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Huge support for

AFL-CIO march
against budget

~ Labor, civil rights, women’s groups
mobilize for September 19

An historic march on Washington is
gathering momentum in union halls,
Black, Latino, and women’s organiza-
tions, in cities across the country.

The AFL-CIO is calling on everyone
to converge on the capital September 19
in a massive demonstration for social
justice and against the criminal cut-
backs by the Reagan administration
and Congress.

This march is something new in
American politics.

The AFL-CIO, representing 14 mil-
lion union members, has never organ-
ized a massive political demonstration
like this before, a protest directed
against government policy. More than
100 unions and 200 other organizations
have joined in the protest.

The unions have appealed to the
ranks to turn out. “A demonstration of

An editorial

rank-and-file support” for social justice
“will be the most effective response to
the administration’s claim that it
speaks for the working people of Ameri-
ca,” says AFL-CIO President Lane
Kirkland.

The response has been massive. The
AFL-CIO predicts 100,000 people will
pour into Washington from Baltimore
alone. And clear across the country, in
Seattle, the International Association of
Machinists has chartered four 747 jets
to bring demonstrators to the capital.

The action is called Solidarity Day,
and in that spirit the unions have
reached out to those who suffer most
from the budget cuts. The AFL-CIO-led
coalition for September 19 already in-
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cludes major civil rights and women’s
rights groups.

A Solidarity Day advisory board has
been set up. In addition to the heads of
major unions, the board includes lead-
ers of the NAACP, Operation PUSH,
Urban League, National Organization
for Women, Coalition of Labor Union
Women, League of United Latin Amer-
ican Citizens, and U.S. Students Associ-
ation.

AFL-CIO Secretary-Treasurer Thom-
as Donahue reported to the Baltimore
Central Labor Council that among the
central demands on September 19 will
be women’s rights, civil rights, jobs, and
justice. Groups are expected to bring
their own banners. “Solidarity Day is
for everyone, not just union members,”
he told the recent Urban League con-
vention.

United Auto Workers President Dou-

glas Fraser, addressing the recent
NAACP convention, summed up the im-
portance of this united action. “We must
mobilize for Solidarity Day on Sep-
tember 19,” he said. “We've got to mo-
bilize the greatest demonstration since
the March on Washington in 1963.

“This is a time to stand together, a
time to fight. And if we do that, We Shall
Overcome.”

NAACP President Benjamin Hooks
pointed to the Black community’s stake
in this alliance with labor. “The NAACP
shares a common humanity with the
workers of the AFL-CIO and the basic
goals and objectives that will be brought
to the fore by this joint demonstration.”

To organize a coalition of labor and the
organizations of the most oppressed is
unprecedented for the AFL-CIO. The
federation did not endorse the giant

Continued on next page
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1963 civil rights march on Washington. It spoke
out against the massive marches against the
war in Vietnam.

But as Lane Kirkland explained, “Changing
times call for changing tactics.”

Indeed, times have changed for the working

people of this country and the world.
"~ Congress has just massively increased the
military budget at the same time it approved
Reagan’s plans to dismantle social programs
that have existed for half a century.

Nothing once considered a right—f{rom Social
Security to health care—is safe from the rulers
of this country. The elderly can no longer plan to
scrape by on measly Social Security checks. The
children of this country are having the food
taken out of their mouths by food stamp cuts.
Unemployed youth are watching job centers

Notice to our readers

This is the last issue of the ‘Militant’ before our
summer break. The next issue will appear in three
weeks and will be dated August 28.

close, CETA programs slashed. They're prom-
ised a “job” fighting a war for the Pentagon in-
stead.

Those who do have jobs confront plant shut-
downs, wage cuts, speedup and forced overtime.
time. Big business openly declares the
“Chrysler solution” is its plan for workers
everywhere.

This nightmare is magnified for Blacks, Lati-
nos, and women. Congress is threatening to can-
cel the Voting Rights Act and has already
moved to seriously undermine busing for school
desegregation and affirmative action. Thou-
sands of women have been driven to back-alley
abortionists by cutbacks in Medicaid. A simple
amendment to the Constitution stating that
women are equal has not been ratified.

The backdrop to this relentless assault on our
social, economic, and democratic rights at home
is the growing danger of war abroad. The Penta-
gon is amassing the largest and most terrifying
arsenal of weapons known to humanity. The
Justice Department is taking steps to round up
young men who won’t register for the draft.

The American people rightly fear that anoth-
er Vietnam is in the making.

Working people are on the defensive in this
country today. There is no more talk of “guns
and butter.” Today, it’s “guns and guns.”

Democratic and Republican politicians—Ilib-
eral and conservative alike—openly call for sac-
rifice from working people and for giveaways to
the big corporations.

Militant Highlights This Week

OCAW candidate: mobilize vs. big oil
Toledo, Detroit: workers hit cuts
District 31 Steelworkers back Sept. 19
Labor opposition to Salvador policy
Campaign for socialism in Winston-Salem
Crisis in New York city transit

Cop brutality in Denver, Chicago
Interview: discrimination in N. Ireland
Program of Poland's Solidarity
Strikes shake throne in Morocco

24 Indictment in two Atlanta killings

25 Socialists win Ohio suit
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26 The Great Soclety
Our Revolutionary Heritage
27 In Review -
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11-18 International Socialist Review
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The government’s attitude toward the leader-
ship of the unions and Black and women’s groups
is that it can’t give them the time of day. (The
AFL-CIO didn’t even get an invitation to the
White House until six months after Reagan took
office.)

Millions of working people feel something
must be done: their organizations must move in-
to action. -

An effective counteroffensive against the bi-
partisan attacks by the two capitalist parties,
Congress, and the courts must include more
massive protests like September 19. September
19 is a challenge to the powers that be. It says
working people want an alternative to the anti-
labor, anti-Black, antiwoman Reagan adminis-
tration. :

The employers have their own political par-
ties—the Democrats and Republicans—but we
have none.

Think about it. On September 19, thousands
upon thousands will march through Washing-
ton to say no to cuts in social security, unem-
ployment benefits, health care; to say no to the
war budget that takes food out of our children’s
mouths; to say no to the moves to take away
laws protecting the unions, Blacks, women.

This is the opposite of the program the Demo-
crats and Republicans are carrying out. Because
we don’t have our own political party, we have
no independent voice in Washington.

The unions and other organizations that have
united to call September 19, and the masses who
will march that day, are the forces that can form
a new party, a labor party that would speak up
for the interests of working people, Black and
white; for the elderly and the young; for
unionists and the unemployed.

A labor party would be a party of the majori-
ty—the people who keep this country running
and should be running the country.

Reagan’s new pitch on EIl Salvador
Washington now claims to be fostering ‘free elections’ in El Salvador. But
facts show that free elections are impossible as long as junta rules. And
Washington is stepping up its military intervention to keep junta in power.

The idea of a labor party has been discussed in
the union movement for some time. The idea of
independent political action is also being taken
up in the Black movement. The National Black
Independent Political Party is holding its found-
ing congress in Chicago August 21-23.

