut tight. They
did not dare to protest, or to question, much
less to fight against the Somoza dictatorship.

So I think it is incorrect to try to manipulate
the workers in that way, since I would call that
manipulation. The workers here can say what-
ever they think; that is why we are here. We
are here to discuss frankly, to exchange opin-
ions, to clarify things. Because it is one thing
to speak frankly, and it is another thing to in-
ject this element of manipulation. It surprises
me to hear that in what the worker says. Be-
cause it is manipulative to accuse the workers,
saying, “Well, you are afraid to speak up
now.” Why would they be afraid to speak up
now?

And if the majority of workers were arguing
that it is necessary to keep the payment in kind
of 15 yards, then we would have to continue
the discussion as long as necessary until they
persuaded us — because they might persuade
us that perhaps it is beneficial to give the 15
yards as payment in kind, perhaps it is the right
measure — or until we persuaded them that
there cannot be payment in kind.

That is proper. But it also seems like man-
ipulation to me when the companero says that [
asked what the 15 yards of cloth means. | did
not just ask what the 15 yards of cloth means.
I asked what it means compared to the situation
of thousands of Nicaraguan combatants who
are risking their lives every day at the front,
and dying every day. That is the comparison
that I made.

I know perfectly well what that 15 yards of
cloth means from the economic point of view.
It is a supplementary wage that workers here
used to have.

But what could happen? If we continue the
payment in kind, it poses, or it continues to
pose a threat to the whole economy. Because
even if you have that payment in kind, that
does not bring down the price of goods — it
goes into speculation. And what we have to
fight above all is speculation. How do we have
to fight it? First of all by putting in order the
sources of speculation. And the workplaces
have become sources of speculation.

It is true that the workers use speculation to
defend themselves. But it is still speculation.
So it is a strategic threat to the workers’ econ-
omy. In the short term it is a defense against
inflation. But in the long term, speculation in-
creases inflation. It makes cloth, or shoes, or
whatever more expensive. And it is the econ-
omy, it is the revolution, that tends to be un-
dermined.

So these are extraordinary measures that
have to be taken so that the economy is not un-
dermined. Because if the economy collapses it
would not be a question of having no payment
in kind, it would be a question of having no
Fanatex functioning. Do we want to close
Fanatex because the economy has collapsed?

Which is better, that Fanatex continues to op-
erate at the cost of the workers not getting extra
pay in the form of payment in kind? That
makes it possible for the factory to keep going,
although the conditions in terms of pay are not
the best, we realize. Or, on the other hand,
should we give the 15 yards, the 30 yards, the
50 yards, and have everybody applaud us? But
you are going to complain later, when the fac-
tory cannot operate because the economy has
collapsed.

It is not just a problem of Fanatex. It is a
problem of all the businesses that have the
same policy. It is a problem of the Nicaraguan
economy as a whole.

What is at stake here is the future of the Nic-
araguan economy. We are looking for a way to
survive. Despite the aggression, despite the
blockade, despite all the damage that the
United States is doing to Nicaragua, we want
to survive. And to do that we have to go
through some serious difficulties. What other
road is open to us?

There is the road that the right-wing, proim-
perialist parties offer us. What is that? Simple.
No Sandinista revolution. Let [right-wing
leaders] Pedro Chamorro take power here, or
Alfonso Robelo, or Arturo Cruz, let them form
an army like the one they have got with En-
rique Bermidez in command, with the traitor
[Eden] Pastora. Would that solve Nicaragua's
economic problems?

It would certainly mean the surrender of
Nicaragua’s sovereignty, because that govern-
ment would be a puppet of imperialism. But
would it solve the economic problems?

Has the U.S. by any chance solved Hon-
duras’ economic problems? The Hondurans
have given their territory — the government,
not the people of Honduras, has given up their
territory — to the United States in the hope that
the U.S. would solve their economic prob-
lems. And are their economic problems
solved? Or are Costa Rica's economic prob-
lems solved? The Costa Rican government,
too, has opened up its territory to the merce-
nary bands, thinking that the United States was
going to solve its economic problems.

Do you think the government of Costa Rica
enjoyed it when they killed a dozen workers in
the banana plantations last year? Did they do it
because the U.S. government was solving their
economic problems? If their problems were
being solved, there would not have been a
strike in the banana plantations of Costa Rica.
And then the government of Costa Rica would
not have found it necessary to defend their in-
terests by killing banana workers. And the
Honduran government would not be repressing
the workers of Honduras if the United States
were solving their economic problems. The
United States is not even solving the problems
of the Costa Rican and Honduran capitalists.

All the United States wants in Costa Rica
and Honduras are military instruments. They
do not care if the workers die of hunger. They
want to occupy Central American territory as
military bases with which to destroy the Nica-
raguan revolution.

And they give Honduras arms, and send
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U.S. troops, and build military airports. But
how many factories have they built? How
many factories has the United States given to
Honduras? How many schools or hospitals? Or
in Costa Rica? All they have offered to build
are military projects. So that is not a solution
for Nicaragua's economic problems either,
even if Arturo Cruz and Alfonso Robelo and
that whole gang of traitors and criminals were
in power here.

That would not solve the economic prob-
lem. This would be a country of slaves dying
of hunger. When have there been slaves who
were not dying of hunger? It is always that way
for slaves.

We are undergoing a trial by fire, so that in
the future we can have a better economic situ-
ation. This trial by fire means that there are re-
strictions. We do not impose them on our-
selves; they are imposed on us by the aggres-
sion.

Would it not be better if the 300 and some
workers — I think there are that many from
here mobilized for the battlefront — were here
working at Fanatex, and not off there fighting?
But then what would happen? In order to keep
Fanatex working we need those 300 and some
workers fighting, together with the thousands
of other combatants from all over Nicaragua.
That is the situation that the aggression puts us
in.

Now, are the workers at Fanatex going to
quit because the payment in kind was taken
away? I do not think they are going to leave. If
so, what would that mean for the day when
things here get really bad; if, for example, the
gringos invade and destroy Fanatex? What
would the workers of Fanatex do when faced
with a much greater difficulty like that, be-
cause that would certainly be a much greater
difficulty than this is? If the Fanatex workers
are going to leave now because they have lost
15 yards of cloth, on the day that the Yankee
troops arrive, the devil himself could not stop
them.

I do not believe that the Fanatex workers are
cowards. There are no workers who are cow-
ards. There are workers who are confused, but
they are not cowards. A worker can be con-
fused and misguided, but cannot be a coward.

So the compaiiero told us a story. I could tell
him a lot of stories. Long, long stories. If we
had stopped to think about those stories when
the struggle against Somoza was going on, no-
body would have fought against Somoza.

Fighting against Somoza meant you had to
leave your family. There were a lot of FSLN
combatants who were the sole support of their
families. In other cases there were sons whose
parents were old, and we too were the only
support of our families.

And if we stopped then to think, of course
everybody could stop and say, “Well, to go un-
derground, to join the struggle, I will have to
leave my family alone. And we are going to
leave our families with nothing.”

It is necessary sometimes to leave one's
wife and kids and mother and father. How did
the families survive? Often our families sur-
vived mostly on charity. That is how they got
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by, asking for charity. Or better, I would say,
by asking for solidarity from the people. That
is how they survived. But that was the only
way to confront the Somoza dictatorship, by
sacrificing the family a little.

Now we are defending the revolution. It is a
revolution that in its fundamental content and
principles is a revolution of the workers and
peasants. The defense of the revolution is
based above all on the conviction, the con-
sciousness, and the determination to be willing
to give up everything to defend the revolution.
Because the struggle is not over. We are still
facing the same enemy.

‘We had a bit of a rest, and that is part of the
problem. We had a rest in the first year of the
revolution. Expectations were raised. In the
second year the enemy had already begun the
war against Nicaragua, but it still did not have
much force. There continued to be expecta-
tions that the country could have a favorable
economic situation in the short run. But the re-
ality has been different, because the enemy has
been building up a criminal army, stepping up
actions against Nicaragua, striking more and
more at our economy and at our lives. That de-
mands of us that we must be more and more
willing to defend this revolution.

And willingness to defend the revolution
means that the workers cannot waver now.
They have to say, “It is necessary to go fight.”
They cannot at this point begin to think, “Well,
what about my family, my kids?" Clearly, of
course, we have to appeal to the consciousness
of those who remain not to forget the workers
who went to fight and in doing so left their
families.

All revolutions have difficult times. All of
them. There has not been a revolution in the
history of humanity that has not gone through
difficult times.

There are examples of heroism in human
history that are incredible. This year com-
memorates the 40th anniversary of the defeat
of fascism. In the Soviet Union there were bat-
tles that were truly heroic, battles without
parallel in the history of humanity. There were
cities that were besieged, with millions of
people in them, like Stalingrad, for example.
There were cities that were besieged for as
much as 900 days, and there was real hunger.

And what made it possible for them to resist
Hitler's fascist troops in those besieged cities?
The consciousness of the people, the con-
sciousness of the workers. There, in the most
difficult situation, suffering from hunger, they
continued to fight and to resist that enemy until
they defeated the enemy.

So, in these difficult times, we have to re-
member those heroic moments in the struggle
of the Nicaraguan people and other peoples.

Today, June 4, is the sixth anniversary of
the call by the FSLN for a general strike. Not a
passive general strike like the Nicaraguan
bourgeoisie wanted, but an active strike, a
combative strike. That was the kind of strike
that was required at that moment of the Nicara-
guan revolution. That was the kind of strike the
FSLN led.

Many people doubted at that time that we

would defeat the Somoza dictatorship. Among
the doubters were the right-wing parties and
the ultraleft parties. They said it was insanity
to call for the strike and the final insurrection.
Basically, they were cowards and oppor-
tunists. Because they knew what it meant to
call for a combative strike. They knew what it
meant to call for the insurrection. It meant a
confrontation with the system, in which we
had to risk our lives.

We are now in a similar situation. Clearly
we are not going to call for a strike now, but
we are calling for a combative mobilization of
all the Nicaraguan people. What is this comba-
tive mobilization? It is the willingness to take
up arms to defend the revolution. It is the effort
at work to produce more. Speculation and the
problems of prices and wages will only be
overcome in this country as we produce more,
and more efficiently.

