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N.Y. bombing &
terrorism scare

The explosion of a bomb at Kennedy Inter-
national Airport April 16, and the subsequent
discovery of four other explosive devices in
New York City, has set off an intensive cam-
paign in the media. A headline in the May 19
New York Daily News was typical: “Terror
Grips City.”

The explosion killed a twenty-year-old air-
port worker. The other bombs—two at the
airport, and one each at the Honduran consu-
late and the U.S. mission to the United Na-
tions—were disarmed.

According to police, a group called Puerto
Rican Armed Resistance claimed responsibil-
ity for planting the five bombs. The PRAR is
said to describe itself as fighting against
Washington’s colonial occupation and domina-
tion of Puerto Rico.

Police asserted that a communique, purport-
edly by the PRAR, had been found that im-
plied the bombs at the consulate and mission
had been planted to protest aid by the U.S,,
Guatemalan, and Honduran governments to
the Salvadoran junta.

According to police, hundreds of false bomb
threats were called in on May 18. Saturation
news coverage of these events was calculated
to spread an atmosphere of fear. .

Mayor Edward Koch called for executing
those who planted the bombs, continuing his
efforts to drum up support for re-institution of
the death penalty in New York state.

He cynically used the events to try to under-
cut expressions of solidarity with Britain’s
political prisoners in Northern Ireland, de-
nouncing groups ‘“such as the IRA (Irish
Republican Army) and the FALN.” The FALN
(Armed Forces of National Liberation), which
advocates Puerto Rican independence, has
claimed responsibility for some bombings in
the past.

Koch’s statement fits into an effort spurred
by the Reagan administration to convince
working people that the main problem facing
us is the occurrence of individual acts of terror-
ism like bombings—and not unemployment,
social service cutbacks, the threat of war,
spreading poverty, and declining health and
education.

Their answer: give the cops a freer hand
against those who disagree with government
policy—all of whom are to be treated by the
police, FBI, and CIA as suspected “terrorists.”

Today, ten Puerto Ricans are serving bar-
baric sentences of fifty-five to ninety years in
prison on charges of having been FALN
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members, although none had admitted this
and none was shown to have participated in
any bombings. Their real crime in the eyes of
the government was opposition to Washing-
ton’s rule over Puerto Rico.

According to the May 19 New York Times,
the ten are now on a hunger strike at the
Pontiac Correctional Center. They are protest-
ing the isolation of Alfredo Mendez, another
Puerto Rican prisoner, who is thought to be
undergoing intensive interrogation.

The witch-hunt against supporters of Puerto
Rican independence—with its gross violation
of democratic rights and its chilling effect on
the Puerto Rican community—has proceeded
under the banner of fighting terrorism.

There are indications that the cops would
like to use the latest bombings to cast their net
even wider, to include supporters of the rights
of Irish political prisoners and opponents of
U.S. intervention in El Salvador.

The “terrorism” propaganda campaign
throws a smokescreen around the oppression
and exploitation that are the real cause of
violence in capitalist society. For instance, the
fact that Washington has forcibly occupied
Puerto Rico for eighty years, condemning its
people to poverty and racist discrimination,
doesn’t rate a mention in the torrent of copy
about the bombs.

The media and politicians who yell about
terrorism are like burglars who shout, “Stop,
thief!” to divert attention while they get away
with the loot.

The field day that Koch and company are
having with these incidents shows how wrong
those are who believe such actions contribute
to the struggle for liberation.

The road to eliminating imperialist oppres-
sion is not through the planting of bombs by
small groups.

The struggle for Puerto Rican independence
needs the mobilization of the masses of Puerto
Ricans to fight for their own interests. It
means winning support from American work-
ers whose direct interests will be advanced by
the liberation of the island.

The task is to help the masses of people—
Americans as well as Puerto Ricans—to under-
stand the injustice and criminality of imperial-
ism, isolating the ruling class politically.

Actions like the New York bombings, by
contrast, are used by the rulers to make it
appear that violent, antisocial actions come
from the national liberation groups and the
revolutionary left, rather than from the ruling
class. They help shift the blame away from the
capitalist rulers of this country.

As long as there has been injustice and

exploitation, there have been those who sought
to express their legitimate outrage at oppres-
sion by methods like those attributed to the
Puerto Rican Armed Resistance.

But the liberation of Puerto Rico, like the
liberation of all working people, will be
achieved when the masses themselves are
directly involved in revolutionary economic,
political, and social struggles.

Abortion victory

Supporters of women's rights won a stirring
victory on May 18 with the more than 2-to-1
defeat of an anti-abortion referendum in Italy.

According to a report in the New York
Times, “Demonstrators poured into the streets
of Rome as -soon as the early returns were
recognized as irreversible. Mostly young peo-
ple, both men and women, they criss-crossed
the city center singing and carrying banners
proclaiming victory.”

Even in districts in southern Italy, where the
anti-abortion vote was expected to be the
largest, big majorities voted against repealing
Italy’s liberal abortion laws.

The referendum, sponsored by the misno-
mered Movement for Life, would have limited
abortions to cases where the mother was in
mortal danger.

The Radical Party, formerly a pioneer of the
struggle for liberalized abortion laws, spon-
sored another abortion referendum that was
defeated.

While claiming to be pro-abortion, it would
have permitted public health facilities to re-
fuse to perform abortions. And it would have
made it more difficult for teenagers to obtain
abortions.

The overwhelming rejection of the repeal
referendum comes as a big blow to the reac-
tionary Catholic Church hierarchy, which had
thrown considerable resources into the cam-
paign against abortion.

Pope John Paul I had urged Roman Cathol-
ics to join the “holy cause” against legalized
abortion.

Ignoring the fact that women die when
abortion is illegal and hard to obtain, the pope
hypocritically proclaimed, “It is the task, the
duty of the church to reaffirm that procured
abortion is death.”

The vote also was a blow to the anti-working
class austerity drive of the ruling Christian
Democratic Party, which was the major party
supporting repeal of the abortion laws.

This victory is an inspiration to all of us in
this country who are organizing against the
attacks on abortion by the Democrats and
Republicans (see page 14).
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Behind Israeli war threats in Middle East

By William Gottlieb

War is on the verge of breaking out
between Israel and Syria. And as is
always the case with war in this stra-
tegic Middle East region, there exists
the possibility of a U.S.-Soviet confron-
tation that could endanger the survival
of humanity.

The government of Israeli Prime
Minister Menachem Begin is massing
forces along the Lebanese and Syrian
borders. Begin is demanding that Sy-
ria remove antiaircraft missiles that
were moved into Lebanon after two
Syrian helicopters were shot down by
Israeli jets on April 28. Israel insists
that it must have the right to bomb
Lebanon at will.

The Reagan administration is trying
to strike the image of an impartial
mediator interested only in preventing
the outbreak of a major new Middle
Eastern war. Washington has sent
U.S. diplomat Philip Habib to the
Middle East to supposedly “mediate”
the dispute.

Bashir Gemayal, leader of the armed
bands of ultra-right, pro-Israel Phalan-
gist Party of Lebanon, will socon visit
Washington to meet with high Reagan
administration officials. And the Pen-
tagon is moving the aircraft carrier
USS Forrestal to a position off the
coast of Lebanon, and moving a se-

cond aircraft carrier, USS Independ-

ence, into the Mediterranean Ocean.
There are now some thirty U.S. war-
ships in the Mediterranean, along with
Marine combat forces.

Israel has over the last fifteen years
bombed Palestinian refugee camps and
Lebanese farming villages. In south-
ern Lebanon, it has actively fostered

punity.

and directed right-wing bands. The
Isxaeli rulers have killed thousands of
civilians, created hundreds of thou-
sands of refugees, and laid waste to
areas of the countryside. Israeli policies
are aimed at winning a dominant
position in Lebanon and driving out
the Palestinians.

Realizing that Israeli success would
represent a deadly threat to its own
independence, the Syrian government
has given some support to the Palesti-
nians and to Lebanese forces that are
fighting against Israel and the Pha-
langists.

The current crisis is actually a conti-
nuation of the war that Israel has been
waging against the Arab and espe-
cially the Palestinian people since its

Lebanese village after 1978 Israeli invasion. Begin demands right to bomb with im-

foundation. The imperialist powers,
U.S. imperialism above all, have al-
ways used the Zionist movement as a
club against the peoples of the Middle
East.

The state of Israel was established
in 1948 by forcing hundreds of thou-
sands of Palestinians out of their own
country. On April 9, 1948, the ultra-
right Zionist terror gang known as the
Irgun Zvai Leumi massacred 250
Arabs, including one hundred women
and children, in the Arab village of
Deir Yassin.

“The legend of Deir Yassin helped
us. . . .” wrote Menachem Begin, chief
of the Irgun. “All the Jewish forces
proceeded to advance through Haifa
like a knife through butter. The Arabs

began fleeing in panic, shouting ‘Deir
Yassin’ Arabs throughout the
country . . . were seized with limitless
panic and started to flee for their lives.
This mass flight soon developed into a
maddened uncontrollable stampede.”

Since then, there have been many
Deir Yassins. In 1956, Israel joined
Britain and France in invading Egypt
when Egyptian President Nasser na-
tionalized the Suez Canal.

In 1967, it occupied the West Bank of
the Jordan, the Golan heights, and
other areas—placing hundreds of thou-
sands of Palestinians under direct
military rule. Israel was prepared to
intervene in Jordan in September 1970
to aid King Hussein in crushing
the Palestinian freedom fighters in
Jordan.

Nor have Israel’s counterrevolution-
ary activities been limited to the Mid-
dle East. Besides helping to train the
secret police of the shah of Iran in
methods of torture, the Zionist regime
supplied arms to former dictator Som-
oza of Nicaragua. It is now arming the
dictatorships of El Salvador, Hondu-
ras, and Guatemala.

Since the Iranian revolution swept
away the tyranny of the shah, Wash-
ington has come to depend on the
Israeli regime even more to police the
oil-rich Middle East. This is especially
true in light of the shakiness of the
Saudi monarchy and the Sadat regime
in Egypt.

But in Israel itself, growing numbers
of working people are getting tired of
the endless war against the Arab peo-
ple. On May 16 in Tel Aviv, thousands
of Israelis protested ‘Begin’s handling
of the Lebanese crisis.

Secret police guidelines target antiwar groups

By Fred Feldman

The Reagan administration is op-
enly talking about unleashing its se-
cret police against opponents of U.S.
intervention in El Salvador. The move
came less than two weeks after the
May 3 demonstration in Washington,
D.C., where 100,000 marched and ral-
lied in the biggest and most important
antiwar action in almost a decade,

On May 13, the White House submit-
ted, for the information of Congress,
the draft of a proposed executive order
setting guidelines for U.S. intelligence
agencies.

The May 14 New York Times re-
ported that the draft permits such
agencies to engage in “special activi-
ties” such as “the infiltration or dis-
ruption of a political group consisting
mainly of Americans but that is led by
foreign nationals, or of groups sus-
pected of being an ‘agent’ of a foreign
power.”

The Times report explained, “This
could include groups promoting ‘soli-
darity’ with or sympathy for such
foreign movements as left-wing guerril-
las in El Salvador.”

The new executive order sheds light
on the purpose of an article that ap-
peared in the April 26 issue of Human
Events, a right-wing newspaper with

close ties to Reagan administration
circles. The article falsely asserted that
the Committee in Solidarity with the
People of El Salvador (CISPES) had
been initiated by the brother of Salva-
doran Communist Party leader Shafik
Handal in cooperation with the Ameri-
can Communist Party.

Thousands of Americans, including
many from campuses, Black and La-
tino communities, and the unions have
participated in CISPES activities.

CISPES has held speaking tours and
has helped to initiate and organize
numerous legal, peaceful rallies, teach-
ins, and picket lines—May 3 being one
example.

The proposed executive order aims to
legitimize disruption, infiltration, and
harassment of all organizations and
individuals who don’t go along with
Reagan on El Salvador.

Unions like the International Associ-
ation of Machinists and the Interna-
tional Longshoremen’s and Ware-
housemen’s Union—which have
spoken out against U.S. intervention—
could be targets. As could the dozens of
union locals that have heard Salva-
doran unionists describe the brutal
repression imposed on their homeland
by the junta.

Catholic, Protestant, and Evangeli-

cal churches that have criticized Wash-
ington, as well as civil rights groups
like the NAACP and Black United
Front, may appear on the new ‘“ene-
mies list.”

Not to mention the scores of other
organizations—including virtually ev-
ery left group—that supported the May
3 protest.

Washington has often used the
phony pretext of a group “led by for-
eign nationals” or “suspected of being
an ‘agent’ of a foreign power” in order
to use police-state tactics against oppo-
nents of war. But even former CIA
director William Colby recently con-
ceded that the movement against the
Vietham War “was an indigenous
movement, not dependent on foreign
support.”

The new guidelines have nothing to
do with fending off supposedly sinister
foreign influences. They are part of
Reagan’s drive to junk the guarantees
in the Bill of Rights in attempting to
silence opponents of the inhuman
slaughter Washington is fostering in
El Salvador.

But millions of Americans are not
willing to be intimidated. That is why
the Socialist Workers Party suit, which
is challenging the very government
crimes that Reagan’s guidelines seek

i

ort
Part of May 3 rally against U.S. interven-
tion in El Salvador. Participants in this
rally would be among targets of new ex-
ecutive order.

to codify, is winning such broad sup-
port.

And that is why outspoken opposi-
tion to U.S. intervention in El Salva-
dor, spurred on by actions like the May
3 march, is continuing to spread and
intensify.

Get this button free

with purchase of subscription

The Militant—8 weeks/$2

From Harlem to San Francisco to Miami, anger is
mounting at the wave of racist murders in Atlanta.

Why won't the cops catch the killers? How can Rea-
gan send millions in weapons to El Salvador when
Black children cannot safely walk the streets of

Atlanta?

Each week the Militant brings you news and analy-
sis and information on what you can do to help stop

the killings.

If you subscribe now, you'll receive free the button

shown here.

Subscribe today

[ New

STOP

RACIST

Name

[J Renewal

[] $2 for eight issues (new readers)
[] $5 for three months
(] $24 for one year

Address

City

State

Union/Org.

Zip

14 Charles Lane, New York, N.Y. 10014

MAY 29, 1981

THE MILITANT 3



15,000 celebrate

Malcolm X

WASHINGTON, D.C.—A
youthful outpouring of the
Black community here May 17
celebrated the birthday of Mal-
colm X.

A crowd of more than 15,000,
made up overwhelmingly of
teenagers, participated in fes-
tivities during the annual Mal-
colm X Day Celebration spon-
sored by the Malcolm X

Cultural and Education Center.
The center has organized the
event for ten consecutive years.

Betty Shabazz, the widow of
Malcolm, was a guest of honor

MALCOLM X

birthday

during the six-hour program,
which included music and an
array of local and national
speakers.

Speakers included Rev. Ben
Chavis, leader of the National
Black Independent Political
Party; Walter Fauntroy, D.C.
non-voting delegate to Con-
gress; and Omari Musa, co-
chair of the Virginia NBIPP.

Chavis, Musa, and other
speakers urged everyone to par-
ticipate in the national rally
scheduled here May 25 to pro-
test the Atlanta murders.

New blow to Chicago
desegregation fight

By Jon Hillson
CHICAGO—Opposed by all
five Black members, the Chicago
school board submitted desegre-
gation “principles” to federal
district judge Milton Shadur on
April 29. The “principles” virtu-
ally eliminate any mandatory
busing, leave the big majority of
all Black schools untouched,
‘preserve a massive white major-
ity in the city's segregated
schools, and propose minimum

voluntary busing for Black stu- -

dents into such areas.

The school board’s action was
blasted by Operation PUSH as a
concession to “politicians who
have engaged in forced segrega-
tion.”

The NAACP termed it a “con-
tinuation of a tradition to main-
tain segregation.”

Shadur is expected to rule on
the guidelines sometime in Ju-
ly.

On April 15, the school board
had voted to eliminate busing
provisions of a desegregation

program submitted to them by
planners earlier this year.

That same day the NAACP
filed suit in federal district
court, opening a new legal front
in the battle to desegregate Chi-
cago's public school system.

Charles Carter, the civil
rights organization’s assistant
general counsel, says Chicago
has “the single most segregated
public school system in Ameri-
ca.

The chief bigot attempting to
scuttle desegregation is Chicago
Democratic Mayor Jane Byrne,
backed by Illinois Republican
Gov. James Thompson.

As it became clear that Judge
Shadur would soon rule on a
desegregation plan, Byrne and
Thompson were emphatic in
claiming there was no money
available for busing.

In February, Byrne beefed up
the racist majority on the school
board by refusing to renominate
two Blacks and replacing them
with two antibusing whites.

Tyler conviction upheld

Gary Tyler, a young Black
- man from Louisiana, has been
fighting a murder conviction
for six years. On April 27 the
Fifth U.S. Circuit Court of Ap-
peals upheld his conviction.
In 1974, when Tyler was
sixteen, his high school was
the scene of racist violence. On
October 7 he was riding in a
bus with other Black students
from Destrehan High School
when it was surrounded by a
mob of brick-and-bottle-
throwing whites. As the bus
pulled away, shots were fired
and a white student was killed.
In an atmosphere of racist
hysteria, Tyler was pulled from
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the bus, beaten by cops, and
later accused of the murder. In
1975 an all-white jury found
him guilty. He was sentenced
to die in the electric chair.
Later the sentence was
changed to life imprisonment
without parole for twenty
years,

Since the original trial, the
only witness against Tyler has
recanted her testimony, and
the murder weapon has been
“lost.”

The decision of the appeals
court came in a rehearing after
the conviction was ruled un-
constitutional last year.
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United Mine Workers backs

D.C. rally for

The following statement
was released by the United
Mine Workers of America
on May 11.

Sam Church, Jr., president of
the United Mine Workers of
America, today endorsed the
May 25 “Rendezvous for Life’s
Sake” that is sponsored by the
Committee to Stop the Chil-
dren’s murders and is being
held to protest the Atlanta
murders and increasing vio-
lence against children nation-
wide.

Church called the planned
rally “a noble effort to mobilize
public opinion and concern for
fighting continuing attacks on
the lives and well-being of this
nation’s children.

“The members of the United
Mine Workers are all too famil-
iar with bloodshed,” Church
said. “Each year thousands of
coal miners are disabled in the
nation’s mines, and thousands
more die from injuries and
black lung disease.

‘“Needless death is no
stranger to us, so it’s not hard
for our members to sympathize
with the parents and friends of
the victims of the senseless
killings in Atlanta,” Church
added.

The committee sponsoring
the May 25 rally at the Lincoln
Memorial here in the nation’s
capital is chaired by Camille

Atlntg children

‘Members of UMW are all too familiar with bloodshed.’

Bell, the mother of one of the
victims in the string of killings
in Atlanta, nine-year-old Yusef
Bell.

“I have a great respect for
Mrs. Bell for trying to do some-
thing about these terrible
crimes,” Church said. “I also
have the deepest sympathy for
her and all the other relatives
and friends of the victims of

these irrational murders.”

The union leader added that
on the day of the rally, a
wreath would be placed at the
union’s international head-
quarters here in memory of
Atlanta’s murdered children, a
measure usually taken only in
memory of union brothers and
sisters killed in the nation’s
mines.

Congress opens assault on
affirmative-action programs

By Bill Gottlieb

Rep. Robert Walker (R-Pa.)
has introduced legislation that
would ban the use of numerical
quotas to increase school enroll-
ment or hiring of Blacks, Lati-
nos, or women. Walker indi-
cated that the bill has the
approval of President Ronald
Reagan.

The May 7 New York Times
reported that the Walker bill,
“if adopted, would bar the
Equal Opportunity Commis-
sion from requiring goals and
timetables for hiring women
and members of minority
groups. It would also prohibit
the Office of Federal Contract
and Compliance Practices from
making such numerical goals a
condition of eligibility for Fed-
eral contracts.” ’

The Senate Judiciary- Com-
mittee’'s subcommittee for the
Constitution is also getting in
on the act. The subcommittee’s
chairman, Sen. Orrin G. Hatch
(R-Utah), has introduced a pro-

posed constitutional amend-
ment that would forbid federal
and state governments from
making “distinctions on ac-
count of race, color or national
origin.”

The subcommittee held hear-
ings in early May on affirma-
tive action. While Hatch called
affirmative action “an assault
on America,” Martin Kilson, a
Harvard professor and the only
Black witness to be -called,
explained that from the days of
slavery to the 1960s, something
“rather like [affirmative ac-
tion] had gone to whites.”

The affirmative action pro-
grams and quotas won in the
1960s and 1970s were a means
to overcome centuries of dis-
crimination. They marked a
victory not only for women and
Blacks, but for the whole labor

' movement.

Reagan, Walker, Hatch, and
the employers are going after
these gains with a vengeance,
just like they’re trying to get

'ORRIN HATCH

busing and abortion rights. It’s
the cutting edge of their as-
sault on working people as a
whole. That’s why every work-
ing person should demand re-
tention and extension of affir-
mative action.

New York meeting demands
U.S. Navy get out of Vieques

By Bill Gretter

NEW YORK—A “Cultural
Evening in Support of Vieques”
held here May 16 drew 175 peo-
ple. More than $550 was raised
to support the struggle of the
people of that small island off
the coast of Puerto Rico. The
meeting featured performances
by Puerto Rican 'musicians,
poets, and dancers. It was spon-
sored by the New York Commit-
tee in Support of Vieques.

The people of Vieques are

struggling to get the U.S. Navy
off their land.

U.S. Navy bases occupy three-
fourths of the Puerto Rican is-
land. The Navy carries out prac-
tice bombing and amphibious
assault exercises on the eastern
side. The western side is used
for weapons storage. Agricul-
ture has been almost eliminated
there, and the fishing industry
is now being destroyed.

The base in Vieques is part of
a network of U.S. military bases

in Puerto Rico, in Panama, and
in Guantanamo, Cuba, through
which U.S. imperialism seeks to
maintain its domination of Lat-
in America. The struggle
against the Navy's presence
continues under the leadership
of the Vieques fishermen’s asso-
ciation.

For more information, con-
tact: National Vieques Support
Network, 339 Lafayette Street,
New York, N.Y. 10012.



Why won't Atlanta cops find racist killers?

By Maceo Dixon

ATLANTA—A heinous crime is being
perpetrated against the black communi-
ty in Atlanta.

Twenty-seven young Blacks have
been murdered and there have been no
arrests. There are no clues. No suspects.
And no end in sight to the kidnappings
and killings.

Many questions

Many questions need to be answered
by Atlanta’s police, city hall, the FBI,
and the Reagan administration.

Why, after one year and nine months
since the first child was murdered, are
there no clues and no suspects?

What does the police department,
FBI, and city government have to hide?
Why is the public kept in the dark?

Why haven’t the major news media in
Atlanta or nationwide asked these ques-

_ tions?

Simple. There is a racist cover-up by
the city, state, and federal governments.

Worse than that, they are attempting
to blame the slain victims for their own
deaths.

A brief summary of the facts shows
this:

The FBI, cops, and city officials have
refused to inform the public of the prog-
ress or details of the investigation.

The capitalist media have featured
articles about how the slain youth had
been out “selling their bodies,” “hus-
tling,” or “running drugs.” And how the
parents “weren’t looking out for them.”
And how they “came from broken
homes.”

These racist slanders have been
echoed by the cops, city hall, and the
FBLI. In fact, this has been their consist-
ent policy in conducting the investiga-
tion.

Cops refused to respond to a call for
help from Patrick Baltazar, who tele-
phoned to report that a white man had
tried to lure him into a car.

The Black youth was found dead
shortly afterwards.

A Black man was arrested for firing at
a car that had tried to pick up another
Black youth. Yet the white driver was
not arrested or even considered a sus-
pect.

Nor did the cops investigate published
reports that a man in a police car, with a
police uniform in the back seat, has re-
peatedly tried to pick up Black youths.

Many Blacks have suspected a cop
may be involved. Yet there have been no
questions asked by the special police
task force.

Klan in local police

City officials and the FBI have not
even asked their agents in the Klan to
turn over information about the activi-
ties of this racist group—which has
training camps in Alabama to prepare
for “race war,” and seeks to recruit
white police in Atlanta. One Klan lead-
er has bragged on national TV that the
KKK already has several members in
the city’s police force.

The cops have not asked any ques-
tions of the Nazis or of the National
States’ Rights Party, headed by racist
J.B. Stoner, whose headquarters is
right outside Atlanta.

Instead of seriously investigating the
killings and taking adequate steps to
protect the Black community, these lo-
cal and federal officials have been inves-
tigating and accusing the mothers and
those trying to protect the children.

They even denounced the formation of
several community patrols, consisting of
residents volunteering to watch out for
neighborhood children.

Camille Bell, mother of slain Yusef
Bell, has correctly described the official
attitude as “a smokescreen” being used
to cover something up, “to keep me from
knowing.”

Another aspect of this smokescreen is
the lie spread by the media and Atlanta
officials that the killings are not racist
—just a reflection of violence in Amer-
ican society today.

No conspiracy?
Police Commissioner Lee Brown pro-

M{iiitanUAmbaI Yanez

Demonstrations like this one of 10,000 in Harlem are needed in Atlanta and across the
country to force the government to stop the racist murders in Atlanta.

claimed that “It is difficult for local peo-
ple to separate what is happening in
Atlanta from the killings of Blacks in
Buffalo, the Vernon Jordan shooting
and other incidents. There is a tempta-
tion to believe there is a major conspi-
racy against Blacks, but I certainly
don’t buy that.”

Atlanta Mayor Maynard Jackson was
even more blunt. Speaking to a news
conference on March 17, two days after
1,500 people marched there to protest
the killings, Jackson told residents to
“lower their voices” and “stop trying to
pin the blame” for the murders on “any
racial group.”

Millions of Blacks and other working
people may not know the “racial group™
of the killer or killers, but that’s not the
point.

The issue is still racism.

We know the color of the victims is
Black—the same color as the victims in
Buffalo, the man lynched in Mobile, Al-
abama, and the joggers shot in Salt
Lake City.

If the victims had been white, the na-
tional guard and the army would have
been sent immediately to Atlanta to
find the killers. They would be patrolling
the banks of the Chattahoochee River,
where several bodies have been found.

Working people—Black and white—
across the country recognize that this is
racism. That’'s why there has been a
massive outpouring of solidarity with
Atlanta. Demonstrations have occurred
in Harlem, Newark, Jersey City, Atlan-
ta, and on the West Coast.

The attempt of the cops, the city offi-
cials, the FBI, and the federal govern-
ment to deny the racist character of
these killings—like their attempts to
blame the mothers and slander the vic-
tims—is part of a campaign to demobil-
ize and confuse Atlanta’s Black commu-
nity. It’s part of a cover-up to get the
heat off the Reagan and Jackson admin-
istrations for their failure to conduct a
serious investigation, and to catch the
killer or killers.

They fear that when the murderer’s
identity is disclosed, the Black commu-
nity may explode in a rebellion like Mia-
mi—especially if the cops are involved.

Maynard Jackson admitted this.

“You would string us up,” he said, “if
we told you all we knew,” the March 28
Pittsburgh Courier reported.

This is also why the Jackson adminis-

tration is attempting to divert attention
from the issue of racism.

Clamp down on community

How? Clamp down on the Black com-
munity just as any good capitalist may-
or would do.

The city has instituted a curfew, re-
quiring youths fifteen years and under to
be off the streets by 7 p.m. under penalty
of jail or fines.

The state legislature is trying to pass
new bills on the death penalty.

Instead of solving the crimes, empha-
sis has been placed on beefing up the po-
lice force. That’s where our federal tax
dollars have gone. Police patrols have
increased in the city by 33 percent. May-
or Jackson is campaigning to hire 400
additional police. Yet at the same time,
he wants to take cops off the murder in-
vestigation to spend more attention on
“normal crime.”

But Jackson has some additional wor-
ries. The killings have put his pro-capi-
talist administration in a bind.

The murders come in the context of
the racist, antilabor offensive coming
from the White House and being carried
out by every city administratien in the
country—including Jackson’s which is
primarily Black.