Breaking with the Democrats and Republi-
cans is an idea that should be discussed as part
of building for September 19 in the various lo-
cal, regional, and national gatherings of unions
and other groups.

These broad coalitions for September 19 need
to discuss building the massive solidarity ac-
tions desperately needed on many fronts.
They’re needed to stop Congress from killing the
Voting Rights Act. To push through the Equal
Rights Amendment. They’re needed in cities
and towns across the country whenever bosses
try to shut down plants, cops break up picket
lines, or residents are threatened with radioac-
tive waste.

September 19 can be the beginning of a real
fightback against the Reagan administration.
The broad sponsorship achieved so far should be
greatly expanded. Antiwar groups and organi-
zations in solidarity with Central America
should join in building this action.

The National Black Independent Political
Party and National Black United Front should
bring their members to Washington.

Farmers organizations, campus groups, se-
nior citizens organizations, and all the groups
on the left should be there too.

Since Reagan’s election, hundreds of thou-
sands have already taken to the streets, march-
ing for Black rights, against war, against the
budget cuts. Now on September 19 these protes-
ters and many thousands more can unite in a
giant display of the social and political power of
the majority in this country.

All out for September 19!
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Groundswell of support

for Sept

By Vivian Sahner

There has been a massive response to
the AFL-CIO’s call for a September 19
“Solidarity Day” in Washington, D.C.

Since the action was announced seven
weeks ago, union after union has
pledged an all-out effort. So have the
National Association for the Advance-
ment of Colored People (NAACP), Na-
tional Urban League, National Organi-
zation for Women, Coalition of Labor
Union Women, Operation PUSH, Na-
tional Council of Churches, League of
United Latin American Citizens, and
others.

“It is time to stand up and stop the dis-
mantling of forty years of social prog-
ress,” declared Lloyd McBride, presi-
dent of the United Steelworkers and one
of the action’s coordinators.

Calling Solidarity Day “an important
part of what must be a continuing cam-
paign by labor and our allies,” McBride
urged all USWA locals to mobilize their
members.

A prominent ad on the back cover of
the July Solidarity, the United Auto
Workers paper, says: “Join us in a na-
tional day of protest.

“It will be the biggest, most crucial
march on Washington, D.C. in over a
decade—and you can help make it a suc-
cess! . . .

“President Doug Fraser has called for
‘all-out’ UAW participation in the Sept.
19 rally and march.”

American Federation of State, County
and Municipal Employees District
Council 37 in New York City has al-
ready announced plans to send 300
buses to the demonstration.

The Amalgamated Clothing and Tex-
tile Workers of America has pledged 100
busloads.

Miners’ support

The United Mine Workers has en-
dorsed the action. Sam Church, presi-
dent of the UMWA, has joined the
thirty-three-member Solidarity Day ad-
visory committee headed by AFL-CIO
Secretary-treasurer Thomas Donahue.

Half the members of that body, organ-
ized to mobilize participation on Sep-
tember 19, is made up of the heads of the
largest AFL-CIO unions. The balance
includes figures such as Benjamin
Hooks, executive director of the
NAACP; Coretta King; Rev. Joseph
Lowery, Southern Christian Leadership
Conference; Eleanor Smeal, president of
the National Organization for Women;
Rev. Jesse Jackson, Operation PUSH;
and Douglas Tuthill, chair of the U.S.
Students Association.

Delegates to the seventy-second na-
tional convention of the NAACP, held in
Denver June 29-July 3, enthusiastically
endorsed a Solidarity Day resolution.
This is the first time since the 1963
March on Washington that the NAACP
has called for a protest in the country’s
capital.

Benjamin Hooks told the convention
that the demonstration is needed to
“show the dissatisfaction of workers and
minority members alike” with the Rea-
gan administration’s budget.
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“The NAACP shares a common hu-
manity with the workers of the AFL-
CIO and the basic goals and objectives
that will be brought to the fore by this
joint demonstration,” he said.

The NAACP urged its 2,200 chapters
to participate in the “historic demon-
stration” for “jobs, justice and equity for
every American.”

On July 7, delegates at the Operation
PUSH convention voted to back the ac-
tion.

“The first thing that Black, Brown,
poor, and concerned Americans must
do” to fight Reagan’s budget slashes,
Rev. Jesse Jackson said, “is to get the
president’s attention with their march-
ing feet.”

On July 21 the National Urban
League endorsed Solidarity Day.

‘Feminist turnout’

Another major focus of the September
19 march is support for the Equal Rights
Amendment. On June 30, AFL-CIO Se-
cretary-treasurer Donahue urged ERA
supporters at the Washington, D.C.,
ERA Countdown rally to participate in
Solidarity Day.

“We expect to see a solid feminist
turnout for ‘Solidarity Day’,” comment-
ed NOW President Eleanor Smeal in the
July/August National NOW Times.
“Those of us who fight for women’s
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equality and those of us in the labor
movement have come to understand
that we share many of the same goals
and fight the same opposition.”

Solidarity Day has been the center of
discussion in trade union conventions
held over the past few weeks.

Delegates of the 580,000-member
American Federation of Teachers
pledged their unanimous support at
their sixty-fifth convention in Denver in
early July. A table to sign up for the ac-
tion did a brisk business.

The 1.8 million-member National Ed-
ucation Association has also voted to en-
dorse. A resolution of support was pass-
ed by the 7,200 delegates to the NEA
convention in Minneapolis. The body al-
so called for a nationwide teachers dem-
onstration against the cutbacks.

The 235 delegates at the Newspaper
Guild Convention in Memphis pledged
support.

At the Communications Workers of
America convention, union President
Glenn Watts blasted the Reagan admin-
istration’s goal “to run a government of
the corporation, by the corporation, and
for the corporation.”

‘Broadest participation’
United Electrical Workers Secretary-

treasurer Boris Block has called for the

“broadest possible participation.” The

march

UE convention, to be held in Pittsburgh,
will adjourn September 18. The union is
making arrangements to send the dele-
gates to Washington the next day.

Fred Kroll, president of the Brother-
hood of Railway and Airline Clerks,
sent out a letter to the BRAC member-
ship urging participation.

The International Association of
Machinists has also put their numbers
behind Solidarity Day. “We don't be-
lieve these are really budget cuts,” one
1AM spokesperson explained. “They’re a
transfer of money from social services to
the military services.”

In Steelworkers District 31 in the
Chicago-Gary area, outgoing director
Jim Balanoff and incoming director
Jack Parton joined together in vowing
to put the district’s resources into build-
ing a big turnout for Solidarity Day (see
story on page 6).

In order to maximize the largest trade
union participation, AFL-CIO President
Lane Kirkland has called a coordinating
meeting of the federation’s general
board in Chicago on August 6. The gen-
eral board is made up of the president or
chief officer of each of the 102 AFL-CIO
unions.

Area coalitions

In a number of areas coalitions to
build the demonstration have already
formed.

The Texas AFL-CIO, the Texas chap-
ter of the NAACP, and the League of
United Latin American Citizens are
jointly chartering buses to Washington.