A combative mobilization is more and more
organization of the workers, united under a
single leadership, along a single line, against
attempts at division. [ repeat, there can only be
two contestants in this fight: on one side the
people of Nicaragua, the workers and peas-
ants, with the FSLN as their vanguard; and on
the other side imperialism and the ultraright
groups trying to destroy the revolution.

There is no middle ground. Anyone who
tries to assume a middle position will really be
helping imperialism, or will be crushed be-
tween the two forces.

An on-going, combative mobilization of the
people, since we are being threatened by the
enemy, threatened even with invasion, as |
explained at the beginning. We need to main-
tain the spirit of June 4, 1979, when we kept
up the combative strike and the general insur-
rection until the Somoza dictatorship fell.

We have to keep our consciousness up and
the feeling of solidarity among the workers
strong. Because the key to victory is there.

If the workers and the peasants and the
youth are able to keep ourselves more and
more united, the enemy will have no possibil-
ity of defeating us.

If all of us — workers, peasants, youth,
women — are willing to sacrifice in the spirit
of the insurrection that led to the revolutionary
triumph of July 1979, then we can be confident
that we will overcome everything we have to
endure to consolidate our revolutionary proc-
ess.

Then we will have better times, and im-
perialism will have to accept an established
Sandinista People's Revolution, an indepen-
dent Sandinista People’s Revolution, a work-
ers’ and peasants’ revolution. A Sandinista
revolution with Fanatex functioning and its
thousand and some workers working.

Free homeland! (shouts of, “Or death!™)

Correction

An incorrect photograph appeared along
with the interview with Nicaraguan Foreign
Minister Miguel D’Escoto, on page 507 of our
August 19 issue. The picture was of Arturo
Cruz, not D'Escoto.
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DOCUMENTS

Castro answers question on debt

‘We’'re in a position to create the greatest force we've ever achieved’

[The fourth congress of the Federation of Latin American Journalists
(FELAP) was held in Havana, Cuba, July 5-8. Central to the discus-
sions at this congress were the Cuban government’s proposals for united
action by Latin American countries against the problem of their unpay-
able foreign debts.

[Reprinted below is a question posed to Cuban President Fidel Castro
by Venezuelan journalist Eleazar Diaz Rangel, followed by Castro’s re-
sponse, given to the congress on July 7. They are reprinted from the July
21 issue of Granma Weekly Review, the English-language edition of the
Cuban Communist Party newspaper. Footnotes are by Intercontinental
Press.]

* * *

Eleazar Diaz Rangel

Commander-in-Chief and President of the Republic of Cuba Fidel
Castro; Comrades of the Presidium; Comrade Delegates; Comrade Del-
egates to the Women's Congress in Nairobi:

I shall be very brief, but I want to divide my address into two parts.
The first as a delegate to this, the Fourth Congress, and the second as
president of FELAP and vice-chairman of the Congress.

My views differ from most of those expressed here regarding the
problem of the debt and Latin America’s stand. Ten days ago, on Fri-
day, June 28, the head of state of a Latin American country was asked
for his opinion on Commander Fidel Castro’s views and the Cuban
theses on the unpayable character of the foreign debt of the Third
World, particularly Latin America.

The head of state said he was familiar with them, that he had received
a letter from Commander Castro enclosing the text of his conversation
with a representative of the U.S. Congress and an academician' — the
text that was given to us last night — and that he viewed it as a realistic
analysis of this so pressing problem facing the Third World.

He said that despite the fact that from a mathematical standpoint
Commander Castro was right that the debt was indeed unpayable, he did
not agree with his opinion because he thought that there are other factors
that are bound to have a bearing — and are, in fact, having a bearing —
on this process, since the economies of Latin America are not only inter-
fered with by the U.S. economy but are also very dependent on one
another; and that a worsening of this crisis, a crash, or bankruptcy of
these economies would inevitably have unforeseeable effects on the
U.S. economy. For these reasons, he said the gradual solution to this
serious problem affecting the majority of Latin America's countries
could be found through rescheduling and the granting of new credits.

This seems to be the position taken by other Latin American govern-
ments. A few days later, the Argentine foreign minister stated a more or
less similar position. Moreover, the Socialist International is promoting
meetings and talks between main debtors and creditors, seeking solu-
tions to the problem.

Therefore, my doubt, or shall we say my question — which might be
answered tomorrow at the press conference — is whether it’s possible to
gradually solve the problem through negotiation, agreements, and so
forth until it becomes a relatively manageable problem, and whether in
that case the idea of finding the solution through continental unity in the
refusal to pay the debt would be interrupted. I'm simply expressing my
concern, based on the opinion of a Latin American head of state, hoping
that Commander Castro will comment on it tomorrow at the press con-
ference.

1. The interview was conducted in Havana in late March by U.S. Congressman
Mervyn Dymally and political science professor Jeffrey Elliot. Portions of this
interview were also published in the August issue of Playboy magazine in the
United States.
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In the second place, as president of FELAP and conveying what I
consider to be the unanimous feeling of the delegates to this Congress,
I would like to express our gratitude for something unheard of regarding
heads of state’s relations with events of this kind. I believe that even in
those cases of closest affinity and relations between heads of state and
international events, the presence of a head of state is limited to the of-
ficial close.

Yet, despite his many activities and obligations, Commander Fidel
Castro has been with us, paying more attention than many delegates to
all that was said yesterday afternoon and this afternoon in connection
with this problem which is so important to the area.

Therefore, I repeat, 1 would like to convey the unanimous opinion
and feeling of the delegates, and especially of the Presidium, and reiter-
ate our gratitude for your receptiveness and patience throughout these
two days and also express our thanks to your comrades in the Cuban
state, government, and Party who also accompanied us in this confer-
ence of Latin American journalists.

Thank you.

Fidel Castro

Comrade Diaz Rangel, like the good journalist he is, has asked a
question about this thorny problem. This is a very thorny problem, with
thorns sticking out all over the place. (LAUGHTER)

I was also listening to the Uruguayan and the Brazilian comrades,
who presented very interesting reports. I think all the speeches have
been good, and some have been exceptional, really very good, and they
have enlightened all of us on this problem. Now there is a constant proc-
ess, because we have held several international events, with the labor
union meeting still to come in the middle of this month. At the end of the
month is another which will have a very broad political and social spec-
trum. The invitations have been sent and are now being delivered, but
we see a constant element in all this, like a long line alongside an idea,
the idea that the debt is unpayable.

Some time ago nobody dared say that the debt was unpayable. There
were some, as was recalled here; first the workers in Uruguay and else-
where began to say it, but many people felt it was immoral to say the
debt couldn’t be paid, there was a mystical respect for the words “non-
payment” or “moratorium,” although it is an institution as old and re-
spectable as Roman Law. All those who know something about Roman
Law know this.

Let me tell you a story. I remember that at home everyone would
speak very badly about what was referred to as pawning something, and
within the moral standards that we were raised by, we were told that this
was very bad. The person who pawned something was guilty of a grave
offense, it was something terrible. And, well, I grew up with the notion
that the most perverse person in the world was the one who pawned
something, who asked for a loan and gave something as a collateral.
Then I started my first year of law school, and in second year I studied
Roman Law, and as you know nearly all current civil legislation dates
back to the era of Rome, civil contracts of all kinds. We had to study a
lot of that.

Well, studying law and looking at some interesting things in a book,
I saw a contract with a collateral guarantee. When I saw that for the first
time in a book, which was something that existed 2000 years ago and the
Jjurists and legal philosophers raised those issues, I said: Wow, pawning
something is not really so sacrilegious. In fact it even seems something
honorable and necessary that was invented long ago. Of course, worse
things happened in that era, because those who were given loans without
collateral or guarantees and then didn't pay back the loans were en-
slaved, and if they gave over their homes or objects they lost them.
Many people had nothing to give over and they gave themselves. Then
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they would be taken to the circus before the Romans got into the habit of
amusing themselves by taking Christians to the circus.

Then the business of credits and pawning became honorable in my
mind. I still remember, because there were certain needs, and the money
sent from home wasn't enough. It was enough to live moderately, but
you know what a student is like — there are always needs. And since the
institution took on such a respectable cast in my mind, I also went to the
pawnshop with some things, including a gold watch they had given me
at home. Driven by youthful needs, I was forced to resort to loans with
collateral. Well, that was worse than the foreign debt, let me tell you.
The interest rates were higher, if there can be any higher than those on
the foreign debt. But a myth had been shattered in my mind.

Roman Law also spoke of moratoriums, which were sometimes de-
creed by the individual and other times by the state. States have declared
moratoriums so many times! It would be hard to find a Latin American
country that hasn’t declared a moratorium at one time or another. It hap-
pened in Cuba in the "30s, during the crisis. It is a venerable institution
and one of the most just which has ever existed under certain cir-
cumstances.

The Mexican delegate recalled that [Benito] Judrez [president of
Mexico in 1861] decreed a moratorium on the foreign debt — and what
a time to do it! The warships and gunboats were dispatched to surround-
ing areas. I've thought a lot about that, if that can be done now.

There is no need to talk to you about this, because if you read this ma-
terial you will see I discuss in detail the possibilities open to the indus-
trialized world to do something similar now.

These last 40 years have not passed in vain. The heroic struggle of the
Algerian people for independence against one of the most powerful na-
tions in Europe was not in vain. The 30 years of war of the extraordinar-
ily heroic Vietnamese people was not in vain — 30 years fighting
against the most powerful countries in the world! The struggle of the
Portuguese colonies was not in vain, and they were the last. The Cuban
struggle and resistance was not in vain, nor is that of Nicaragua, the Sal-
vadorans, the Saharawis in northern Africa. The struggle of so many
peoples hasn't been in vain, and that has taught all of us and the whole
industrialized world that we are worthy of a little more respect and that
the greatest powers are unable to cope with even a small country deter-
mined to defend its independence and rights. (APPLAUSE)

1 am convinced that they can't invade or blockade us, nor can they
carve us up as they did repeatedly in past centuries, because if they were
crazy enough to try something like that, then capitalism would come to
a quick end all over the world. They can’t do it and they know it.