Like a Black foreman or supervisor
who administers a plant or a depart-
ment for a white boss, Jackson adminis-
ters the city for the entire boss class
—the owners of the corporations and
banks—who profit from discrimination
against Blacks.

The last thing these rulers of Atlanta
want is a Black r:nellion, and Jackson
knows that.

And, like a good foreman he certainly
doesn’t want to “lead a strike” by mobil-
izing the Black community to demand
an end to the racist attacks.

The Jackson administrition needs to
keep the illusion alive that Black Demo-
crats and Republicans in office are dif-
ferent than whites—and that stlantais,
in fact, the “Black Mec a.”

That's why you have -0t seen the
same outpouring of support for the
Black community by unions and civil
rights groups in Atlanta.

Racists emboldened

But, by demobilizing the Black com-
munity to save their own hides and do
the rulers bidding, the Jackson adminis-
tration is actually emboldenir.g the ra-
cists in Atlanta and across the vountry.

That’s why mobilizations of the Black
community and its supporters are cru-
cial.

More demonstrations like the May 25
rally in Washington, D.C., are needed
around the country—including in
Atlanta.

The green ribbon campaign, a con-
stant reminder that the eyes of America
are on Atlanta, is also critical.

Such actions are the only way to force
the Reagan administration and Atlanta
officials to find the killer or killers.

The support of several national
unions in this effort is particularly im-
portant.

Miners’ support

The United Mine Workers, currently
on strike and in the forefront of the fight
against the employers offensive, is con- .
ducting a special wreath-laying cere-
mony on May 25—to help focus national
attention on the murders in Atlanta and
to show their solidarity. (See article on
page 4.)

On May 14, District 65 of the United
Auto Workers in New York City held a
special membership meeting of 2,000 to
3,000 people to show solidarity with
Atlanta.

The Philadelphia and New York
Transit Workers, and other unions, have
given green ribbons to their members.

Such a movement of the Black com-
munity and the unions, as well as other
supporters, can demand a public investi-
gation—an end to all secrecy. It can call
for opening up the files of the cops and
FBI, and making public all details of the
investigation.

In addition, the racist cover-up in
Atlanta necessitates the formation of an
independent Black commission of inqui-
ry—led by the mothers of the victims,
labor, and civil rights leaders—to inves-
tigate for itself, and to take the steps it
feels necessary to end the murders and
find the killer or killers.

In this way, the national outrage over
these racist killings can be organized in-
to a force that can put an end to these at-
tacks.

By Any Means Necessary,
by Malcolm X, $3.45
Malcolm X on Afro-American
History, by Malcolm X, $2.25
Two Speeches by Malcolm X, $.75
Malcolm X Talks to Young People,
by Malcolm X, $.75
Grenada: Revolution in the
Caribbean, by Andrew Pulley, $.95
Grenada: Revolution at Work,
by W. Richard Jacobs, $.50
Workers in the Changing South,
by Nelson Blackstock, $.95
South Africa: White Rule, Black
Revolt, by Ernest Harsch, $7.95
The Assassination of Malcolm X,
by George Breitman, $2.45

for postage and handling)

Order from Pathfinder Press, 410 West St., New York, N.Y. 10014 (Please include $.7y
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POLITICAL POLICE ON TRIAL

FBI witnesses knock hole in gov't case

By Michael Baumann
and Harry Ring

NEW YORK—Pursuing its trial
against the federal government, the
Socialist Workers Party called FBI
agent Charles Mandigo back to the
witness stand May 14, followed by FBI
burglar Arthur Greene.

Their testimony left a hole the size of
a Mack truck in the government’s de-
fense.

The socialists have put the FBI, CIA,
and Immigration and Naturahzatlon
Service on trial for more than four
decades of investigation, harassment,
wiretaps, burglaries, and disruption
programs directed against them solely
because of their political beliefs. They
are demanding a halt to such opera-
tions, along with payment of $40 mil-
lion in damages.

In its defense, the government has
claimed that this attention from its
political police agencies was warranted
by the suspicion that the socialists
have or will commit serious crimes.

Taken together, the testimony of
Mandigo and Greene delivered one of
the most serious blows yet to the
government’s case. It clearly estab-
lished:

® the FBI claims of possible SWP
and YSA violations of the Voorhis
(“foreign affiliation”) Act were nothing
but a pretext for investigation;

® the SWP and YSA have never
violated a single criminal statute;

® the SWP and YSA were being
investigated, by illegal means, solely
because they were “not on the side of
the government.”

A few typos

Mandigo testified first. He is the
author of an affidavit—a portion of
which the FBI has insisted must re-
main secret—that was supposed to
establish that leaders of the SWP
committed, or planned to commit,
crimes, thereby justifying forty years’
surveillance of the party.

In his initial testimony April 13,
Mandigo was so unresponsive to ques-
tions about possible SWP “criminal”
acts that presiding Judge Thomas
Griesa almost ordered him off the
stand.

Following that initial testimony the
socialists called as a witness George
Breitman, a veteran leader of the SWP
who demonstrated that the public por-
tion of Mandigo’s affidavit was riddled
with factual errors. (See Breitman's
testimony in last week’s Militant.)

By the time Mandigo left the stand
the second time, the credibility of-his
charges was reduced to utter shreds.

Questioned by SWP attorney Mar-
garet Winter, Mandigo admitted his
affidavit contained “a few typographi-
cal errors, and a few oversights.”

There was indeed a multiplicity of
errors, typographical and otherwise.

Not only were quotations, dates, and
names of individuals and organiza-

tions hopelessly scrambled. But when
Judge Griesa forced the FBI to produce
the “classified” documents on which
Mandigo’s assertions of “seditious”
utterances by party leaders were
based, they turned out to be worthless
informer reports.

One such document was produced to
back up the charge that SWP leader
“James P. Cannon said that Russia
wants war now,” and in event of such
a war “the SWP will support Russia
against imperialist America.” This
turned out to be a report of a report of
the SWP’s 1950 national convention.

Griesa posed the - question: “How
many hearsays have we got there? You
have got the informant telling the FBI
that someone reported on the national
convention that Cannon be-
lieves. . . .”

Little wonder the FBI wanted to keep
such documents “‘secret.”

Soon Mandigo was in even deeper
trouble. He was pressed by Winter as
to whether FBI documents contained
any information about Cannon of
criminal activity, actual or potential.

No, Mandigo responded, only “asso-
ciational conduet” with the Fourth
International. This, he said, “might”
violate the Foreign Agents Registra-
tion Act, the Internal Security Act, or
the Voorhis Aet.

(The SWP was forced to formally
disaffiliate from the Fourth Interna-
tional in 1940, following passage of the
reactionary Voorhis Act.)

Get concrete

Judge Griesa took over the question-
ing.

“Let’s put aside those things about
the relationship,” he said, “and let’s
talk about something that has to do
with more physical acts, like sabotage
or violence or robbery. . ..”

Mandigo responded: “I do not have
any such information, your honor.”

After a few more questions, Griesa
again posed the issue. “The govern-
ment,” he observed, “keeps asserting
this proposition about the possible
violation of the Foreign Agents Regis-
tration Act and the Voorhis Act.

“Now . . . nobody would even con-
tend that you have to have a forty-
year-long surveillance of the SWP and
the YSA in order to determine whether
they violated the Voorhis Act or the
Foreign Agents Registration Act.

“And it is quite clear that the FBI
didn’t have the slightest interest in
those subjects. They never prosecuted
anybody for it. I don’t even know why
we keep talking about the Voorhis Act
as far as this possible criminal activ-
ity.” :

He continued, “I would like to have
somebody from the FBI to get up on
the stand and tell me that the reason
they hired all these informants and
engaged in all these Cointelpro activi-
ties and had all these millions of
sheets of paper developed, and spent*
all this money was to determine

Pt Thot &S (M ibbast
FBI agent Charles Mandigo, recalled to witness stand by socialists.

whether anybody should be presecuted
for violation of the Voorhis Act.

“You know perfectly well that that
wasn't the case.”

FBI burglar

Griesa deepened this line of question-

ing with the next witness, Arthur
Greene.
A retired thirty-year FBI man,

Greene was assigned by the New York
office to oversee the investigation of
the Young Socialist Alliance from 1957
(when formation of the youth group
was still in the discussion stage) to
1966.

In this capacity he participated in
“between seventy-five and ninety’’ bur-
glaries of YSA and SWP offices in New
York.

Enough on Voorhis Act!

Greene first claimed that one of the
FBI's “highest objectives” in the
break-ins was to determine whether
the YSA and SWP were violating the
“original Voorhis Act or subsequent
federal statutes.”

“Did the FBI come to any conclusion
as to ‘whether the Voorhis Act was
violated or not?” Griesa asked.

When Greene replied that he could
not “recall,” Griesa reminded him that
the socialists had in fact “never been
prosecuted for violation of the Voorhis
Act.”

Griesa added that after
investigations . . .

“endless
one would sort of

think that maybe the FBI got enough
information on that subject.” So were
there any other laws the socialists
were suspected of breaking?

When government attorney Edward
Williams suggested the Smith “inter-
nal security” act, Griesa responded by
asking when the socialists had last
been prosecuted under it.

“I believe in 1941,” Williams said.

“1941. We are now in 1981,” Griesa
said. “What did you decide about the
Smith Act violations, since 19417”

When Williams declined to answer,
Griesa returned to Greene.

“The federal government must have
statutes prohibiting things like bomb-
ings and assassinations and kidnap-
pings and sabotage,” he said. “I never
hear anything about that in this case.
We hear all about*the Voorhis Act.”

No evidence of any crime

Griesa continued questioning
Greene.

“Did you ever discover a firearm”
during the entries into the socialists’
headquarters?

“During the entries, no.”

“Did you ever discover a bomb?”

“No, I did not.”

“Or a hand grenade?”

“No, but that was one of our objec-
tives. . . .”

“Did you ever discover any reason to
believe you would find one?”

“NO ”

“Did you ever discover anything

ahan
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Tom Pontolillo is the chairman
of Division 501 of the Brotherhood
of Locomotive Engineers. His local
works in the New York-New Jersey
area.

Pontolillo has attended the So-

and plans to go again. Why?

“It’'s an education in how the
American justice system works. I'd
encourage other people to go to the
trial also.”

Will the trial accomplish any-
thing?
“It's very timely. The FBI is

At the trial...

cialist Workers Party trial twice -

trying to roll back changes made
since the '60s and '70s. This is a
challenge to them.

“They’re after everything. Even
the voting rights act is threat-
ened.”

How is the case relevant to the
unions?

“The situation we have with
Conrail and Amtrak is completely
political. If the government can get
away with cracking down on the
SWP, it can get away with crack-
ing down ongrailway labor. Be-
cause we're in a political fight with
the government too.”




about a plan to commit bombings?”
“No.”
“An assassination?”
“NO.”

Griesa said he had trouble putting
what he was being told “together with
what I have learned as a judge about
the requirements of search war-
rants. . . .”

He asked Greene if he had ever
received any instructions by the FBI
about what were proper and improper
methods of conducting an investiga-
tion.

“Just anything you can recall,”

Griesa said. “You take all the time you
want and tell me all the training you
got on that.”

Criminals have rights

Greene answered: “We were in-
structed in regard to criminal matters
that search warrants were required.”

“How about domestic security inves-
tigation? . . . Do you remember at any
time getting any training, having any
literature given to you, anything of
that line about what is proper and
what is improper on entering premises
for security investigations?”

“No, I do not,” Greene answered.

What he did recall was the basis on
which the FBI had been authorized to
investigate the SWP.

Authorization came from a presiden-
tial “edict,” issued by Roosevelt “back
in the late 1930s,” making the FBI
“responsible for internal security.”

“It. was our responsibility,” he said,
“to ascertain the very internal security
threats on an organizational and an
individual basis.

“Should something happen, we
would want to know who is on the side
of this government and who is not.”
(Emphasis added.)

PRDF: funds urgently needed

By Harry Ring

Jules Feiffer is pitching in on the
project. How about you?

Feiffer, the noted cartoonist, has
designed a special button which will be
used by the Political Rights Defense
Fund in its current drive to raise
$125,000.

PRDF is backing the Socialist Work-
ers Party suit against the federal gov-
ernment and the money is urgently
needed by the time the trial ends.

Progress is being made in raising the
money, says PRDF spokesperson Hol-
brook Mahn. But, he adds, a good deal
more effort is needed to ensure success.

So far more than $33,000 has been
received by the committee. There is
another $37,000 that has been pledged
at PRDF rallies in various parts of the
country. Assuming all the pledges are
met, $55,000 remains to be raised.

An encouraging step in that direc-
tion was made in Los Angeles. There,
an array of notables shared the plat-
form at a May 16 PRDF meeting.
Participants in the meeting contri-
buted and pledged more than $3,000
for the fund.

Funds and political support for the
case are being gathered in more mod-
est, but equally important, ways as
well. In Indianapolis, a group of PRDF
supporters held a barbecue. A number
of industrial workers participated, as

well as other supporters of political
rights. Elizabeth Stone, a member of
the SWP National Committee, ad-
dressed the gathering. There was good
food, discussion, and more than $100
raised for PRDF.

In Philadelphia, supporters are con-
ducting a raffle for the cause.

A series of rallies across the country
will be held in June. All will help in
completing the fund effort.

The money is urgently needed. Em-
phasizing this, Mahn ticked off a
number of substantial costs the com-
mittee must meet.

A special eight-page tabloid with thé
most recent developments in the case
is being published in a run of 100,000.

In addition, the committee’s bro-
chure giving the basic facts of the case
and indicating the scope of committee
support has been exhausted. A new
edition of 35,000 is slated.

Printing and mailing these two
items alone will cost more than
$12,000.

Court costs are substantial.

Before the trial is over, Mahn esti-
mates, just buying the daily tran-
scripts of the trial proceedings will cost
more than $20,000.

Travel expenses for witnesses will
run around $7,000.

Reproducing necessary legal docu-
ments and other material has already

New button designed for PRDF by
cartoonist Jules Feiffer.

cost more than $10,000.

And during the peak period of the
trial, the phone company is sending
bills that run to $1,500 a month.

Just adding up that incomplete list
of expenses should make clear how
urgently the committee needs the
$125,000.

Finally, about that Feiffer button.
Everyone who contributes $10 or more
gets a complimentary one. So send in a
contribution today, get the Feiffer eye-
catcher by return mail, and use it to
help spread the word about this fight
for everyone’s civil liberties.

Militant/Lou Howort
More than 100 turned out for Political Rights Defense Fund rally in Brooklyn May 15, protesting threat to deport for-
eign-born socialists and political activists. Speakers, from left, Barbara Bowman, Political Rights Defense Fund;
Héctor Marroquin, member of Socialist Workers Party under order of deportation to Mexico; Mojgan Hariri-
Vijeh, member of Young Socialist Alliance under threat of deportation to Iran; Johnny McCalla, Association of Hai-
tian Workers; Donna Cooper, Mobilization for Survival; Father Don Kenna, New York H-Block/Armagh Committee.
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DAY
BY

DAY

WHAT HAPPENED IN COURT

During the trial of the Socialist suit
the ‘Militant’ will run capsule day-by-
day summaries of court proceedings.

DAY 25: THURSDAY, MAY 14

FBl.agent Charles Mandigo, recalled to
stand by socialists, is unable to substan-
tiate any charge whatsoever of criminal
activity by YSA and SWP leaders. Ac-
knowledges profusion of errors in'FBI af-
fidavit on this topic previously submit-
ted.

Deposition of former U.S. Army em-
ployee John O’Brien introduced. O’Brien

. says he helped carry out army program

in Chicago to use ultrarightist Legion of
Justice to disrupt SWP, YSA, and anti-
war movement.

DAY 26: FRIDAY MAY 15

FBI agent Arthur Greene, who broke
into socialists’ offices between “seven-
ty-five and ninety” times, says aim was
to establish “who is on the side of this
government and who is not.”

Laura Miller, former member of YSA
and SWP, testifies about Legion of Jus-
tice attack on YSA member’s home, Chi-
cago party headquarters.

Army attorney claims no records exist
on such a program. Judge Griesa orders '
another search, with special attention to
seeing if they are somewhere else than
in “regular files.”

DAY 27: MONDAY, MAY 18

Government admits error in claiming
existence of ‘International Operational
Center of Fourth International,’ a term
chosen for its military connotations.

FBI files on Timothy Redfearn, an in-
former in Denver YSA, introduced. Docu-
ments show FBI accepted documents he
stole.

Captain Kevin Flannigan says world-
wide search for documents on army dis-
ruption of SWP turned up nothing.

DAY 28: TUESDAY, MAY 19

SWP member Priscilla Schenk testi-
fies on burglaries carried out by FBI in-
former Redfearn.

Judge Griesa orders government to
determine whether phone of former SWP
member Hedda Garza was illegally wire-
tapped, as she believes.

Deposition of Mary Lawton, former at-
torney with Justice Department, intro-
duced. Lawton says that although FBI re-
peatedly requested explicit written in-
structions on SWP and YSA after official
termination of investigation in 1976, only
informal, verbal response was given.

SWP leader José Pérez, a native of Cu-
ba, testifies on numerous FBI visits, pol-
itical harassment by INS.

Files introduced showing CIA fabricat-
ed documents, falsely attributed them to
Trotskyists, and had them published in
Latin America.

DAY 29: WEDNESDAY, MAY 20

Psychologist Hannah Levin, an expert
witness, testifies on damaging effects of
FBI's spying and disruption program.

SWP member and rail worker Steve
Wattenmaker, an army draftee in 1971,
testifies about harassment by military of-
ficials because of his socialist politics
and opposition to Vietnam War.
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Marcus Garvey—victim of

By Michael Baumann

The use of immigration laws to give
the boot to “subversives” has a long
history.

One chapter, little known today, is
how the “land of the free” first used
deportation as a weapon against the
Black movement.

The year was 1927. The victim was
Marcus Garvey, founder of the Univer-
sal Negro Improvement Association
(UNIA).

Since his deportation Garvey has
been so thoroughly written out of the
history books that a few facts about
his life and organization are in order.

Garvey was born in Jamaica in 1887,
the youngest of eleven children of a
poor farming family descended from
escaped African slaves.

Apprenticed to a printer at age four-
teen, he became a foreman at eighteen
and unemployed two years later for
helping lead a strike.

Over the next several years Garvey
traveled widely, observing and protest-
ing the conditions of Black laborers
from the Panama Canal to the planta-
tions and mines of Costa Rica, Nicara-
gua, Honduras, Colombia, Venezuela,
and Ecuador.

Returning to Jamaica in 1914, he
founded the first branch of what was
to become the most powerful organiza-
tion of Blacks the world had seen.

The UNIA was the first effort to
organize poor and working-class
Blacks. It stressed the common inter-
ests of all people of African descent,
wherever they might happen to live.
Its aim, in Garvey’s words, was to
unite “all the Negro peoples of the
world.”

The UNIA taught pride in being
Black. It stressed the rich history of
Africa before white colonization, the
need to end colonial rule, and the need
to win social, economic, and political
rights for Blacks everywhere.

Garvey came to the United States in
1916. He toured much of the country,
lecturing on the aims of the UNIA. He
organized a branch in New York;
within a few months more than a
thousand members had been enrolled
in Harlem.

Over the next few years the UNIA
exploded into an organization of more

than a million members worldwide,
taking its call for Black unity to forty
countries on four continents.

In the United States, its most impor-
tant base, the UNIA published a
weekly newspaper, the Negro World.
Containing sections in French and
Spanish for distribution in the colonial
world, the World became the mobiliz-
ing voice of the struggle for independ-
ence in Africa and Black rights in the
imperialist centers.

Conditions made the United States
ripe for Garvey’s movement. It drew its
strength from the convergence of three
potent social forces: migrants from the
South confronting the cold blast of
unemployment and job discrimination
in the North; small shopkeepers ruined
by the postwar economic crisis; and
Uncle Sam’s Black soldiers, 200,000 of
whom returned to racial discrimina-
tion in the United States after fighting
in Europe to “make the world safe for
democracy.”

By 1919 Garvey had formed thirty
chapters in different U.S. cities.

The aims of the UNIA were concret-
ized in a massive convention in New

y, left, on ship deck in New Or-
leans, 1927, as he was about to be de-
ported. Above, crowd gathered to pro-
test his expuilsion from country.

York in 1920, attended by thousands of
delegates from all over the U.S., Cen-
tral America, and the Caribbean. Pre-
ceded by a march through Harlem, the
opening session drew a crowd of 25,000
to hear Garvey’s revolutionary mes-
sage:

“We are the descendants of a suffer-
ing people; we are the descendants of a
people determined to suffer no
longer. . We shall organize the

400,000,000 Negroes of the world into a
vast organization to plant the banner
of freedom on the great continent of
Africa. . . . If Europe is for the Euro-
peans, then Africa is for the black
peoples of the world.”

A declaration of the Rights of the
Negro Peoples of the World was
adopted by the convention. Protesting
discrimination Blacks suffered, it de-
manded basic political, social, and
economic rights. The colors chosen for
the banner of the Garvey movement
were the origin of today’s familiar red,
black, and green.

A movement of this size and scope
among America’s most oppressed did
not escape government attention.
When ridicule failed, the Garvey move-
ment was hounded by libel suits, tax
claims, court cases, and “sedition” in-
vestigations.

Eventually Garvey himself was rail-
roaded to prison on a spurious charge
of mail fraud. When protests forced his
early release, he was deported in 1927,
as a “convicted felon.”

America’s white rulers deported Gar-
vey, a contemporary Black newspaper
explained, because he “made black
people proud of their race. In a world
where black is despised, he taught
them that black is beautiful. He taught
them to admire and praise black
things and black people. . . . he heard
and responded to the heart beat of his
race.”

This was the crime of the first Black
man in American history to be de-
ported for his ideas.

Show your support.

Room 302.
Foley Square. New York City

IN MANHATTAN:
108 E. 16th St., 3-4 p.m.

COME TO THE TRIAL

Daily from 10 a.m. at the Federal Courthouse,

MEET THE WITNESSES FOR THE SWP AND THE YSA
Euch Saturday during the trial. Hear reports on the triul
proceedings. Find out what socialists stund for. Refreshments.

IN BROOKLYN:
335 Atlantic Ave.. 3-5 p.m.

tion.

Victims of the government’s political police—trade unionists, Black rights acti-
vists, participants in the women’s movement, and others—will be featured
speakers. For more information on the rally nearest you, call the numbers listed -

Political Rights Defense Fund rallies planned

Supporters of the Political Rights Defense Fund are planning rallies across the
country during May and June. Up-to-the-minute trial news on the Socialist
Workers Party $40 million lawsuit against the government will be a main attrac-

below.
May 30 Schenectady June 10 Miami June 19 Houston

(518) 374-1494 (305) 769-3478 (713) 524-8761
May 30 Salt Lake City June 12 Oakland June 27 Newark

(801) 355-1124 (415) 763-3792 (201) 643-3341
May 30 Twin Cities June 13 Seattle June 20 Atlanta

(612) 644-6325 (206) 723-5330 (404) 872-7229
May 30 Charleston, W.V. | dJunel3 Piedmont June 20 Birmingham

(304) 345-3040 (919) 723-3419 (205) 323-3079
May 31 Detroit June 13 Dallas June 20 San Antonio

(313) 875-5322 (214) 826-4711 (512) 222-8398
June 6 Pittsburgh June 13 Chicago June 21 Cincinnati

(412) 488-7000 (312)939-0737 (513) 751-2636
June 6 San Diego June 13 Cleveland June 27 Iron Range

(714) 234-4630 (216) 579-9369 (218) 749-6327
June 6 New York June 13 St. Louis June 27 Tidewater

(212) 533-2902 (314) 725-1570 (804) 380-0133
June 6 Philadelphia June 13 San Francisco June 27 Morgantown

(215)927-4747 (415) 824-1992 (304) 296-0055
June 6 Gary June 14 Portland June 28 Kansas City

(219) 884-9509 (503) 222-7225 (816) 753-0404
June 7 Baltimore June 14 San Jose July 11 Washington, D.C.

(301) 235-0013 (408) 998-4007 ' (202) 797-7699
June 7 Indianapolis June 14 Louisville July 11 Boston

(317) 283-6149 (502) 587-8418 (617) 262-4621
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CBS launches slander campaign

Grenadian revolution comes under attack

By Nelson Gonzalez

Washington has stepped up its at-
tack on the Grenadian revolution.

It.comes in the guise of a three-part
series of investigative reports on Gre-
nada, titled “Prisoner in the Police
State.” The series was conducted by
Dave Marash and aired by CBS the
week of May 14.

The pretext for this slander cam-
paign was the Grenadian govern-
ment’s arrest of Clem Langdon, a
Grenadian and former resident of
Brooklyn.

The “evidence” that Grenada is a
police state was concocted by CBS
through selective interviews, “artist
conception” sketches, and crude inuen-
does. These portrayed Langdon’s case
as that of an individual unjustly ar-
rested, beaten, tortured, shot, yet to be
charged with any crime, and not ex-
pected to be tried.

Clem Langdon, known as the
“Yank” by other detainees, was admit-
tedly an opponent of the Grenadian
revolution. He was put under preven-
tive detention by Grenadian authori-
ties on suspicion of counterrevolution-
ary activities two months after a
terrorist bombing killed and injured a
large number of people.

His case is being used by CBS as a
smokescreen to hide the tremendous
advances of the Grenadian revolution.

The CBS broadcast coincides with—
and was undoubtedly influenced by—
current State Department policy. It is
aimed at turning the American peo-
ple—especially Blacks in New York
City where the broadcasts were mainly
heard—against the Grenadian revolu-
tion. Further it's aimed at intimidating
American workers from visiting Gre-
nada, in an attempt to strangle the
central aspect of the Grenadian econ-
omy: tourism.

Propaganda of this sort also helps
create an atmosphere that favors re-
cruitment in the United States (whose
Grenadian population exceeds that of
Grenada itself) of individuals hostile to
the revolution. The example of Cuba
shows such individuals are often used
to conduct terrorist activities against
the revolution.

Since the overthrow of the dictatorial
Gairy regime in March 1979, the Gre-

Mili Howort

Rev. Herbert Daughtry addresses demonstrators protesting anti -Grenada slanders at CBS building in New York.

nadian people have come under inten-
sified attacks on several fronts.

On June 19, 1980, during a massive
rally at the Grenadian capital of St.
Georges, Gairyite terrorists planted a
bomb aimed at the leadership- of the
New Jewel Movement, Grenada’s go-
verning party. Maurice Bishop, the
prime minister, was not harmed, but
two youths were killed, and thirty-
eight other people were hospitalized.
Twenty-one people have been detained
in connection with the bombing and
will face trial soon.

On the economic front, Washington
has been on a campaign to sabotage
the Grenadian economy. The most
recent move involved using diplomatic
pressure to persuade European and
other nations not to contribute to Gren-
ada’s airport project, vitally necessary

to the island’s tourist industry.

This coordinated attempt at intimi-
dation, harassment, and economic
strangulation has now been escalated
with the airing of the CBS series.

Grenada’s Attorney General and
Minister of Legal Affairs Kendrick
Radix immediately flew to the United
States to confront CBS’s charges. On a
WLIB radio talk show, Radix an-
swered Marash’s charges that Grena-
da was a police state.

He took up Marash’s *“concern” for
political prisoners, urging him instead

" to “focus on Atlanta—we’re not killing

nobody down in Grenada.”

“Nobody is being teargassed in our
country as used to happen in the past,”
Radix explained. “These are the signs
and the symbols of the new democracy

. people are getting employment,

that is democratic; free health care,
that is democratic; free education, that
is democratic.

“We could not be building a police
state in our country and support our
brothers and sisters in South Africa
and in Namibia for their liberation . . .
because our foreign policy is an exten-
sion of our domestic policy.”

Several days after the broadcasts,
close to eighty people picketed the CBS
building in New York City. Represent-
ing organizations such as the Black
United Front, Dominica-Liberation
Movement, and Caribbean Peoples
Alliance, they chanted, “CBS, USA,
Hands Off Grenada.”

In addition, the Grenadian Mission
is planning a May 23 rally at the
Mahalia Jackson High School at 790
East New York in Brooklyn.