In Baltimore every one of the 300
buses from union organized companies
is already chartered to go. Union offi-
cials predict that 100,000 marchers
from that city will join in September 19.

The New York City Central Labor
Council is making plans for an August 7
Labor Day Parade to build Solidarity
Day.

In Seattle IAM District 751 voted
unanimously to spend $60,000 toward
the expenses of union members going to
Washington. Labor leaders have re-
served four Boeing 747s to take
marchers to the demonstration.

Thirty state labor officials in Minne-
sota have chartered buses and two
planes. The Minnesota NAACP has or-
ganized a bus. The Minnesota El Salva-
dor Solidarity Committee has decided to
make September 19 its first priority.

In Indianapolis the Central Labor
Council has printed 10,000 leaflets on
Solidarity Day. UAW Region 3 has
chartered fifteen buses. The Committee

‘for Democracy in Latin America there

has endorsed the action.

In Los Angeles a broad coalition has
made tentative plans for a Solidarity
Day action on September 19 in MacAr-
thur Park in Los Angeles.

Groups participating in the organiza-
tion of that rally include the California
American Civil Liberties union, Peo-
ple’s Antiwar Mobilization, NOW,
UAW, California Teachers, NAACP,
Urban League, and others. Planning
meetings are being held at the AFL-CIO
facilities in Los Angeles.
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Mazzocchi challenges union incumbent

OCAW candidate: Mobilize against big oil

By John Cannon

Tony Mazzocchi, Oil, Chemical, and
Atomic Workers Union (OCAW) health
and safety director, is challenging in-
cumbent Robert Goss in an important
election for the presidency of OCAW at
its international convention August 10-
14 in Denver.

Mazzocchi is raising issues—from an
assessment of the strategy followed in
the union’s 1980 strike against the oil
giants to a call for a public debate about
the two-party domination of the Amer-
ican political system—that will have
important repercussions throughout the
entire labor movement.

In a letter to OCAW members, Maz-
zocchi describes labor’s situation: “Infla-
tion is soaring. Plant shutdowns are
throwing thousands out of work. And
working people are gripped by insecuri-
ties and personal tragedies not seen
since the Great Depression.

“Many of the top leaders of the labor
movement have forgotten where they
came from, and behave more like corpo-
rate executives than representatives of
working people. They are primarily con-
cerned with preserving their jobs, their
inflated salaries and their status. As a
consequence, the labor movement has
become paralyzed. It has lost the neces-

sary momentum, energy and ability to
deal with the attacks being made on our
unions, our jobs and our living stan-
dards.”

OCAW faced a major assault by the
oil barons in the beginning of 1980.
Over 50,000 refinery workers were
forced to strike from three to five
months demanding a wage increase,
fully-paid medical benefits, and im-
proved vacation schedules.

Mazzocchi criticizes what he terms
the “picket line strategy” employed in
the strike.

John Cannon works at Shell Oil’s re-
finery in Deer Park, Texas. He is a
member of Local 4-367 of the Oil,
Chemical and Atomic Workers Union.

He points out, “The realities of bar-
gaining in the 1980’s demand up-to-date
approaches. Larger picket lines and
longer strikes are not the solution. In-
dustry must learn that we are prepared
to fully mobilize our union, our brothers
and sisters in other unions, as well as
the public at-large in support of our de-
mands.”

The course of the 1980 strike confirms
this view. Only after a series of solidar-
ity demonstrations around the country,
including a one-day shutdown of the Los
Angeles harbor by a coalition of harbor
unions, did the oil companies increase
their offer. The final settlement in-
cluded a 10.5 percent wage increase per
year, increased company payments for
medical insurance, and a dental plan.
The oil companies continued their anti-
union offensive after the strike.

As Mazzocchi states, “we can expect to
see more of our oil groups pushed off the
common termination date as so many
were in the last round of negotiations.
We can expect to see additional at-
tempts to chisel away at our marketing
and clerical groups, at start rates and

“craft lines.”

The oil giants are already beginning
to prepare for the January 1982 contract
negotiations. They want OCAW to
make major concessions like workers in
auto, steel, and rail have been forced to
make this past spring. -

The oil barons are crying about low
profits due to the “oil glut"—that is,
“overproduction” of gasoline stocks. In
May, for example, refineries were oper-
ating at less than 70 percent capacity.
This has led six major energy trusts
since March 1 to announce whole or par-
tial refinery shutdowns. Since its 1979
convention, OCAW has lost several
thousand members due to shutdowns.

The oil companies have also begun
pushing various schemes to squeeze
more profit from oil workers and to fur-
ther weaken their union. These include
introducing a shift schedule based on a

N.Y. action protests
cuts in arts funding

By Michael Friedman

NEW YORK—On Saturday, July 18,
between one and two thousand people
demonstrated at Lincoln Center here
against President Reagan’s proposed
cutback in funding for the National En-
dowment for the Arts. Organized by the
American Coalition to Support the Arts,
the protest was endorsed by more than
700 organizations and prominent indi-
viduals, including the A. Phillip Ran-
dolph Institute, Amalgamated Clothing
and Textile Workers Union, Museo del
Barrio, United Auto Workers Local 259,
UAW District 65, International Ladies’
Garment Workers' Union District 1199,
New York Central Trades and Labor
Council, National Black Theater, Amer-
ican Ballet Theater, and the Museum of
Modern Art, to name a few.

The National Endowment for the Arts
is an independent federal agency creat-
ed “to make the arts more widely availa-
ble, strengthen cultural organizations,
preserve our cultural heritage, and help
develop the nation’s finest creative tal-
ent.” In its fifteen years of existence, the
agency has helped to establish numer-
ous theaters, orchestras, opera and
dance companies, and non-profit galler-
ies, and many small theaters, music
groups, and art and literature pro-
grams. It has provided opportunities for

Michael Friedman is a member of
Transport Workers Union Local 100.
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Black, Latin, American Indian, and
Asian-American artists to pursue ca-
reers in the arts and to receive some
public recognition. It has also funded
free concerts, exhibitions, and perfor-
mances that millions of Americans have
enjoyed.

President Reagan intends to cut half
the proposed 1982 budget of the Nation-
al Endowment for the Arts—from $175
million to $88 million. At the same time,
the administration has proposed a $89.2
million budget for military bands!

Many of the rally speakers tied the
cutbacks to the rising military budget.
As actor Tony Randall pointed out,
“There is an inconsistency implicit in
raising the military budget” while cut-
ting the already meager funding for the
arts.

As with cutbacks in health care, Com-
prehensive. Employment and Training
Act (CETA) jobs, Social Security, and
other social programs, those who can
least afford it would be hardest hit.
Newer, smaller, innovative groups
would be eliminated. “Expansion Arts,”
which offers free music, theater, dance,
and art, would be the first programs to
go. Groups and organizations such as

_the Jazzmobile, Ballet Hispanico of New

York, the Bedford-Stuyvesant Restora-
tion Corporation Center for Art and
Culture, the Gallery of the American In-
dian Community House, and the Har-
lem School of the Arts would be decimat-
ed.
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twelve-hour work day that averages out
to a forty-two-hour work week. In some
cases, this involves a reduction in base
pay. Another plan involves forcing
workers in operations to perform main-
tenance work, eventually leading to a
reduction in the work force.