If the Latin American governments were to take a strong, tough
stand, I know what they would do right away. If two or three desperate
governments decree a moratorium and do so openly, not quietly, be-
cause as long as they are silent the almighty creditors will also remain si-
lent, since they don’t want an uproar and they don’t want the example to
spread; but if some desperate countries do so and announce they have a
right to do so, that it is just, and not only because they can’t pay, be-
cause the inability to pay is part of the reason for not doing it, but also
because it is unjust and criminal to pay in the way that is being de-
manded. (APPLAUSE)

Then when this happens, they won’t impose an economic blockade or
confiscate ships and planes from those countries, [ am sure. If they did
they would be benefiting the movement, the huge Third World libera-
tion movement, because they would unleash a wave of solidarity that
would make the Malvinas look insignificant by comparison with what
would develop in response to something like that. At the time of the
Malvinas, no money was at stake, but now the life and death of our
peoples is at stake. Blockading would be like throwing gasoline on a
fire, I am convinced of that. I know they’re imbeciles but every so often
they think. (APPLAUSE)

In addition to being imbeciles, thay have always demonstrated their
contempt for our peoples. Of course they view us with contempt. For
example, how many years have they been blockading us? For nearly 26
years they’ve looked down on us, and now we say compare how we are
doing in all fields with countries that have much more economic re-
sources than Cuba; compare us with those they tried to present as polit-
ical and social models in this hemisphere, and I'll show you many
things.

September 9, 1985

When I talk to people from the United States they are quickly caught
off guard. I ask them what the prostitution rate is in such and such place
and how many are there here, the number of beggars there and here,
how much drugs are consumed there and here.

I also ask them how many casinos there are there and here; how many
unemployed there and here; the educational level there and here; school
enrollment for ages 6-12 there and here; school enrollment for ages 13—
16 there and here; how many academic institutions there and here; how
many teachers per student there and here; how many health institutions
there and here; how many doctors there and here; the infant mortality
rate, how many die in the first year of life, in the second, and in the
third, etc., etc. How many unemployed there and here? How many mil-
lionaire thieves, looters of the public treasury, there and here?

There is no possible comparison. | am almost shamed by the lack of
arguments with which they must respond to elementary questions.
(LAUGHTER AND APPLAUSE) They can't resist, they've spent their
whole lives talking garbage, idealizing some things and slandering
others in a desperate effort, using all their mass media to prevent the
spread of revolutionary ideas. We have been blockaded for 26 years, but
they have nothing they can use against us in any field. Nothing.

Our trade is insignificant, our trade with the Western world; 85 per-
cent of our trade is with the socialist countries. This crisis only affects
15 percent of our trade, we are the least affected. That is exactly why we
can carry out this campaign and speak with full freedom. In a horrifying

The greatest powers are unable to cope
with even a small country determined to
defend its independence and rights . . .

way thay have resorted to the most absurd and ridiculous claims. They
are even saying we are the best at making payments. Never before had
they praised Cuba so highly. Previously, they would go to the bankers
and tell them, “Look, don’t lend them money because they won't pay.”

Our debt is not with U.S. banks, it is with various Western countries
other than the United States. Part is with Third World nations such as
Mexico and Argentina, sister nations of Latin America. Our foreign ex-
change debt is insignificant, the smallest per capita foreign exchange
debt in Latin America, and none of it is with U.S. banks.

In their desperation and helplessness they speak in provocative terms.
What gives us more moral force is that we can say that this is not our
problem, that we are fighting a battle for the others. And we haven’t just
started now. We started some years ago! This is not something that was
invented overnight, nor is it a public relations campaign. That’s what
the U.S. government thought for months, that we wanted to improve in-
ternational relations, use the subject to promote ourselves. They didn’t
realize that a genuine battle was taking place and that it was the right
time for it.

We have been dealing with the problems of underdevelopment on the
international scene for |5 years, its origins, its causes, the responsibility
of capitalism, colonialism, and neocolonialism in this tragedy. Cuba
was actively involved in approving the principles of the New Interna-
tional Economic Order and the Charter on the Economic Rights and
Duties of States, along with Algeria, Mexico, and other countries of the
Non-Aligned Movement and the Third World.

After the 1979 Summit Conference [of the Movement of Non-
Aligned Countries] I went to the United Nations and gave a speech. We
were able to get the text and run off enough copies so you could each
have one before you leave and see that it isn’t new, it isn’t something we
have invented now, a Cuban invention, like something that has just been
discovered or dug up now.

In 1979 at the UN we posed the need for an additional 300,000 mil-
lion dollars to invest is the development of Third World nations over the
1980-90 period, because it was proven that there was no program to
deal with underdevelopment, and that there was an ever wider gap be-
tween the rich world and the poor world. There was no development,
there was a process of relative underdevelopment, and rather than de-
veloping countries we were actually underdeveloped countries. Because
Sweden, Switzerland, Belgium, Holland, and Denmark, for example,
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have a gross domestic product of 10,000 dollars per capita, and many
Third World countries have 200, 300, or 400 dollars per capita. And
when those of the Third World registered a 50-dollar increase per capita,
the industrialized nations increased by 500 dollars. We have euphemis-
tically been called developing countries, but we are in fact underde-
veloped countries, countries which are being underdeveloped, which
are increasingly distant from the others, from the economically and in-
dustrially developed countries.

What is the future of our world? What is the future of the 4,000 mil-
lion human beings who live in underdevelopment? This subject is not
new for us, although there have been some changes in our proposals. As
I was explaining, in 1979 we were already calling for cancellation of the
poorest countries’ debt and broad payment facilities for the others. In
1983 we were still saying the same thing.

The change is that now we are demanding cancellation for the entire
Third World, since there must be a united front if we want to win the
battle and because even countries with significant natural resources,
who are oil exporters such as Venezuela, Mexico, and Ecuador, also
have many social problems. In Venezuela, with all its resources, there is
an unemployment rate of 14 percent which is growing. We are aware of
the grave economic and social problems which exist in countries with
resources, and we must say: We must also think of the peoples of those
countries who are, in the last analysis, the ones who must pay the debt
on money that wasn’t loaned to them.

I will give you an example: it's like a father who is loaned money and
then goes to a casino and loses it playing roulette and then efforts are
made to have his five-year-old child pay the debt. That is the situation
because those who didn't get anything are being made to pay. As was
said yesterday, a lot of that money left the country. There were countries
where 126 percent of the money loaned ended up abroad: that is, they
sent out the money loaned plus the country’s reserve. In other cases. 40
or 50 percent of the amount loaned ended up in private accounts abroad,
in some cases more and in others less, depending on the country.

There are some big debtor countries where 40 to 50 percent of the
money ended up abroad. So who is being made to pay and for what?
What is the moral basis for such an unjust and cruel procedure?

There are now many people who say, almost everyone says, it can’t
be paid. I have seen religious people say this clearly. Before it was vir-
tually a sin not to pay and now there are cardinals, bishops, scores of
priests, and Christians from many denominations who say it can’t be
paid, it shouldn’t be paid, and we won't pay.

Recently I saw a nun from Bogotd who was here and explained how
a large portion of Bogoti's population, hundreds and thousands of aban-
doned children, barefoot and hungry, roamed the streets, while another
nun showed slides and explained all this. When [ heard this eloquent ex-
planation and the forceful language at the meeting of Latin American
women saying they weren’t willing to pay the debt, I concluded that this
debt is not only unpayable but also uncollectable. (APPLAUSE) All the
Latin American women had the same idea.

Here we have rightly spoken of government statements, and there is
a certain logic, because I know the views of nearly all the governments.
with few exceptions, and the great majority of governments know they
can’t pay, they are convinced they can’t pay and that they shouldn’t pay.
A few have hopes of paying because their situation is less desperate and

We are now demanding cancellation for the
entire Third World, since there must be a
united front if we want to win this battle . . .

they export oil, but should the price of oil drop four dollars, good-bye
hopes! Oil is already at four dollars under the price set by OPEC [Or-
ganization of Petroleum Exporting Countries], because the imperialists
have been doing all they can to drive down the price of oil, exporting oil
from the North Sea and other places. in different ways, using the re-
serves which have piled up, doing all they can to cut the price of oil for
their own benefit since they are the major consumers.

Already a situation exists in which a few more Latin American and
Third World countries are plunged into crisis by a simple four-dollar
price cut — now that OPEC exports are down from nearly 40 million
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barrels daily to 14 million. And this doesn’t solve the problem for any-
body else, because if you tell Jamaica or the Dominican Republic, “Lis-
ten, oil has gone down four dollars a barrel,” it doesn’t solve anything.
The problem is so serious and the crisis so far-reaching that it won’t
solve anything. But for the few that may still have hopes of paying, with
another four-dollar price cut in oil, their hopes would be dashed.

Well, the great majority is convinced it can’t pay. Of course, then,
the Latin American governments are unable to say so since they are re-
negotiating, and this is done virtually every month. They aren’t in the
same situation as Cuba, of being able to speak [reely and with impunity
as Cuba does. They can be pressured and problems will develop. They
don’t say what they think, but they know they can’t pay.

Some of the information transnationals have utilized the tactics of
asking concrete questions about the issue, seeking opinions about our
theses, and trying to create conflicts among us. This is because before
they thought it was a matter of public relations, but now they've realized
that this is a serious movement, that a real battle is being waged, so
they’re desperately trying to find some way to take some impetus out of
this struggle.

And one of the tactics they use, whenever they have the opportunity,
is to ask such concrete, direct questions as, “Hey, what do you think of
Cuba's proposal?” With these questions they sort of trap the govern-
ments which must negotiate and renegotiate their debts every month. To
tell the truth, generally speaking, these governments have been very
careful, have shown a lot of respect for Cuba and, naturally, have been
very cautious in their answers. These governments are asked — para-
phrasing the question put to Christ — whether they should render unto
Caesar the things which are Caesar’s.