2,000 protesters greet ‘The Gipper’

By Jon Hillson

SOUTH BEND, Ind.—In his first
speech outside Washington in two
months, Ronald Reagan was met by
more than 2,000 demonstrators here at
Notre Dame University’s commence-
ment on May 17.

The protest, called by the Chicago
Religious Task Force on El Salvador,
drew foes of Reagan’s foreign and
domestic policies from across the cen-
tral Midwest, some traveling from as
far as St. Louis.

“Money for Jobs, Not for War; U.S.
Out of El Salvador!” was the main

chant. .

" Wearing his cap and gown, Notre
Dame Prof. Peter Walshe blasted the
university administration’s decision to
give Reagan an honorary degree. He
called the move contrary to “all that
Notre Dame claims to stand for.”

Several university alumni attended
the march and rally outside the com-
mencement center, while inside, scores
of students wore white armbands to
protest Reagan’s presence. Two weeks
earlier, 800 students had demonstrated
here to oppose the invitation to Rea-
gan.

Greetings were read to the rally from
International Association of Machi-
nists President William Winpisinger
and International Longshoremen’s
and Warehousemen’s Union President
James Herman. In his message, Her-
man called the ILWU’s decision not to

load military cargo to El Salvador the
“only reasonable and humane alterna-
tive” to Reagan’s support to the junta
and the “reign of terror imposed on the
people of El Salvador by their govern-
ment.” d

Secundino Ramirez, of the Human
Rights Commission of El Salvador,
urged the crowd to keep up its antiwar
efforts, to help “us write the real his-
tory of El Salvador, not the history
imposed by the- State Department of
the United States, but the history
written by the workers, the peasants,
the students, the teachers, the people of
El Salvador. And we can write it
together with the North American peo-
ple‘}}

Also participating were Black hospi-
tal workers from Local 1199 in Gary;
automobile workers from South Bend;
members of the Indianapolis National
Organization for Women; high school
activists from the Detroit Committee
Against Registration and the Draft;
and senior citizens from Chicago.

Demonstrators carried antiwar signs
as well as placards in defense of abor-
tion rights and the Equal Rights
Amendment; in solidarity with Atlan-
ta’s Black community; against nuclear
power; and for Britain to get out of
Ireland.

The overwhelming majority of the
marchers were young. Many were
fresh from the giant Washington an-

tiwar rally on May 3.

The size and spirit of the demonstra-
tors demoralized a group of twenty-five
flag-waving right wingers carrying
signs saying, “Welcome, Gipper.” This
was a reference to Notre Dame football
legend George Gipp, played by Reagan
in the 1940 movie “Knute Rockne: All-
American.”

Some of the right wingers were Ku
Klux Klanners from southern Indiana.

The protest against Reagan was
backed by numerous area religious,
solidarity, and peace groups, along
with the Midwest Region IAM Council
and UAW Local 5 in South Bend,
whose president, Jim Beck, addressed
the rally.

By Ed Berger

SALT LAKE CITY—“Stop MX
—Stop U.S. nuclear terrorism.”
“Fry chicken, not people.”

These were some of the signs at
the May 2 demonstration here
against construction and deploy-
ment of the MX missile in Utah
and Nevada. Estimates of the
crowd ranged as high as 2,500,

Demonstrators heard a diverse
list of speakers at rallies before and
after the action. The threat to Na-
tive American land rights was
discussed by Celeste Devin of
Southern Utah State College and
John O’Connell, an attorney for
the Western Shoshone Sacred
Lands Association.

Preston Truman of Citizens Call
documented the huge increases in
leukemia and cancer deaths from

Utahns protest MX missile

nuclear testing in the 19508 and
1960s.

Bill Hoyle, chairman of the Utah
Socialist Workers Party, declared:
“The MX should not be put on
railroads, not on submarines, not
in silos, or on space shuttles. It
should not be built at all!”

Gloria Firmage, past Utah
Mother of the Year and now with
Utahns United Against MX, spoke.
So did rancher Cecil Garland and
State Sen. Frances Farley.

Rev. Steven Sidorik, chairman of
the Rocky Mountain Conference for
the United Methodist Church, told
the crowd: “To say that adding
more nuclear missiles will improve
our chances at avoiding nuclear
war is ‘theologically speaking’ bull-
shit,”
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The ‘Militant’ is starting the ‘National Picket Line’ column again.
It will appear regularly with brief news items concerning the labor
movement.

The ‘National Picket Line’ first appeared in the ‘Militant’ during
World War II. It was edited by Marvel Scholl. She had written a
similar column for the Teamsters’ ‘Northwest Organizer’ in 1937.

In addition to this column, the ‘Militant’ will continue to run
‘Union Talk.” That column features articles by union members
concerning developments in their unions, or discussions with other
workers.

We hope resuming the ‘National Picket Line’ will help keep
‘Militant’ readers better informed of labor news from around the
country.

Let us know what’s happening in your area—strike news, union
resolutions, local press clippings, whatever—drop us a line at the
‘Militant,” 14 Charles Lane, New York, New York 10014.

Mazzocchi campaigns in N.Y.

Supporters of Tony Mazzocchi, who is running for president of the Oil,
Chemical, and Atomic Workers Union, held a fund-raising reception for his
campaign in New York City May 13. More than one hundred people
attended the gathering, which was sponsored by OCAW Local 8-149,
Mazzocchi’s home local.

Among those speaking in support of Mazzocchi were Sam Meyers,
president of UAW Local 259, and Henry Foner, president of the Fur,
Leather, and Machine Workers Joint Board, New York City.

Mazzocchi explained why he thought the labor movement needed a new
orientation and a more democratic leadership to deal with stepped-up
attacks. The strategy of supporting the Democratic Party, he said, was “no
longer viable.” He urged a “vigorous discussion of the possibility of forming
a labor party.”

In 1979, he ran for president of the union and lost by less than 1 percent of
the vote.

News flash for the foreman

We've all seen it happen. Fayette Nale, a member of United Auto Workers
Local 400 in Utica, Michigan, was fired by Ford Motor Company in 1974
after rejecting her foreman’s sexual advances.

Nale decided to sue. On February 2, 1981, the courts—in a landmark
decision—ordered Ford to pay Nale $187,023.36 in damages, clear her
employment record, and give back her seniority.

This case, and an article about sexual harassment on the job, are featured
in the March issue of the UAW paper, Solidarity.

Teamster head dies

Frank Fitzsimmons, president of the two-million-member Teamsters
Union, died May 6 of lung cancer.

A sixty-six-year-old vice-president, Roy Williams, was named interim
president. He will run for president at the union’s international convention,
which opens June 1 in Las Vegas.

Teamsters for a Democratic Union has announced plans to run a
candidate, Pete Camarata, in that election. TDU, a national group opposed
to the present union officialdom, claims 8,000 members in forty chapters
across the country.

THE SUPPOSED LINK BETWEENW
COTTEM DUST AND BROWN-LUNG
DIsersE

’ THE TeXTILE INDUSTRY:
WELLOMES THE ADHINISTRATION'S
SELOND LOOW. AT ..

THIS MORE BVEW - HANDED
APPROACH TO BURDENSOME
KEGULATIONS. ..

WiLL MAKE vs ALl
BREATHE A LITTLE EASIER.

Wasserman, Washington Star

. . . and the union members?

In case you were worried about Lee Iacocca, the chairman of Chrysler who
voluntarily cut his pay to $1 in 1979 . . .

According to a recent stockholders report, Iacocca got a raise in 1980. He
was paid $116,321 for the last quarter of the year.

The Chrysler Board also managed to scrape together a $500,000 bonus
payment for him.

—Vivian Sahner

3,000 in N.Y.

protest

murder of Francis Hughes

Militant/| Marc Lichtman

NEW YORK—Supponers of the Irish freedom struggle turned out for two actions
May 16 to protest British occupation and murder of hunger striker Francis Hughes.
Above, part of crowd of 3,000 at demonstration called by Irish Northern Aid. Earlier,
2-300 picketed British ship Queen Elizabeth Il. Victor Gottbaum, executive director of
District Council 37 of American Federation of State, County, and Municipal Employ-
ees, spoke at press conference announcing this action. Sponsoring groups included
H-Block/Armagh Committee and National Association for Irish Freedom.

Closing down Consol ...

By Ginny Hildebrand

UPPER ST. CLAIR, Pa. — On the
fifty-third and fifty-fourth days of the
coal strike, Consolidation Coal Com-
pany operations were shut down tight.
Not just their mine sites, but their
corporate headquarters as well.

For two days, nearly 300 United -

Mine Workers members spanned the
two entrances to the offices here, just
outside of Pittsburgh.

The UMWA mobilization was pro-
voked when a Consol employee driving
a pickup truck struck a UMWA pick-
eter May 15. Small groups of pickets
have been maintaining a daily vigil at
the corporate headquarters.

Hundreds of miners turned out at 6
a.m. the following Monday morning in
response to the attack on the miner.

When local police moved to arrest a
miner, they were convinced to back off.
Dozens of strikers stepped forward to
say that to arrest one, cops would have
to arrest all.

A handful of employees, some in
three-piece suits, defied the picket line
to staff the Consol offices. Others were
convinced by the pickets to take the
day off.

Many passers-by in this affluent
Pittsburgh suburb seemed chilled by
the sight of hundreds of UMWA pick-
eters. In contrast, school bus drivers,
truckers, and construction workers
honked, gave the clenched fist salute,
and rolled down their windows to
convey such messages as, “You people
deserve everything you can get from
these damn oil companies.”

On the second day again only a few
employees reached their offices. But at
about noon, word arrived that the
sheriff was on his way with a tempor-
ary restraining order limiting pickets
to three at each gate.

Picketers then dispersed and re-
grouped several miles down the road.

Spirits were generally high at the
end of the two days. For many it was
their first opportunity since the strike
began to demonstrate their anger. The
arrogant BCOA negotiators, led by
Consol head B.R. Brown, have been
stonewalling the contract negotiations.

The large picket lines showed the
company that at any time, on short
notice, union members are prepared to
mobilize, and that miners will not
tolerate any violence against a single
union member.

New from Pathfinder Press . . .

Cuba’s Internationalist Foreign Policy 1975-80

FIDEL
CASTRO
SPEECHES

includes Cuba in Angola by Gabriel Garcia Marquez

Paperback, 391 pages. $7.95 (include $.75 for postage). Order from Pathfind-
er Press, 410 West Street, New York, N.Y. 10014
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BLE local chairman blasts pact

How rail workers can fight the cutbacks

The following is a slightly
abridged version of the talk given
by Tom Pontolillo, chairman of
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi-
neers Division 501, to the May 15
Militant Labor Forum in Newark,
New Jersey.

Brothers and sisters:

As 1 join you tonight in this discus-
sion, we find ourselves in the midst of
perhaps the most serious predicament
each of us may ever face. We find
ourselves caught in a whirlwind of
" events which appear to change our
situation on an almost daily basis. My
hope is to be able to move all of us for
just a few moments into the eye of the
storm in order that we may calmly see

Militant Stu Singer
TOM PONTOLILLO

what is happening around us and, as a
result, see what must be done in order
to avoid the suffering which Reagan
and company would gleefully force
upon us.

Wednesday, April 29, produced for
rail labor its greatest achievement in
decades. Well over 30,000 of our broth-
ers and sisters—nearly 25,000 in Wash-
ington alone—loudly and militantly
voiced their outrage over the applica-
tion of Reaganomics to the rail trans-
portation industry in the Northeast. In
our fight we have had the amazingly
strong support of rail workers from
other railroads as well as that of
workers in other industries.

It is clear that we dropped a bomb-
shell on Washington by our actions.
And the bombshell is that the health of
both the local leadership and the rank
and file i8 better than even the optim-
ists had felt.

An indication of our success, and the
extent to which Washington was
shaken up, was the timing of the
sellout agreement, which occurred a
mere five days after the march. In an
attempt to stem the rising tide of
consciousness and militancy on the
part of the rank and file, Conrail and
the government pulled out all the
stops. Just imagine the pressure
which must have been put on the
RLEA [Railway Labor Executives’ As-
sociation] in order to have achieved
capitulation by a majority of our so-
called leaders in so short a time. But
now is not the time to sit around and
bemoan our predicament. Qur most
important tasks lie in the immediate
future.

Political solution

The solution to the Conrail/Amtrak
situation is strictly political in nature.
We have realized this for some time,
and the RLEA is just beginning to
admit to this fact. Even Washington
now publicly states that this is so.

Our problem is that we have no
political power in Washington any
more, if indeed we ever did. Some of
the political Rip van Winkles in our
leadership trace our lack of influence
to the fact that Ronald Reagan de-
feated Jimmy Carter last November.
Naive attitudes like these are not only
most dangerous, they are patently
false.

The fact is that Carter had the same
intentions as Reagan, although per-
haps Carter’s timetable for the destruc-
tion of our contracts was slightly more
drawn out.

Our political impotence can be
cured in only one way. And that way is
definitely not to grovel before the exist-
ing political powers for a few crumbs
from their banquet table. This type of
behavior is the primary cause for our
fight today for our very survival.

The time has come for the real lead-
ership in the labor movement on all
levels to coalesce and construct the

only organization which will secure for
the workers of America the political
power which will serve the workers as
its sole interest—an American labor
party.

Reagan’s program

When one views the Reagan eco-
nomic program as a whole, and consid-
ers the other statements which are
coming out of Washington, two points
become crystal clear.

One, that Reaganomics will drasti-
cally alter both the philosophy and the
direction of this country.

And, two, that in the process a
dastardly attempt is being made to
radically change the relationship be-
tween individual freedom and constitu-
tional rights on one hand, and the so-
called property rights of faceless

‘multinational conglomerates and the

alleged national security concerns of
government police agencies on the
Continued on next page

Rail workers at

NEWARK—The May 15 Militant
Labor Forum here was a chance for
rail workers and others to get to-
gether and discuss the company and
government attacks on the rail-
roads.

It reflected some of the intensive
discussions resulting from the Rea-
gan budget cuts, the April 29 union-
organized demonstrations, and the
sweeping concessions made less
than a week later by top union offi-
cials.

The forum was chaired by United
Transportation Union member Bev-
erly Andalora. The speakers were
Sam Maffei, chairman of Machinists
Local 1944; Richard Hagstrom from
UTU Local 800; and Tom Pontolillo,
chairman of Brotherhood of Locomo-

picture of the decline of the rail-

Newark forum

tive Engineers Division 501.
Maffei sketched an interesting

roads. He described how billions of
tax dollars were used to build and
modernize railroads for the profit of
the owners.

Maffei’s call for rail workers to
unite in a single union brought
shouts of agreement. The century-
old issue is gaining new relevance
for rail workers today.

In the discussion period, other rail
workers—members of clerks, fire-
men, and engineers unions—spoke.

Richard Hagstrom and Tom Pon-
tolillo had some suggestions along
those lines. Excerpts from their
talks appear on this and the follow-

ing page.

Why Conrail, Amtrak should be nationalized

The following are excerpts from
the text of a talk given by rail
worker Richard Hagstrom to the
May 15 Militant Labor Forum in
Newark, New Jersey. Hagstrom is
a recently laid-off fireman and a
member of the United Transporta-
tion Union Local 800.

Two weeks ago today sixty-five fire-
men were laid off in Conrail’s Atlantic
region. The layoffs were blamed on the
coal strike.

I don’t believe that’s the reason. It's
an excuse for the company to do what
they wanted to do in the first place. It’s
called speed-up, and it started hitting
all the crafts long before the coal
strike.

I don’t blame the miners for striking.
I support them. As individuals and
union members, we should give them
whatever support they need. We should
also try to learn from them because
they know how to conduct a strike. We
want them on our side when we need
help. That's the meaning of solidarity.

Solidarity is especially important on
the railroad because the work force is
divided up by craft, by union, by
railroad, and by region.

Eugene V. Debs addressed this prob-
lem at the end of the 19th century
when he organized the American Rail-
road Union. He said: “An injury to one
should be an injury to all. It’s wrong to
be separate. The corporations do not
take this view of it.

“When a road becomes involved in a
strike, the other roads, the newspapers,
the banks, and all the rest come to the
rescue. I wish that labor might follow
the example set by capital.”

Recently it looks like the rail unions
have begun learning from Poland

about solidarity. For once they acted
together when they issued a united call
for the April 29 demonstration in
Washington, D.C. Many banners and
speeches emphasized the theme of soli-
darity. :

With this solidarity it seemed that
we could go into the fight to save
Conrail and Amtrak with every chance
of success. -

But less than a week after the dem-
onstration, Fred Kroll, chairman of the
Railway Labor Executives’ Associa-
tion—the same Fred Kroll who issued
the call for the April 29 demonstration,
the Fred Kroll who gave a militant
speech at the Washington rally—gave
the concept of solidarity a knife in the
back.

He agreed to let Conrail workers lag -

behind the rest of the industry in wage
increases for the next three years.

What do we get in return? A chance
to have a union official on Conrail’s
board of directors, just like Fraser now
sits on the Chrysler board.

Settlements like this pave the way
for more defeats like the Milwaukee
Road, Rock Island, and Railway Ex-
press, and ultimately for the breaking
of the union as happened on the Flor-
ida East Coast.

The Florida East Coast is the model
of what railroad owners and managers
would like to see. It may have a crimi-
nal record with respect to safety and
service, but it has an excellent record
with respect to profits.

The government, the media, the rail-
road bosses are all in agreement that
the only good railroad is a profitable
railroad.

This attitude is wrong. Railroads
should operate as a public service.
Should we insist that fire departments

Militant Stu Singer
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turn a profit? Railroads are in the
same category.

The loss of freight and passenger
service would totally disrupt the econ-
omy, not to mention the highways, of
the northeast.

The government complains about a
$200 million annual subsidy for Con-
rail and Amtrak. This doesn’t mean it
has anything against subsidies to
banks and other giant corporations.
On January 15 the Department of
Transportation took $2.11 billion from
the U.S, Treasury and gave it to Penn
Central, which went into bankruptcy
years ago and no longer operates a
single railroad.

It’s a question of who benefits. Con-
rail and Amtrak should be subsidized.

And since they run on federal mo-
ney, they should be nationalized. Right

MAY 29, 1981

now they are both privately-owned .
corporations that operate for private
profit. They are shielded from public
scrutiny and control.

But nothing could be further from
the government’s mind than nationali-
zation. Now that billions of tax dollars
have been pumped into Conrail, Wash-
ington thinks it’s ripe for the next set
of profiteers.

Conrail doesn’t show a profit. But
profits are still being made from Con-
rail, which has its own bondholders
and financial entanglements. How
many swindles must be concealed in
the books! All the facts should be
brought out for public inspection.

It is urgent that the railroads, and
especially the bankrupt railroads, be
nationalized and run in the public
interest. Every other industrial country
has done this.

In order to make sure that the rail-
roads really are run in the public
interest, they should be administered
by a publicly elected board, whose
meetings would be open to the public.

One of the things we need to do is to
get management off our backs on a
day-to-day basis so that railroads can
be run safely and efficiently.

A leaflet put out last month by the
Brotherhood of Railway and Airline
Clerks showed that Conrail’s annual
deficit is about equal to Conrail man-
agement’s total annual salaries. I
think railroad workers should be re-
sponsible for normal operations. Let
the managers work for a living, along
with the bankers and all the other
parasites that have profited from the
business of wrecking railroads and
ruining people’s lives.

As they say on the railroad, “They
just aren't qualified on our territory.”
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Continued from preceding page

other. The prospects of the entire pack-
age are frightening, as all are threat-
ened.

Reagan, the autocrat, intends to turn
the clock back on everyone at least
thirty years, in short order. And our
“elected representatives” are both un-
able and unwilling, by their career-
long history of prostitution to big
business, to even try to stop Reagan.

Reagan’s alleged mandate lies in the
fact that both major political parties
have strayed so far from the people
they purport to serve that the best
talent they could come up with for last
year’s presidential election consisted of
an over-the-hill “B” movie actor and a
“good ole boy” with squinty eyes, a
flashy smile, and not a hell of a lot
between the ears.

When Reagan can raise $270,000
from his buddies—the oil company ex-
ecs—to redo “Nancy’s White House,”
you know damn well where we fit into
anyone’s plans.

And since the late, great Democratic
Party has gone belly-up on us, after
.decades of inching away, we will have
to do it ourselves. '

We need a national program to pro-
vide decent, safe jobs which pay at
least a liveable wage for all Ameri-
cans. We need to insure adequate hous-
ing, food, transportation, education,
and equal rights for all Americans. We
will never realize this as long as the
people who now run the country are
able to continue to shut us out.

Labor party

A labor party geared toward rank
and file labor, the unemployed, and the
small farmer will, by the size of that
constituency alone, provide us with the
political power to accomplish all this
and more.

But the establishment and wide-
spread acceptance of a labor party is,
in relation to the present fight, a long-
term goal. We must now review what
must be implemented in the short-term.

At the present time it is known that
two unions have refused to sign the
sellout agreement. They are the Broth-
erhood of Locomotive Engineers and
the Signalmen’s union. I haven’t heard
of any public statements by the Signal-
men, but the indications from the BLE
are that it's most likely that no deci-
sion will be reached until the budget
has been settled. But of course, we
workers all know that budgets are
made to be broken.

Another hopeful note is the fact that
some of the unions, including at least
BRAC and the Maintenance of Way
workers, have ratification procedures.
This means that some of the signa-
tures will mean nothing unless and
until the sellout package is ratified.

And here is where we come in. Each
and every rail worker in the U.S,
whether he is working, off sick, fur-
loughed, or retired, has a vested inter-
est in seeing this sellout proposal go
down to a resounding defeat. Mass
layoffs on Conrail and Amtrak would
obliterate all retirement, unemploy-
ment, and sickness monies for all rail
workers, past, present, or future.

And a combination wage/benefit/
work rules freeze and/or giveback
would have the same harmful rippling
effect on the industry that the
UAW-Chrysler givebacks are now
having on Ford and GM auto workers.
What happens here will affect every
rail worker. And we here, through hard
work and determination, can turn this
into a resounding victory for the entire
labor movement.

I firmly believe that we can win only
by all pursuing one common goal as a
course of action. And I would like to
outline for you the steps I feel must be
concurrently undertaken to achieve
that goal.

Agreement can be fought

As the BLE and the Signalmen have
not yet signed us away to three years of
nothing, their rank and file must imme-
diately exert all the pressure they can
summon to keep the signatures of their
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international leaders off that damnable
agreement.

This pressure can best be placed by
means of letters, mailgrams, and even
telephone calls to all levels of leader-
ship. We must make clear to those inter-
nationals the strength and depth of the
rank and file’s commitment to the com-
mon goal.

Likewise, we must impress upon our
brothers and sisters from BRAC, Main-
tenance of Way, and all other unions
having ratification the importance of a
defeat of landslide proportions for the
proposed agreement.

The workers who have no ratification,
such as UTU members, should imme-
diately and continuously express their
outrage at the capitulation.

This will require an enormous educa-
tional and informational undertaking at
all levels to impress upon everyone the
potentially disastrous national effects of
a sellout. We must convince all rail
workers in the country, and as much of
their leadership as is possible, that the
following is the proper and only viable
position we can take:

That, because of the catastrophic in-
dustry-wide effects resulting from the
policies advocated thus far, unless Am-
trak and Conrail are allocated sufficient
funds to maintain at least the level of
service now being provided and suffi-
cent funds to keep the wages and condi-
tions of Conrail and Amtrak workers
abreast of those in the rest of the indus-
try, we may have no alternative but a
national strike to insure our survival.

If this position is adopted and carried
out, we will have attained our goal.

We must display our unshakeable de-
termination and solidarity to the inter-
nationals, the carriers, and Washing-
ton. I would like to point out one most
important area in which this may be
accomplished.

Back the unemployed

Since the demonstration, both Conrail
and Amtrak have furloughed a sizeable
number of our brothers and sisters.
Some of them are here with us tonight.
Amtrak blamed it on budget cuts which
haven’t taken effect yet, and Conrail
blamed our brothers and sisters in the
coal mines. But their lies were imme-
diately exposed, and recognized as such
by the rank and file, when overtime
costs went through the roof.

What they had hoped to accomplish
was a rift in the rank and file and a gen-
eral shaking up of the troops. This has
not happened! If anything, the troops
are more determined than ever before to
beat these amoral bastards back. And it
will be very simple to do this.

The furloughed must not be thrown
out by us as they were by the carriers.
We must organize to keep them active in
the unions by guaranteeing them con-
tinuing participation. We must insure
that they fully understand the full
range of benefits to which they are en-
titled and help them obtain those benef-
its. And, if necessary, we must dig into
our own pockets to keep them from go-
ing under until the victory is ours. They
did not ask to be tossed out on the street.
They are today, and will always remain,
our brothers and sisters. We must tell
everyone: “You will not scare us with
the threat of more layoffs; we will not let
these people suffer.”

Let this serve as a public measure of our
strength and determination.

We have one hell of a job ahead of us.
But I guarantee you that, if we win, this
will be the sweetest victory many of us
will ever taste. And by the same token,
if we lose, it will be the most painful de-
feat many of us will ever suffer. Not
one single person will be unaffected if
we go down. Therefore, no one can lie
back or give it anything less than his or
her all.

We must all work together, and if we
do we can win; and I think we will win.
If we don’t hang together we sure as hell
will hang separately. We all know what
we have to do—now let’s do it.

Thank you.

‘Militant’ reprint of contract
spurs sales to rail workers

By Nancy Rosenstock

Supporters of the Militant are on a
special campaign this week to widely
circulate the issue of the Militant that
prints the text of the agreement be-
tweep Conrail and the rail unions.

Reports after only a few days of
sales indicate that Conrail workers are
anxious to read it. Many rail workers
who are not employed by Conrail also
see the importance of following the
developments.

At the Thirtieth Street Conrail yard
in Philadelphia, workers were greeted
the morning of May 19 with leaflets
headlined “Read the text of the Conrail
Rail Union Pact in the Militant.” The
leaflet explained that sales people
would be back during the lunch break.

The results: eighteen single copies of
the Militant were sold, plus one sub-
scription and a copy of the book Ameri-
can Railroads: the Case for Nationali-
zation by Dick Roberts. _

In New York, at least forty-four rail
workers have already bought copies of
this issue of the Militant. Twenty of
these were sold at the Sunnyside rail
yard in Queens and twenty-four at

Grand Central Station in Manhattan
Near Pittsburgh, workers at the
large Conrail yard in Conway grabbed
up twenty copies of the Militant in less

. than a half hour.

AMERICAN
RAILROADS

American Railroads: The Case for Na-

tionalization. By Dick Roberts.

Get this book free with pyrchase of sub-
scription to the Militant. $5 for 3 months.
14 Charles Lane, New York, N.Y. 10014

Youth tour to Cuba:

By Harry Ring

NEW YORK—Maureen Coletta is
particularly enthusiastic about the low-
cost youth tour to Cuba being organized
by the Young Socialist Alliance for Au-
gust 9-16. The New York chairperson of
the YSA, Coletta visited Cuba recently
on a Militant/Perspectiva Mundial tour.

In an interview, she said the tour pro-
vided a wonderful opportunity “to find
out for yourself” what's really happen-
ing in Cuba.

She said the tours have two aspects
that are equally important. One part is
the organized, guided visits to a variety
of places and institutions. The other is
the time that’s made available to go out
on your own and meet and talk with peo-
ple.

The guided tours are essential, to get
an idea of how Cuba functions. On her
tour, they visited a school in the coun-
tryside, a Pioneer youth camp, an agri-

cultural community, a polyclinic, and .

more.

The effect of the new society, Coletta
continued, is particularly apparent
among teenagers and preteens.

“I talked to a young Black fellow. He -

was fifteen and interested in rock and
jazz. He said he had one friend who left
Cuba and went to Miami. But not him.
He said he loves his country, feels good
about it. Plus, he emphasized, in Cuba
there's no racism.”

Coletta was particularly impressed by
the schools in the countryside program

YSA has defen
ample for yout
the majority._ |
working peop

To be eligibl

have a valid pa
and under.