Two of the most serious problems fac-
ing OCAW members today are how to
stop these layoffs and refinery closings.
Mazzocchi notes that “we can expect
that shutdowns will hit one out of seven
of our members during the decade of the
’80s. The trend is not only continuing, it
is getting worse.”

To deal with these problems, Mazzoc-
chi declares, “I'm for being in the streets
on a perpetual basis.”

In contrast, OCAW President Robert
Goss asserts that the union and the la-
bor movement are in relatively good
shape and that the methods advocated
by Mazzocchi are unnecessary.

In 1979, Goss defeated Mazzocchi by
83,000 votes to 80,000. The current race

is receiving national attention from the
media and the labor movement.

Mazzocchi has raised questions faced
by every major union in the U.S., and

has offered some answers. Most signifi-
cant is his proposal that labor “seriously
discuss with poor people, Blacks and
perhaps farmers the idea of forming a
national labor political party.” In a
speech given in New Jersey last year, he
stated, “If we run candidates who are
the products of the labor movement,
speaking for the labor movement, we
can dispel the nonsense of every single
Republican and Democrat who says ‘I
represent the entire community.’

“I don’t want an individual who repre-
sents the entire community. I want
someone who represents us, period.”

Such statements indicate that a Maz-
zoechi victory could help advance the
discussion in the labor movement about
developing a fighting strategy to halt
the employer/government offensive
against working people.

Patterson and Balanoff
at Mazzocchi fundraiser

By Jon Hillson

HAMMOND, Indiana—Campaigning
against an incumbent’s $100,000-a-
week effort to thwart his bid for the pre-
sidency of the Oil, Chemical and Atomic
Workers union, Tony Mazzocchi told
supporters here that his victory would
not only be important for members of
OCAW, “but for those in the Steel-
workers and in other unions who want
to bring about fundamental change.”

District 31 director Jim Balanoff,
Subdistrict 1 director Ed Sadlowski, and
Canadian District 6 director-elect Dave
Patterson were among the Steelworker
figures who joined members and offi-
cials of OCAW here July 11 at a Mazzoc-
chi fundraiser.

Citing the mobilization against him of
most of OCAW'’s staff, all eight of the
union’s district directors, and the pow-
ers of incumbent president Robert Goss,
Mazzocchi declared, “I know how the
game works because I was vice-presi-
dent of this union.”

Currently health and safety director,
Mazzocchi narrowly lost to Goss in the
presidential race two years ago.

He said his campaign was being sup-
ported by OCAW '‘members, other
unionists, and progressives “who want
to see a reinvigorated labor movement,
who want to have .leaderships that
aren’t mummified and a union move-
ment that will be able to lead the Amer-

-ican people and create a just America.”

Mazzocchi pointed to a “political si-
tuation” that is “on the brink of being
desperate.” Blasting the “resurgence of

racism and the Ku Klux Klan,” he told
the workers that the Klan, the Moral
Majority, and the right wing have
placed the “trade union movement high
up on the agenda for destruction.”

“It's about time the labor movement
took a more decisive stand in mobilizing
against this kind of reactionary develop-
ment,” he said. :

Addressing’ the political crisis work-
ing people face was at the center of Maz-
zocchi’s brief speech.

A legislative director of OCAW for
twelve years, he slammed politicians
who “ask us for support and help around
election time and then the day after the
election forgot who we were.” Today,
these Democrats and Republicans are,
Mazzocchi said, “stumbling upon each
other to see who can really rape the la-
bor movement and the poor and the dis-
possessed in this country.”

His solution? “It’s time for working
people to have their own political party
in this country,” Mazzocchi said to the
longest, loudest applause of the night.

“Go out and beat the bushes, make
sure you talk to all your pals,” Ed Sad-
lowski said to the OCAW workers, to get
“your [OCAW convention delegates] to
cast their vote in the right direction.”

Mazzocchi’s election would help the
main force that can turn the country
around, Sadlowski said. That's a
“strong, free, democratic trade union
movement.”

The OCAW convention, which elects
international officers, begins August 10
in Denver.
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Los Angeles demonstration in support of 1980 strike of oil workers. OCAW presiden-
tial candidate Mazzocchi says mobilizations like this are needed to win future strikes.



Ottawa summit: rulers agree to disagree

When the heaas of state of the seven
most powerful imperialist countries
opened their three-day summit meeting
near Ottawa, Canada, on July 20, they
were deeply divided on economic, trade,
and political questions.

The conference, attended by the chief
executives of the United States. Britain,
Canada, West Germany, France, Italy,
and Japan, was marked by what one of-
ficial described as “sometimes brutal
discussions.” When it was over on July
22, the participants issued a very gener-
al communique that attempted to skirt
their differences.

Among these differences were conflict-
ing attitudes toward economic policy, to-
ward trade with the Soviet Union, and
toward military spending and arms ne-
gotiations.

All the countries represented in Otta-
wa face severe economic problems, char-
acterized by stagnant industrial produc-
tion, rising unemployment, high inter-
est rates, and high inflation.

West German Chancellor Schmidt
and French President Francois Mitter-
rand, both Social Democratic heads of
state, led the opposition to U.S. econom-
ic policies. Schmidt and Mitterrand
argued that the maintenance of high
U.S. interest rates had led to a flow of
capital from European currencies into
the U.S. dollar.

As a result, European governments
and central banks have been forced to
drive up interest rates in their own
countries. This threatens to worsen the

Reagan takes West German Chancellor Schmidt for ride in Ottawa. Schmidt com-

plained high U.S. interest rates were forcing rates in West Germany higher than at any

time ‘since birth of Christ.’

recession that is gripping capitalist Eu-
rope.

Schmidt complained that the present
real interest rate in West Germa-
ny—the difference between the interest
charged and the rate of inflation—is
higher than at any time “since the birth
of Christ.”

Mitterrand warned that a continua-
tion of high U.S. interest rates would
lead to increased unemployment in Eu-
rope. And in a veiled reference to the re-
cent rebellions in numerous British cit-
ies, he pointed to the possibilities of se-
rious social upheavals.

But despite the

pressure from

Schmidt and Mitterrand, Washington
refused to budge one iota frum its mone-
tary policy.

At the same time, Reagan was unable
to make any progress in pressuring the
West European participants to restrict
trade with the Soviet Union. And the
section in the official communique on
the need for the imperialist countries to
boost their arms spending was accom-
panied by the inclusion of strong calls
for arms limitation talks with the
USSR.

The scope of the economic problems
facing the major capitalist powers can
best be seen in Britain, where Margaret
Thatcher’'s Conservative Party govern-
ment has been carrying out policies sim-
ilar to those proposed by Reagan.

Since Thatcher’s government took of-
fice in May 1979, the number of jobless
in Britain has more than doubled. In
fact, while the summit meeting was in
session, the British government an-
nounced that the unemployment rate
had risen to 11.8 percent of the work
force.