Needless to say, the spokesmen for the U.S. administration are turn-
ing on the heat everywhere, desperately inventing all sorts of tricks to
belittle Cuba’s ideas and weaken the powerful movement that has de-
veloped.

As a result, a number of Latin American politicians have become
alarmed about Cuba carrying out this campaign. Ah. because Cuba not
only must be a blockaded country, a country that can be attacked, that
can have a piece of its territory occupied, and that can be deprived of its
sugar quota and have it distributed all over, the way they did in the first
years of the Revolution. Oh no! Cuba hasn’t the least right in the world,
it must stand alone face to face with the United States, and it must resign
itself to everything. It has no right to express an idea, to sponsor a cam-
paign or expound on that idea, despite the fact that we've been talking
about these problems for more than [5 years.

There are others who react with a certain degree of jealousy. with a
ridiculous envy because the campaign is sponsored by that “terrible”
country. They are more worried about Cuba’s campaign than about the
debt they must pay. There are some who express such ridiculous and
shameful concerns. That's true, isn’t it? That's absurd, sheer vanity,
foolishness, and envy. We'd be glad to turn over our campaign to any-
one who wishes to carry it on. We'd renounce all rights to another Latin
American government or governments or leaders, as long as they do
what they have to do and do not betray it.

Why have we carried on this campaign? Because others didn’t.
(APPLAUSE) We're not doing it for the sake of glory or prestige. No
real revolutionary pays attention to such things. [José¢] Marti said that all
the world’s glory fits into a kernel of corn, and that’s one of the first
things we learned. And there isn't much room in a kernel of corn.

Only hack politicians and vain persons are worried about these things.
Nothing could be more incompatible with the nature, special character,
mentality, and thinking of a Cuban revolutionary than a question of
prestige. Some people are concerned over these foolish things, others
are afraid because this is such a serious matter.

There are some who assert that my theses are radical and maximalis-
tic. They aren’t radical. They are realistic. That's what the figures
show. We could tell those who call us maximalists that it’s their day-
dreams that are maximalistic, but not in connection with the maximum
but rather with Maximilian, that Hapsburg idiot that Napoleon [Tl had
crowned Emperor of Mexico in the days of Judrez and couldn’t even
hold on 1o his head.

Now then, this movement has gained strength. It's like a snowball,
rolling with irresistible force and aided by the law of gravity — drawn
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May Day rally in Havana, 1982. “Every time we've defended the independence and sovereignty of our country, we have also
been defending the independence and sovereignty of the Latin American peoples.”

not by the ground but by a planet whose size is proportionately much
greater than that of the debt that asphyxiates us. Therefore, it's a snow-
ball rolling and growing, growing and increasing in speed, and nothing
can stop it now. That’s a fact and everybody knows it. The battle is al-
ready producing some benefits. Now that the masters who suck our
blood and our sweat are scared, they're beginning to handle things more
carefully and are showing signs of using more anesthesia in order to sac-
rifice their lambs.

On July 4th — and this is quite unusual — the U.S. secretary of state
met with all of Latin America's representatives in Washington. This
happened on Independence Day, marking the signing of the famous de-
claration of the inherent and inalienable rights of all citizens — white
citizens, of course. Those rights did not extend to the Indians, who were
exterminated after this splendid declaration, or the black slaves, who
were held in bondage for almost a century after independence. produc-
ing surplus value to finance capitalism. The U.S. secretary of state said,
“Boys, relax and behave. We're really worried about you, and we're
going to give some thought to the debt. Your problems are just in Cuba’s
head. Cuba is always inventing things to use against the United States.
Don’t pay any attention."”

However, some of the most intelligent people in the United States
have also started to raise the problem. Mr. Martin, U.S. under secretary
of the Treasury, talked about it. Twenty-four hours later his boss, the
secretary, came out and criticized him severely for what he had said.
[Henry] Kissinger, who is without a doubt one of the empire’s most
talented individuals and a politician of great intellectual ability, has al-
ready come up with formulas quite similar to those we have proposed
and has given the warning signal. There’s hesitation and confusion in
the enemy ranks. These are the first fruits of this movement, this strug-
gle. And when they concede a little more time, 10, 12, 15 years, to pay
the principal, that is also a result of this struggle. When they start mak-
ing some concessions, that's a result of this struggle. not of love letters.
All these things must be very clearly understood. (APPLAUSE)

Therefore. Diaz Rangel. of course there are no such things as techni-
cal formulas. These technocrats who believe that technical formulas do
exist are daydreaming. When a family has an income of 50 dollars a
month, spends 100, needs 200, and owes 1,000, I'd like to know what
technical formula can solve that problem. Well, yes, in fact there is a
technical formula — very technical — and that is to cancel the 1,000-
dollar debt and give the family the 200 dollars they need. That is the
only technical, arithmetical, mathematical formula there is.

The miraculous remedy that will settle the problem of the alleged debt
that cannot be paid, the inflated interest rates, the overvalued dollar, the
protectionist measures, unequal trade, dumping, the flight of loans, the
new economic order, and underdevelopment and its causes will never
come out of a hat or a technocrat’s brain. It can only be the result of our
people’s struggle. and this is what Latin America's political leaders
must realize: whether the problem can be solved by simply canceling the
debt; whether this is possible without the establishment of the New In-
ternational Economic Order approved by the UN 10 years ago; whether
it's possible to achieve these goals without writing and taking a firm
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stand. I'd like to know if this is possible.

If we are going to think of the future of our countries with a minimal
sense of responsibility, we must first ask ourselves, given the present
state of affairs, what's going to happen in the next 10 years, what’s
going to happen in the next 20 years. Because there are still some people
obsessed with technical solutions: they believe that mental exercise will
bring about solutions. No strictly technical formulas will emerge, it's
not possible. There are no technical solutions for this economic, politi-
cal, social, and historical problem, not even for those few countries
which, having a few more resources than others, hope they will be able
to pay, even though this means the continuation of plunder and enor-
mous sacrifice for their peoples.

Naturally, the imperialists will try to dilute the struggle. They’ll try to
deactivate the bomb and forestall the rebellion. Rather than lose every-
thing, rather than having a solution imposed on them, they’ll make some
concessions. They may even go so far as to agree to reduce interest
rates, prolong the installments, and lend part of the money needed to
pay the interest, but that means violating their own economic principles
and giving up certain political goals. so it’s quite likely they'll do noth-
ing like this spontaneously.

They can’t pour trillions of dollars into the military sector, have an
annual budget deficit of over 200,000 million and a trade deficit of
100,000 million, as in the case of the United States, without having to
print money or buy dollars or sell government bonds. That’s what
theyre doing to collect money from everybody, because they've robbed
even their own developed capitalist allies to finance all the crazy things
they're doing.

How can they possibly spend so much and incur such budget and
trade deficits without raising interest rates? They can’t. They'd have to
begin by canceling the capitalist system itself. They wouldn't dare print
money as they did to pay for the Vietnam War for fear of unleashing a
new catastrophic inflation spiral that would mean a very high political
cost to the government of the United States. One of their slogans, one of
the things they brag about most is holding down inflation to a tolerable
level, even though theyve achieved it at the cost of the world economy,
without which they’d have never been able to engage in such a colossal
arms buildup without raising taxes.

The truth is that they re involved in a series of contradictions which
they can't solve. Moreover, they're clashing with their Japanese and
European allies in a real dogfight. They have little time or space to
worry about the fate of our peoples.

Not so long ago. when Kissinger said in Brussels, or maybe it was in
the Netherlands, that Latin America was in need of a Marshall Plan, I
laughed because | thought that one would not be enough, that at least 25
Marshall Plans were needed — 25 at least. The problem is just too big.

But the impenialists will try to dilute this struggle, gain time, solve a
small problem for some country that is liable to go into a crisis soon,
give it some aid, lend another one a little money to enable it to pay some
of the interest. But as long as the interest keeps piling up — according
to my calculations — the debt will go on growing and growing and be-
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come increasingly unpayable.

If they charged 6 percent increase instead of 10 and granted a 10-year
moratorium, 10 years from now Latin America would have to begin to
pay not 360,000 million, but over 800,000 million. If the interest were
higher and kept on piling up, in less than 20 years Latin America alone
would have to pay 1,400,000 million. Supposing they seek every tech-
nical formula there is and say, “All right, forget about the interest now.
Don't pay any interest, and we'll agree to your starting to pay off the
principal and interest 10 years from now.” Well, that’s nothing short of
cancellation. A 10-year moratorium on the principal and interest —
that’s cancellation by another name; it's repudiation, pardon, or wiping
the slate clean. Otherwise, in the next 10 years the Third World will owe
2 U.S. trillion, that is, 2 million million, a debt which is much more im-
possible to pay.

Therefore, I really think that being content with 10, 15, or 20 when
it’s possible to obtain 100 would be tantamount to betraying the Third
World people’s hopes. We’re in a position to create the greatest force
we’ve ever achieved, because now we're not asking for 300,000 million
for the whole Third World as we did at the UN in 1979. Now we're tell-

When they concede a little more time
to pay the principal, that is a result
of this struggle . . .

ing Latin America, *Don't be foolish; don’t hand over those 400,000
million in interest alone in the next 10 years,” and we're telling the
Third World, “Don’t be foolish, don't pay 1 million million in interest
alone in the next 10 years.”

That's the difference. The initiative is in the hands of the Third
World. Faced with a greedy, selfish, insatiable world, we have a tre-
mendous weapon: unity through this cause and also imposing the new
order. And I believe that we’ll have many allies in this struggle through-
out the world, including allies among the industrialized countries if we
can convince them that this is in their interest because it will mean more
employment, greater use of industrial facilities, more world trade, and
capitalism can emerge from this cyclical crisis. All its crises are cycli-
cal, but each new one is longer than the preceding one, and this will go
on until it disappears, because capitalism won’t survive, that's for sure.
What we don’t want is for capitalism to wipe out the Third World
peoples before it disappears. We want to be around the day capitalism
disappears. (APPLAUSE)

Therefore, Comrade Diaz Rangel, I don’t think there's any room for
technical solutions. A simple cut in the price of oil would dash the last
hopes of those few who are still making calculations and thinking that
they might be able to pay, although with enormous sacrifice for their
peoples.