For more informati
er Station, New York,

'go see for yourself

which is for urban as well as rural stu-
dents. There, she said, they combine
study, recreation, and useful work. She
felt this adds to the political awareness
among young people, being treated as
whole individuals from an early age.
“They learn to think, to take responsi-
bility,” she observed.

In addition, they belong to organiza-
tions like the Young Pioneers and the
Communist Youth. “These are the exact
opposite of ‘brain-washing’ organiza-
tions,” she said. “They give youth the
opportunity to discuss problems in an
organized way, to take responsibility for
their lives and. contribute to society.

“It's most striking with children.
They’re treated as thinking, productive
developing human beings. So it's not
surprising when you find they can dis-
cuss what’s happening with the murder
of Black children in Atlanta, or the revo-
lution in El Salvador. Or how the Soviet
people have helped Cuba survive.”

Coletta said the YSA is working for a
very large turnout for its tour. She noted
the low price, $425 for a week, and only
$325 for high schoolers. “It’s still a lot of
money for young people,” she observed.
“But it's substantially less than the reg-
ular prices and it should make it more
possible for young people to go.

“On the basis of my experience,” she
said, “I can guarantee that everyone
who goes will come back incredibly ex-
cited—with an idea of how society can
be.”




District 31 steel candidates debate issues

By Jon Hillson

ST. JOHN, Indiana—dJim Balanoff
and Jack Parton squared off against
each other for forty-five minutes on
May 7, while television cameras taped
the debate between the two candidates
for director of United Steelworkers
District 31.

The clash between incumbent Bala-
noff, a leader of dissident forces in the
1.2 million-member union, and Jack
Parton, president of Local 1014 and
candidate of the international union’s
hierarchy, pitted different views of
what the USWA should be.

The two were questioned by reporters
from the Hammond, Indiana, Times,
the Gary Post-Tribune and South Chi-
cago’'s Daily Calumet.

“The issue is what kind of union the
membership wants,” Balanoff 3aid,
“from the bottom up, or from Pitts-
burgh [the union’s international head-
quarters] down.”

“It’s no secret that I don’t go to bed
with the companies,” he said, “I never
have, never will.” '

“I always believe in negotiating
from a position of strength,” Balanoff
said. That means “talking to the mem-
bership. Discussion, hammering out

a
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posed this basic right.

Samargia, Balanoff, Wilson, and
Patterson are known for their support
to the rights of women steelworkers.
Wilson supported the first women’s
advisory committee in the USWA.
Balanoff favors the establishment of
an international women’s affairs de-
partment.

In contrast, Balanoff's opponent,
Jack Parton, refuses to allow a
women’s committee to be established
in his local. Samargia’s opponent,
Eldon Kirsch, is even worse. In a
debate he said: “If I'm elected district
director, there will be no women’s
conferences. . . . I'm against women'’s
harassment, but men get harassed
mli!

Patterson supports the national
rights of the Quebec people. Balanoff
favors a strong civil rights department
and affirmative-action programs. Par-
ton gives lip-service to this issue and
Patterson’s opponent has said nothing
about the rights of Quebec workers.

Weisen helped organize a picket line
at U.S. Steel's annual stockholders
meeting May 4 to protest high profits
while steelworkers are out of work.
Paul Lewis, the incumbent, has at-
tacked Weisen for going to Youngs-
town to support steelworkers fighting
plant shutdowns. Weinstock, who was
a longtime union leader in Youngs-
town, helped organize the fight to save
steel jobs there. The McBride leader-
ship never even criticized the steel
industry for wiping out thousands of
jobs in Youngstown.

In other words, the reform candi-
dates are for militant unionism while
the McBride team favors labor “states-
manship.”

Fightback mood

The opposition candidates are more
in tune with the needs of the member-
ship. They reflect more of the fight-
back mood of growing layers of steel-
workers who are tired of the takeaways
of the steel bosses and the Reagan
government. '

Socialist steelworkers and many oth-
ers are backing these candidates
against the McBride team.

Although the program of the reform
candidates falls far short of the objec-
tive needs of USWA members, their
victory will mean a stronger, more
fighting union. It will inspire steel-
workers to press the international lead-
ership to better represent their inter-
ests. Their victory will shake up the
union.

Pressure from the ranks has forced
the McBride leadership to take positive
positions on social issues like the

that [contract], taking it to the em-
ployer,” and bringing it back to the
membership for a vote.

Parton, head of the largest USWA
local at U.S. Steel Gary Works, has
sought to portray Balanoff as a “con-
frontationist” and strike-happy—
against his challenger’s cooler judg-
ment and soft-spoken diplomacy.

“Only confrontation will come last,”
Parton said. “I think it takes a very
foolish person to say that they will
never strike. But it takes equally a fool
to strike when they don’t have to.”

Quoting from a recent article in
Craine’s Business Weekly, a Chicago
magazine for corporate executives, Ba-
lanoff said, “‘a victory by Mr. Parton
would result in a softer attitude to-
wards management.” That’s what the
companies are saying. They know a
pal when they see one.”

The two candidates took opposite
positions on the international official-
dom’s proposals for steel industry mo-
dernization, fashioned by a tripartite
committee of corporate bigwigs, gov-
ernment officials and the Lloyd
McBride leadership of the USWA.

Parton said the “most important”
aspect of this plan was “faster, not

greater tax write-offs for [steel] com-
panies,” the maintenance of the
“trigger price mechanism” on imported
steel, and “extension of [Environmen-
tal Protection Agency’s pollution].
guidelines,” all with the aim to spur
industry investment in steel.

Balanoff blasted the steel industry
for mismanagement, profiteering, and
refusing to modernize in the past,
which allowed mills and plants to
become obsolete.

“The only way we’re going to start to
get our country back on track is to
start to change priorities,” he said.

Balanoff said he favored a moderni-
zation program tied to maintaining
steelworker jobs.

Balanoff and Parton also clashed
over whether the union should sponsor
an ' international department for
women.,

The creation of such a department
Balanoff argued, would “make the
union stronger.”

Parton said a women’s department
was “divisive” and an act of “separa-
tism,” since there was no “men’s de-
partment.”

“That’s garbage,” Balanoff retorted.

their own coniracts.

RIGHT TO RATIFY :

Kirsch and Gravedoni have fried fo confuse the RIGHT TO RATIFY. They are irylng to
make a simple isswe so complicated that the Rank and File fears the right o vole on

SAMARGIA’S PROPOSAL FOR RATIFICATION IS TWO-FOLD.

FIRST: After the Int'l. Union negotiates the basic package which includes: wages,
pensions, vacations, S.U.B., contracting out and insurance benefits, which are the
same thoughout the Industry, the Presidents return to their local unions, and explain
the tentative settlement to the membership. The union membership, which covers
the 9 steel and 7 iron ore companies would vote on a “one member one vote” basis.
When these votes are counted, the entire Industry (325,00 members) has either ac-

cepted or rejected the offer, just like the coal miners.
IN MARCH, THE COAL MINERS REJECTED A PROPOSAL THAT WAS RECOMMENDED BY THEIR INT'L OFFICERS

BY A 270 1 MARGIN. THAT SHOWS THAT THE “RANK AND FILE" MINERS SAW SOMETHING IN THE CON-
TRACT THAT WOULD HURT THEM, AND WHO WOULD KNOW BETTEHT

SECOND: Each local union would negotiate particular problems that it has with-
in its own plant. The membership of that local, and only that local membership

would accept or reject their local issue package.

KIRSCH & GRAVEDONI WITH THEIR TACTICS ARE TRYING TO
CONFUSE AND DIVIDE THE MEMBERSHIP ON THE RATIFICA -
TION ISSUE. THEY DON'T THINK THE MEMBERSHIP IS INTELLI-
GENT ENOUGH TO DETERMINE ITS OWN FATE.

SAMARGIA KNOWS WE HAVE TO WORK UNDER THE CONTRACT ...

VOTE FOR A UNITED DISTRICT

DONT BE CONFUSED

WE SHOULD DECIDE IF WE WANT IT

This leaflet from Joe Samargia's campaign is being distributed on Iron Range.

Equal Rights Amendment, affirmative
action, and against racist terror. A big
victory for the opposition can acceler-
ate this process.

Ultimately, of course, the USWA
needs a radical shift in its priorities.
This can only happen once steel-
workers do what coal miners in the
UMWA did a decade ago: they threw
out the entrenched antidemocratic bu-
reaucracy.

The question is how to get to where
the miners are? How to build a
stronger union, with a class struggle
leadership?

Management’s views

The steel bosses are taking sides in
the election.

For good reason. It was only a year
and a half ago that the steel bosses
were threatening to “liquidate” the
steel industry if their profits didn’t
increase.

I the January 1980 American Iron
and Steel Institute report, called Steel
at the Crossroads, the bosses said

. unless the government came to their

rescue, foreign imports would push the
American steel industry out of busi-
ness. They argued for better tax rates,
weaker environmental controls, import
restrictions, and higher productivity
by steelworkers.

The McBride leadership—like union
officials in auto, rail, and other un-
ions—joined the company bandwagon
for relief.

What about the health and safety of
steelworkers? What about the layoffs?

No comment.

The union tops’ main concern was
companies’ profits.

They aimed their fire at the govern-
ment and let the big steel companies
off the hook. They cried: “Save U.S.
Steel to save jobs” or “Higher steel
profits means jobs.”

After the majority of local presidents
voted for the basic steel contract last
spring, International Vice-president
Joseph Odorcich was quoted in the
industry magazine Iron Age: “We
didn’t push for what we thought we
were entitled to. . . . To have a union
you have to have a company. And that
company has to make bucks.”

What about the membership?

According to Fortune magazine, U.S.
Steel’s President William Roesch ex-
plains that, “U.S. Steel will continue to
abandon markets wherever labor con-
tent is high and capital investment
low.” In plain English: more plant
closings.

In 1979 fifteen plants of U.S. Steel
were shut down; 12,500 jobs were per-
manently lost.
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“I] heard this argument when we tried
to set up a civil rights department.”

Yet, for all the sharp division and
heated exchange, the Parton campaign
has adapted to some of the stands that
Balanoff is noted for, particularly in
the area of union democracy.

While praising the Experimental
Negotiating Agreement (ENA) and its
no-strike pledge, Parton promised a
district referendum on the ENA if he
was elected. He said he believed mem-
bership ratification of contracts—a
right basic steelworkers are'denied by
the McBride leadership—is needed to
“increase [union] bargaining power”
and “local participation of steel-
workers” in the union. And he agreed
that the District 31 women’s conferen-
ces launched under Balanoff “have
helped” the union.

Balanoff welcomed Parton’s pledge
of an ENA referendum.

The debate was big news in north-
western Indiana and South Chicago
papers, which were laden with a pro-
Parton bias.

But what the reporters wrote wasn’t
what steelworkers saw a week later
when the debate was televised.

Bethlehem Steel’'s “modernization”
plan two years earlier had a similar
impact.

The union’s international leadership
said little and did nothing—except to
dissolve the one district that was fight-
ing back. Youngstown’s District 26
was abolished. The workers had big
support in the community against the
shutdowns. One local union president,
Ed Mann, began an independent cam-
paign for Congress. Marvin Weinstock
was gearing up to win the position of
district director. '

Higher profits for U.S. Steel resulted
from the shutdowns and “moderniza-
tion” programs. However, higher pro-
fits do not create jobs. Today there are
fewer basic steel jobs than a year ago.
(And we are supposedly in an upturn!)

The failure of the McBride leader-
ship to fight the companies and defend
the workers’ interests is why oppo-
nents of his administration are getting
a good hearing.

McBride’s strategy of blaming the
government for Big Steel’s problems
but not the corporations is getting -
steelworkers nowhere fast.

The elections May 28 are an oppor-
tunity for the membership to send a
message to McBride. The membership
needs a new leadership.

As James Balanoff explained at an
April 27 press conference in Chicago:
“This movement will continue no mat-
ter how we do in the election, because
it is shared principles that draw us [the
reform candidates] together.”

We agree. .

Discussions should continue after
May 28 on the many ideas raised on
the type of leadership and program
steelworkers need to advance their in-
terests.

The union needs leaders like Bala-
noff and Samargia who speak out
against U.S. intervention in El Salva-
dor. Leaders like Wilson and Weisen
who actively supported the coal miners
in 1977-78 and support them today.

Balanoff led an anti-nuclear power
march in Indiana recently. While un-
ion President McBride was on the
government commission covering up
the Three Mile Island accident.

Discussions should also continue on
ideas raised by socialist steelworkers
for a shorter workweek with no cut in
pay to fight unemployment; nationali-
zation of the steel industry under pub-
lic ownership; for a labor party based
on the unions; for stronger affirmative-
action programs; for women’s rights;
and for a strong health and safety
program.

A victory for the reform candidates
will be an important step in changing
the USWA and opening it up to the
young workers who will be its future
leadership.
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By Suzanne Haig

In a friend of the court brief filed with
the Supreme Court, the leadership of
the National Organization for Women
(NOW) argues that the exclusion of
women from the draft undermines Wash-
ington’s ability to build an effective
military force and hurts women's fight
for equality.

The Supreme Court is currently hear-
ing arguments on a government appeal
from a district court decision last July.
The decision declared draft registration
unconstitutional because it excludes
women. A ruling is expected by June.

The NOW brief declares, “Compulso-
ry universal military service is central
to the concept of citizenship in a demo-
cracy.”

This stand on the drafting of women is
not considered a side issue by the NOW
leadership who wrote and submitted the
brief. It is a central part of their strategy
for winning women'’s rights. As the brief
states, “NOW believes that this case
poses an issue of critical importance to
the achievement of full equality be-
tween the sexes.”

Why has the national leadership
taken this stance without any discus-
sion or vote in NOW, when NOW has a
long-standing position of opposing the
draft?

The leadership’s latest move comes at
a time when women'’s rights are under
increasing attack. The June 1982 dead-
line for ratification of the Equal Rights
Amendment is rapidly approaching, and
the chances for passage look dim.

The Reagan administration, continu-
ing where Carter left off, has launched a
new assault on abortion rights. Budget
cuts threaten to take away many pro-
grams that benefit women.

Attempt to ease blows

The NOW leadership’s position re-
flects a desperate attempt to ease the go-
vernment's blows against women’s
rights. Under pressure, they have
slipped into thinking they have to prove
to the government that women deserve
equal rights by helping Reagan sell the
draft.

This strategy is not in women's inter-
ests, and in fact puts the entire women'’s
movement in jeopardy. It threatens to
lead NOW into an alliance with the very
forces that are the worst enemies of
women's rights—the worst enemies of
working people all over the world.

As ‘the attacks on women’s rights
have escalated, the leadership’s position
on the draft has gone from bad to worse.

Last February, President Carter, hop-
ing to lure the women's movement into
supporting his unpopular registration
plan in the name of “equality,” an-
,nounced his support for signing up wom-
en along with men.

The NOW leadership responded by
publishing a position paper in the
March 1980 National NOW Times advo-
cating the registration and drafting of
women, if these were imposed on men.
At the same time, however, they pro-
fessed opposition to the draft.

In the brief, they have resolved the
contradiction—by giving unequivocal
support to the draft for both sexes.

“Indeed, the responsibility to bear
arms in a time of national peril is ‘the
ultimate duty of American citizen-
ship,’” declares the brief.

Brief sells draft

It approvingly quotes Senator Nancy
Kassebaum, who asserts that “women
should not be excluded from participat-
ing in a process which represents com-
mitment to our Nation and its princi-
ples. . . . Registration instills a sense
of responsibility. . . .”

‘It refers to the negative “psychologi-
cal and political repercussions [from ex-
cluding] women from the compulsory in-
volvement in the community’s survi-
val. . . "
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NOW files brief aa

Left, Gl guards prisoners in Vietnam. Would it be any better if soldier were female? American youth were wounded and killed
fighting in that war, waged by Washington to prevent Vietnamese from controlling their country. In top photo doctors treat child-

In addition to selling the draft, the
NOW leadership is trying to show Rea-
gan that they know how to expand the
military arsenal—inexpensively.

“Naturally,” a front page article in
the April 1981 National NOW Times as-
serts presumptuously, “Americans want
a defense system adequate to meet se-
curity needs. . . . Are we forced to
make a choice between human needs
and the military?”

According to the article—no. It defers
to a group of defense analysts, led by re-
tired Air Force Colonel John Boyd, who
“believe the U.S. could have a much
stronger defense, without big increases
in spending, by developing a new strat-
egy of defeating an enemy by ‘agile at-
tacks at its weak points. . . .”

But what are the “security needs” of
the government? And at whom would
these “agile attacks” be directed?

Killing machine for big oil

Contrary to the brief, the role of the
U.S. military is not to fight for “commu-
nity’s survival.” The U.S. military ma-
chine is a killing machine whose func-
tion is to protect the property and profits
of big oil and the other corporate giants.
It is used against working people and
oppressed nations around the world.

Washington’s ability to use this kill-
ing machine was dealt a stunning blow
by the powerful, organized opposition to
the Vietnam War. But today the Reagan
administration, following in Carter’s
footsteps, is striving to reverse the anti-
war sentiments of the American people.

Washington needs to reinstitute the
draft and beef up the war machine so it
can be used to take on the challenges to
big business from the oppressed people
of Latin America, the Middle East, Afri-
ca, and Asia.

“Community survival?”

Rosabel Sibrian, a Salvadoran pea-
sant, told David Blundy of the London
Sunday Times about her experiences in
a country where Washington has sent
arms and military advisers to prop up
an unpopular government; a country
where U.S. draftees might someday be

sent if U.S. intervention continues to es-
calate.

Children of subversion

“Some soldiers and ORDEN people [a
terror squad aiding the dictatorship, or-
ganized in the mid-1960s with aid of
CIA| gathered children and babies to-
gether,” said Sibrian.

“I saw them throw children into the
air and then slash them with long ma-
chetes. They cut their heads off and slit
their bodies in two.” One soldier told the
mother of a child: “We are killing the
children of subversion.”

Reagan would like to be able to use
the military to roll back the gains of
women and all working people in Nica-
ragua; or in Grenada, the first free
Black country in the world; or in Cuba,
where the socialist revolution has elimi-
nated poverty, illiteracy, and oppression
by throwing out the profit-hungry U.S.
corporations.

The women’s movement—which is
fighting these same corporations for
equal pay and opportunities, and fight-
ing the government for passage of the
ERA and continued abortion rights
—has no interest in building up their
army. Being drafted has nothing to do
with equal rights. No man or woman
should be forced to give up some of the
best years of their life or be killed or
maimed to protect the interests of a rich
few.

By dressing up the military machine
in their brief, the NOW leadership is
helping the warmakers to sell another
Vietnam to the American people and to
cut billions from social programs to
strengthen the military.

They are making conscription and the
U.S. Army look progressive by linking
them to the idea of women'’s equality.

Isolates NOW from majority
This position will isolate NOW from
the majority of the American people-
—from working people, the oppressed
nationalities, from youth who will be
the victims of conscription—who oppose
the draft, the budget cuts, and military

intervention in El Salvador.

The NOW leadership’s strategy will
only embolden the government and the
employers to step up their attacks on
women. They have advocated this posi-
tion for one year. Has this mitigated the
assault on women's rights? No. The at-
tacks have escalated.

In fact, the opponents of ERA used the
argument that the ERA means drafting
women to engineer the amendment'’s de-
feat last year in Missouri, Illinois, and
Virginia. The NOW leaders’ position on
the draft has harmed the fight for the
ERA.

NOW President Eleanor Smeal told
the New York Times that the “argument
of entitlement” was a factor in persuad-
ing her that exclusion from the draft
hurts women's interests.

When lobbying state legislatures for
ERA, she said, male legislators often
tell her, “When you women fight in a
war, then we’ll talk about equal rights.”

That women need to prove they de-
serve their rights is a major part of the
brief. Participating in the draft, it
claims, entitles people to lead the soci-
ety and “to derive from it the full rights
and privileges of citizenship.”

“The sex-role stereotypes and the en-
dorsement of behavior consistent with
them,” it states, “is perpetuated by the
male-only draft.” This permits other
kinds of job discrimination “by placing a
ceiling on opportunity.”

Why are women oppressed?

Even rape and violence against wom-
en are partially explained in the brief by
the fact that women are seen as weak
and vulnerable because they are not in
the army.

This is wrong.

Women'’s inferior position in society
flows from our economic dependence,
not our exclusion from the draft. Laws
enforce this status and corporations be-
nefit from it, reaping added profits by
paying us less, hiring and firing us at
will, and putting us in the worst jobs.

Sexist stereotyping, like racism, is
used to justify this exploitation and to



cating conscription

1vft win women equal rights?

Militant/Keith Jones

ren in a cooperative in Democratic Republic of Vietnam. Vietnamese were fighting to attain many of the goais the women’s move-
ment stands for. Opposing a draft and U.S. military objectives will help women win those goals.

reate divisions among working people.
‘iolence against women, like the mur-
ering of Blacks, is the horrible out-
‘rowth of such a system.

Coming back in body bags from
nother Vietnam will not help end vio-
'nce against women.

Blacks and Latinos served on the
ront lines in Vietnam and died in dis-
roportionate numbers. Did they win
quality?

Today, Blacks make up a large per-
entage of the volunteer army. Has that

prevented the racist violence in Atlanta,
or encouraged Washington to do every-
thing possible to protect the community
and find the killers?

No. In fact, Reagan is trying to roll
back school desegregation, take food out
of the mouths of poor children, gut job
training and bilingual education, and
similar programs.

What is at issue is not a question of
whether women can fight. Of course we
can; the role of women in—for exam-
ple—the Nicaraguan and Salvadoran

revolutions attest to that.

The NOW leaders’ disastrous position
on the military is the product of looking
to Democratic and Republican party pol-
iticians to grant women our rights. As
Smeal admits, the legislators dictated to
her the terms on which “we’ll talk about
equal rights.”

For years, NOW has devoted substan-
tial effort to lobbying and trying to elect
Republican and Democratic legislators
in hopes of being rewarded with equal
rights. We've seen again and again how

these politicians, once elected, sabot-
aged the ERA. Smeal’s latest concession
will not be more successful.

These are all deadly traps designed to
derail, demobilize, and divert the wom-_
en’s movement into following bipartisan
pied pipers and acquiescing to their poli-
cies that are against our interests, rath-
er than joining with our allies in inde-
pendent political action and fighting
back.

Today, sections of the labor movement
are beginning to come into motion as a
powerful force fighting back against the
same bipartisan policies that are threat-
ening women's rights.

This is the direction in which the
women’s movement must start looking
to stem these attacks.

The support for women’s equality is
high among working people. Millions of
women are angry about the stalling on
the ERA and the attacks on abortion
and affirmative action.

And all working people, women and
men, Blacks and Latinos, are fighting
mad at the economic and political blows
being leveled at them by the Reagan ad-
ministration.

Coal miners demonstrated in Wash-
ington, D.C., March 9 against the pro-
posed cuts in black lung benefits. Now
they are on strike to defend their union
and the gains they have made.

More than 20,000 rail workers demon-
strated in Washington, April 29,
against the cutbacks in rail transporta-
tion.

A march against the killings of Atlan-
ta Blacks is called for May 25 in Wash-
ington.

A victory for the unions and the Black
community is a victory for the women’s
movement. Their fight is our fight.

To beat back the attacks on women'’s
rights, it will take a united effort of the
unions and civil rights organizations
with the women's movement.

More and bigger actions like that in
North Carolina on May 2 of nearly 4,000
people and the May 10 march called by
NOW in Chicago last year—with its
contingents of trade unionists and wom-
en’s rights activists—must be part of the
strategy of uniting with our allies
against our common enemies to demand
women's equality.

2,000 march for abortion rights in N.Y.

'y Margaret Jayko
NEW YORK—More than 2,000 wom-
. and men marched into Union Square

a May 16 to demand abortion rights for .

'l women and to say no to Reagan’s
udget cuts.

This was the first major abortion
tghts action since Reagan’s election.
Women in New York won a victory
1ay 12 when the state legislature voted
st to take away Medicaid funds for
sortion. This means New York will
ontinue to be one of a handful of states
aat still finances abortions for poor
‘omen.

The protest was called as part of an
nternational Day of Action for Repro-
uctive Rights. Called by the European-
ased International Contraceptive,
.bortion, and Sterilization Abuse Cam-
.aign, actions took place in several oth-

U.S. cities and in more than ten coun-

ies.

The march included contingents from
.he National Organization for Women-
New York Chapter (NOW-NY); Com-
nittee for Abortion Rights and Against
Sterilization Abuse; Coalition of Labor
Union Women; Lesbian Feminist Liber-
ation; Local 1930 of the American Fed-
aration of State, County and Municipal
<imployees; women health care workers;
Yeople’s Antiwar Mobilization; Demo-

cratic Socialist Organizing Committee;
and the Socialist Workers Party.

The march and rally were organized
by the New York Coalition for Repro-
ductive Rights, which includes more
than forty organizations.

The protesters aimed much of their
fire at the federal Human Life Amend-
ment and Human Life Bill, which would
outlaw abortion. The rally opened wth
the crowd singing “A woman’s life is a
human life; Stop the HLA.”

The participants saw the attacks on
abortion as part of a broader offensive
against women, Blacks, Latinos, and
working people by the Reagan adminis-
tration. :

The high point of the rally was the ap-
peal by two mothers of children mur-
dered in Atlanta for everyone to turn
out on May 25 in Washington, D.C., to
protest the killings there.

As Willie Mae Mathis got up to speak,
the crowd, many with green ribbons,
burst into applause. Once she began,
you could hear a pin drop. She explained
that the previous day two more Black
children were missing.

“If you want to show you care, I'm ask-
ing you to meet me in Washington, D.C.,
on Memorial Day at the Lincoln Memor-
ial at 11 o’clock.”

Theri Venus Taylor spoke. “I'm the

mother of Angela Lanier, who was mur-
dered March 10, 1980.”

She also urged everyone to turn out
for May 25, explaining that the budget
cuts would destroy children’s lives.

Reagan’s war drive was also on the
minds of this crowd. Carolina Castillo,
from the General Association of Salva-
doran University Students, talked about
the suffering of women under the U.S.-
backed junta in El Salvador. She ex-
plained how women are participating in
the liberation movement, including in
the armed struggle.

Denise Fuge, the president of NOW-
NY, announced that there would be a

June 30 rally for the Equal Rights
Amendment (ERA) on the steps of the
Forty-second Street library from noon to
2 pm.

June 30 marks the beginning of the
one-year countdown before the deadline
for passage of the ERA,

She led the crowd in chants of “What
do we want? ERA! When do we want it?
Now!”

Other speakers at the rally included
Peggy Billings, United Methodist
Church; Ruth Messinger, Councilwom-
an; Carmen Vasquez, Bronx Coalition
Against Sterilization Abuse; and Ema-
gene Walker, Coalition of Labor Union
Women.

"EVELYN REED-
Author of Woman's Evalution

&
SCENCE

NEW...BY EVELYN REED

JERUM, -

book exposes the
pseudoscientific bias that permeates biology,
sociology, anthropology, and primatology to-
day. It is a companion volume to Reed's major
work, Woman's Evolution, which documents the
preeminent role of women in the earliest and
longest period of human history—prehistoric
matriarchal society.

192 pages, paper $3.45, cloth $12,

= Order from Pathfinder Press, 410 West Street,
New York, New York 10014.
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District 17 miners rally
nonunion coal

to protest

By Marian Bustin

CHARLESTON, W.Va.—Three
hundred miners and their families
participated in a rally May 14 south of
here, at Orgas in Boone County. The
rally was organized by United Mine
Workers District 17 as a show of unity
in the fight for a decent contract and
opposition to nonunion mining opera-
tions.

Bob Phalen, a District 17 executive
board member, chaired the rally. He
said, “A lot of people are asking, are
the spirits of our people down?”

“No!” shouted the crowd.

Entertainment was provided by Mu-
sicians Union Local 136. The most
popular request was for “Coal Miner's
Daughter.”

The District 17 UMWA Auxiliary
passed out a leaflet advertising a Gos-
pel Sing for Saturday, May 16, with
proceeds going to the UMWA Relief
Fund.