As the conference ended, the heads of
state present went off in their own direc-
tions, and not just geographically. The
summit registered the fact that under
the impact of the worldwide capitalist
crisis, each of the capitalist govern-
ments is pushing polices aimed at pro-
tecting the specific interests of its own
capitalists. The results indicate a period
of growing inter-imperialist competi-
tion and disunity.

Toledo SWP nominee hits city layoffs, cuts

By Dean Elder

TOLEDO—New layoffs of city work-
ers here are strongly opposed by Kurt
Landefeld, Socialist Workers Party
candidate for mayor.

On July 17, 262 municipal workers
lost their jobs: added victims of an
“austerity” program that will close all
city parks, empty the swimming pools,
and pile garbage on the streets.

In an attempt to blackmail Tole-
doans, the city council announced
these new cutbacks the day after vo-
ters rejected a proposed payroll tax
increase. The measure would have
increased the payroll income tax from
1.5 percent to 2 percent.

The new cuts come as the culmina-
tion of efforts by Republicans and
Democrats to ‘“balance” the city
budget by slashing $15.7 million out of
it at the expense of the working people.
At a July 18 campaign rally, socialist
Landefeld pointed out that one of the
biggest chunks in the city budget is
debt payments, plus generous interest,
to the banks.

“If Toledo Trust and the other banks
are really so interested in preserving
Toledo, they would take a new look at
their loans to the city and all they've
made on them over the years. I'm for
forgiving the debt altogether. After all,
in hard times we have to pull together,
don’t we?”

Detroit gov't

By Bill Arth

DETROIT—City workers here appear
to be on their way to approving a two-
year pay freeze.

The freeze forces city workers organ-
ized by the American Federation of
State, County and Municipal Employees
to give up four raises of 3 percent each
over the next two years. They had won
these raises in a militant strike last
summer.

AFSCME members had rejected a
similar proposal by an overwhelming
margin two weeks earlier. Only one of
sixteen locals had approved the earlier
proposal. The latest proposal has won by

Speaking at the socialist rally with
Landefeld was Sue Skinner, SWP can-
didate for city council. She argued that
Toledo’s working people would be in a
much better position if they had their
own representatives in city hall.

“Suppose,” she said, “the city coun-
cil had a majority of workers instead of
representatives of the business inter-
ests. Let's say a sanitation worker, a
truck driver, a secretary, a couple of
factory workers, some unemployed
workers, a waitress, and an oil worker.

“Do you think we’d come up with a
plan to blackmail ourselves? We'd be
crazy to do that. Instead of renegotiat-
ing the city workers’ contract, we'd
press for a moratorium on loan pay-
ments to the banks.”

The present city council, headed by
Democratic Mayor Doug DeGood, is
doing just the opposite. They are de-
manding more concessions from city
unions. In a virtual declaration of war
against the unions, DeGood has de-
manded that they surrender cost-of-
living and longevity pay increases. If
they refuse, DeGood has threatened to
put a charter amendment on the No-
vember ballot that would, if passed,
eliminate those benefits from any fu-
ture contracts.

The latest round of city layoffs
brings the total to over a thousand, a
cut of more than a quarter of the

municipal work force since 1979.

The entire parks and recreation de-
partment has been eliminated, bring-
ing an end to all city park services.

With more than a third of the refuse
workers laid off, garbage will be col-
lected only every other week.

All health department programs,
except those mandated by the,state,
have been scrapped.

City pools have been closed all
summer. Initially, fifty sprinklers were
attached to fire hydrants. A week later,
the city manager ordered them re-
moved and police began arresting peo-
ple who opened the hydrants.

The city zoo is slated to close Sep-
tember 30, even though voters passed a
levy for additional funds last No-
vember.

With interest on city notes being
pushed up, Landefeld declared, “I
think the baseball players have a good
idea. They're demanding that the
owners open their books and let every-
body have a peek at exactly how much
money they're making. This is a good
idea for Toledo, too. The bankers
should open their books so we can see
how much they're making on our inter-
est payments.”

Landefeld said he favored dealing
with the city’s financial problem by
taxing those who could well-afford to
pay. For example, he noted, the Owens-

Illinois Company, which led the cam-
paign for the payroll tax hike; just
announced record second quarter prof-
its of $49.2 million. Just a fraction of
that profit would cover the city’s de-
ficit.

In her discussion of why working
people should control the city adminis-
tration, Sue Skinner pointed out that
this is no longer considered such a far-
fetched idea.

“A number of unionists are talking
about a new political party, joining
together all the unions into a labor
party,” she explained. “Such a party
could effectively oppose the Republi-
cans and Democrats.

“One person who is campaigning for
a labor party is Tony Mazzocchi. Maz-
zocchi is running for president of my
union, the Oil, Chemical, and Atomic
Workers. I agree with Mazzocchi. He
says the labor movement should run
‘candidates who are products of the
labor movement,’ instead of electing
Democrats and Republicans who say
they represent the entire community. ‘I
don’t want an individual who repre-
sents the entire community. I want
someone who represents us, period!””

Landefeld and Skinner filed over
3,700 signatures to get on the ballot.
Landefeld noted, “Most all those signa-
tures were from Toledo voters who
were tired of being held hostage by city
hall!”

imposing pay freeze on workers

a slim margin in six locals so far.

The new freeze contains a few “sweet-
eners”: an extra twenty paid days off
over the next two years, a “guarantee”
against layoffs for two years, and
changes in the city’s absentee control
program. In addition, the city has sus-
pended 597 layoffs scheduled for Au-
gust.

This major defeat for city workers was
prepared by a coordinated attack on De-
troit’s working class, led by the city's

corporations in collaboration with
“friend-of-labor” Mayor  Coleman
Young.

The first step in this attack was a ref-

erendum on June 23 to increase the city
income tax. The tax increase was linked
to imposing wage restraints on city
workers.

Mayor Young led a campaign to pass
the tax increase by claiming it was the
only way to save the city from “the ra-
cists.” Mayor Young was able to pull sig-
nificant portions of the union bureau-
cracy, including the United Auto
Workers leadership, into supporting
this swindle, thus preparing the defeat
for city workers.

AFSCME'’s leadership opposed the
referendum, but failed to organize an ef-
fective campaign against it. In fact,
AFSCME’s chief bargainer, Lloyd Simp-
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son, broke ranks on the eve of the vote
“as an individual” and called for a yes
vote on the referendum.

Even with the leadership determined
to give up without a fight, city workers
defiantly rejected the first sellout nego-
tiated by their bargainers. But in the
absence of any leadership, and with
layoffs hanging over their heads, they
have now given in.

The focus of the battle now shifts to
city bus drivers organized in the Amal-
gamated Transit Union. The city has
announced that this union is next in line
in its drive to trample on the terms of
the contracts that have been negotiated
with city workers.
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Parton, Balanoff forces unite behind action

Steelworkers District 31 backs Sept. 19

By Jon Hillson

MERRILLVILLE, Ind.—A thousand
steelworkers at the annual conference of
United Steelworkers District 31 cheered
a proposal to support the September 19
Solidarity Day demonstration in Wash-
ington, D.C.