The imperialists will try to find conciliatory formulas, try to deacti-
vate the bomb. That there are some risks involved in this? Yes, of
course. Let them make some concessions and some will be content with
them, because some government will reason that it’s got only a couple
of years to go and the one that comes after it can take care of its own
problems.

The imperialists are helping Chile in this situation by lending it a little
money to pay part of the interest. And the World Bank, which is con-
trolled by the United States, is lending Chile 100 million for one project
and 150 million for another. It's obvious that they re trying to help Chile
because they also want to deactivate the bomb of revolution there, with-
out realizing that nothing can save that regime, just like nothing can
save apartheid. It’s only a question of time, but they're maneuvering to
lengthen the lives of those horrendous regimes.

Hence the importance of the masses taking part in this struggle. This
is the most important reason for heightening the people’s awareness.
Even in the case of those governments that are convinced they can't pay,
when the people champion the cause, this will increase the chances for
reaching a consensus of opinion in the case of governments which don’t
dare express it for one reason or another, if only because the elephant is
very close by and is sneezing in the hole, as the Mexican said here. Then
it'll be easier for governments and peoples to coincide in their awareness
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of the problem.

We're not proposing that the masses be aware of the problem in order
to put pressure on their governments. On the contrary, what we’re say-
ing is that the people’s awareness of the problem would help those gov-
ernments that must take a difficult decision. And we’re also saying that
it's very important that the masses be aware so that they can join this
struggle, as a guarantee of the success of the struggle and also to fore-
stall behind-the-scenes maneuvers and conciliatory formulas behind the
people’s backs.

Someone said that parliaments have nothing to do with the agree-
ments reached with the International Monetary Fund on the debt. Coun-
tries are committed, peoples are committed, and the parliaments don’t
take part. Even the way the debt is scheduled and rescheduled is un-
democratic. The people, the parliaments, the trade unions, the political
parties, everybody should participate. It is decisive to winning this bat-
tle that the message reach the masses.

Any self-respecting government would be gratified to know that if it
had to make a difficult decision it could count on the people’s support.
In other words, any politician really concerned over his country’s fu-
ture, over his own and his party’s future, would be gladdened by that
support. The opposite would be politicians who are terrified of the mass-
es, technocrats who fear the masses and who believe they are prophets,
magicians, or sorcerers who can come up with marvelous formulas born
of their fanciful imagination; politicians who are horrified that the mass-
es might be thinking and have awareness. This would be the only expla-
nation for such behavior.

For the same reason it is ridiculous that there could be feelings of
jealousy toward Cuba. For 26 years we've been defending sacred rights,
and the first right is that of independence and sovereignty. We have de-
fended them with the courage of our people, with the heroism of our
people. Every time we’ve defended the independence and sovereignty
of our country, we have also been defending the independence and
sovereignty of the rest of the Latin American peoples. (APPLAUSE)
We've been defending a hope.

What was our first achievement for Latin America, the very first? The
distribution of our sugar quota, taken away from our people and given to
a sister country as a reward for its act of treason. Our country was de-
prived of its sugar quota, which was distributed throughout Latin Amer-
ica. “I'll give you so much of Cuba’s quota, and you, and you.” And
every sugar-producing country was in on this. “But you'll have to go to
Punta del Este? and here and there. Cuba must be expelled from the
OAS and from everywhere else. If you can move Cuba to the moon, do
it.” They haven’t done this because they haven't been able to. Anyway,
that was our first revolutionary achievement, winning a sugar quota for
others. That was the first gain for Latin America.

And someone was saying that we still purchase sugar. This is because
on occasion we have purchased sugar on the world market for our own
consumption, in order to meet our commitments to other countries when
our country was hit by drought or to meet long-standing commitments.
That person wanted to know why we don't share around the benefits of
Cuba’s trade with the Soviet Union, a person from a country that doesn't
even have relations with us, that never deigned to look our way, and that
received a good share of our sugar quota in the past.

The second achievement: the Alliance for Progress. The 20,000 mil-
lion that were distributed out of fear of Cuba. Now we’d like them to
cancel the debt out of fear of Cuba. (APPLAUSE) Well, that's what we
want, or that economic relations similar to those between Cuba and the
USSR be established.

There are some who say that Cuba is one of the most deeply indebted
countries and speculate about the size of our debt to the Soviet Union. |
have said over and over again that our debts to the Soviet Union are re-
scheduled automatically every 10, 15, or 20 years, with no interest.
Right, let's have our Third World countries come to an agreement with
the developed capitalist world and reschedule the debt for 10, 15, or 20
years with no interest.

Now that’s an excellent technical formula applied in practice by Cuba

2. The Punta del Este, Uruguay, conference of August 1961 founded the Al-
liance for Progress, a program of U.S. loans and trade agreements with 22 Latin
American countries.
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in its relations with the socialist countries. That's what we want. But
they have no arguments because they can't hide their greediness, their
selfishness, their plundering nature. Pirates can't hide their mentality
and their crimes, and that’s their big problem. But they can't stop this
snowball, they can’t. And they will never be able to stop it, especially
if you and all patriotic and aware people, if women, students, workers,
journalists, intellectuals, democratic and progressive politicians carry
this message to the masses. They won't be able to stop it, and this will
really be the only guarantee for true victory! (APPLAUSE)

Besides, we've worked hard within the non-aligned countries, with
the African and Asian countries. We've talked to the socialist countries.

The link is now being made between our
battle against this economic crisis and our
battle for world peace . . .

We’ve talked to a lot of people, even in the industrialized world, laying
the groundwork for an enormous amount of firm solidarity and unre-
stricted support for those countries in such desperate straits that they
must declare a moratorium.

The ideal thing would be, indeed, that we sat down to talk about all
these things and that they meet to discuss it, on TV and even by satellite,
if they want to. The ideal thing would be for all the interested parties to
sit down and find a solution. That's the ideal thing, it would indeed be
the ideal thing, Comrade, but it’s something quite difficult, really, to
bring about.

Afterward, following all that, the ideal thing would be to bring all the
debtors together, in the first place all the Latin American countries, to
reach consensus on what should be done; that’s the ideal thing but still
very difficult. It seems to me this is going to come undone, because one
or several of them, in desperation, will have to decide to stop payments,
declare a moratorium and proclaim it. Ah, then full support and solidar-
ity must be given to them!

We know that a blockade can’t prevent anything, and that’s why [ cite
the example of Cuba. Other countries would have greater support. Cuba
got no support because they started out by giving our share of the market
to others and we were very bad, something “terrible,” a socialist coun-
try, that “diabolical” thing. How's that? All those people must be quick-
ly condemned to hell, liquidated; just as now they want to liquidate the
Nicaraguans and they want to liquidate any revolutionary country; the
classic imperialist formula. Yet there’s nothing they can do, I'm con-
vinced of that.

So then I said, nothing is going to happen immediately. If one or sev-
eral countries of certain economic importance rebelled, imperialism
would try to intervene to prevent it — something possible only when the
masses lack an awareness. But when the masses are aware, if they try to
collect the debt come hell or high water, then we’ll be on the threshold
of revolution, on the threshold of revolution in this hemisphere. And I
say this quite clearly so that it be understood by those who can do some-
thing to solve this problem.

It is in these terms that we see the problem, quite clearly, and we
know it’s like an incurable cancer. Unless the cancer is removed it will
kill all democratic processes, there’s no question about it; the break-
down comes quickly, very quickly, gentlemen.

Peru is a clear example. The outgoing administration that lasted five
years got over 50 percent of the vote and endeavored to pay the debt and
follow the Monetary Fund’s directives. How many votes did this party
get now? It got 4 percent, 3 to 4 percent of the vote; I think that perhaps
it got 4.5 percent after five years in power, five years. And now the
breakdown is even more rapid. These things are very clear and we all
understand them.

A journalist understands them better than anyone else; a revolution-
ary, a politician understands them better than anyone else. These are
laws inviolable, and no one because of his pretty face or because he hap-
pens to be a nice guy will remain popular with simple phrases and words
when the people are living through a tragedy every day. He won't last
long, he’ll last less time than it takes to bat an eye.

There are also some people who view publicity as a magician's trick
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and, of course, there are governments that win elections through public-
ity. They hire Yankee experts, get a good image on TV, spend hundreds
of millions of dollars, and get elected. Yet it is easier to fool the people
for one day — election day — than to fool them for 30 consecutive days
once you're in power and solve nothing. It was Lincoln who said you
can fool all of the people some of the time but you can’t fool all of the
people all of the time.

And then comes the election, the supreme moment, election day.
That guy is an angel, an apostle, a saint, incorruptible, a magician, he’s
going to solve all the problems of the masses, so they voted for that
man. How many times? Indeed, we can say that a people can be fooled
many times for one day, but what never fails is that on the 30th or 45th
day support begins to erode; sometimes they make a small comeback
and then they decline once more, but while in the past they used to slide
down all the way, now they plunge headlong. The problem is different
now, the slope has now turned into an abyss.

I don’t want to go on much further. I feel I've taken too much of your
time. It seems to me there’s only one idea left unsaid, and it’s an impor-
tant idea. [ think that everything we've discussed here today stands on
two pillars that have been mentioned: repudiation of the debt, that is,
liquidating the debt; and the New International Economic Order. Eco-
nomic integration is a third pillar; we need all three of them. Because if
in Europe, in England, the country where industrialization was born, it
was discovered that they couldn’t develop without a European Common
Market, how can one of our small Central American or South American
countries develop without Latin American economic integration?

So then I believe there are three basic ideas: wiping out the debt,
achieving the New International Economic Order, and bringing about
Latin American economic integration, in that order of priority. These
ideas must be defended as of now. The whole world is talking about in-
tegration, and I believe that this battle can mean a big leap along the
road to integration.

And finally, one idea, not a pillar but one basic idea in this struggle is
that the link is now being made between our battle against this economic
crisis to solve all these problems and our battle for world peace. The
cause of peace is very strong, particularly in the industrialized countries
of Europe, Japan, and the United States. It isn’t as strong in the Third
World countries because they don’t have time to think of peace, given
that they’re dying of hunger, disease, and everything, in peacetime;
they're waging a daily war.