A quarter-mile down the road from
the rally, the nonunion Elk Run Coal
Company was operating. Elk Run is a
subsidiary of A. T. Massey, a major
coal operator in the area. One of Mas-
sey’s other subsidiaries in Mingo
County, Marrowbone Development,
has had their mine shut down by
union pickets.

Elk Run Coal has been at the center
of controversy for the last year. It
employs non-UMWA  construction
workers. When union pickets halted the
operations a few weeks after the strike
began, the company got a restraining
order against District 17 and several
locals to stop the picketing.

The May 14 rally was the first big
response to that order.

Marian Bustin is a member of United
Mine Workers Local 2095.

... miners

Continued from back page

They overwhelmingly rejected the pro-
posed contract when they voted March
31. It lost by two-to-one nationally.
Four districts rejected it by over 80
percent.

The miners made clear they wanted
a contract with no takebacks at all;
one that moved them forward, even if
only slightly.

This is in the context of the general
ruling class offensive. Workers in the
auto, rubber, rail, and steel indus-
tries—as well as public workers—have
been forced to give back wages and
working conditions won in the past.
They have had to accept layoffs and
plant shutdowns with no opposition
from their unions.

The miners are saying no to this.
Their example has the potential to
inspire others.

Leadership

The contract rejection vote was a big
blow to the Church leadership. Church
himself disappeared for a while after
the vote.

Then, on April 9 and 10, the union’s
international executive board and the
bargaining council unanimously
passed resolutions to show unity and
call for negotiating a better contract.

But unfortunately the international
leadership did nothing to mobilize the
membership. They turned down speak-
ing engagements and opportunities to
raise funds or do support work in
general. This went along with the
determination of the bosses to wear
down the miners.

But the pressure was building up in
the ranks to get things moving.

Solidarity
In mid-April, the Charleston-based
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Local Sheriff Vernon Harlass was
introduced to the rally. “You have my
support in anything you do,” he said.
“I don’t care if the newspapers hear
me . . . I'm under a lot of pressure so I
need you all behind me. Without your
support I wouldn’t be here.”

The major speaker at the rally was
District 17 Vice-President Cecil Ro-
berts. “Organized labor is in trouble,”
he said. “Organized labor is being
attacked. It's not just the UMWA.
Until organized labor stands together,
we have some problems.

“There is a misconception when
people always ask what they are going

District 17 leadership called for a mass
action of 10,000 miners at the Consol
headquarters in Pittsburgh April 30.
They wanted to force the companies
back to the bargaining table and to
win the miners’ demands.

Within a few days, every district in
Appalachia had endorsed the action
and Church had agreed to speak. But
the character of the demonstration
changed.

It was moved from the Consol head-
quarters, a natural target, to a park.
Building for the rally stopped. Most
miners were unsure of what it was
about.

Nevertheless, it was a significant
action—2,500 miners participated.
There was a broad range of speakers
including official representatives of the
Machinists, Steelworkers, Clothing
and Textile workers and maritime un-
ions.

A few days later, negotiations re-
opened.

Government help

The operators may be waiting for a
Supreme Court decision that will back
them up on the royalties issue, like on
the contracting and leasing. The Rea-
gan administration is moving to cut
off food stamps to strikers. They are
holding an investigation over Church’s
head of improper acts involving the
National Bank of Washington, which
is owned by the union.

A propaganda campaign is also be-
ing geared up against the miners.
Layoffs on the railroads and in steel
mill coke ovens are being blamed on
the strike. In West Virginia, Governor
John D. Rockefeller IV is cutting the
whole state budget and blaming the
strike. School children and teachers
have to suffer because of greedy min-
ers, says the heir of the murderer of
Ludlow.

to give us. That’s erroneous. You only
get what you take. )
“The union is bigger than anyone in
it. You people make the union. You are
as strong as you want to be.”
Roberts reviewed the successes of
UMWA picketing in shutting down the

approximately twenty  non-union
mines in Mingo County, West Virginia,
as well as mines in eastern Kentucky.
He made a special plea for more min-
ers to join the picket lines.

Roberts then led a spirited march to
the Elk Run Coal Company down the
road. Miners chanted, “Go home
scabs,” and “shut it down.”

When mass picketing has succeeded
in shutting down nonunion operations,
the courts have intervened on the side

.of the companies. For example, in

southern West Virginia and at a Mis-
sissippi River coal loading dock in St.
Louis, the union was slapped with
court orders to stop mass picketing.

Newspapers are starting to run arti-
cles claiming that wild, drunken mobs
of miners are rioting and terrorizing
whole counties in West Virginia.

In Virginia and Kentucky, the gover-
nors have called out state cops to
protect nonunion coal.

While the Kentucky State Police use
airplanes to track UMWA pickets,
Church invited the Governor of Ken-
tucky to the negotiations to get things
moving.

Right-wing columnist Victor Riesel
is starting to red-bait the union mili-
tants as Maoists.

The companies and the federal,
state, and local governments, the
courts and the cops, the press and TV,
are all lined up against the miners.

But there is massive support for the
miners. And it needs to be organized. It
will take a massive solidarity cam-
paign to counter the attacks against
the UMWA.

As of now, the kind of support work
organized by the national Coal Miners
Political Action Committee (COMPAC)
in the 1977-78 strike hasn’t been done.
But many of the districts have set up
committees to reach out and tell the
miners’ story, win support, and raise
funds. Some individual locals are also
doing this.

For example, two leaders of District
29 in southern West Virginia have just
begun a tour of California to raise
funds.

District 29 Organizer Fred Decker
and Executive Board Member Charles
Ashley were quoted in an article in the

Reagan
bars
shipment of
food aid

to Vietnam

Washington and its allies are seek-
ing to starve Vietnam into submission.
Their goal is to force Hanoi to accede
to the imposition of a government
favored by Washington in Kampuchea
(Washington currently backs the army
of ousted dictator Pol Pot).

Six major typhoons last year report-
edly destroyed 40 percent of north
Vietnam’s rice crop. As a result, offi-
cials of the United Nations Food and
Agriculture Organization warn that 6
million Vietnamese face malnutrition
unless 380,000 tons of food are pro-
vided as emergency aid.

Yet the U.S. government has rejected
a request by a Mennonite Church
group to ship 250 tons of wheat from
Kansas to Vietham. Mennonite repre-
sentatives say this is the first time that
such a request has been rejected in
recent years. .

In a letter to the Mennonite Central
Committee, the State Department de-
clared that the Vietnamese govern-
ment could alleviate the suffering of its
people by “ending its diversion of
resources from economic development
to military conquest.”

State Department officials also noted
that the European Economic Commun-
ity has turned down a request by
Vietnam for food aid, Daniel Souther-
land reported in the May 13 Christian
Science Monitor.

. The following day Southerland pro-
vided additional details on the U.S.
campaign against Vietnam. The World
Bank ended its aid program to Viet-
nam in 1979 in response to U.S. pres-
sure.

Charleston Gazette as saying they
were ‘“going to California to tell them
why we voted the contract down. We
got the go-ahead from the Interna-
tional to do this on our own.”

Support the miners!

Everything possible should be done
now to help the miners.

Representatives of the UMWA
should be invited to speak at union
meetings, before farmers, women's
groups, chapters of the National Black
Independent Political Party, antinu-
clear, antiwar and other groups.

Broad press conferences can be or-
ganized where the miners get out what
the real stakes are in this strike.

Big public support rallies should be
held. They could feature representa-
tives from the union movement and
people from women’s, Black, farmers’
and other organizations.

In some areas car caravans can be
set up to bring needed food to the
miners.

Everyone should be approached to
help the strike, because everyone has a
stake in it.

The companies and the government
are out to break the spirit and back-
bone of the United Mine Workers.
Gathering support for the miners can
help give them the power to win.

If they win, we all win.

Labor history

and its lessons for today

Labor's Giant Step: Twenty Years of
the CIO by Art Preis. 538 pp., paper

$7.95
Order from Pathfinder Press, 410
West Street, New York, N.Y.
10014




The following interview was
conducted May 14 with three
women miners in Pennsylvania:
Daisy Niehaus, a member of Uni-
ted Mine Workers of America Lo-
cal 1190 at Bethlehem Steel’s Ells-
worth mine; Ronnie Zuhlke, a
member of UMWA Local 2874 at
Bethlehem’s Marianna mine; and
Bert Yinger, a member of UMWA
Local 3508 at Republic Steel’s
Russellton mine. The interviewer
was Ginny Hildebrand, a member
of UMWA Local 35086.

Why did you go to work in a mine?

Daisy: Because my husband was
real sick and I had to support two
children. I was working in a sewing
factory, not making any money—$4.37
an hour in 1975-76.

Bert: Money was primarily the rea-
son. And I wanted to do a job where
you didn’t take it home with you, you
just walked away from it. Before that
I'd been a teacher.

Ronnie: I'd been working in a steel
mill, getting laid off every couple of
months. At that time, I thought a job
in a mine would be more secure.

Did it take you a long time to get
hired?

Bert: It took me six months. Before I
got hired, there was a two or three year
span since the last woman had been
hired. I just kept hounding them about
my application. The company kept
saying, “Well,c we're hiring in Sep-
tember.” They did, but it was men.
They hired again in October—men.
Then, finally, they got around to me
and another woman in January. That
was in 1979. It was a long six months.

Bottom of the list

Daisy: I had my name in for four-
teen months. They had a list of women
and they were hiring whoever came up
in order, according to when they app-
lied. Two weeks before my application
ran out, I went into the Bethlehem
office to renew it and they said, “Oh,
but your application expired. You'll
have to put in another one.” “But if I
do,” I said, “I'll have to go to the
bottom of the list.” He said, “Yeah.”

I said, “Well, you explain to me how
my application has expired when I
have two more weeks before my six
months are up.” (Applications are ac-
tive for six months.) So he got mad and
just stamped the application “Re-
newed.”

I put an application in at Consol
before 1 put one in with Bethlehem.
When I went in for my interview, this
guy took one look at me and said,
“How many of you are there?” I told
him, “Well, there’s only one of me.”

After I took the test they told me
they’d let me know if I passed the test.

Then I heard from a friend that some
men had been hired. So I went to
EEOC. They got me hired at Consol a
week after I got hired at Bethlehem. I
got a settlement out of Consol for back
wages. :

You’ve probably heard the line that
women don’t belong in the mines, that
we can’t do the work. These are also
often the same people who call affirma-
tive action “reverse discrimination.”
What do you think about this?

Bert: 1 think they’d like us to believe
there is reverse discrimination, but I
don’t think there is. The women are
such a low percentage. There’s only
seven of us at my mine out of a work-
force of over 200.

Ronnie: I think the whole idea of
“reverse discrimination” is a way of
trying to split the men and women.

Bert: Definitely. I've done lots of
different jobs: laying railroad track,
mason work, loading and unloading
supplies, helper on the miner and
bolter machines, and now I'm a me-
chanic trainee. I’ll admit, there are
some jobs that women cannot do. But,
by the same token, there are some men
who will sit back and let another man
or woman do their job. So it’s not fair

Interview with women miners

‘Support the union—

to say that it's women who can’t do
their job. We shouldn’t be classified
because we’'re women.

Daisy: Not everybody has the same
physical ability. I can put up a stop-
ping (a cinder-block wall that directs
the air circulation) and do a good job of
it. I'm 5’2” and may not be able to do it
as fast as somebody 6’2”. Does that
mean that I shouldn’t be allowed to
work on the job even though I'm capa-
ble of doing it?

‘We won’t be there’

Now Reagan wants to get rid of
affirmative action. You know how its
going to affect us. We just ain’t going
to be there. The young women who are
looking for jobs are going to have to
settle for sewing factories, being
nurses, barmaids, waitresses—general
female work. Let’s face it, the busi-
nesses don’t want us in these mine or
mill jobs. They feel that women aren’t

capable, until they really need us, like

during World War II.

Have you gotten any sexual harass-
ment on the job?

our jobs end on it’

i

Daisy: I’ve seen the harassment to-
ward Blacks, and other minorities too.
If I'd had to put up with that I don’t
know if I could have done it.

As a woman, there’s been a lot of
aggravation. The foremen are the ones
who make it hard for you to get onto
the equipment.

Mine wouldn’t let me run the buggy
even though I had more seniority than
the guy he was putting on that ma-
chine.

So finally I told him to “Get the hell
out of here, you're making me ner-
vous.” You can’t do Your job it you've
got somebody harassing you. So the
next day he came back and apologized.

Bert: 1 felt accepted right away by
the other miners. Of course, two
women were already working there
and they had sort of laid the ground-

work. I've never really had a problem

with the comapny.

Is the union going to bat for women
facing discrimination?

Daisy: I'd like to see them just admit
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that discrimination takes place

against women in the mine.

Ronnie: I guess every local is differ-
ent. Because when there was a case of
discrimination against a Black woman
in my mine, the safety committee went
around and talked to every new
woman to find out if we were having
any problems with the company train-
ing program. It was a good way to
bring the union to the women.

Bert: 1 think our local would be open
to supporting women’s rights issues in_
the mine, like the Equal Rights
Amendment. I think it’s also open to
women becoming more involved in the
union if we want to be.

Daisy: I was on that ERA march in
Virginia (in January 1980). It was the
first march I'd ever been on. And I
think we need a lot more of them.
Especially with this affirmative action
stuff the government wants to drop.
We need something.

‘Support keeps me going’
Do you feel the women’s rights move-
ment has had any impact on you?

Daisy: I'm a coal miner. I wouldn’t
have been one without it. It’s made the
government realize that women have
to have jobs that pay decently and it’s
forced companies into hiring women. If
it hadn’t been for women saying, “Hey,
we’'ve got to move on, we've got to get
somewhere,” well . . .

Bert: If it hadn’t been for the
women’s movement, I don’t think I
would have had the gumption to go for
a “non-woman’s” job. Though I'm not
directly involved with the movement,
that support, just knowing it’s out
there, keeps me going.

All of our locals overwhelmingly
voted down the first contract offer. In
mine, we felt we had to vote that way
to defend the union.

Ronnie: Mine too. We couldn’t stand
for all those provisions that have to do
with weakening the union.

What's so different about the UMW
from other unions is that the member-
ship is more informed, involved, and
can exert its will better.

We get to read the whole contract,
not just a summary. And vote on it. So
we voted it down.

Jobs tied up with union

Daisy: When I was at the sewing-
factory, in the Amalgamated Clothing
Workers Union, we didn’t even get to
see a summary of the contract.

Bert: That’s ‘insane. Everybody
should see what they're voting on.

Daisy: But the membership doesn’t
always act like it cares about the
union. How many show yp at meetings
regularly?

Ronnie: I think the vote showed
miners really do care about our union.

Daisy: Yes, this contract would have
destroyed the union if it had passed.
Let’s face it, our jobs are tied up with
the union.

Do you think the general public
understands the issues of the strike
and why they're so important to us?

Ronnie: Around the black lung
issue, we got 8,000 miners together in
just a few days, and we really made
our issue known. More of that kind of
organizing would really help get the
word out.

Pro-company media

Daisy: Our local went down to the
black lung march. It was fantastic. It
made the government stop and think a
little bit. At least they know that we're
not going to just sit back.

Bert: 1 think it’s a shame how pro-
company the media has been. It took
days after we voted the contract down
before they finally started verbalizing
some of the real issues, like about the
royalties. I don’t know if the media will
give us equal time. Who is the media
backing? Maybe we should start our
own media campaign.
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Jamaica’s struggle against

U.S.

This is part two of Ernest
Harsch’s article on Jamaica, re-
printed from the April 27 ‘Inter-
continental Press.’

In part one, Harsch reviewed the
history of the anticolonial struggle
in Jamaica, and the origins of the
Jamaica Labor Party and People’s
National Party. He traced the in-
creasing economic role of U.S.
imperialism on the island, espe-
cially from the 1940s on.

Part one concluded with the
strikes and Black Power protests
of the 1960s. The Jamaica Labor
Party, then in power, attempted
unsuccessfully to suppress the
growing rebellion. In 1972, the
People’s National Party, headed
by Michael Manley, was swept into
office by the masses in the hopes
of basic social change.

Part two of the article describes
the PNP in power, and how it
dealt with the conflicting demands
of the Jamaican working class and
the U.S. corporations. This install-
ment concludes with Washing-
ton’s retaliation against the Man-
ley regime for its reforms and
friendly stance toward Cuba.

By Ernest Harsch

In 1972, responding to the wide-
spread demands and expectations for
social change, the newly elected PNP
government soon instituted programs
to create jobs, build low-cost housing,
and make education and health care
more widely available.

Given the wretched conditions of the
masses of Jamaicans, and the extent
of imperialist domination over the
island, the reforms initiated under the
Manley government were quite signifi-
cant. Although they were often more
sweeping on paper than in practice,
they did improve the daily lives of
many of the poorest workers and
farmers.

Unemployed workers were hired by
the government for public works pro-
jects, such as urban sanitation, refores-
tation, and swamp draining.

Low-income housing projects were
begun, and a National Housing Trust
was set up to provide mortgages and
home improvement loans.

In 1972, charges for visits to public
health clinics and hospitals were elimi-
nated for those with the lowest in-
comes. Costs for basic food staples
were subsidized, and in 1973 a free
lunch program for elementary school
children was instituted.

Free secondary and university edu-
cation was introduced in 1973, al-
though the number of openings to
public schools were limited. An adult
literacy program, carried out by volun-
teers, was launched. By 1975 some
100,000 Jamaicans had passed
through the program.

In 1973, the government began to
rent large tracts of unused land, which
it subdivided and leased to some 14,000
farmers. Some government-owned
cooperative farms were also set up. The
land used for these programs was
either already government-owned, or
was acquired from the sugar and alum-
inum companies.

In contrast to the slavishly pro-
American foreign policy of the pre-
vious JLP regime, the Manley govern-
ment began to adopt independent
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Michael Manley, left, leader of People’s National Party. Right, wall in Kingston. U.S. government launched destabilization cam-
paign when PNP began carrying out reforms and opposing imperialist moves.

positions on some international ques-
tions. None irked the imperialists more
than its decision to establish close ties
with neighboring Cuba.

Relations with Cuba

When the PNP came to power, Cuba
was still relatively isolated in the
Caribbean region as a result of the
U.S.-inspired diplomatic and economic
blockade. But in August 1972, Jamai-
can officials accepted an: invitation
from Havana to inspect Cuban dairy
and livestock facilities. Three months
later, the Jamaican government joined
with several other Caribbean govern-
ments to establish diplomatic relations
with Cuba,

The following year, Manley went to
Algiers for a conference of the Non-
aligned movement, traveling in the
‘same plane as Fidel Castro, with
whom he had extensive discussions. At
the conference, Manley called for
stepped-up aid to the Zimbabwean
liberation movements.

The reforms initiated by the Manley
regime during its first two years in
office were widely welcomed, but they
only scratched the surface of Jamai-
ca’s tremendous economic and social
problems.

The subsidized housing introduced
by the government was still beyond
the financial means of many, and
Kingston’s vast shantytowns con-
tinued to grow. Tens of thousands
acquired jobs through the public works
projects, but that only made a dent in
Jamaica’s overall unemployment level.
Despite the adult literacy program,
more than a quarter of Jamaica's
population still could not read or write.
The limited land reform did not touch
the holdings of the big Jamaican land-
lords, nor did it attempt to do anything
for the country’s numerous squatters
and landless peasants.

But the masses did not hesitate to
take matters into their own hands.

In 1972-73, unemployed youths in a
number of areas led landless peasants

in the seizure of unused land held by
big landowners.

The PNP had promised in 1972 to
support the establishment of coopera-
tives by sugar field workers to manage
the sugar estates. But when it failed to
implement that promise, the sugar
workers organized themselves and won
wide support. They were successful in
overcoming the resistance of the large
sugar cane farmers and the govern-
ment bureaucracy, winning recogni-
tion for the Sugar Workers Cooperative
Council in late 1973.

Urban wotkers, including members
of the PNP-affiliated National Workers
Union (NWU), continued to go out on
strike.

‘Democratic socialism’

These pressures from below impelled
the PNP to go further than it had
initially intended.

At a PNP congress in September
1974, the party for the first time offi-
cially adopted a program of “demo-
cratic socialism,” although it already
had been in the Socialist International
for more than twenty years. It called
for an increase in welfare programs, a
greater government role in regulating
the economy, and the nationalization
of some key enterprises.

At the same time, Manley pointed
out, private business was to retain an
important and permanent place in the
economy, on the stipulation that it
“must be responsive to and subject to
overall national needs and interests.”

“The days of capitalism are over,”
Manley claimed the following month.
“Socialism is' running the country
now.”

But to clarify just what the PNP

meant by “democratic socialism,” a
government brochure issued the same
vear listed “some examples of nations
with democratic socialist govern-
ments”’—Britain, West Germany, Is-
rael, and Singapore. '

During this period the PNP also took
on a greater role within the Socialist

International. Manley, who was
chosen a vice-president of the Socialist
International in 1978, urged the organ-
ization to pay more attention to the
semicolonial countries.

The same year that the PNP adopted
its program of “democratic socialism,”
it took its first steps toward trying to
gain greater control over the key baux-
ite industry. _

Until then, the North American
aluminum companies had been able to
get away with paying only minimal
taxes on their operations. But in mid-
1974, the government imposed a new
production levy on all bauxite either
exported or processed within the coun-
try. Government revenues from the
bauxite industry rose by nearly five
times.

The government next opened negoti-
ations with the companies to acquire a
majority stake in their holdings. After
considerable resistance from the firms,
it was finally successful in winning
their agreement to sell the government
51 percent of their mining operations.

Manley also helped initiate the Inter-
national Bauxite Association, which
sought to coordinate the pricing and
production policies of the major baux-
ite-exporting countries in an effort to
obtain greater leverage in the werld
market.

National minimum wage

The PNP government also carried
out other reforms. It took over a
number of public utilities and services.
It adopted laws setting a national
minimum wage. It recognized the prin-
ciple of equal pay for equal work for
men and women.

Despite threats from Washington to
cut off aid to Jamaica in retaliation for
its Cuba ties, Manley visited Cuba in
July 1975. Several hundred Cuban
construction workers, education ex-
perts, doctors, and technicians were
sent to Jamaica, and the Cubans pro-
vided training programs in Cuba for
Jamaican youths studying construc-
tion techniques. Manley publicly sup-



ported the Cuban decision to send
combat troops to Angola in 1975 to
help defend that country from a U.S.-
backed South African invasion.

At the same time, however, Manley
made it clear that he was against a
revolutionary transformation of Ja-
maican society as had occurred in
Cuba. In a major speech in 1976, he
accused the Cubans of practicing “au-
thoritarianism” and declared that “the
Cuban system cannot work in Ja-
maica. We have a different tradition.”

What this “different tradition”
meant, however, was that the Jamai-
can workers and peasants—unlike
those in Cuba—were left with no real
decision-making powers. They could
pressure the government into enacting
reforms, but they did not control it.
The government, army, police, and
civil service remained under the domi-
nation of the capitalists. Nor did work-
ing people have their own independent
political organizations to fight in de-
fense of their interests.

The government, while it promoted
some desperately needed reforms, like-
wise attempted to contain popular
initiatives from the workers and peas-
ants. It did this partly through the
PNP’s political domination over the
NWU, which it counseled to avoid
strike action. It imposed wage “guide-
lines” at a time of rampant inflation. It
adopted the Labour Relations and
Industrial Disputes Act, which gave
the government the power to bar job
action in any “essential” industry.

This approach inevitably weakened
the government’s own reform mea-
sures, and made it much easier for
Jamaica’s ruling class to resist or get
around them.

Basically, the PNP’s reform program
was aimed at developing Jamaica’s
capitalist economy and bringing some
social gains to the workers and
farmers, while at the same time avoid-
ing a sharpening of the class struggle
and a direct confrontation with impe-
rialism.

But despite the PNP leadership’s
aims, it was unable to keep the class
struggle in check.

Pressure from the masses

The 1970s witnessed a widespread
radicalization. The new ideas put for-
ward by the student militants and
Black Power groups of the 1960s had
begun to spread to broader layers of
the population. The discussion of so-
cialist ideas became more common, a
discussion that was legitimized to an
extent by the regime’s own claimed
adherence to socialism. The greater
contact between Jamaicans and Cu-
bans had a similar effett, and some
Jamaicans began to look to the exam-
ple of the Cuban revolution.

Faced with factory closings and
steep inflation, workers often went out
on strike, including workers belonging
to the NWU., In some cases the workers
occupied their factories. When the
sugar estate managers continued to
resist the takeover of the estates by the
workers’ cooperatives, the workers re-
fused to cut the cane until they won
their demand.

Among landless peasants, the seiz-
ures of unused land continued, and
won widespread popular support.

Left-wing groups

Numerous left-wing groups emerged
out of the Black Power movement and
student radicalization of the 1960s and
early 1970s. The most influential was
the Workers Liberation League, which
was established in 1974. It later
changed its name to the Workers Party
of Jamaica (WPJ). Initially based at
the University of the West Indies, the
organization grew. By 1978, WPJ
members had been elected to leader-
ship positions in more than 800 Jamai-
can youth clubs.

The WPJ openly called itself commu-
nist. Although it credited the Manley
regime with enacting genuine reforms,
it also criticized the PNP and govern-
ment for going only “half-way” toward
socialism.

WPJ leader Trevor Munroe accused
the government of being “too soft” on
*“capitalists who are closing down busi-
nesses and laying off workers,” on
“colonialist elements inside the police
force and inside the army,” and on
government ministers who were
“friending up with the capitalists and
who forget that it is the people and not
the capitalists who put them into
power.”

Similar positions were echoed within
the PNP, whose left wing grew in
influence and popularity. One of the
left wing’s strongest bases was in the
PNP Youth Organisation. In 1977, for
example, the youth group criticized
some of the regime’s policies and called
for the takeover of land, banks, and
insurance companies and for a united
struggle against capitalism and impe-
rialism by the workers, poor farmers,
unemployed, and students.

Jamaican women began to organize
themselves and to fight for their
rights. Numerous women’s groups
were established.

Big business pressure

For the imperialists and their allies
within Jamaica, things had gone too
far. Their stranglehold over the island
was being increasingly challenged.
The Jamaican people were moving to
assert their national independence—
and that was something the imperial-
ists would not tolerate.

By 1975, Washington had begun to
significantly step up the pressures
against the Manley regime, and to
encourage the local right-wing forces
to act against the PNP.

The aluminum companies led the
way. In 1975, they began to cut back
production in retaliation for the impo-
sition of the bauxite levy. This sabot-
aged government revenues and threw
workers out of their jobs. The firms
also provoked a series of strikes that
further disrupted the economy.

Tourism—Jamaica’s second largest
foreign exchange earner—was se-
riously hurt by a vicious press cam-
paign within the United States, which
spread scare stories about alleged hos-
tility and violence against American
tourists visiting Jamaica.

During the same year, the U.S.
Agency for International Development
turned down a Jamaican request for a
$2.5 million food grant, and made it
clear that it would lend no further
funds to the Manley government un-
less it changed its political stance.

The Jamaican capitalists rallied to
Washington’s side. The PNP had won
some support from sectors of the capi-
talist class during the 1972 elections—
primarily from those industrialists
who expected that higher taxes on the
aluminum companies would lead to
greater financing for their own ven-
tures. But under the threat of the
deepening radicalization within the

country, most of them quickly turned
against the PNP.

Kissinger ultimatum

The Jamaican bourgeoisie went
on strike. Many slowed their rate of
investment, cut back production, or
even shut down their operations en-
tirely. Thousands of workers were
thrown onto the streets. Emboldened
by the imperialist hostility to the Man-
ley regime, the ruling class dug in its
heels against the government’s reform
measures while sectors of the state
bureaucracy and police actively sabot-
aged them. Wealthy families refused to
observe import restrictions and
smuggled large amounts of money out
of the country. Organizations like the
Jamaican Chamber of Commerce be-
came more and more critical of the
government’s policies.

In December 1975, U.S. Secretary of
State Henry Kissinger, accompanied
by an entourage of seventy advisers,
arrived in Jamaica on a “vacation.”
While he was there he presented Man-
ley with an ultimatum: The Jamaican
government would have to end its
support for the Cuban role in Angola—
or else. Manley rejected this crude
attempt at blackmail.