The protest against cutbacks and for
jobs and justice has been called by the
AFL-CIO and backed by the NAACP
and Operation PUSH.

“It will be my goal,” newly-elected
District Director Jack Parton told dele-
gates representing the USWA'’s 114,000
members in Illinois and Indiana, “to
have the delegation from District 31 be
the largest and loudest in the Steel-
workers union.”

Parton’s pledge to mobilize USWA
members in the union's biggest dis-
trict—20,000 of whom have been
thrown out of work in the last several
years—was interrupted by applause at
the July 10 meeting.

Parton termed Solidarity Day a “pro-
test against Reagan’s programs of social
destruction.” He cited congressional ap-
proval for the Reagan administration’s
budget cuts as a “long term change that
will hurt each one of us.”

Outgoing District Director Jim Bala-
noff, narrowly defeated by Parton in a
bitterly-contested union election on
May 28, opened the conference with a
call to mobilize on September 19. “In the
last seven weeks of my term,” Balanoff
told delegates, “I intend to do every-
thing possible to guarantee that District
31 sends as many members to Washing-
ton as possible.” '

USWA Legislative Director Jack
Sheehan told delegates that September
19 was a “rally of coalition,” a coming
together of “Blacks, Latinos, environ-
mentalists, educators.” He urged the as-
sembled USWA to “go outside the local,
outside the Steelworkers, into the com-
munity” to build this coalition.

The enthusiasm generated by the call
for Solidarity Day reflected a desire to
do something against Reaganism, to
meet the challenge of mounting attacks.

This conference was different from
previous gatherings, where debates over
resolutions have been at the center of
delegates’ attention.

For the past seven years, the adminis-
tration of District 31 has been in the
hands of opponents of the union’s top
leadership in Pittsburgh. It's been a cen-
ter of dissent and challenge to the
USWA hierarchy and its brand of busi-
ness unionism.

The Balanoff-Parton election was a
confrontation between these two forces,
with Parton winning by 4 percent, with
about 40 percent of the district’s mem-
bership voting.

On July 13, the USWA’s outside elec-
tion monitoring board privately heard
charges by Balanoff—and counter-

Steel union

By Jon Hillson

MERRILLVILLE, Ind.—“Exec Hints
at Labor Party,” the Hammond Times
headline read.

The executive was Frank McKee, in-
ternational treasurer of the United
Steelworkers.

As keynote speaker at the District 31
conference here, he told delegates he’'d
come to “share a few thoughts with you
about politics.”

The picture, he said, was bad and it
was going to get “even worse.”

What's needed, McKee said, is a
“broad-based political coalition, yes, a
political army” of Reaganism’s victims.
These are the majority of the people un-
der attack by a bipartisan gang-up in
Washington, where the line between
Democrats and Republicans is “getting
fuzzier and fuzzier.

“It’s getting hard,” McKee said, “to
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Dave Patterson, newly-elected director of USWA District 6 in Canada, was among

speakers at District 31 conference.

MERRILLVILLE, Ind.—There
was good news as well as bad for
Steelworkers at the District 31 con-
ference here.

Some of the good news was
brought by Dave Patterson, director-
elect of Canada’s District 6 (the
USWA’s largest, with 106,000
members).

“In some parts of the world, good
things are happening,” the thirty-
three-year-old president of Local
6500 at Inco told delegates. “Mitter-
rand in France.”

Patterson saluted “three things
he’s done already, that he’s put in
motion already.”

Mitterrand, Patterson said, has
“nationalized the entire banking
system in France.”

A brief wave of clapping went
through the audience.

“The second thing he did was a
little bit contrary to Reagan’s
plans,” Patterson said. “He’s put a
25 percent surcharge on the hundred
thousand richest families in
France.”

The applause got louder.

“And the final thing that he an-
nouced yesterday is the creation of

‘Good news’ from Patterson

Jlabor party, the New Democratic

210,000 jobs to be paid for by that
tax surcharge,” he continued.

Now, lots of people were clap-
ping—and loudly.

Patterson then talked about Po-
land.

Scores of delegates, including di-
rector-elect Jack Parton, supporters
of Jim Balanoff, and some of the
most conservative USWA members
at the meeting, were wearing Soli-
darnosc buttons.

Patterson is a supporter of the
Polish workers movement. But, he
explained, if you were for them, it
meant more than wearing a button.

Because those workers practice
solidarity in action. Even when they
break the law, “nobody goes to jail
there.” But, he said, the government
arrests strikers and union leaders in
Canada, “and they do it here and all
over the world.

“It just seems to be the only way
to go if you're talking about support-
ing Poland: you've got to support
your brothers and sisters that are
doing it here,” Patterson said.

Patterson is a leader of Canada’s

Party.

charges by Parton—of misconduct, par-
ticularly in regard to Balanoff’s claim of
lavish illegal financial backing of Par-
ton by USWA international officers.
Neither side challenged the election’s
outcome.

At the District 31 conference, backers
of Parton and International President
Lloyd McBride had about the same
amount of support as the political cur-
rent headed by Balanoff and his prede-

leader discusses labor

tell a friend from a foe, which is which
and who is who.”

This political army most needs “the
total support of the trade union move-
ment, which, unlike fifty years ago, is
not weak, powerless [and] impover-
ished.

“It is now well-established in every
city, in virtually every town and hamlet
throughout the nation. It has offices, lo-
cal union lodges, councils, telephones,
staff and publications. It has resources
and talents at its disposal. Truly, if one
were to start building a political ma-
chine, he could find it all made up and
ready to operate in the trade union
movement in America, One would find
it ideally suited to give leadership to
this new coalition.”

McKee lamented unions’ inability to
turn out their memberships to vote. “La-
bor’s role must change,” he said.

The hackneyed argument of labor “re-
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cessor, Ed Sadlowski.

Most locals, coming out of the intense
election campaign, had paid little atten-
tion to resolutions. What was going to
occupy delegates and guests was the
transition in leadership.

This had moments both high and low.

The high point was the unity around
September 19.

The low point was an effort by Parton
backers to block passage of a routine

warding its friends and punishing its
enemies” barely works any more.

The American labor movement is
“uniquely different from all others all
over the world” because it does not rely
on “a political party,” McKee said.

Well, that’s not totally true.

It relies on a boss-controlled party
that is doing to working people just
what an employer does to workers in a
plant where they don’t have their own
union: kicks them hard.

“The platforms the [Democratic and
Republican] parties adopt are a joke,” he
said. He asked the delegates if “any
group, any coalition [can] trust any of
the two major parties?”

This question, McKee said, is “being
discussed more and more in the circles of
the various constituencies, including or-
ganized labor. . . . If there is no party
with which this coalition-bloc of the

resolution praising Balanoff as a trade
union leader. The hour-long rehash of
the campaign ended with the resolution
passing.

The gathering unanimously recom-
meded continuation of annual women’s
conferences, reaffirmed support to affir-
mative action programs, opposed ad-
ministration budget cuts, and opposed
the attempt to restore congressional
witch-hunt committees.