But the peace banner is strong throughout the world, among all
people of conscience in Europe and other industrialized countries.
We’re discussing things in terms of linking this struggle waged by the
Third World for its economic interests with world peace, given that all
the interest we're paying on the debt is invested in weapons, invested in
military expenditure, invested in the arms race, invested in rearmament.

All that money being taken away from children, depriving them of
food, medicines, everything else, jobs for their families, what is it being
spent on? It is the 300,000 million dollars that the United States spends
every year on rearmament and militarism, it is the hundreds of
thousands of millions of dollars spent by the industrialized capitalist
countries and that, in addition, force the socialist countries to spend
another heap of millions. What need would the socialist countries have
for an arms race or a war industry? Absolutely none. It is a need im-
posed on the socialist camp right from the moment that the first socialist
state emerged. That's a fact, and everything else is sheer fantasy.

[ believe that’s what we're paying for with the interest rates and the
unequal exchange, with those 20,000 million they stole from us in 1984,
when our export values were 95,000 million dollars and they paid us
20,000 million less than what it was worth in 1980 — for every time we
give them more and they pay us less. We do our best, we go all out to
export, and what we do export is worth less every passing year. So then,
what is all that being invested on? Rearmament, the arms race.

The idea then is for all this to be linked together in the manner set
forth in those theses; linking up the struggle against the foreign debt and
for the New International Economic Order and development closely to
peace will increase our strength; because even there in the heart of the
industrialized countries, millions and tens of millions and hundreds of
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millions of persons would be willing to give their support, and we must

fight to have them support this cause.

A woman from the United States spoke here very clearly and
eloguently, promising to wage her battle there. There are millions and
tens of millions of persons like her in the United States, Europe, Japan,
Canada, in that same industrialized world whose voracious system is

plundering us and wants to starve us to death.

It seems to me that after all the discussions we've had, after listening

to the excellent speeches delivered here — generally speaking, all the

speeches have been very good — the only thing left was simply, in my

points in this battle.

opinion, the need to grasp these basic ideas, which constitute basic

I'm convinced that this meeting and this debate we have had will have
a historical importance in this struggle and in the victory that we can

achieve, that we must achieve, that we will achieve.

Thank you. (APPLAUSE)

Comoro Islands

Interview with opposition leader

Regime unleashes wave of repression

[The following interview appeared in the
June 20-26 issue of Rouge, weekly newspaper
of the Revolutionary Communist League
(LCR), French section of the Fourth Interna-
tional. The interview was conducted by Jean-
Jacques Laredo. The translation from French
and information in brackets are by Interconti-
nental Press.]

* # *

The Democratic Front of the Comoro Is-
lands (FDC) has just been hit hard by repres-
sion. In France, FDC members have taken part
in activities in support of the struggle of the
Kanak people [of New Caledonia]. One of the
front’s leaders, Youssouf Moussa, assistant
general-secretary of the executive bureau of
the FDC, passed through Paris. We were fortu-
nate enough to interview him.

Question. Many people in France know
very little about the Comoros. Could you de-
scribe them in a few words?

Answer. The Comoro archipelago is made
up of four islands, Grande Comore, Anjouan,
Mayotte, and Mohéli.

On July 6, 1975, the Comoros achieved in-
dependence [from France] through a unilateral
declaration by the Comoros Chamber of De-
puties, overturning its status as [a French]
Overseas Territory. But as you know, France
seized upon this declaration of independence
to organize the secession of Mayotte. As a re-
sult, Mayotte is not part of the Federal Islamic
Republic of the Comoros and has the status of a
“territorial collectivity” in the French Republic.

The economic activity of the population is
based on agriculture because, according to the
French experts, the Comoros subsoil does not
contain riches. In addition to market agricul-
ture there is also subsistence agriculture on a
soil that rapidly becomes exhausted.

All manufactured products are imported.
But that is not all. Meat and even fish are im-
ported from South Africa, including to
Mayotte. That is crazy when you realize that
the waters around the Comoros are among the
best fishing grounds in the world.

1t should be stressed that in spite of all this
some people in the Comoros live in opulence.
That is the case with [President] Ahmed Ab-
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dallah and the mercenaries led by Bob Denard,
who insure the defense of Abdallah’s regime.
These mercenaries have lucrative businesses in
the import-export field, tourism, or land. You
can also imagine the degree of corruption that
reigns in the highest spheres of the state.

Meanwhile, the population faces serious
problems of malnutrition, and the Comoro Is-
lands are in the group of 35 least developed
countries (LDCs). This is one of the causes of
the Comoro emigration, which is estimated to
number 20,000-30,000 in France. [Total
population is estimated to be 400,000.]

Q. You could say that France made and un-
made the present regime.

A. After the referendum on self-determina-
tion, the government of [then French President
Valéry] Giscard maneuvered to count the votes
on an island-by-island basis and to provoke the
secession of Mayotte through the vote on the
July 6, 1975, law.
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Less than one month after independence,
Abdallah was overthrown by a coup fomented
by France. Three years later, France organized
a new coup that placed Ahmed Abdallah back
in the saddle. In both cases, the coups were
carried out by Bob Denard’s mercenaries.

Q. What kind of regime was put in place?

A. Ahmed Abdallah's view is that the Com-
oros are not mature enough for democracy and
that therefore there has to be a one-party re-
gime for a whole period. We have already
heard this said of other countries in Africa.
This has not succeeded in reducing all opposi-
tion to silence.

The Democratic Front of the Comoro Is-
lands was set up for the 1982 legislative elec-
tions. But before that, there was already activ-
ity around the distribution of a bulletin called
La Voix du Peuple (The Voice of the People),
embodying a more radical opposition to the re-
gime of the big bourgeoisie and the mer-
cenaries.

Q. Last March 8 there was a mutiny of the
presidential guards. What was behind that?

A. The events of March 8 were simply the
culmination of a sharp crisis that has been
racking the regime, especially since the reelec-
tion of Abdallah on Sept. 30, 1984. Ittook one
month to set up a government, and Abdallah
dismissed it after three months and set about to
revise the constitution to concentrate power in
his hands and prevent the splintering of his
base of support.

What is certain is that these elements of the
presidential guard revolted against the treat-
ment they were subjected to by the mer-
cenaries leading them. Their objective was to
get rid of the mercenaries, without having any
further political plan whatsoever.

The regime seized this opportunity to un-
leash large-scale repression against the oppos-
ition, and particularly against the FDC. During
this repression, the people of the Comoros saw
a real state of siege in which the mercenaries
made all the decisions.

Q. Did the repression hit the FDC hard?
A. Most of the FDC leaders who were in
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Moroni [the capital city, on the island of Grand
Comore] were arrested, as well as the inter-
mediate cadres and the activists present in the
three islands. It is estimated that some 60
people were arrested. We have learned that
these prisoners were beaten, tortured, and held
under especially hard conditions of detention
— in darkness, without food, without being
able to wash.

Q. What is France doing in the Comoros?

A. France is involved not just in Mayotte.
The proof of this is that France is present ever-
where in the Federal Islamic Republic. France
provides leadership for the gendarmes and the
Comoros army. In other words, France does
what it wants, and you cannot speak of Com-
oros sovereignty at the present time.

Each minister, and even the president, has
his own French technical adviser. Teaching
and programs are set up by France. Everything
continues as in the times of the direct coloniza-
tion. The only difference is having a national
anthem and a flag.

As a whole, the islands are a strategic point in
the Mozambique Channel [between Madagascar
and the mainland of Africa], and France is ab-
solutely determined to hold onto them. That is
the reason for its hostility toward the FDC.

Instructors from the DST [Defense and Se-
curity of the Territory — the French national
police] developed Abdallah’s repressive ap-
paratus. France is ready to change presidents
but it is not keen on a change in the system,

Q. What kind of political change does the
FDC want?

A. We reject a simple palace revolution.
We want a change that leads to true democracy
for the population, the end to the single-party
system. The opposition is still disunited and
this is the thrust of our battle for an alternative.
We think that the mercenaries could not keep
their businesses in the Comoros if such a
change took place, nor Abdallah his import-
export monopoly. One of the economic
priorities must be to significantly raise the liv-
ing standards of the population.

Regarding Mayotte, we should recall that
the referendum planned for December 1984
did not take place before the French govern-
ment adopted a new law on the status of the is-
land. The government justifies its refusal to
reintegrate Mayotte into the archipelago on the
basis of the lack of freedoms in the Federal Re-
public, although the French government itself
accommodates to it without problem.

Q. What are your aims in terms of foreign
policy?

A. The FDC is for nonalignment. Concerning
relations with France, the FDC hopes that they
continue, but on a healthy basis, while exercis-
ing our full sovereignty. Far from being anti-
French, we support the just struggles carried
out by the French people, and we take inspira-
tion from their rich revolutionary traditions. [
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Australia

Human rights conference

Solidarity activists hear Salvadoran speakers

By Ron Poulsen

MELBOURNE — Some 200 people heard
representatives from El Salvador speak at a
conference here on human rights in Central
America. The conference, held July 20-21,
was organized by two Melbourne-based sol-
idarity groups, the Latin American Informa-
tion Centre (LAIC) and the Trade Union Com-
mittee on Central America (TUCCA).

This First Pacific and Australasian Congress
on Human Rights in Central America attracted
participants from Sydney, Adelaide, and Can-
berra, as well as Melbourne, including many
newcomers to Central American solidarity ac-
tivity.

The Salvadoran speakers were Miguel Cas-
tro, a Catholic priest; Beatriz, a spokesperson
for the Mothers of the Disappeared; and An-
tonio Hernidndez, a representaive of the
Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front-
Revolutionary Democratic Front (FMLN-
FDR).

Castro explained that military repression

had increased in El Salvador, especially in the
countryside. He also pointed to recent attacks
against hospitals. President Napoleon Duarte
demagogically presents these attacks as “legal
actions,” he said.