In response, Washington gave the
green light to a greatly escalated desta-
bilization campaign designed to drive
Manley from power.

The CIA went into action. Money
and large amounts of sophisticated
weaponry were smuggled into the
country. The Jamaica Labour Party—
which by then had become more
closely tied to the most proimperialist
sectors of the Jamaican ruling class—
organized gangs of armed thugs to
attack PNP supporters and working
class activists.

During the fighting, which spread
through the shantytowns of Kingston
and other cities, at least 300 persons
were killed. Manley was the target of
several abortive assassination plots. A
number of Cuban targets were bombed.

The violence had become so great
that by June Manley was forced to
declare a state of emergency. A
number of JLP members were arrested
for involvement with a CIA-inspired
paramilitary group called “Werewolf.”
In September, Phillip Agee, a former
CIA agent, publicly exposed a team of
CIA operatives working out of the U.S.
embassy in Kingston.

Despite the intensity of this destabil-
ization campaign, the Jamaican people
were not intimidated. In December
1976 they went to the polls in greater
numbers than in previous elections,
and returned the PNP to power with
an even wider margin of popular sup-
port and parliamentary representation.

The elections, however, solved noth-
ing. The Jamaican people continued to
be the victims of a merciless imperial-
ist drive to bring them to heel.

With Washington’s plan to remove
the PNP in favor of the JLP temporar-
ily scuttled by the election results, the
new Carter administration adopted an
alternative course of using economic
pressure against Jamaica.

The bauxite companies’ decision to
reduce production within Jamaica,
combined with the rise in world oil
prices, gutted Jamaica’s foreign ex-
change reserves. Unable to pay for
imports of industrial equipment, manu-
facturing was disrupted and key consu-
mer items became increasingly scarce.
On top of this, earnings from the
tourist industry plummeted as a result
of the politically motivated campaign
by the U.S. government and press to
scare away tourists. Jamaica’s gross
domestic product declined. Inflation
drastically cut into the living stand-
ards of the Jamaican workers and
farmers.

Jamaica desperately needed interna-
tional financial assistance to help it
ride out the crisis, Yet the Manley
regime found it impossible to secure
the kind of loans it needed—unless it
agreed to pay a political price.

Faced with this dilemma, the PNP
leadership vacillated.

Discussion on crisis

For a brief period in early 1977, the
PNP, fresh from its sweeping electoral
victory, attempted to mobilize popular
support and opened up a big national
discussion on ways to overcome the
economic crisis. The National Plan-
ning Agency invited the public to help
develop a “people’s plan.” Thousands
of Jamaicans sent in suggestions for
various steps to better utilize Jamai-
ca’s own resources. Socialists—both
within the PNP left wing and outside
the party—were able to present their
own ideas.

In March, the government an-
nounced plans to take over the British-
owned Barclays Bank.

This approach, however, soon ran
into stiff opposition from sectors of the
government and PNP leadership itself.

Although the PNP had evolved con-
siderably since the beginning of the
decade, those changes were least re-
flected in the PNP’s parliamentary
caucus and the government. Qut of the
forty-seven PNP members of parlia-
ment, only seven identified with the
party’s left wing; the parliamentary
caucus was heavily weighted toward
professionals and businessmen. The
representation of the left wing was
even weaker within the cabinet.

Fearing the mass radicalization
under way in the country, those sectors
of the PNP leadership who favored
compromise with imperialism took ad-
vantage of Jamaica’s extreme eco-
nomic crisis to press for a change in
course,

(To be continued)
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POLITICAL POLICE ON TRIAL

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
IN WORLD WAR 11

Testimony of George Breitman

George Breitman, a longtime lead-
er of the Socialist Workers Party,
testified April 30 and May 1 at the
trial of the SWP and Young Socialist
Alliance suit against government
spying.

The first part of his testimony,
printed last week, further discredit-
ed the ‘Mandigo affidavit’ on al-
leged crimes of six current and
former SWP leaders. The affidavit
was prepared by FBI Special Agent
Charles Mandigo.

Breitman documented the large:
scale errors, lies, and distortions in
the public section of the Mandigo af-
fidavit. This served to discredit
another part of the affidavit—secret
to all but the government lawyers
and Judge Thomas Griesa—which
Mandigo has sworn he was just ‘as
thorough and careful in drafting’ as
the public part.

In the second part of his testi-
mony, printed below, Breitman dis-
cusses the early history of the
Fourth International and the role
played in it by the SWP.

Judge Griesa: As a matter of curi-
osity, this 1929 issue of the ‘Militant’
—did the ‘Militant’ start after the
split with the Communist Party?

Breitman: Yes. This was around the
fifth or sixth issue.

Griesa: So this was a new publica-
tion?

Breitman: It was a new publication
without an office.

Griesa: And it represented the
Trotsky side of the controversy?

Breitman: Right.

Griesa: OK.

Winter: Your Honor, I have one oth-
er line of questioning that I would like
to go through with this witness on the
Fourth International.

Griesa: OK.

Founding of SWP

~ @Q: Mr. Breitman, were you pres-
ent at the founding convention of the
SWP in early 19387

A: Yes.

Q: And you were a delegate to
that convention?

A: I was a delegate. I was a member
of the credentials committee and on
some other commission.

Q: Have you written anything on
the founding convention?

A: I prepared a book called The
Founding of the Socialist Workers Party,
which is going to be published this year.
It contains documents, minutes, and re-
ports of the Socialist Workers Party’s
first and second conventions, and meet-
ings of the national committee in be-
tween.

Griesa: When was the opening
convention?

Breitman: It began the last day of
1937 and ended on January 3, 1938.

Q: Was the Fourth International
in existence at the time of the found-
ing convention of the SWP?

A: No, this convention was in Janu-
ary, 1938, and the Fourth International
was not founded until September of that
year. But there was a forerunner organ-
ization called the Movement for the
Fourth International.

Q: Did the new SWP support the
Movement for the Fourth Interna-
tional?

A: At this founding convention of the
SWP, a report was adopted to affifliate
with the Movement for the Fourth In-
ternational, and to help work toward
the creation of the Fourth International.

Q: What else was decided at the
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founding convention of the
SWP—besides support for the
Fourth International that was about
to come into being?

A: Well, there were several resolu-
tions on current questions of that period
—one on the Soviet Union, another one
on Spain. There were resolutions on
trade union work and unemployed
work.

There was the adoption of a constitu-
tion. There was a debate over the name
of the new organization, and there was
adoption of a declaration of principles.

Declaration of principles

Q: I am handing you Plaintiffs’
Exhibit 253 for identification. Will
you state what that document is?

A: This is the pamphlet which was
issued a few weeks after the convention,
containing the declaration of principles
adopted at the founding convention and
the constitution of the organization that
was adopted at the founding convention.

Q: Did the founding convention
take any position on the relative
merits of multiparty political system
as opposed to a one-party political
system under socialism?

A: Yes, in the declaration of princi-
ples, it was very plainly stated that the
party stands for freedom of speech,
press, assembly, and the right of opposi-
tion parties within American society, af-
ter the establishment of a workers
state—

Griesa: Where are these state-
ments?

Breitman: On page 8 there is a sec-
tion called “The Workers State.” The
last paragraph in it says, “While the
workers state will necessarily reserve to
itself the indispensable right to take all
requisite measures to deal with violence
and armed attacks against the revolu-
tionary regime, it will, at the same time,
assure adequate civil rights to opposi-
tion individuals, groups and political
parties and will guarantee the opportu-
nity for the expression of opposition
through the allotment of press, radio
and assembly facilities in accordance
with the real strength among the people
of the opposition groups or parties.”

Q: What role, if any, did Leon
Trotsky personally play in the
founding convention of the SWP?

A: Well, he was not in the United
States, of course, and he was not permit-
ted to visit the United States, even for
health consultations. But he participat-
ed in the form of articles that he wrote,
which were printed in the discussion
bulletin preceding the convention, and
in letters that he wrote to the leaders of
the new party.

Q: Have these writings been pub-
lished by the Socialist Workers Par-
ty, that is, published for public sale?

A: Yes, all of his articles on this ques-
tion, and his many letters of advice on
problems facing the new party, have all
been printed in the series of books called
Writings of Leon Trotsky, which is a
fourteen-volume set. These will be
found in the volume that is devoted to
that year, 1937-1938.

Fourth International

Q: You testified a little earlier that
the founding congress of the Fourth
International was in September,
1938, I believe? '

A: Yes.

Q: Did the SWP participate in that
founding congress?

A: Yes.

Q: Did the SWP send delegates to
that congress?

A: It did.

Griesa: And that was when?

Breitman: September, 1938.

Griesa: It was the founding con-
gress of the Fourth International?

Breitman: Right.

Griesa: Where was that?

Breitman: In France. I think in one
of the suburbs of Paris, or it might have
been in Paris itself.

Q: Did the SWP send delegates?

A: Yes, it did.

Q: How many?

A: Well, there were three Americans
who were delegates. Two were leaders of
the Socialist Workers Party—James P.
Cannon and Max Schachtman—who
had both been founders of the so-called
Trotskyist Tendency in the United
States.

The third person was a man named
Nathan Gould, who was the leader of
the youth organization that was affiliat-
ed with the Socialist Workers Party.
These three went to the founding con-
gress as delegates.

Q: Was the fact of their participa-
tion at this founding congress pub-
licized at the time by the SWP?

A: No.

Q: And why not?

Leaders assassinated

A: Well, this was more or-less an ille-
gal congress because Stalin and the So-
viet secret police had decided to kill as
many leaders of this Fourth Interna-
tionalist movement as possible. In the

. year preceding the congress, in Sep-

tember, they did succeed in killing sev-
eral people who were unquestionably in-
ternational leaders of this movement.
These included Trotsky’s son, who was
assassinated in a Paris hospital in Feb-
ruary, 1938, and Rudolph Klement, the
administrative secretary of the Fourth
International, who was kidnapped and
whose headless body was found in the
Seine River a few days before the con-
gress opened. :

So there was considerable concern
about the safety of people who were
known to be going to the congress, and it
was not publicized.

We knew about it inside the party be-
cause of the great difficulty we had in
raising money to send these delegates to
the congress. They were elected in
April, and in June they were supposed
to leave. But there wasn’t enough mo-
ney for two of them to go, so only one
went in June—Cannon. We had to carry
on a big fund drive for about six weeks
before money was raised to send
Schachtman. And in the end we had to
take a bank loan in order to be able to
put him on a ship.

Q: At what time, if ever, did the
SWP make public the fact that these
three Americans had participated in
the founding congress?

A: Well, in 1973 we published a book
called Documents of the Fourth Interna-
tional, the Formative Years, 1933-1940.

This book reported who the delegates
were and included minutes, as well as
all of the resolutions that had been
adopted by the congress.

We got those minutes only in 1972,
and we published them in the first book
thereafter. Reading those minutes it is
clear who the three Americans were.
They are identified by their own names.

Griesa: When did you first make it
public that the SWP had participat-
ed?

Breitman: This was not about the
SWP’s participation, but the identifica-
tion of the three delegates, that was
made public in this book.

Griesa: I guess I didn’t under-
stand your answer. When did you

first make it public that the SWP had
participated in the Fourth Interna-
tional?

Breitman: Less than a month after
the congress. We had a special issue of
our newspaper containing resolutions
and articles about the congress, and the
fact that the SWP had participated in it.

Q: Then it was not until 1973 that
there was a publication identifying
Mr. Schachtman and Mr. Gould as
the participating Americans?

A: Yes.

Election of IEC

Q: Were any SWP members elect-
ed to leadership bodies of the Fourth
International at the founding world
congress?

A: Yes.

Q: Who were they?

A: There were three Americans elect-
ed to the International Executive Com-
mittee: Cannon, Schachtman, and the
congress asked the SWP to select a third
member. I should add that the Interna-
tional Executive Committee consisted of
fifteen members, one of whom was
Trotsky and three of whom were Amer-
icans.

Griesa: What did the Fourth Inter-
national request?

Breitman: It requested that the
SWP select the third person rather than
have him or her elected directly by the
congress.

Griesa: And in response the SWP
did what?

Breitman: In response the SWP in
November, 1938, did select the third
person.

Griesa: I thought you said fifteen
people went.

Breitman: There was an Interna-
tional Executive Committee of fifteen
people.

Griesa: All right.

Breitman: Three of whom were
Americans.

Griesa: All right. Who was the
third person?

Breitman: The third person was
Carl Skoglund. He was not identified
this way in the minutes where he was
elected in November, 1938. It took me
four years to find out his identity, but I
think it is now quite well-established
—that he was the third member.

Griesa: So the International Exec-
utive Committee of the Fourth Inter-
national consisted of fifteen people,
one of whom was Leon Trotsky?

Breitman: Right.

Griesa: Did he travel outside of
Mexico at all?

Breitman: No. Once he reached
Mexico he stayed there until his death.

Founding congress

Q: What was decided at the found-
ing congress of the Fourth Interna-
tional?

A: Well, the main decisions revolved
around the adoption of program and the
decision to actually found the Fourth In-
ternational at that point.

The program, which has become
known popularly as the Transitional
Program, was written in its first draft
by Trotsky in Mexico. After being dis-
cussed for several months before the
congress, it was discussed at the con-
gress and adopted there.

In addition, as I have said, they de-
cided to set up the International at that
point, and they elected a leadership to
guide the organization until the next
congress.

This was the International Executive
Committee of fifteen that I have re-
ferred to.



And, in addition to that, they decided
that in the event of war, the center of
the Fourth International should be
transferred to the western hemisphere.

Q: How do you know what deci-
sions were made at this founding
convention?

A: Well, we have the documents.
There are some 150 pages of documents
about this congress in this book that I
referred to, Documents of the Fourth In-
ternational.

We also have had an opportunity to
study the archives of Leon Trotsky at
Harvard. Trotsky was in the habit of re-
taining, saving, documents that were
sent to him—political documents sent to
him—from throughout the world. He re-
ceived minutes of different national
groups, of international groups, and so
on, and he put them away.

Before he died, his archives were sold
to Harvard University, and they were
delivered shortly after his death.

Until last year we had access to, I
forget how many, six or seven thousand
different documents. But last year, in
accordance with a stipulation they made
and that Harvard accepted, they opened
up another portion—the final portion
—of his archives to the public. There
we found a great many additional docu-
ments about the internal life, develop-
ment, and disputes of the Fourth Inter-
national and its predecessor groups.

International center

Q: When war did break out in Eu-
rope, did the center of the Fourth In-
ternational shift?

A: Yes. At the time that the war
broke out, there was an American in Eu-
rope working with the International Ex-
ecutive Committee. That was Albert
Goldman. When the war began, he left
and returned to the United States. But
before the war or before he returned, be-
fore he arrived in New York, there was a
meeting in New York of six people, five
of whom were members of the Interna-
tional Executive Committee. They de-
cided that they should take action—did
I say when this was, what date?

Q: You didn’t give the precise
date.

A: This was eleven days after the
declaration of war, on September 12,
1939. This small body met and decided
that with the approval of three other In-
ternational  Executive  Committee
members in the western hemisphere
they would assume the functions of the
International Executive Committee

. here.

A week or nine days later, Goldman
arrived and confirmed what had hap-
pened in Europe was that all of the
members of the Fourth International
had either been arrested, or conscripted,
or driven underground—declared ille-
gal as an organization. The IEC that
had existed there had ceased to func-
tion. '

During this nine-day period, the three
other members of the committee on this
continent had been consulted and they
approved of this decision.

So at this meeting, on the 21st of Sep-

“tember, the decision was made final
that this body would assume the func-
tions of the International Executive
Committee until further notice.

Q: Now, I think you said there
were five IEC members who held the
first meeting:

A: Yes.

Role of Americans

Q: How many of these were Amer-
icans?

A: Three of these were Americans:
Cannon, Schachtman and Gould. Gould
representing the International Youth
Organization affiliated to the Fourth In-
ternational. He was, I guess, what you
would call a fraternal member or a six-
teenth member.

Anyhow, he attended it. Those were
the three North Americans who at-
tended. ,

There were two other members of the
IEC, one who hailed from the Caribbean
and one who came from Brazil.

And the other significant action of

this meeting was that they elected as
administrative secretary of the IEC an
SWP member named Sam Gordon.

Q: Were you present at that IEC
meeting?

A: No.

Q: Do you base your knowledge of

" this meeting on the same—

A: Last year we obtained the minutes
of these two meetings from Harvard.

Q: That you described previous-
ly?

A: Yes. The names in it are all pseu-
donyms, and I think we have tracked
down the real names of most of the peo’
ple involved but there are one or two
that still elude us.

Q: Was there an office for the
Fourth International in New York?

A: No.

Q: What was the role of Trotsky in
these IEC meetings, if any?

the Fourth International when it
shifted to New York.

The last thing you had talked
about with respect to the center in
New York was an emergency confer-
ence in 1940. Could you briefly de-
scribe what this conference did?

A: It adopted a manifesto about the
war which had been written by Trotsky
in its first draft. It elected a new Inter-
national Executive Committee.

Judge Griesa: Who was it that did
these things?

Breitman: An emergency conference
of the Fourth International.

Griesa: That was held in 1940?

Breitman: Yes. It was attended by
delegates from North America, South
America, Aastralia, and some mandat-
ed delegates from Europe—delegates
who were mandated from Europe, rath-
€er.
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A: Well, he was one of the three who
was not in New York, and he sent his
approval of the course that was proposed
by the people in New York.

Q: That is, there were the five IEC
members who met originally, and at
the second meeting on September
21st you had the approval of three
others, and he was one of the three?

A: Yes. '

Griesa: So it was expanded to
eight?

Breitman: It was expanded to eight,
but it was understood that the other
three would not be present at its meet-
ings in New York.

Q: And those eight represented a
majority of the fifteen-member IEC?

A: Yes.

Q: How long did this IEC function
as a body?

A: Not very long. There was a fac-
tional dispute going on in the Socialist
Workers Party at that time over the role
of the Soviet Union in the war, and
whether or not the SWP and the Fourth
International should defend the Soviet
Union in this war.

The IEC became paralyzed and ceased
to function after November because
they were unable to get a clear-cut ma-
jority for either point of view. So this ex-

ecutive committee existed nominally

until May, 1940, when an emergency
conference of the Fourth International
was held—in order to resolve the politi-
cal dispute that was going on and to
elect a new IEC which could function.

Emergency conference
Q: Mr. Breitman, before the break
you were talking about this center of

George Breitman addresses socialist educational conference.

ilitant

Griesa: Where was it?

Breitman: This was in New York.

Q: Who were the Americans pres-
ent at this conference, Mr. Breit-
man?

A: James P. Cannon, Sam Gordon,
Albert Goldman, Felix Morrow were the
delegates and there was a fifth person.
Goldman was the attorney of the party
and Morrow was then editor of the Mil-
itant.

The fifth person in attendance was Jo-
seph Hansen, who was invited to attend
with voice but no vote.

Q: Were Americans elected to the
new IEC?

A: Yes. There were three Americans
elected to the new IEC—Cannon, Gold-
man, I think, and Dobbs.

Q: How do you know these facts?

A: Excuse me, there were four—Can-
non, Gordon, Goldman, and Dobbs.

Q: You were not present, Mr.
Breitman, is that right?

A: No, I was not present.

Q: How do you know these facts?

A: Because last year when the final
part of the Trotsky archives at Harvard
were opened, [ wrote for and obtained a
copy of the minutes of this conference. It
was five pages of minutes, and the
names were all pseudonyms. In this
case, too, I think I have tracked down
the identity of most of the people, but
there are still three or four that I am not
sure of.

Q: After this 1940 emergency con-
ference what did the International
center in New York do, if any-
thing—the International center of
the Fourth International?

A: Well, it tried to maintain or re-
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gain contact with the different sections
or parties of the International through-
out the world.

It published occasional documents,
declarations and manifestos on the ma-
jor issues occurring in the war.

Q: For what period of time did the
International operate in New York?

Griesa: For some reason I don’t
have complete clarity on this center.

You said there was an emergency
conference in May 1940. I guess you
better tell me again what was this
center and when was it started.

Breitman: In September, 1939, the
members of the International Executive
Committee in New York, and in Mexico,
and other parts of the continent decided
to assume the functions of the Interna-
tional Executive Committee here in the
United States—in accordance with a de-
cision that had been made at the found-
ing congress in September, 1938.

Griesa: Just a minute, Il remember
that.

Breitman: I have forgotten where I
was. Was I in the middle of an answer?

Griesa: Yes, but I had forgotten
that we had covered that, and my
memory is now refreshed, so you go
ahead with your question.

Q: The question I think we had be-
fore us was for what period of time
did the International center operate
in New York, in the United States?

A: This International center that
emerged from the emergency conference
operated from 1940 to 1945.

Q: Who participated in the work
of the center?

A: Well, some leaders of the SWP,
and some refugees from Europe, some
delegates from Latin America.

Q: What kind of communication
was there between the center and
New York and Europe during the
war?

A: It was very scanty and very limit-

ed, especially in the early years of the
war. '
As Hitler was driven back beginning
in 1944, contact began to be made with
all of France, and not just the part that
was unoccupied—and with other coun-
tries that they had been unable to reach
until then.

But up until around 1944 there was
small contact, infrequent and irregular.

Disaffiliation

Q: Mr. Breitman: I believe you tes-
tified that you were present at the
December, 1940, convention of the
SWP.

A: Idon't believe I did, but I was pres-
ent.

Q: Were you a delegate?

A: Yes, I was a delegate.

Griesa: The date again?

Breitman: December, 1940. That
was the Fourth National Convention of
the Socialist Workers Party. It was
called a special convention.

Q: Was that convention the one at
which the SWP voted to disaffiliate
from the Fourth International be-
cause of the Voorhis Act?

A: Yes.

Q: Were there any other major de-
cisions at this convention besides
the decision to disaffiliate?

A: The other decision was to suspend
the declaration of, or to revoke—I forget
the exact word—the declaration of prin-
ciples that had been adopted at the
founding convention in January, 1938.

Q: Why was that decision made?

A: Because the position that the dec-
laration of principles had taken on a
number of questions was no longer up to
date. The party, in the meantime in this
three-year period, had changed its posi-
tion on the labor party question, and
had decided to support a referendum on
war, where previously it had been op-
posed to it. A number of other parts of
the declaration of principles had been
outmoded.

So it was decided to withdraw the dec-
laration of principles and instruct the
national committee to prepare a new
draft.

Q: And did the SWP make public

Continued on next page
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Continued from preceding page
the major decisions of this conven-
tion?

A: Yes.

Q: I am handing you a copy of ‘So-
cialist Appeal,’ dated December 28,
1940. Are those decisions published
in this issue of ‘Socialist Appeal’?

A: Yes, on the bottom of the page
—that is, on page 2 of this compilation

" —there is an article called “Special
National Convention of SWP, Acts on
International Relations.”

And I think it contains the full resolu-
tion on both these questions that I have
referred to in full.

Q: Is ‘Socialist Appeal’ the same
newspaper as the ‘Militant’?

A: Yes. At that time the Militant was
called Socialist Appeal. The name was
changed agairnr in 1941.

Q: Changed to what? -

A: To the Militant, and has remained
that.

@: Did the December, 1940, disaf-
filiation have any effect on SWP
members’ participation in the Inter-
national center of the Fourth Inter-
national in New York?

A: No, Idon’t think so, not in a politi-
cal sense. We continued to be in solidari-
ty with the Fourth International, and to
cooperate with them wherever possible.

In an organizational sense we no
longer were part of the Fourth Interna-
tional and, therefore, that changed our
relationship somewhat. But essentially
and politically there was no change.

European Secretariat

Q: Did you ever attend any meet-
ings of the Fourth International?

A: Yes.

Q: When?

A: From 1944 to 1946.

Q: Where were these meetings?

A: These meetings were in France.

Q: What kind of meetings were
they?

A: They were meetings of a group
called the European Secretariat of the
Fourth International.

Q: What was the European Secret-

ariat?

A: The European Secretariat was an
executive committee set up after the na-
tional parties in Europe had either been
driven underground or had disappeared
—with an attempt to, or attempting to,
reconstruct parties where they had been
destroyed and to coordinate their work
on a Europe-wide scale.

Q: Was this after the center shift-
ed to New York?

- A: Yes, this secretariat, I believe,
was created in 1943, but it might have
been the end of 1942.

Q: How did you happen to be in
France in 1944?

A: Well, I can thank the government
‘for that too. I was in France because I
had been drafted into the Army and
shipped there. I was drafted in 1943 and
arrived in France in June, 1944.

Q: How did you happen to attend
meetings of the European Secreta-
riat?

A: Well, the Socialist Workers Party

was very anxious to get in touch with co-.

thinkers throughout the word. When I
went overseas, they wanted me to try to
regain contact with whoever was possi-
ble, and I did that. They invited me to
attend meetings of the European Secret-
ariat.

Q: Were these meetings held open-
ly?

A: No, they were not held openly. Pa-
ris had just been liberated from the Na-
zis. Some of the members of the Secreta-
riat had been either in concentration
camps, from which they had escaped, or
they had been tortured. There was, as a
result of the conditions that existed
there, an atmosphere of secrecy and
avoidance of public notice.

Q: What was discussed at these
meetings of the European Secreta-
riat that you attended?

A: Much cfit had to do with what was
going on in France. But most of it dealt
with political problems of that period
when the war was drawing to an end
—what the new circumstances were go-
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who survived Nazi camps and occupation.

ing to be after the war. Attempts were
also made to establish contact with
more and more sections throughout Eu-
rope as the Nazi armies fell back.

Pre-World Conference

Q: Did you attend any other
Fourth International meetings be-
sides those of the European Secreta-
riat between the 1944 and 1946 peri-
od?

A: Yes. In 1946 I attended a pre-
World Conference of the Fourth Inter-
national in Paris—March, 1946.

Q: Were you a delegate?

A: Yes, I was a delegate representing
the Socialist Workers Party-.

Q: Were there any other American
delegates?

A: There were two other Americans
there. I think only one of them was a
delegate from the SWP.

Q: Who were they?

A: One was Sam Gordon and the oth-
er was a newspaperman named Sherry
Mangan, who worked for Time or For-
tune, one of those Luce publications. He
had been there before the war, and had
beer seized by the Nazis when they oc-
cupied Paris. But then he had returned
to the United States, where I first met
him.

In fact, it was through him that I first
made contact with the European Secret-
ariat. He collaborated very closely with
the Secretariat.

Q: In March, 1946, at the time of
this pre-World Conference, had the
center of the Fourth International
shifted back to Europe yet?

A: Not yet.

Q: How did the shift occur?

A: Well, it occurred at this very con-
ference. Prior to that there had been cor-
respondence between the European Se-
cretariat and the people in New York.
An agreement had been reached that as
soon as the war ended, and as soon
thereafter as possible, the center should
be returned to Europe. That was the ma-
jor accomplishment of this conference
which, in addition, had the task of pre-
paring for another world congress which
was eventually held in 1948,

Q: Could you briefly describe
what was discussed at this pre-
World Conference?

A: Yes. By this time the war had
ended and the cold war was starting.
There were resolutions adopted on a
great many questions that the Euro-
pean sections in particular were con-
cerned about.

Griesa: When was the World Con-
gress? Are you talking about the

World Congress or the pre-World
Congress?

Breitman: The pre-World.

Q: Were delegates elected to the
IEC at this pre-World Conference?

A: Members of the IEC were elected
at this conference because now the cen-
ter was being shifted back. A new lead-
ership body had to do the work of pre-
paring for the full World Congress later
on.

Q: Were any Americans elected to
the IEC?

A: Yes, Cannon was elected and Gor-
don was elected—Sam Gordon. I am not
absolutely sure whether there was
another, but I also was elected.

Q: Were you present at the session
when you were elected to the IEC?

A: No. On the third day of the confer-
ence the police invaded the hall and ar-
rested everybody. The Americans were
taken to the American Embassy. The
others were put in jail, and the last ses-
sion of the conference was held in jail
that night. I was not present.