Noteworthy was the near-unanimous
passage of resolutions condemning the
Bailly nuclear power plant in northern
Indiana, and the recommendation that
locals charter standing women’s com-
mittees. As a USWA local president,
Parton had in the past opposed both po-
sitions.

A pro-Parton majority on the confer-
ence resolutions committee, however,
did urge delegates to reject a resolution
calling for the right of USWA members
in basic steel to ratify their contracts.

The union’s top officialdom opposes
this right.

No one spoke in behalf of the resolu-
tions committee recommendation, while
several Steelworker leaders, including
Local 65 President Alice Peurala and
Local 6787 President Dave Wilborn, de-
fended the right to ratify.

The delegates voted by a three-to-two
margin to reaffirm the district’s long-
standing position backing a member-
ship ratification of the contract. The
Hammond Times headline noted, “Vote
Seen as Setback for Parton.”

Parton himself pledged to unify the
district, noting the closeness of the mar-
gin between him and Balanoff and the
modest turnout in the election—the
“50,000 Steelworkers who didn’t vote for
anybody.”

He was applauded for backing a “dis-
trict-wide vote to determine District
31's support for the ENA concept.” ENA
is the Experimental Negotiating
Agreement, a no-strike pledge that may
be renegotiated shortly.

Parton stated his eagerness to “organ-
ize the unorganized in District 31 mak-
ing use of our greatest resource, you, the
members, as organizers.”

The challenges facing the Parton ad-
ministration are the same that confront
the forces he defeated to win office:
charting an action course to mobilize
the rank and file to defend the union
against the pro-war, pro-Big Business
policies of the White House and Con-
gress.

Uniting all Steelworkers here around
important actions like Solidarity Day is
a test for both camps in the union. By
placing their real and ongoing political
differences on trade unionism in the
context of building September 19 as a
unified action, they will set an example
of how to debate out issues while
strengthening the Steelworkers.

party

aged, the poor, the trade unionists and
all working people, the minorities, the
women, the handicapped can identify
with—and since these indeed are a for-
midable majority—should this bloc not
abandon the existing parties and form
its own?”

McKee was interrupted by applause.

He put his hand out as if to say, “Now
wait a minute.” Then he went on. “Even
if only to strengthen its bargaining posi-
tion with the two major parties? That
question is being asked.”

McKee'’s answer: “I don’t know.”

But USWA Vice President for Human
Affairs Leon Lynch did. He slapped
down the idea of a labor party. “We
ought to make the Democratic Party our
own labor party and make it sensitive to
the needs of people in labor,” he lectured
the Steelworkers,

Lynch is a member of the Democratic
Party National Committee.



Labor protests in June

U.S. unions challenge El Salvador policy

The following article (and editor’s
note) describing opposition in the
union movement to Washington’'s El
Salvador policy appeared in the Ju-
ly 1 issue of ‘El Salvador Alert,’ the
monthly newsletter of the Commit-
tee in Solidarity with the People of
El Salvador (CISPES).

EDITOR’S NOTE: U.S. unions, with
about twenty million members, are by far
the largest and most influential organi-
zations of North American workers.
Their potential impact is profound. In
Europe, for example, labor unions and
labor governments form the basis of West
German, Austrian, French and Scan-
dinavian support for El Salvador’s De-
mocratic Revolutionary Front. For im-
portant sections of the U.S. labor move-
ment to begin taking a positive stand on
El Salvador represents a significant
development that the Reagan adminis-
tration cannot afford to ignore.

Labor speak-outs, forums, press con-
ferences, and benefits were held in over
15 major cities in June as trade
unionists across the U.S. commemorat-
ed the general strike of June 1980 and
expressed their firm solidarity with the
working people of El Salvador.

At educatioinal forums in Chicago,
New York, Seattle, Minneapolis, Mil-
waukee, Olympia, Portland, Salem, and
Eugene, U.S. unionists showed keen in-
terest in learning about the labor move-
ment in El Salvador and building labor
solidarity here. In Seattle, for example,
over 500 unionists from dozens of unions
gave a rousing reception to Salvadorean
union leaders Fernando Beltran and Ro-
sa Rivers and unanimously passed a res-
olution pledging to continue to press
their unions for support of the people’s
struggle in El Salvador. Beltran also ad-
dressed the Committee for Justice for
Gene Viernes and Silme Domingo—two
progressive Filipino union leaders re-
cently assassinated in Seattle shortly
after they had won union elections.
“That’s how it began in El Salvador,” ex-
plained Beltran to the committee.

Labor speak-outs were also held in De-
troit, MI and Lynn, MA, in which repre-
sentatives of many unions expressed
their solidarity, In Detroit, Martin Ger-
ber, International Vice-President of the
United Auto Workers (UAW), read a

statement of support. Similar speak-
outs are planned for July in Los An-
geles, Indianapolis, and Washington,
DC; the latter two are strongly backed
by Region 3 of the UAW and the DC
Central Labor Council respectively.

At press conferences in Dallas, San
Antonio, and San Jose, union leaders
read statements denouncing U.S. inter-
vention in El Salvador.

In San Francisco, Trade Unionists in
Solidarity with El Salvador (TUSES)
placed a full-page ad in two Bay Area
newspapers. The ad, an Open Letter to
President Reagan against U.S. inter-
vention in El Salvador, was signed by
800 union members, including 40 union
local presidents. TUSES also held a be-
nefit dance for the trade unions in El
Salvador, which raised several thou-
sand dollars.

In Boston, a five-hour regional labor
conference was held against U.S. mil-
itary intervention in El Salvador. Trade
union activists from throughout New
England gathered to organize for educa-
tion and solidarity work.

The Political Action Committee of
American Federation of State, County,
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and Municipal Employees (AFSCME)
District Council 37 sponsored the New
York event; DC 37 has also helped by
printing leaflets, organizing internal
education on El Salvador, and charter-
ing buses for demonstrations.

International Association of Mach-
inists (IAM) District Council 10 in Wis-
consin sent a letter to affiliates urging
them to schedule El Salvador slide pre-
sentations at their membership meet-
ings. Locals in San Francisco bought
blocks of tickets for the benefit dance
and made contributions to help pay for
the Open Letter ad.

Events in Massachusetts were spon-
sored by Service Employees Interna-
tional Union (SEIU) and Internafional
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers
(IBEW) locals and endorsed by UAW
District 65 and International United
Electrical workers (UE) Local 201, a
10,000 member defense plant local
which recently passed a resolution
against U.S. intervention in El Salva-
dor.

Labor activists attributed the success
of the June campaign to the labor out-

reach that has been done over the past

year and to the readiness of the U.S. la-
bor movement to oppose the Reagan ad-
ministration’s  anti-labor  policies
abroad.

So far at least 100 union locals have
officially opposed U.S. intervention in
El Salvador. Pressure to do the same has
begun to filter up the AFL-CIO hie-
rarchy. At Alert! presstime, ten AFL-
CIO labor councils were known to have
adopted resolutions against U.S. inter-
vention: Baltimore, Minneapolis, San
Antonio; Bellingham and Thurston-Le-
wis, WA; and Santa Clara, Santa Cruz,
Sacramento, Alameda, and Marin, CA.