Castro pledged that the Christian people he
represents would “never renounce armed de-
fense of the people.” He called for an end to
U.S. military aid to the Salvadoran regime and
supported efforts for a negotiated settlement in
El Salvador and in Central America.

Beatriz pointed out that in the past five years
55,000 people had been assassinated, 6,000
had disappeared, and countless others had
been taken political prisoner and tortured,
often with the help of “North American and
Argentine advisers.”

For the first time at such a solidarity confer-
ence in Australia, the FMLN-FDR was able to
have a leading spokesperson present the situa-
tion in El Salvador.

Herndndez explained the “historic and sys-
tematic” nature of the violation of human
rights in El Salvador, brought about by the “the
desire of the oligarchy and the military to re-
press the struggles of the workers and the
people.” Under Duarte, he said, repression,
“far from having decreased, has increased.”

This repression, Hernandez noted, has been
accompanied by a campaign to attempt to man-
ipulate international and internal public opin-
ion. “Not only was this to confuse the people
of El Salvador and world governments,” he

MELBOURNE — Promotion of the re-
cently published Nicaragua: The San-
dinista People's Revolution was launched
here July 19 at a function to commemorate
the sixth anniversary of the Nicaraguan rev-
olution.

Nick Bolkus, a Labor Party senator in
the federal parliament and a participant in

NICK BOLKUS

Nicaragua book launched in Melbourne

the first Australian work brigade to Nicara-
gua last year, launched the book.

He pointed out that it was a “dual
launch.” He also initiated Tools for Peace,
a national campaign by several solidarity
organizations, trade unions, and aid groups
to raise funds to send tools and equipment
to Nicaragua.

Bolkus told the 60 people present that the
publication of the new book by Pathfinder
Press in New York was opportune given
“the war of words emanating from Wash-
ington against Nicaragua.” The book in-
cludes speeches and articles by top San-
dinista leaders of the Nicaraguan revolu-
tion.

The book was sold at a discount to partic-
ipants in the conference on human rights in
Central America. More than 30 copies —
all that were available — were sold.

Nicaragua: The Sandinista People's
Revolution is to be formally launched in
Brisbane, Sydney, and Adelaide at public
meetings in September and October. It can
be purchased at $14.95 by writing to: P.O.
Box 37, Leichhardt, Sydney, NSW 2040.
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said, “but to create a situation which would
allow a brutal intervention by the U.S.”

He emphasized that “the strong desire for
peace by the Salvadoran people is also a strong
desire for justice.” In the context of the strug-
gle for a political settlement, “justice for El
Salvador requires fundamental changes.”

In relation to the possibility of U.S. inter-
vention on a greater scale, Herndndez stated,
“If the will of the U.S. government is abso-
lutely unchangeable and they deny a political
solution, if they are determined to carry out
their aggressive military policies ... we are
strengthened in our will by the legitimacy of
our struggle, the unity of our people. We ex-
press the will of our people. No one and noth-
ing will stop these people.”

In conclusion, Hernindez appealed for
broader and more unified solidarity action by
supporters of the Salvadoran people interna-
tionally. “Do not permit El Salvador to be-
come another Vietnam . . . to be dragged deep-
er into the holocaust of war,” he urged.

Other speakers at the conference included
Steve Niblo and Barry Carry, Melbourne uni-
versity professors, both well known for their
support of Central American struggles.

Bill Hayden, minister of foreign affairs in
the Labor Party government, was scheduled to
speak. However, he did not show. He sent his
apologies and a written speech that was pre-
sented by David Charles, a Labor Party mem-
ber of parliament.

Hayden’s message criticized the U.S. eco-
nomic boycott of Nicaragua and the U.S. Con-
gress’s approval for aid to the counterrevolu-
tionary forces attacking Nicaragua. At the
same time he criticized the Nicaraguan govern-
ment for alleged instances of political repres-
sion. He contrasted this to “a downward trend”
in human rights abuses under the Duarte re-
gime in EI Salvador.

Niblo took issue with the “diplomatic voice
of the Australian government with its ‘ba-
lanced" criticisms.” He pointed out that “the
U.S. government could have a Contadora so-
lution anytime it wants to, but it clearly doesn’t
want 10.” He drew strong applause for pointing
out that it was Washington, not Managua, that
was behind the state terrorism being waged in
Central America.

Carr explained that Washington’s strategy in
Central America includes the “very real threat
of the introduction of U.S. ground troops.”
The U.S. government, he said, could not but
be opposed to the Contadora proposals for an
end to all foreign military interference in the
region.

Joan Coxedge, a prominent left-wing Labor
Party member of parliament in Victoria, re-
sponded to Hayden's message from the floor.
She called it “offensive and simplistic” and
criticized it for lumping together the regimes in
El Salvador and Guatemala, which are “ter-
rorizing the people,” with the popular San-
dinista government, which replaced the
Somoza dictatorship. The Somoza regime was
more like the current government in El Sal-
vador and Guatemala, she said.

Of special interest for the development of
the solidarity movement in Australia were re-
marks by David Grove, the national industrial
officer for the Food Preservers Union and sec-
retary of the TUCCA.

Grove, who chaired much of the confer-
ence, pointed out that “outside Nicaragua, the
situation for trade unions in Central America is
an unmitigated disaster.”

“Although it has taken time,” Grove said,
sections of the union movement in Australia
“have begun to see a role for themselves in
helping to protect Nicaragua and El Salvador
from U.S. intervention."”

He said that arising out of some unions’ con-
cern to take action against the U.S. embargo of
Nicaragua, research was being carried out on
the role of U.S. corporations in both Central
America and Australia. In the eventof U.S. es-
calation, these enterprises and U.S. shipping
would be targets of union action, he said.

Grove stated that “the Australian govern-
ment had been relatively quick to criticize the
U.S. embargo, but it was necessary to pressure
the Australian government to criticize the
whole U.S. policy in the region.” In his view,
“in the end the only solution will be to defeat
U.S. imperialism in the region.”

The conference also included workshops on
the situation in the different Central American
countries. ]

Subscribe Today.

Name

Intercontinental Press . .. It’s Unique

No other magazine in the world has the kind of in-depth political repor-
ting and news coverage that IP presents.

YES! | want to subscribe. Enclosed is [[] $30 for a one-year subscription;
[[1 $15 for six months; [[] $7.50 for a three-month introductory subscription.

Address

City/State/Postal Zone

See business information inside front cover for overseas rates.
Intercontinental Press 410 West Street, New York, N.Y. 10014

542

10 AND 20
YEARS AGO

Inter

Aleico

September 8, 1975

Under the cloak of a “peace-keeping mis-
sion," the Indonesian, Portuguese, Malaysian,
and Australian governments were readying
their forces for intervention in the Portuguese
colony of East Timor in the final days of Au-
gust. Their preparations followed three weeks
of fighting between the nationalist Revolution-
ary Front for Independent East Timor (Fretilin)
and the pro-Portuguese Democratic Union of
Timorese (UDT).

Jakarta was prepared to send in troops, Act-
ing Foreign Minister Muchtar Kusmaatmadja
said August 30, but was holding back until
final agreement was reached with Lisbon on
the four-government mission. The London
Daily Telegraph’s correspondent in Singapore
reported that a fleet of four Indonesian war-
ships and five cargo vessels were heading to-
ward the island. Two Australian destroyers
were sent to Darwin, 400 miles southeast of
Timor.

The civil conflict in Timor was sparked by
an abortive UDT uprising August 10-11. After
a weekend of UDT demonstrations on August
9 and 10 in the capital, Dili, UDT members
seized control of the police station, the radio
station, the airport in Baucau, and other key in-
stallations. According to most reports, the Por-
tuguese troops in Timor were ordered by Lis-
bon to remain “neutral.”

WORLD OUTLOOK

PERSPECTIVE MONDIALE

(Predecessor of Intercontinental Press)

August 20, 1965

When President Johnson signed his “voting
rights bill” on August 6, he said that the action
struck away “the last major shackles of those
fierce and ancient bonds™ of the Negroes.

Exactly five days later the Black Ghetto of
Watts in the heart of Los Angeles exploded.
And from August 11 until August 17 television
screens in the United States showed scenes re-
miniscent of Vietnam or Santo Domingo.
Johnson's Emancipation Proclamation was
forgotten.

Another cup of bitterness in the Black
Ghetto has been the endless war propaganda
— about the American Way of Life and the
need to fight for it in distant places like Viet-
nam and Santo Domingo. One may well be-
lieve the Negro reporter who quoted one man
as saying: “We want to set a fire right here on
Broadway rather than go to Vietnam and fight.
We'd rather fight for the Negro here.” And
another man as saying: “This is the Negro rev-
olution, we want the world to know."”
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Belgium

Trials target abortion clinics

Interview with a leader of Ghent Contraception Center

[The following article is reprinted from the
June 21 issue of La Gauche, French-language
fortnightly newspaper of the Socialist Workers
Party (POS), Belgian section of the Fourth In-
ternational. The interview was conducted by
Ida Dequeecker. The translation and footnotes
are by Intercontinental Press.)

* & S

On June 14, 52 people were called to appear
at the Ghent Council Chamber on charges of
complicity in performing abortions. The 52
people (doctors, aides, and patients) are con-
nected with the Ghent Contraception Center,
which performs abortions for women on de-
mand.

The directors of the center have decided to
lift the silence regarding the center’s existence
and practices. The center opened in September
1980 and worked without hindrance until
November 1983. Then the first search was car-
ried out by the Ghent prosecutor, in the pre-
sence of the chairman of the physicians® or-
ganization.

Medical materials and files were seized.
Doctors, aides, and patients were questioned.
In April 1985 an investigation for tax fraud
was initiated. which continues to the present.

La Gauche interviewed Marijke Colle about
these events. Colle is a cofounder of the Ghent
Contraception Collective and a member of the
Political Bureau of the POS.

Question. What is the verdict of the Council
Chamber?

Answer. The hearing was postponed to Oc-
tober 4. The defense had only 14 days to
familiarize itsell with the cases of 52 people.