If I had been, I think I would have de-
clined the honor of being a member of
the IEC—which was about what it
would amount to, as an honor, if I was

not able to attend their meetings. And I

would have told them that my plans
were to return to the United States as
quickly as possible, and never to leave it
again.

Q: Have you ever attended any
other Fourth International confer-
ences since the one you just de-
scribed?

A: No.

Winter: I have no further ques-
tions.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

Q: You reviewed a great many
materials in connection with your
preparation for your testimony to-
day, as you testified.

Did you review any of the mate-
rials that were produced by the go-
vernment in the course of this litiga-
tion?

A: I don’t know what was produced
by the government. I did not examine it.

Q: Did anyone assist you in pre-
paring for your testimony today?

A: Yes. Attorney Winter discussed
with me questions and I prepared my
own testimony.

Q: Did anyone assist you in any of
the research that you did in prepar-
ing for your testimony here?

A: | may have gotten one or two
sheets of paper, but 99 percent of it I did

myself without any assistance.

Q: Did you ever ask anybody if
you could see any of the materials
that the government had produced
in discovery in the litigation?

A: No, I did not.

Q: Did you know whether any-
body ever showed you any materials
and said to you, ‘Here is a document
which was produced’?

A: Yes. On Monday of this week At-
torney Winter gave me copies of FBI re-
ports about myself that had been pro-
duced in discovery. For the first time I
learned that the Department of Justice
had put me on some supersubversive
list.

Q: But other—you say there were
two documents. Other than those
two documents, did anybody ever
show you anything that was identi-
fied as material produced by the go-
vernment in the course of this litiga-
tion?

A: No.

Q: In connection with your testi-
mony you referred to a letter which
Farrell Dobbs wrote, which was
called ‘To Dear Comrades’ and that
is Plaintiffs’ Exhibit 255.

Do you know where that letter was
obtained from?

A: Where it came from?

Q: Yes.

A: It came from Attorney Winter.

Q: Do you know where Miss Win-
ter obtained that:

A: No, I am not sure.

Q: Do you have Exhibit 255 in
front of you, Mr. Breitman?

A: Yes.

Q: Is that reproduction of the let-
ter—does that appear to you to be
from any kind of a file that you are
familiar with?

A: No.

Q: Does it appear to be—

A: There seems to be a number on the
bottom, D514, but I don’t know what
that means or where it comes from.

Pathfinder archives

Q: Do you know whether the SWP
maintains any kind of an archive
system other than the archives that
you testified pertained to Mr. Can-
non?

A: I am familiar with archives that
are located at Pathfinder Press, because
1 work with them.

Q: Do those archives at Pathfind-
er Press contain copies of corre-
spondence, such as the letter which
is Exhibit 2557

A: No.

Q: What do the archives of Path-
finder contain?

A: Well, they contain material being
used for books. I already stated that we
are preparing a whole series of post-
humous books by Cannon, and two of
the books have been published. One will
be published this summer, and the oth-
ers are being prepared.

Q: Do those archives of Pathfind-
er contain materials that relate to
the SWP, other than materials that
relate specifically to Mr. Cannon?

A: It is very hard to separate Cannon
from the SWP since they are so closely
intertwined. It is not personal files. It is
political files of Cannon.

Q: So it is possible then that the
material contained in the Pathfinder
Press archives contains material
that relates to the SWP, even if it
does not relate specifically to Mr.
Cannon—either because it was in his
possession at one time or because it
mentions his name?

A: Yes, but it would not include this
Dobbs letter.

Q: Why do you say that?

A: Because it does not contain mate-
rial of that type—Ileast of all in this for-
mat, which seems to be microfilm.

Q: Did anybody tell you where
this Farrell Dobbs letter, which hap-
pens to be on microfilm, came from?

A: No.

Q: You were just handed a letter,
is that it?

A: Yes.

Q: Have you looked at everything



which is contained in the Pathfinder
Press archives?

A: I have looked at it up to a certain
point. That is, I haven’t looked at it—at
the Cannon material—for more than a
year [ would say. .

Q: So when you testified earlier

that you had read extensively from

Mr. Cannon’s writings and speeches,
both published and unpublished,
were you referring to that period of
a year ago when you had reviewed
that material?

A: No, I reviewed that material over
a period of several years beginning in
the mid-70s. I stopped doing it a year
ago.

Q: So you said you examined the
archives up to a period. Do you
mean that you examined what was
contained in the archives say up to a
particular year?

A: Up to last year.

Q: I am sorry, I mean to refer you
to what is contained in the archives
themselves. For example, is it your
recollection of the archives that they
contain materials that range over,
say from 1935 up until Mr. Cannon’s
death?

A: I understand your question now.
Yes, it ranges from the mid-20s up until
the time of Cannon’s death.

But I have been concerned principally
with the period of the books which were
published. So that the first book was
published containing material for the
years 1943 to 1945, I believe.

The second one is for the years—ex-
cuse me, the first one was 1940 to 1943,
and the second one was 1945 to 1947.

The third one, which is now at the
printer, I hope, covers the years 1928 to
1931.

Q: So you have not reviewed then
all of the material contained in the
archives that pertains to Mr. Can-
non, only that which pertains to the
period of time you just mentioned?

A: No, I had reviewed them but I
haven’t studied them. I haven’t given
the same attention to the material I
looked at, say for 1970 to 1974, as I did
for the books which were being pub-
lished first.

Q: In addition to the material that
is contained in the archives about
Mr. Cannon, did you review any of
the other material in preparation for
your testimony here today?

A: No. I decided to testify last week
when I was asked and I haven't been
there since then.

Q: So you were in the archives last
week?

A: No. I said I agreed to testify last
week. | haven’t been in the archives for
quite scme time.

Q: In addition to the archives of
the Pathfinder Press, are there any
other files of the SWP that contain
microfilm correspondence such as
that which is Plaintiffs’ Exhibit 2557

A: Not to my knowledge.

Q: Do you know whether there
are such materials for the ‘Militant,’
for example?

A: Militant files? ¥

Q: Yes. Would the ‘Militant’ keep
microfilm copies of correspon-
dence?

A: No.

Q: So you have no idea where Ex-
hibit 255 came from?

A: I have said that already.

Q: Did you review any of your
personal files to prepare for your
testimony today?

A: Yes.

Q: Can you state what you re-
viewed in connection with your tes-
timony from your own personal
files?

A: Yes.

Q: What was that?

A: Well, I reviewed the Militant first
of all. I have all fifty-two years of the
bound Militant in my home.

I reviewed the magazine which origi-
nally was called the New Militant, then
being called the Fourth International,
and then called the International Social-
ist Review since 1934.

I reviewed the internal bulletins of

the Socialist Workers Party. I reviewed
notes that I made for the next book that
I hope to produce.

Q: What would those notes per-
tain to, Mr. Breitman?

A: Those notes pertain to the history
of the Socialist Workers Party and the
Fourth International in the 1930s,
which is the period that [ am most inter-
ested in from a scholarly point of view
—and about which I have given talks,
educational talks, which I hope to turn
into print and into a book.

Q: Did you review any correspon-
dence in your own personal files be-
tween yourself and any other
members of the SWP?

Griesa: Really, what difference does
it make unless you have information
that his research is somehow flawed?
Really, the thing is what documents did
Mr. Mandigo review when he made his
affidavit. It just does not get us any-
where.

I don’t care what documents. Whether
he looked at one document or another
document does not make any difference.

If his analysis is flawed, if he is factu-
ally incorrect, then all—

Silak: Your Honor, the problem we
have here is that many of the things
that Mr. Breitman says he reviewed
—for example, documents of the Fourth

/

Government attorney Cathy Silak cross«examl

A: No. I don’t have much in the way
of correspondence from that period.

Q: Do you have correspondence
from any period, say from the late
1930s to the present time, between
yourself and other members of the
SWP?

A: Yes, private correspondence.

Q: Did you review that correspon-
dence?

A: No, I had no occasion to.

Griesa: This isn’t helpful. Let us
take a recess. If you believe that he is
fabricating about briefing himself
with available material, you can
pursue that and try to show it. It
doesn’t make any difference to me
the exact nature of his briefing.

He appears to have had some per-
sonal involvement with the SWP and
has considerable memory and other
things he obviously has checked out
with documents.

If you want to try to indicate that
that impression which I have is
wrong, okay. Otherwise, there is not
much utility in this. You go over
your cross and try to streamline it.

* * *

Mandigo’s errors

Q: Mr. Breitman, you wrote an ar-
ticle published in the March 13, 1981,
edition of the ‘Militant’ in which you
detailed what you contend were the
inaccuracies in the Mandigo affidav-
it, didn’t you?

A: Yes, I did. And I may add that I
wrote it by myself without consulting
with Attorney Winter or anyone else.

Q: What documents did you re-
view in connection with that?
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International—have not been produced
to the government. ’

I cannot cross-examine Mr. Breitman
on his recollection. I don’t have the docu-
ments with which to cross-examine him.

That is why I am asking what he re-
viewed so if possibly we can get the doc-
uments we can cross-examine him at
some point.

Winter: I believe Mr. Breitman testi-

fied as to almost everything that it was
public source documents from various li-
braries and from publications and we, of
course—

Griesa: I am sorry to interrupt. Let’s
take his critique of the Mandigo affidav-
it.

What are the things that you believe
—do you believe his corrections are er-
roneous recollections? In other words,
when he says it is not accurate—what-
ever the word is, is he wrong on that?
Probably not.

Silak: I don’t want to go into exten-
sive—

Griesa: We can extend all of this. He
has come forward.

Silak: It is not my intention to try to
cross-examine Mr. Breitman about ev-
ery one of those very small and particu-
larized problems. That really is not my
intention. He testified about the Mandi-
go affidavit, and the second phase of his
examination was about the Fourth In-
ternational.

Griesa: What are the points you are
interested in?

Silak: The witness stated that the se-
cond phase of his examination, or coun-
sel stated, were to be about certain
meetings of the Fourth International.

It really is material pertaining to that
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testimony which we are interested in
knowing the source of. He did not bring
any of these documents with him. They
were not introduced into evidence. The
only real documentary evidence which
counsel introduced in connection with
Mr. Breitman’s testimony was that
which related to Mr. Mandigo’s affidav-
it. So that we have.

But it is these other types of docu-
ments that the government is concerned
about.

Griesa: The only thing is, I don’t
quite understand what the controversy
would be. The last meeting that he de-
scribed involving the Fourth Interna-
tional occurred in 1946, and the things
that he described occurred before 1946.
Is there any reason for the government
to believe that this is substantially in-
correct 'in any way that really affects
this lawsuit?

Silak: Your Honor, going back to the
Mandigo affidavit, if I could for a mo-
ment, it appears that Mr. Cannon’s role
in the Fourth International is some-
thing which Mr. Breitman’s analysis of
that affidavit attempts to call into ques-
tion.

He says that Mr. Cannon was not the
leader in 1940.

Now in the second phase of his testi-
mony, we have extensive testimony from
the witness about the early founding
meetings of the Fourth International at
which Mr. Cannon was present when he
was elected a member of the IEC. I
would just like to probe what these docu-
ments may show about Mr. Cannon’s
participation.

Griesa: You go ahead. I get the point.

International documents

Q: Mr. Breitman, did Mr. Cannon
participate in the operations of the
New York center in the 1940s?

A: Yes.

Q: In connection with your testi-
mony about the early founding meet-
ings of the Fourth International
—ranging from say 1938 to the mid-
1940s, say 1946—did you review any

documents other than those which

you say came from the Harvard Uni-
versity collection of Leon Trotsky?

A: And the sources that I mentioned
before—internal bulletins, educational
bulletins, the Militant, Fourth Interna-
tional, the magazine.

Q: Are those three things—the in-
ternal bulletins, the educational bul-
letins, and the ‘Fourth International,’
and the ‘Militant’—are things you
said are in your own personal li-
brary, is that right?

A: Right.

Q: In addition to the Harvard doc-
uments and your own personal docu-
ments, did you review any docu-
ments that are currently in the pos-
session of the Socialist Workers Par-
ty or the Young Socialist Alliance
pertaining to those issues?

A: Notone.

Q: You testified earlier that there
was an archives of Pathfinder Press.

But are you also aware whether
there are any archives of the Socialist
Workers Party itself?

A: Iam not aware.

Q: Do you know whether the
Young Socialist Alliance has ar-
chives?

A: Iam not aware of what they have.

Q: You testified that you also re-
viewed the correspondence of James
Hansen—

A: Joseph Hansen.

Q: Wasthat correspondence some-
thing in your own personal posses-
sion from your own personal library?

A: Itold you where it came from. Part
of it came from the Trotsky archives in
Harvard, and I helped Mrs. Hansen to ob-
tain that. Some things came from the
Tamiment Library. Other things came
from Utah University. I had nothing to
do with them.

Q: Did any of the material in Mr.
Hansen’s correspondence pertain to
these early meetings of the Fourth In-
ternational that you testified to?

A: No.Idon’t think any of them did.

Continued on next page
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Continued from preceding page

Q: Now, the minutes of the Fourth
International meetings which you
have said you obtained in 1972, did
those minutes come only from the
Harvard collection or did you obtain
some from any other source?

A: The minutes that I obtained in
1972 were the minutes of the founding
congress in 1938. They were at Harvard,
but they were not available at that time.
They were in the section that was closed
until 1980. So I did not obtain them from
there. I obtained them from England.
There is a historian of Marxist and labor
movements who lived in England named
Isaac Deutscher. He died in the sixties,
and I read somewhere that his wife had
these minutes. So I wrote to her and she
sent me the minutes. And they are pub-
lished in the book, Documents of the
Fourth International.

Q: Are all the minutes published
in the book?

A: All the minutes of the 1938 con-
gress.

Q: I meant to restrict my question
to that. Are there any other minutes,
other than the 1938 congress, pub-
lished in that book?

A: No, not other minutes. There are
documents, resolutions, and so on, but
no other minutes. So this was quite an
achievement, to get a hold of this at that
time.

Q: Are those minutes in your pos-
session now?

A: No, they are in the book. After
they were published in the book, I dis-
posed of them.

Q: You destroyed them?

A: Ithink I gave them away to some-
one, but I don’t have them and they are
word-for-word, I will swear to it, what is
printed in the book Documents of the
Fourth International.

Q: Were there any minutes of the
IEC meetings that were held in New
York during the early 1940s?

A: Are you referring to September,
1939?

Q: Let’s start with the September,
1939, meeting.

A: Yes, there are minutes. There are
three sets of minutes, each one page
long, for meetings of the International
Executive Committee on September 12,
1939; September 21, 1939; and No-
vember 1, 1939.

You can get them the same way I got
them, by writing to Harvard.

Q: Are those minutes currently in
your possession?

A: Yes.

Q: There were other IEC meetings
which occurred in May, 19407 ;

A: No, there was no IEC meeting.
There was an emergency conference in
May, 1940.

Q: But there was an IEC election
at that emergency conference?

A: Yes.

Q: Were there any IEC meetings
held after that election?

A: I presume so but I don’t have any
documentary evidence, as I have of
these other meetings that I told you
about.

Let me explain why that information
was made available to us. It was because
Trotsky received these September,
1939, minutes. He put them into his
files and eventually they ended up at
Harvard. On the minutes you will find
his marks, things he wanted to find out
further about, and so on.

If he didn’t get a set of minutes, then
it didn’t end up in his files, go to Har-
vard, and then to us.

Q: He died during the year 1940,
right?

A: Who?

Q: Trotsky died in the year 19407

A: Right. He was still alive up until
August.

Q: Do you know whether there
were any IEC meetings held after
August, 1940—from August, 1940, to
the period of early 1946, March spe-
cifically?

A: | am quite sure there were but I
can’t tell you when they were, who was
there, or what they took up.

Q: Did you ever have any conver-

24  THE MILITANT

MAY 29, 1981

JAMES P. CANNON

sations with Mr. Cannon about those
meetings during that period?

A: No. I was too busy with what I was
doing to inquire of other things.

Q: Did you ever inquire of Mr.
Cannon after that period about any
meetings that had occurred at that
time?

A: No, it was not a matter of much in-
terest to me. I did not.

Q: How did you become aware of
Mr. Cannon’s participation in the
New York center?

A: Well, I was aware that he had par-
ticipated in the writing of some of the
documents, because it was commonly
known in the office. These documents
were published by us at the time. So one
would wonder who wrote this—writers
wonder such things, editors wonder
such things—and I would hear some-
times Cannon, sometimes someone else.

Q: So is it your testimony that the
Socialist Workers Party, through
Mr. Cannon or some of the other
members that were active in the IEC
during the period 1940 through 1946,
did not retain the minutes of those
IEC meetings?

A: Not to my knowledge. I have nev-
er seen them or heard of them.

Tape recordings

Q: You testified also about some
tape recordings pertaining to Mr.
Skoglund. Can you tell me how you
obtained those tape recordings?

A: Yes.

Q: How did you do so?

A: A friend of mine who had taped
this interview with Skoglund, in either
1954 or 1955—on hearing that I was
preparing a book—donated the tape to
me and answered some questions about
it that I asked him.

Q: Do you know the name of that
person?

A: Of course.

Winter: I would object, your Honor,
unless it is a named plaintiff or someone
whose name has been publicly identi-
fied. I don’t know who it is but it seems a
little unnecessary to me.

Griesa: This relates to what time pe-
riod?

Breitman: 1954 or 1955.

Griesa: It is pretty long ago. I will al-
low it.

Q: Who was that individual?

A: His name was George L. Weiss-
man, resident in New York City.

Q: Was he a member of the Social-
ist Workers Party?

A: Yes.

Q: Do you know whether the So-
cialist Workers Party maintains any
tape recordings of Mr. Skoglund?

A: I am quite sure they don’t. I asked
everybody who might possibly have any-
thing to please let me hear it or see it.
Nobody else has produced any tape re-
cording.

Q: Isthere a tape recording collec-
tion at the Socialist Workers Party?

A: Idon’t know whether there is now.
There used to be tapes of forums that
were held throughout the country.

Griesa: Shouldn’t this have all been
covered in discovery?

Williams: We have requested produc-
tion of those tape recordings.

Griesa: He has not identified the ex-
istence of any, has he?

Silak: He just testified there used
to be tape recordings of forum meet-
ings. I would like to ask him when

e

they ceased to exist.

A: Isawthemin 1967 whenImovedto
New York, and I don’t think they have
them any more.

Griesa: Fourteen years ago.

A: There were so many of them that
they became useless. You could not find
anything among them, and I think they
disposed of them.

Q: Your testimony, I believe, was
that Mr. Trotsky was a member of the
IEC at the time of his death:

A: Yes.

Q: Was anyone elected to take his

place after he died?

A: Idon't know.

Q: Did Mr. Cannon hold any titlein
connection with his IEC member-
ship?

A: No. Just member.

Q: Do you know who presided at
IEC meetings from the period Au-
gust, 1940, until approximately
March, 19467 -

A: I assume the practice of rotating
chairmen and chairwomen was followed.

Silak: I have no further questions,
your Honor.

Winter: Noredirect.

Griesa: Youmay stepdown.

During World War |l, the
Socialist Workers Party

. . . branded Roosevelt’s
aims imperialist

... sought to build
independent working class
opposition to Hitler's
fascism

.. . faced wartime
‘sedition’ trial for these
views.

A collection of writings
and speeches covering the
socialists’ opposition to
World War Il.

466 pp. $6.95.

Add $.75 postage, handling.
ORDER FROM
Pathfinder Press
410 West Street
New York, N.Y. 10014




In Review
‘The Changing Face of U.S. Politics’

The Changing Face of U.S. Politics:
Building a Party of Socialist Workers.
Reports and Resolutions of the So-
cialist Workers Party. Edited by Jack

Barnes and Steve Clark, Pathfinder:

Press, 1981. 346 pp., $7.95 paper.

The Changing Face of U.S. Poli-
tics: Building a Party of Socialist
Workers is important reading for so-
cialists, union militants, Blacks, wom-
en, and others seeking answers to the
big political questions of the day.

It is a compilation of reports and reso-
lutions adopted by the Socialist Workers
Party between 1975 and 1980. It also in-
cludes the report, “The Turn to Industry
and the Tasks of the Fourth Interna-

Books

tional.” This report was adopted by the
1979 World Congress of the Fourth In-
ternational, an international organiza-
tion of revolutionary socialists that the
SWP is in political solidarity with.

The aim of this collection is to docu-
ment how the Socialist Workers Party
developed our current political orienta-
tion and perspectives, which are based
on a process of political discussions and
practical experiences in the class strug-
gle.

Steve Clark, a member of the party’s
political committee and co-editor of the

collection along with SWP National Se--

cretary Jack Barnes, explains this in his
introduction:

“The reports and resolutions in this
book . . . are the political and organi-
zational foundations on which the SWP
is building today, as it responds to devel-
opments in the national and interna-
tional class struggle and increasingly
becomes part of the changes taking
place among workers in.the United
States.”

Members of the party across the coun-

try are now reading and studying the
book in conjunction with their discus-
sions preparing for the party’s national
convention in August.

Reasons for turn to industry

The documents outline the basic
shifts in world and American politics
that began in the 1970s.

This shift reflects the increasing
weight of the working class in interna-
tional politics. From Poland to El Salva-
dor to Great Britain, the working class
is coming forward to combat attacks on

their living standards and to demand an

expansion of democratic rights and con-
trol over their lives.

What conclusions do revolutionists
draw from these changes?

Jack Barnes listed them:

“That a political radicalization of the
working class—uneven and at different
tempos from country to country—is on
the agenda.

“That the rulers’ offensive will force
big changes in the industrial unions.

“And that the key for revolutionists is
to be there, in and part of the decisive
sector of the working class, prior to
these showdowns.

“It is there,” he explained, “that we

will meet the forces to build the Fourth °

International, to build workers’ parties.
It is there that we will meet the young
workers of oppressed nationalities, and
the immigrant workers. It is inside the
industrial working class that revolu-
tionary parties will get a response to our
program and recruits to our movement.”

Three stages to turn

The party’s turn to industry has
developed through three stages.

The first stage began in 1975 with the
adoption of the “Prospects for Socialism
in America” resolution that explained
the crisis of world capitalism and its im-
pact on American working people.

The second stage began with the
adoption by the SWP National Commit-
tee of the report, “Leading the Party in-

to Industry.” The NC voted to concen-
trate the party’s forces in industry and
the industrial unions—steel, auto, rail,
and others. The second stage also in-
cludes the decision by the Fourth Inter-
national to carry out an industrial turn
on a world scale.

The current and third stage of the
turn has several aspects.

The first is to deepen the party’s par-
ticipation, as a party based in industry,
in struggles that occur on and off the job.
The party is participating in the resist-
ance to the bosses’ austerity and union-
busting drive—and in the struggles
against war, against racism and wom-
en’s oppression, against nuclear power,
and for democratic rights.

The second aspect is to seek closer pol-
itical collaboration with revolutionary

leaderships and class-struggle currents |

such as those in Cuba, Nicaragua, Gren-
ada, and Poland.
The third aspect is to come to grips

Our Revolutionary Heritage

with new questions of leadership and or-
ganization posed by the turn.

American workers are becoming more
and more of a factor in struggles around
social and political issues. Although the
labor movement is not leading or in-
itiating major social protests, the chang-
ing attitudes of young workers and pres-
sures from the bosses’ offensives are
creating a new willingness by the
unions to support social causes—and, in
some cases, actively build demonstra-
tions.

As the book explains, the need for a
labor party independent of the employ-
ers’ two parties and based on the trade
unions is also gaining a greater hearing
in the ranks of labor today.

Because of its turn to industry, the
SWP is in the best possible position to be
an active factor in labor battles and oth-
er struggles as they develop.

—Malik Miah

The Sacco-Vanzetti case

In the 1920s two young, Italian-born workers
faced a frame-up engineered by the U.S. govern-
ment. It ended with their murder by execution in the
electric chair. Their names were Bartolomeo Van-
zetti and Nicola Sacco.

This was the time of the witch-hunt Palmer raids,
when the government set out to stop the rising
militancy of workers, many of whom were foreign
born. Any worker caught fighting for his or her
rights was labeled a “foreigner,” a “terrorist,” a
“communist” out to “violently overthrow the gov-
ernment.”

In early 1920, a wave of raids was directed
against immigrant workers. Many were arrested
and imprisoned or deported.

Sacco and Vanzetti were among the thousands of
workers who rose to the defense of their victimized
brothers and sisters. Soon they too became targets
of the government’s terror raids. On May 5, 1920,
they were arrested and framed up for robbery and
murder,

They were not arrested for any illegal acts, but
for their ideas. When Vanzetti was hauled into the
police station, he was questioned not about his
whereabouts during the robbery and murder at
South Braintree, Massachusetts, but about his
politice. Was he a radical? A communist? An
anarchist? A member of the Industrial Workers of
the World? ’

The stage was set for their conviction before the
first word of the trial. The police created an atmos-
phere designed to make the innocent victims look
like dangerous criminals. Police with riot guns

guarded the courthouse during the trial. State
troopers rode through the streets. The prisoners
were taken to and from court handcuffed and
accompanied by twenty-eight armed guards.

The jury’s decision came in 1921: guilty of murder
in the first degree. But then something happened
that the government hadn’t planned on. As workers
across the country and around the world found out
about the mockery of justice, thousands joined in
the defense, demanding a new-trial.

Over the next six years millions were to join
protests demanding freedom and justice for Sacco
and Vanzetti.

The International Labor Defense, which was
formed to defend workers framed up by the govern-
ment, issued a call for every working person to join
the effort. Meetings and demonstrations were or-
ganized in Paris; Sofia, Bulgaria; Lisbon; Buenos
Aires; Berlin; Montevideo, Uruguay; Mexico City—
as well as across the United States. Radical and
labor papers throughout Latin America and Europe
covered the case.

In 1926 the defense obtained affidavits confirm-
ing that Sacco and Vanzetti were framed up by the
government and were innocent of any crime.

One affidavit, from a local agent of the Depart-
ment of Justice, explained:

“The Department of Justice in Boston was anx-
ious to get sufficient evidence against Sacco and
Vanzetti to deport them, but never succeeded in
getting the kind and amount of evidence required
for that purpose. It was the opinion of the Depart-
ment agents here that a conviction of Sacco and

Vanzetti for murder would be one way of disposing'
of these two men. It was also the general opinion of
such agents in Boston as had any actual knowledge
of the Sacco-Vanzetti case, that Sacco and Vanzetti,
although anarchists and agitators, were not high-
way robbers, and had nothing to do with the South
Braintree crime.”

Despite this, the two men were condemned to die
in the electric chair. At the sentencing on April 9,
1927, Vanzetti told the judge:

”I am suffering because I am a radical, and
indeed I am a radical. I have suffered because I was
an Italian, and indeed I am an Italian. I have
suffered more for my family and for my beloved
than for myself; but I am so convinced to be right
that you can only kill me once but if you could
execute me two times, and if I could be reborn two
other times, I would live again to do what I have
done already.”

Never did Sacco and Vanzetti lose faith in the
working class. It was the great power of labor
solidarity that gained them time. But on August 23,
1927, these two heroic fighters were put to death.

“Remember,” Sacco told his son in farewell,
“remember always these things: we are not crimi-
nals; they convicted us on a frame-up; they denied
us a new trial; and if we will be executed after seven
years, four months and seventeen days of unspeak-
able tortures and wrongs, it is for what I have
already told you: because we were for the poor and
against the exploitation and oppression of the man

by the man.”
—Priscilla Schenk
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The Great Society

Some have ingrown toenails—
The State Department’s office for com-
bating terrorism has it down to a
science. The team benefits from free
advice. Like the tip from a Dallas
psychiatrist, who suggests most terror-
ists probably suffer from a disorder of
the inner ear.

That’ll do it—No need to worry that
El Salvador will become another Viet-
nam, assures Vietnam Dick Nixon.
“All that we shouid do there,” he
advises, “is really what I used to call
the ‘Nixon doctrine.””

Balanced approach—Washington
isn’t slashing all social funding. Like,
members of the House of Representa-
tives have been granted increased
travel and home office expenses. Auto
mileage allowances have been upped
more than 50 percent. Allowance for
stationery, postage, etc, is now
$47,000. Furnishings for the district
home office (often the solon’s front
porch), is now $35,000.