Q. Youare one of the founders of the Ghent
Contraception Collective. Why?

A. The POS (and under its previous name,
the Revolutionary Workers League) has al-
ways been involved in the movement to de-
criminalize abortion. In 1977, 1978, and 1979,
we helped to organize national demonstra-
tions. The coordinating body of the abortion
committees now has a live-point platform. The
first point is 1o remove abortion from the penal
code.

As a result of the women’s movement, that
position was embodied in a draft law proposed
by Léona Detiege (Socialist Party member of
parliament). At the same time. since 1978, the
Ghent committee was working to set up a good
abortion center. In my view and in the view of
the POS, this has always been a key aspect of
the struggle against a completely outmoded
law.
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But we never were under the illusion that the
establishment of such centers would make the
struggle to decriminalize abortion superfluous.
I helped in the establishment of this center, and
various members of the POS are affiliated with
the “Friends of the Contraception Collective™”
(Ida Dequeecker, Emest Mandel, Frangois
Vercammen, Eddy Labeau).

Q. The centers perform abortions based on
the principle “the woman decides.” They say
that decriminalization of abortion is the only
correct solution. Why?

A. The data gathered by the Ghent collec-
tive confirms the data gathered by all the other
centers: the majority of abortion requests stem
from a danger to the health of the woman or the
embryo. What counts for us is what the woman
wishes. And no one can decide that for her!

If a law were adopted authorizing abortion
solely for certain reasons or up to a certain time
limit, there would still be the problems of con-
trol (by whom?) and application of the law (re-
fusal of abortion in certain cases).

Women would then return to the dangerous
practice of clandestine abortions. In addition,
abortion must be a medical procedure carried
out under safe conditions. It is only then that
women will dare to go without fear to a doctor,
a hospital, or a center, to reveal their prob-
lems.

Q. For a whole period, actions no longer
took place; the centers were functioning with-
out problems. Were people under the illusion
that they could decriminalize abortion through
a fait accompli? What does the POS think
about this?

A. We always said that the struggle for the
Detiege bill should be pursued. In the 1980s
the movement drew back into practicing abor-
tions and aiding women. It must be said that an
important obstacle remained, one we have al-
ways pointed to. That is the link between the
Christian Workers Movement and the PSC/
cvp.!

1. As a result of organizational measures begun by
the government some |5 years ago, Belgium’s polit-
ical life has increasingly been divided along linguis-
tic lines between the Flemish-speaking section of the
country and French-speaking Wallonia. Since that
time, most political parties have divided along lin-
guistic and regional lines.

This division is reflected in the main bourgeois
party. the Social Christians. In Wallonia it is or-
ganized as the Parti Social Chrétien (PSC), while in
Flanders it is the Christelijke Volkspartij (CVP).

The Christian Workers Movement (MOC/ACW)

Q. The judiciary is knocking again. All
methods seem to be fair game, including
charges of tax fraud. Why now? Are they pre-
paring a limited reform of the law?

A. Beginning in 1981, with the decision of
the general prosecutor Van Honsté, the trials
began again. The first objective was apparent-
ly to scare certain doctors and certain centers.
This did not work. For two or three years they
had “‘salami-style” trials, carried out one slice
at a time. The penalties were light. No one was
yet sentenced to prison.

Now we are seeing an escalation in the re-
pression. The trial against 52 people in Ghent
is a new stage.

Abortion will therefore become a burning
political question after the summer, when the
election campaign is in full swing.

Undoubtedly some people in the French-
speaking and Flemish-speaking Socialist par-
ties are aiming for an adjustment of the law
with the Party of Freedom and Progress (PVV)
and the Liberal Reform Party (PRL). They
hope for the support of groups like the French-
speaking and Flemish-speaking ecology par-
ties for this.

For our part, we continue to explain that de-
criminalization is the only good solution.

Q. Are the consequences of the renewal of
trials being felt?

A. This is not clear. It is possible that some
doctors are again starting to send more women
to the Netherlands. The centers, in any case.
continue to function.

Q. With the approach of the elections, the
centers are waging a campaign to “vote only
for someone who would decriminalize abor-
tion.” Some members of parliament from the
CVP and PVV are also for decriminalization
today. Is this action enough?

A. This action is not enough. For example,
some members of parliament from the French-
speaking Socialist Party make no attempt to
hide the fact that they view abortion as a minor
question in the context of negotiations on
forming a new government. In my view, a par-
liamentary majority for the Detiege bill will
not emerge until the Christian Workers Move-
ment supports this proposal. This would in-
volve a break with the Social Christian Party,

In Wallonia [the French-speaking region],

is an umbrella organization for the Christian organi-
zations in the workers” movement — the Confedera-
tion of Christian Trade Unions (CSC), the Christian
mutual-aid societies, cooperatives, etc.
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we see that Solidarity and Participation (SeP),’
which is politically aligned with the Christian
Workers Movement, has already come out in
favor of decriminalization. Therefore the
French-speaking and Flemish-speaking Social-
ist parties, as the biggest parties, should work
to encourage this break. They should support
the Christian activists who are working for the
formation of an independent party of Christian
workers.

In this way a large political front could be
set up, based on the union movement, and the
demands of women could be achieved.

Q. The contraception committee mobilized
for the June 14 trial. There were 150 people
present. Are other actions planned? What do
you think about a demonstration?

A. This mobilization was a real success,
even though it was prepared on short notice.
The people were very militant. We demon-
strated in the center of town. This shows that
the possibility for mass actions exists. The
press gave a lot of coverage to the action.

I think it should be possible, for example in
late September, to organize a national demon-
stration against the trials and for the de-
criminalization of abortion. The forces exist
that could take the initiative. ]

2. Solidarity and Participation Movement (SeP) was
established in February 1982 by the Christian Work-
ers Movement. In March 1985, the SeP decided 1o
establish itselfl as a political party.

In the April 5 issue of La Gauche. the POS de-
fined its attitude toward the new SeP party. The POS
noted that the new group's program aims to reform
and manage capitalism. But it also noted that the SeP
“expresses the tendency of the Christian workers to
break with the PSC/CVP and to set up their own
party within the perspective of a *government of the
laboring people.” with the SP and without the right-
wing parties.” The POS “supports this fight,” La
Gauche added.

United States

Abortion rights actions planned
NOW approves campaign to defend 1973 legalization

By Diane Wang

[The following article appeared int the Au-
gust 2 issue of the Militant, a socialist weekly
published in New York City.]|

* * *

NEW ORLEANS — The 2,300 women's
rights activists meeting here at the annual con-
ference of the National Organization for
Women (NOW) July 19-21 launched a major
national action campaign to defend women's
right to abortion.

“We will never go back!” was the chant that
rang out at the conference sessions, reflecting
participants’ determination to act to defend
abortion.

The “Reproductive Rights Strategies™ reso-
lution, passed by the big majority of delegates,
had as its centerpiece the call for NOW to “or-
ganize a massive march and rally in Washing-
ton, D.C., in 1986 of our supporters to show
— dramatically — the overwhelming majority
support for legal abortion and birth control.”
Although the date hasn’t been set yet, the
target for the demonstration is early spring.

The resolution also calls on NOW 1o or-
ganize a campaign to involve college students
in fighting for abortion rights.

Four days before the NOW conference
opened, the Justice Department asked the Su-
preme Court to overturn the 1973 Roe vs.
Wade high court decision that legalized abor-
tion. This direct attack by the Reagan adminis-
tration on legal abortion is part of the govern-
ment’s unrelenting offensive against abortion
rights.

New pamphlet on abortion rights
available in Spanish and English

A new pamphlet Abortion Is a Woman's
Right! has just been published by Pathfinder
Press in New York. Available in both Spanish
and English, the 48-page pamphlet includes ar-
ticles and interviews that have previously ap-
peared in the Militant, a U.S. socialist news-
weekly, and Perspectiva Mundial, a Spanish-
language biweekly published in New York.

The authors are Pat Grogan, staff writer for
the Militanr, José G. Pérez, former editor of
PM and a member of its Managua bureau; and
Evelyn Reed, a Marxist political activist who
wrote extensively on women's liberation.

The pamphlet includes articles explaining
why the central issue involved in the debate
around abortion is women’s rights, why Marx-
ists champion abortion rights, and why the
Catholic Church hierarchy opposes the right of
women to choose abortion.
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There is also an interview with Dr. Henry
Morgentaler, who is one of the most prominent
fighters for abortion rights in Canada.

The preface by Grogan points out, “This
pamphlet is intended to be part of the effort 1o
defend abortion rights. It is designed to be cir-
culated broadly — on the job, among union-
ists. Blacks, Latinos, family farmers, and stu-
dents.”

She states that the pamphlet “answers the
antiabortion propaganda of the ruling class and
provides a basic explanation of why working
people should support abortion rights.”

The pamphlet is available for US$0.95 from
Pathfinder Press at the following addresses:
410 West Street, New York, N.Y. 10014,
USA; 47 The Cut, London, SE| 8LL, Britain:
or P.O. Box 37, Leichhardt, Sydney, NSW
2040, Australia.
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Pal Grogan/IP
June 1985 abortion-rights protest in New York.

At the NOW National Board meeting the
day before the conference opened, NOW lead-
ers had launched a “Campaign to Save
Women's Lives: One Million Strong.™ It in-
cludes a petition drive to collect a million sig-
natures in defense of abortion rights,

The petitions are to be presented at a major
event in Washington, D.C., on the January 22
anniversary of the legalization of abortion. The
national board also called for abortion-rights
rallies at the Supreme Court and federal court-
houses in cities across the country on October
6. the day before the Supreme Court opens its
fall term: speaking tours and public forums on
abortion rights: and a continuation of vigils
and escort services at abortion clinics.

In a major new policy decision, the confer-
ence also put NOW on record against U.S. in-
tervention in Central America.

The anti-intervention resolution condemns
the U.S. government’s funding and directing
of the war and government repression against
the people of El Salvador, which has claimed
55,000 lives. The “Reagan administration is
threatening an illegal invasion of Nicaragua,
where attacks by ClA-backed contras have al-
ready caused over 8.000 casualties in their ef-
fort to forcibly overturn the 1979 revolution,
which with the active participation of women
has achieved important feminist goals....”
says the resolution. 1

Intercontinental Press