Sociology dep’t—According to the
Wall Street Journal, social psychologist

Harry Ring ?

Jay Hall finds that management as-
sumes workers are incompetent—when
actually the shoe is on the other foot. If
management could learn this, says
Hall, it could get even more production.
Also, “Frustrated competence often
surfaces disguised as a grievance
about sexism, or racial or antilabor
bias.” The workers are smart but para-
noid?

Two-front war?—The Pentagon is
pondering who will guard the nation, if
the national guard goes off to war.
“The governors can’t be left without

forces to deal with civil disturbances
and natural disasters,” a senior official
explained.

Don’t call us—Speaking at Howard
University, Vice-President Bush con-
ceded the administration has a prob-
lem, image-wise, with the Black com-
munity. But, he assured, Reagan is 100
percent for civil rights. However, he
added, while it can provide the legal
framework for equal rights, “govern-
ment is not the answer to minority
hopes and aspirations to convert that
opportunity into jobs.”

The American Way of Life

One honest voice on Ireland is silenced

Last month, the Washington Post parted ways
with reporter Janet Cooke after she admitted a
story by her had been made up after all. Three weeks
later, the New York Daily News accused columnist
Michael Daly of the same thing, and got his resig-
nation. :

News reports linked Cooke and Daly to some sort
of housecleaning by the U.S. media; editorials
indulged in such self-criticism as publishers con-
sider good for the soul. On the whole, an uplifting
experience for everyone

You almost hate to spoil the fun by pointing out
that Michael Daly was framed. .

Let's go back a bit. Three weeks ago in these
pages, Margaret Jayko observed that Janet Cooke
had merely been caught doing what lots of news
people do all the time: They tell lies. Most of these
lies, Jayko said, are by way of supporting one policy
or another of the U.S. government. And nobody
ever seems to own up to these lies.

Now lately, the U.S. press has had to write a lot
more about Northern Ireland. U.S. government
policy in Northern Ireland is to support the British
occupation. So it is only natural that a lot more lies
have started turning up to support that policy.

Irish Republicans are all bomb-throwing psychot-
ics; their children behave like extras from Village of
the Damned. And so on.

This is where Michael Daly comes in.

Daly was sent to Belfast by the News. He filed
nine columns. This is from one of them:

“‘“There could be a fine wee factory in the barn,’
Gibson said. Three months later, a candlemaking
firm moved into the barn. Gibson was one of five
people who were hired. . . .

“Then, last August, an armored car pulled into
the Whiterock Industrial Estate. Gibson, who was
making white votive candles at the time, loooked up
from the vat of wax to see a rifle pointed at his
chest. At the other end of the room, a British officer
was informing Gibson’s employer that the property
had a good view of the Catholic neighborhoods of
West Belfast. Then the officer said that the army
was appropriating the land.

“‘Sorry, but there will be no more work,’ the
employer said after the soldiers left. . . .

“At the end of three weeks, the construction was
completed. The government that had refused Gib-
son a development loan to the industrial estate had
spent more than one million pounds on an army
post. Now, each morning, armored cars roared out
of the fort to do battle with people driven to violence
by decades of unemployment. . . .

“Then, Desmond Gibson, a man who once had a
job at the industrial estate, will battle soldiers from
the fort.” '

Probably because he’s honest, Michael Daly re-
fused to go along on Northern Ireland. Instead, he
reported what he saw. This made his columns
sound sympathetic to the Republican cause. That
cost him his job.

Daly’s ninth and last column recounted a day in
the life of a member of the occupation army. The
soldier, whom Daly gave the fictional name Chris-
topher Spell, spent most of that day shooting plastic
bullets at children. One member of Spell’s patrol
thought this not enough. He loaded up with live
ammo and dropped a fifteen-year-old with one shot
in the leg.

The News ran the column, as did the London
Daily Mail. The latter, though, had some points of
its own to make. While admitting that a boy had
been gunned down in Belfast at about the time Daly
said he was, the London paper noted there was no
soldier named Christopher Spell in their army.
This, said the Mail, made Daly’s piece “pure propa-
gandist writing.”

Daly’s editors at the News asked him about this.
Of course there was no soldier named Christopher
Spell in the British army, Daly told them. If there
was, Daly’s column probably would have landed
him in a stockade. Understandably, the man had
chosen anonymity. It was, Daly said, a practice he
routinely employed in his columns.

Well, said the editors, tell us the soldier’s real
name. No, said Daly. Journalistically, he was still
on ethical ground here. The soldier was, properly
speaking, a source; and you just don’'t go around

What's Going On

naming those to the first editor who asks. Bob
Woodward of the Post, for instance, claims to this
day he never told his editors who “Deep Throat”
was.

But the News editors didn't see it that way. So
Daly stood by his column and resigned.

The calculation the media has made since then
has been an easy one: sink Daly, and the politics of
his resignation, in the same boat with Janet Cooke.
Bury whatever he learned about Northern Ireland
in a lot of prattle about journalistic integrity, then
start running the bomb-throwing stories again.

Events, though, have a way of confounding the
media’s best efforts to lie about them. The response
of the Irish people to Britain’s murder of Bobby
Sands and Francis Hughes has been massive,
militant, and dignified. Not at all what the media
expected. It was this militancy and dignity that
Michael Daly tried to capture in his columns about
a people driven to revolution.

For the most part, he succeeded; and that will
make it a little easier to see through the next round
of lies.

—Steve Bride

MICHAEL DALY

CALIFORNIA

SAN DIEGO

RALLY TO SUPPORT THE FIRST GREAT CIVIL
LIBERTIES BATTLE OF THE 1980s. Speakers: Héc-
tor Marroquin, member of Socialist Workers Party fac-
ing deportation; Rodney Johnson, NASSCO Three de-
fendant; Elizabeth Reed, member, state executive
board of Service Employees International Union; Bill
Roe, founder; Committee Against Registration and the
Draft. Sat., June 6, 7:30 p.m. Golden Hill Community
Center, 2220 Broadway. Ausp: Political Rights De-
fense Fund. For more information call (714) 234-4630.

SAN FRANCISCO

LABOR TAKES ON REAGANISM: ISSUES IN
THE MINERS' STRIKE AND THE FIGHT AGAINST
RAIL CUTS. Speakers: Deborah Liatos, member of In-
ternational Association of Machinists Local 562, will
give eyewitness report on miners’ strike; others. Fri.,
May 29, 8 p.m. 3284 23rd St. Donation: $2. Ausp: Mil-
itant Forum. For more information call (415) 824-1992.

26  THE MILITANT

MAY 29, 1981

COLORADO

DENVER
E.S.P., CREATIONISM, PSYCHICS AND OTHER
DANGEROUS MYTHS. Speaker: Tom Vernier,
member, Socialist Workers Party. Fri., May 29, 7:30
p.m. 126 W. 12th Ave. Donation: $1.50. Ausp: Denver
Socialist Forum. For more informatign call (303) 534-
8954,

ILLINOIS

CHICAGO
THE CRISIS FACING RAIL LABOR. Speakers:
Kim Kleinman, member, Young Socialist Alliance,
United Transportation Union Local 577; Lane Satter-
blom, Amtrak worker. Wed., May 27, 7:30 p.m. 434 S.
Wabash. Donation: $2. Ausp: Militant Labor Forum.
For more information call (312) 939-0737.

INDIANA

INDIANAPOLIS

SECRET POLICE ON TRIAL. Speakers: Andrew
Pulley, Socialist Workers Party Political Committee;
Howard Balshem, National Lawyers Guild; Jim Sim-
mons, Citizens Party; Greg Gooch, National Associa-
tion of Legal Service Workers; others. Sun., June 7, re-
ception 6 p.m., rally 7 p.m. Ramada Inn, 1530 N. Meri-
dian. Donation: $3. Ausp: Political Rights Defense
Fund. For more information call (317) 283-6149.

MINNESOTA

IRON RANGE
GRENADA: A WORKERS' REVOLUTION IN THE
CARIBBEAN. Speaker: Mark Severs, Socialist
Workers Party, recently visited Grenada. Slide show.
Fri.. May 29, 7:30 p.m. 1012 Second Ave. South, Virgi-
nia, Minn. Donation: $2. Ausp: Solidarity Bookstore

Forum Series. For more information call (218) 749-
6327.

TEXAS

DALLAS
MINERS ON STRIKE: WHY YOU SHOULD SUP-
PORT THEM. Panel of speakers. Sat., May 30, 7:30
p.m. Militant Bookstore, 5442 E. Grand Ave. Donation:
$1.50. Ausp: Militant Labor Forum. For more informa-
tion call (214) 826-4711. Translation in Spanish.

WASHINGTON, D.C.

CONRAIL CONTRACT: RAIL WORKERS DIS-
CUSS RAIL CUTTING AGREEMENT. Speakers to be
announced. Fri., May 29, 8 p.m. 3106 Mt. Pleasant
N.W. Conation: $2. Ausp: Militant Forum. For more in-
formation call (202) 797-7699.



Letters

Little red pins

The government’s Defense
Mapping Agency is offering a
seventy-square-foot map of the
world (in six pieces).

I would suggest they send
along a packet of those little
red pins with flags so you can
place a pin on each country as
it frees itself.

Craig McKissic
Newport News, Virginia

and Support of Puerto Rican
Prisoners of War.

Their leaflet calling for the
picket, “in support of the Irish
struggle for reunification and
independence and in memory
of Bobby Sands,” stated:
“Bobby Sands’ death like his
life are clear testimonies that
the Irish people will never
admit defeat and that the Irish
nation will be free and
reunited, for any struggle
which produces men the caliber
of this heroic comrade must
triumph.”

One young Chicano whom I
talked to explained that, as he
saw the issue, Northern
Ireland is to Britain what
Puerto Rico is to the U.S. The

A note from France

I really have enjoyed your
paper. So I'll renew my
subscription for the next year.

It’s a good thing to see that
in the bulwark of capitalism
and imperialism there are some leaflet "‘?130 d‘rew the
people like you who do a good cqnnectlon: “ITloday in Puerto
job. Rlco_, Ireland, and occupied
A French supporter Mexico, many a new Bobby
Sands [was] born.”

"Three very unwelcome
visitors also showed up at
today’s picketing—three plain-
clothes cops who carefully
scanned the faces of the
demonstrators. Their
harassment angered people,
but failed to intimidate anyone.

The cops evidently fear the
militant solidarity shown by
the Latino compafieros. This
solidarity among oppressed
peoples, this internationalism,
will greatly aid them in
winning their freedom. {Viva
Puerto Rico libre! Saor Eire!
Tom O’Brien .

Chicago, Illinois

Latinos back Irish

About fifty Puerto Rican and
Chicano demonstrators joined
forty Irish and Irish-
Americans who regularly
picket the British Consulate in
support of the Irish hunger
strikers on May 12. The
resulting picket line was the
largest daily picket since the
beginning of the hunger strikes
and represented the first time
that significant forces outside
the Irish community here had
taken part in the protest.

The Latino compafieros were
organized by the National
Committee to Free Puerto
Rican Prisoners of War, the
Movimiento de Liberacién
Nacional, the Liga Socialista
Puertorriquefia, and the
Special Committee in Defense

Trial is long overdue

I am a political prisoner who
should be released in August
1984.

I am a Marxist who has read

THE MILITANT is the voice of the
Socialist Workers Party.

IF YOU AGREE with what you've
read, you should join us in
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Our party is your party

[] 1 want to join the SWP,

of U.S. Politics: Building a Party of Socialist
Workers at $7.95 each. Enclosed is $.
[] Please send me mare information.

the Militant for many years
and appreciates the good work
your members are doing. I
have also read the publications
of the other leftist parties, but
the views of the SWP are
closest to my own.

I am glad to see that the
SWP/YSA has put the FBI on
trial for its illegal acts. A trial
of this magnitude is long
overdue since the U.S.
government has consistently
violated the rights of its

The letters column is an open
forum for all viewpoints on
subjects of general interest to
our readers. Please keep your
letters brief. Where necessary
they will be abridged. Please
indicate if you prefer that your
initials be used rather than
your full name.

copies of The Changing Face

Zip

and mail it today.

fighting for a world without Name
war, racism, or exploitation—a  Address
socialist world. City
) State
JOIN THE SWP. Fill out this coupon  Telephone
Union/School/Org.

SWP, 14 Charles Lane, New York, N.Y. 10014,

If You Like This Pape

citizens with impunity.
There is little that I can do

for the party while I'm

confined, but on my release I

intend to become an active
member of the SWP.
A prisoner

New York

‘That’s news, don’t you think?’

The following letter was
sent to ABC, CBS, and NBC.

Since April 2, a trial has
been in progress which will
have a profound effect on
the First Amendment, yet
the networks have not re-
ported on it. No doubt you
are aware that the Socialist
Workers Party has refused
to settle out of court, as did
others who sued the govern-
ment for harassment. The
silence of the press regard-
ing this “Watergate” and its
repercussions is beyond my
comprehension.

It is well known that the
FBI investigated everyone
outside the ‘silent majority’
in the days of J.E. Hoover,
and the FBI has since ‘re-
formed’. However, this law-
suit proves that the FBI has
not stopped its illegal activi-
ties against the SWP. Since
it has been caught ‘red-
handed,’ the FBI is attempt-
ing to turn the suit around
by making the advocacy of
socialism illegal in this
country. That'’s news, don’t
you think?

In its twists and turns, the
government made several
accusations which it could
not prove. It accused the
SWP of being a terrorist
organization, yet it could not
point to one act of terrorism.

- the right . to

In fact, the party has al-
ways disavowed terrorism
as a political tactic. The
government then claimed
that the SWP advocates “to-
talitarian communism,”
even though it promotes
democratic socialism.

Failing to prove these ac-
cusations, the FBI's star
witness, Charles Mandigo,
maintained that the consti-
tution gives the president
investigate
anyone in his duty to protect
and defend the constitution.
Therefore, one does not have
to engage in illegal activity
to be wiretapped, burglar-
ized, fired from a job, or
deported—one just has to
hold “subversive” ideas!

If socialists are outlawed,
then any threat to capital
interests could be labeled
“gocialistic” and outlawed,
as well. It appears that the
government really wants to
legalize “totalitarian capi-
talism.”

I hope that the powers
that be at the networks will
break their silence and let
the facts of this case be
known.

Sincerely yours,

Marie Falbo
Bridgeville, Pennsylvania

r, Look Us Up

Where 10 lind the Socialist Workers Party, Young Socialist Alliance. and socialist books and pamphlets

ALABAMA: Birmingham: SWP, YSA, 205 18th St. S.
Zip: 35233. Tel: (205) 323-3079.

ARIZONA: Phoenix: SWP, YSA, 1243 E. McDowell.
Zip: B5006. Tel: (602) 255-0450.

CALIFORNIA: Oakland: SWP, YSA, 2864 Telegraph
Ave. Zip: 94609, Tel: (415) 763-3792. Los Angeles:
SWP, YSA, 2211 N. Broadway. Zip: 90031. Tel: (213)
225-3126. San Diego: SWP, YSA, 1053 15th St. Zip:
92101. Tel: (714) 234-4630.San Francisco: SWP,
YSA, 3284 23rd St. Zip: 94110. Tel: (415) 824-1992.
San Jose: SWP, YSA, 44 Race St. Zip: 95126. Tel:
(408) 998-4007.

COLORADO: Denver: SWP, YSA, 126 W. 12th Ave.
Zip: 80204. Tel: (303) 534-8954.

FLORIDA: Miami: SWP, YSA, 1237 NW 119th St,
North Miami. Zip: 33167. Tel: (305) 769-3478.

GEORGIA: Atlanta; SWP, YSA, 509 Peachtree St. NE
Zip: 30308. Tel: (404) 872-7229.

ILLINOIS: Champaign-Urbana: YSA, 1301 W. Green,
Room 284, Zip: 61801. Chicago: SWP, YSA, 434 S.
Wabash, Room 700. Zip: 60605. Tel: {312) 939-0737.

INDIANA: Gary: SWP, YSA, 3883 Broadway. Zip:
46409. Tel: (219) 884-9509. Indianapolis: SWP,
YSA, 4850 N. College. Zip: 46205, Tel: (317) 283-
6149

IOWA: Cedar Falls: YSA, Box 352. Zip: 50613.

KENTUCKY: Louisville: SWP, YSA,
#102. Zip: 40202. Tel: (502) 587-8418.

LOUISIANA: New Orleans: SWP, YSA, 3207 Dublin St.
Zip: 70118. Tel: (504) 486-8048,

MARYLAND: Baltimore: SWP, YSA, 2913 Green-
mount Ave. Zip: 21218. Tel: (301) 235-0013.

MASSACHUSETTS: Amherst: YSA, P.O. Box 837. Zip:
01004. Boston: SWP, YSA, 510 Commonwealth
Ave., 4th Fioor. Zip: 02215. Tel: (617) 262-4621.

MICHIGAN: Ann Arbor: YSA, Tel: (313) 663-7068. De-
troit: SWP, YSA, 6404 Woodward Ave. Zip: 48202.
Tel: (313) 875-5322.

MINNESOTA: Mesabi iron Range: SWP, YSA, 1012
2nd Ave. South, Virginia, Minn. Send mail to P.O. Box
1287. Zip: 55792. Tel: (218) 749-6327. Twin Cities:
SWP, YSA, 508 N. Snelling Ave.. St. Paul. Zip: 55104,
Tel: (612) 644-6325.

MISSOURI: Kansas City: SWP, YSA. 4715A Troost.
Zip: 64110. Tel: (B16) 753-0404. St. Louis: SWP,
YSA, 6223 Delmar Blvd. Zip: 63130, Tel: (314) 725-
1570.

NEW JERSEY: Newark: SWP, YSA, 11-A Central Ave.
Zip: 07102. Tel: (201) 643-3341.

NEW MEXICO: Albuquergue: SWP, YSA, 1417 Cen-
tral Ave. NE. Zip: 87106, Tel: (505)) 842-0954,

131 W. Main

NEW YORK: Capital District (Schenectady): SWP.
YSA, 323 State St. Zip: 12305. Tel: (518) 374-1494.
New York, Brooklyn: SWP, YSA, 335 Atlantic Ave.
Zip: 11201. Tel: (212) 852-7922. New York, Manhat-
tan: SWP, YSA, 108 E. 16th St. 2nd Floor. Zip: 10003.
Tel: (212) 260-6400. New York: City-wide SWP, YSA,
108 E. 16th St. 2nd Floor. Zip: 10003. Tel: (212) 533-
2902

NORTH CAROLINA: Piedmont: SWP, YSA, 216 E. 6th
St., Winston-Salem. Zip: 27101. Tel: (919) 723-3419

OHIO: Cincinnati: SWP, YSA, 2531 Gilbert Ave. Zip:
45206. Tel: (513) 751-2636. Cleveland: SWP, YSA,
2230 Superior. Zip: 44114, Tel: (216) 579-9369. Tole-
do: SWP, ¥YSA, 2120 Dorr St. Zip: 43607 Tel: (419)
536-0383

OREGON: Portland: SWP, YSA, 711 NW Everett. Zip:
97209. Tel: (503} 222-7225

PENNSYLVANIA: Edinboro: YSA, Edinboro State Cal-
lege. Zip: 16444. Tel: (814) 734-4415. Harrisburg:
SWP, YSA, P.O. Box 3255. Zip: 17105, Philadelphia:
SWP, YSA, 5811 N. Broad St. Zip: 19141..Tel: (215)
927-4747 or 927-4748. Pittsburgh: SWP, YSA, 1102
E. Carson St. Zip: 15203, Tel: (412) 488-7000. State
College: YSA, P.O. Box 464, Bellefonte. Zip: 16823.
Tel: (814) 238-3296,
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RHODE ISLAND: Providence: YSA, 52 Earle St., Cen-
tral Falls. Zip: 02863.

TEXAS: Austin: YSA, c’'o Mike Rose, 7409 Berkman
Dr. Zip: 78752. Dallas: SWP, YSA, 5442 E. Grand.
Zip: 75223. Tel: (214) 826-4711. Houston: SWP,
YSA, 806 Elgin St. #1. Zip: 77006. Tel: (713) 524-
8761. San Antonio: SWP, YSA, 337 W. Josephine.
Zip: 78212 Tel: (512) 222-8398.

UTAH: Salt Lake City: SWP, YSA 677 S. 7th East, 2nd
Floor. Zip: 84102. Tel: (801) 355-1124.

VIRGINIA: Tidewater Area (Newport News): SWP,
YSA, 111 28th St. Zip: 23607, Tel: (804) 380-0133.
WASHINGTON, D.C.: SWP, YSA, 3106 Mt. Pleasant St.
NW. Zip: 20010. Tel. (202) 797-7699. Baltimore-Wa-
shington District: 3106 Mt. Pleasant St., NW., Wa-

shington, D.C. Zip: 20010. Tel. (202) 797-7021.

WASHINGTON: Olympia: YSA, Room 3208, The Ever-
green State College. Zip: 98501. Tel: (206) 866-7332.
Seattle: SWP. YSA. 4868 Ramnier Ave. South. Zip:
98118. Tel: (206) 723-5330.

WEST VIRGINIA: Charleston: SWP, YSA, Box 3761.
Zip: 25337, Tel: (304) 345-3040. Morgantown: SWP,
YSA, 957 S. University Ave. Zip: 26505. Tel: (304)
296-0055,

WISCONSIN: Milwaukee: SWP, YSA, 4707 W. Lisbon
Ave. Zip: 53208. Tel: (414) 445-2076.
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Coal miners on front lines

against employers’ attacks

Broad solidarity needed for strike

By Ken Shilman

The miners’ strike is now in its
eighth week without resolution. This
strike remains the most important
battle between the labor movement
and the employers today. The United
Mine Workers is standing up to mono-
poly capitalists who are dead serious.
They intend to impose contract provi-
sions that would weaken the union and
expand nonunion mining operations.

The miners organized a two-day
political strike March 9-10 and a dem-
onstration in Washington, D.C,
against the Reagan budget. These
protests against cuts in black lung
benefits fired one of the opening salvos
against the -drive to reduce living
standards and slash social services.

The UMWA has also played a lead-
ing role in the antinuclear movement.
The union is backing the May 25
march on Washington, D.C., against
the killings in Atlanta.

The miners are in the vanguard of
resistance to the intensifying ruling-
class offensive. Thrust forward by its
militant membership, the UMWA is
the only major union fighting back.
The ruling class offensive to soften up
and eventually break the unions has
run up against the mine workers.

Rail capitulation

The Railway Labor Executives’ As-
sociation and Conrail have put to-
gether a Chrysler-type agreement. It
signals the capitulation of the rail
union bureaucracy before the ruling
class offensive.

Rail workers are now discussing how
to fight back. They will keep one eye
on the miners’ strike.

The stakes in the miners’ strike are
very high. A victory will strengthen
the hand of all intended victims of the
big business/government offensive. A
victory will facilitate the fightback by
rail workers faced with wage cuts and
unemployment. A miners’ victory will
also be a victory for Blacks under siege
by racist killers, women fighting for

Stakes in

By Malik Miah

On May 28 important elections are
taking place in the 1.2 million-member
United Steelworkers of America.

Two divergent currents in the union
leadership will be the contestants. One
represents the “official family,” the
supporters of union President Lloyd
McBride. They stand for business un-
ionism. This is the same approach as
the Lane Kirkland leadership of the
AFL-CIO—don’t rock the boat, cooper-
ate with management at all costs.
Company profits are put ahead of the
needs of workers.

The other approach favors union
democracy. It points in the direction of

Malik Miah until recently worked at
Danly Machine Corporation in Cicero,
Hiinois, and was a member of USWA
Local 15271. He is a national co-chair-
person of the Socialist Workers Party.

the Equal Rights Amendment, young
people fighting against the draft, and
all working people who want a decent
life—not imperialist wars. -

A setback for the miners will
strengthen the ruling class. The capi-
talists will drive harder. A defeat will
weaken the ability of our class to fight
back.

Labor and its allies must do what-
ever possible to help the miners win
this battle.

Resistance

What point is the strike at now? How
did it get there?

As the contract discussions unfolded,
it became clear the bosses were propos-
ing a union-busting contract. The Sam
Church leadership was caught between
the company union-busting demands
and a membership ready to fight. The
leadership was forced to reflect some of
the miners’ resistance.

The resistance was demonstrated in
three ways. There were the black lung
protests and the national strike March
9 and 10. This was just prior to the
contract deadline.

There was the breadth of the wildcat
strikes. They occurred in every district
of the UMWA before the contract ran
out.

And there was the March 28 antinu-

. clear march in Harrisburg, which was

also a support rally for the miners. The
UMWA helped initiate the march. The
UMWA—which calls for coal, not nu-
clear power—threatened the ruling
class by appealing for support to the
millions of people opposed to nuclear
power.

All this brought a quick victory
against some of the major company
takebacks. The operators dropped the
Arbitration Review Board, company-
by-company pensions, and, most deci-
sively, the seven-day workweek. That
would have restructured the work force
and destroyed the control the UMWA
has won over working conditions.

If the operators want to break and

Miners at March 9 demonstration in Washington, D.C., against Reagan cutbacks.

tame the UMWA, they have to destroy
the network of union militants and
strong safety committees in the mines.
They cannot tolerate union control
over working conditions.

After March 9, with wildcats going
on everywhere and the March 28 mo-
bilization coming up, the coal bosses
withdrew these demands.

Horse trading

The operators and the Church lead-
ership tried to paint a picture of trad-
ing concessions on dental care and

widows’ pensions for a number of
demands that weaken the union like
the forty-five-day probation period and
dropping royalty payments on nonun-
ion coal. The operators also thought
this was their chance to break the
UMWA construction workers and end
union restrictions on leasing and sub-
contracting. They tried this by point-
ing to a court decision they had won.
The Church leadership said the courts
had spoken—there’s nothing we can

do.
But the miners didn’t see it that way.
Continued on page 16

district Steelworkers elections

more rank-and-file involvement in run-
ning union affairs. It is represented by
former supporters of Ed Sadlowski’s
reform-minded campaign for president
of the union in 1977.

The fundamental issue in the elec-
tions is leadership. What kind do steel-
workers need? What’s wrong with the
McBride team?

Who is the opposition?

In 1977 the opposition to the union’s
top hierarchy organized the Fight
Back slate headed by Sadlowski. There
is no challenge this year to President
McBride and the other four interna-
tional officers.

However, former Fight Back support-
ers and reform candidates are running
for district directorships in several of
the twenty-four districts.

These include one incumbent, Dis-
trict 31 Director James Balanoff, who
heads the USWA's largest district with

110,000 members in the Chicago-Gary
area. Others are Dave Patterson, presi-
dent of Local 6500, representing more
than 10,000 nickel miners at Inco in
Sudbury, Ontario, USWA Dlstrict 6;
Joe Samargia, president of Local 1938,
the 4,000-member iron ore miners local
on the Mesabi Iron Range in northern
Minnesota, District 33; USWA staff
representative Marvin Weinstock from
Youngstown, Ohio, running for direc-
tor of District 27; and Ron Weisen,
president of Local 1397 at the historic
U.S. Steel Homestead mill in the Pitts-
burgh area.

Dave Wilson, president of Local
2609, representing 6,000 workers at
Bethlehem Steel’s Sparrows Point mill
in Baltimore, USWA District 8, is also
identified as a reform-minded candi-
date. )

Samargia and Patterson each led
large strikes since the last union elec-
tions—four and a half months on the

Iron Range in 1977 and eight months
in Sudbury in 1978-79.

Balanoff organized strong support
for striking NIPSCO utility workers
during their recent eight-month strike.

Samargia, Weisen, and Patterson are
all relatively young steelworkers, close
to the working membership. They re-
flect the new generation of leaders in
the USWA.

A common theme of these reform
candidates is to return the union to the
membership, that is, more union de-
mocracy.

ENA
Balanoff and the others are opposed
to the Experimental Negotiating

Agreement (ENA), which denies work-
ers in basic steel the right to strike.
They support the right of steelworkers
to vote on their contracts. McBride and
his supporters have consistently op-

Continued on page 13