Many internationals have also ex-
pressed some form of opposition to mil-
itary intervention, including the SEIU,
AFSCME, 1AM, UE, Graphic Arts In-
ternational Union (GAIU), Internation-
al Longshoremen’s and Warehouse-
men’s Union (ILWU), International
Woodworkers of America (IWA), and
United Steelworkers of America
(USWA). :

The national AFL-CIO, under strong
pressure, is reportedly reconsidering its
support for U.S. policy in El Salvador, at
least regarding U.S. military presence
there. In another development, the
AFL-CIO changed the bylaws of the
American Institute for Free ALabor
Development (AIFLD) so that only labor
representatives will be allowed to sit on
the AIFLD board of directors. The AFL-
CIO had previously received a great
deal of criticism for allowing represen-
tatives of large corporations to sit on the
AIFLD board.

The AFL-CIO has not withdrawn its
support for the land reform program in
El Salvador, although according to sta-
tistics in the Washington Post, more
farmworkers have been assassinated
that have received title to land.

Trade union and CISPES labor com-
mittees across the country are continu-
ing their drive to stop U.S. intervention
in El Salvador. The achievements of sol-
idarity work in the labor movement
have been impressive, but as the strug-
gle of the Salvadorean people intensi-
fies, we in the U.S. must also intensify
our efforts.

If you are interested in raising the
issue of El Salvador in your union, con-
tact your local or regional CISPES com-
mittee.

USWA'’s Olszanski addresses antinuke rally

CHICAGO—Some 750 people rallied
July 19 in a muddy and wet Grant Park
to demand “No Nukes.” The crowd was
kept down somewhat by overcast skies
and rain forecasts which came true in a
downpour toward the end of the rally.

The demonstration was organized by
Students Against Nuclear Power.

Sponsors included Jim Balanoff, di-
rector, United Steelworkers of America
District 31; Coalition of Labor Union
Women; Gerald Hawkins, United Mine
Workers of America District 12, Illinois;
Charles Williams, Grand Lodge repre-
sentative, International Association of
Machinists; the NAACP; Operation
PUSH; the American Friends Service
Committee; Clergy and Laity Con-
cerned; Peoples Anti-War Mobilization;
Young Socialist Alliance; Vets for
Peace; and several environmental or-
ganizations.

One of the best received speakers was
Mike Olszanski, who is a member of the
executive board and heads the environ-
mental committee of USWA Local 1010
at Inland Steel. With 18,000 members,
Local 1010 is the biggest local in the
USWA.

Following are excerpts from Olszan-
ski’s remarks.

Brothers and sisters,

Greetings and solidarity from the
110,000 Steelworkers of Chicago and
Northwest Indiana United Steel-
workers of America District 31. At its
annual conference a week ago, District
31 reaffirmed its solid support for solar
and renewable energy and its commit-
ment to halt nuclear power develop-
ment.

Like many of you, I didn’t think too
much about nuclear power one way or
another until they started building
Bailly I in my backyard. My local union,
Local 1010, went on record against Bail-
ly in 1976. We didn't like the location.
Too close to people.

We soon found out that not only would
this plant be dangerous, it was going to
cost a fortune. Our rates went up, again
and again. We found out that nuclear
power is the most expensive way to gen-
erate electricity.

Being capital intensive, nuclear pow-
er produces few jobs for the money in-
vested. Solar heating and insulation
programs produce two and a half times
as many jobs.

Most people are starting to learn the
facts about nuclear power. People dre
generally asking: Why not coal? Why
not solar? Why not wind? Why not bio-
mass? Why not efficiency? Why not co-
generation?

The answer is all too obvious. Amer-
ican capitalism has made, is making,
stands to make a fortune in nuclear
power.

The military also needs the program
to make plutonium for the bomb. Amer-
ican capitalism and the military have
controlled every U.S. government since
Eisenhower, at least.

So while rallies like this can build sol-
idarity and consciousness, we are not
going to stop nuclear power or limit nu-
clear weapons. Or put Americans to
work building mass transit systems and
good housing and rebuilding the cities
until we get control of our own govern-
ment.

How?

I believe that the Democratic and Re-
publican parties are both owned by big
business. Democrats as well as Republi-
cans stifle solar and wind power and es-
calate nuclear power, nuclear weapons
development, unemployment, recession,
poverty, the deterioration of our cities
—all in the name of profits. And where
is it written, “Thou shalt not deny the
capitalist his superprofits”?

We working class people have got to
have our own party. William Winpisin-
ger, president of the International Asso-
ciation of Machinists, says so. Other la-
bor leaders think so but don't have the
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guts enough to say so.

I submit to you that it's time, high
time, for a party of the poor, the minori-
ties, the environmentalists, the organ-
ized, and those who need to be organ-
ized. It's time for a labor party.

If your experiences so far in the fight
against nuclear power haven't led you to
this conclusion yet, just wait. It's going
to get worse. The capitalists are deter-
mined to get more and more out of us.
They will build the nukes and bombs
whether we like it or not and laugh all
the way to the bank.

Unless we get some new working
class leadership elected in the country.
Some leadership like Eugene Debs, who
said, “I shall rise not from the ranks but
with the ranks.”

It won’t be easy. But this generation
of Americans has got to change Ameri-
ca. Change it radically, or there won’t be
an America worth saving. On Sep-
tember 19 union people, environmental-
ists, the old, the poor, and minorities
will march on Washington and say no to
Reagan’s program of union busting, cuts
in social services, the gutting of health,
safety, and environmental regulations.

Let’s make Solidarity Day, September
19, the start of a political movement to
take back this country for the people
who built it.

THE MILITANT 7



North Carolina mayoral race

Socialist Soares challenges Ku Klux Klan

By Suzanne Haig

WINSTON-SALEM, N.C.—Many
people here have heard about Betsy
Soares, a welder at Bahnson Company
and a member of the International
Association of Machinists Local 641.
She's the Socialist Workers Party no-
minee for mayor.

They know she’s the only one so far
to come out and run against the Ku
Klux Klan candidate, Joe Grady, who's
running on the Republican Party
ticket.

On November 3, 1979, in nearby
Greensboro, Klan and Nazi members
murdered five civil rights workers,
members of the Communist Workers
Party, in cold blood. Some of the killers
were indicted, but they were later ac-
quitted and walked away free.

The Klan has become more embol-
dened. Now they’re running for mayor.

The Republican Party has refused to
repudiate Grady, who is running in
their primary.

Previously, Grady was a Democrat.
That party, too, has remained silent
about the Klan candidate.

Maybe the reason these parties have
not repudiated Grady is that they
make compatible bedfellows.

A Greensboro paper reports that Ku
Klux Klan chapters in three Georgia
cities disbanded because the Reagan
administration “has taken over where
we're going to leave off,” in the words
of a Klan recruiter.

The Klan is on record opposing
desegregation, busing, affirmative ac-
tion, and for slashing spending for
social needs.

BETSY SOARES

That platform bears a strong re-
semblance to what both the Republi-
cans and the Democrats are out to do.

Grady may not be the only Klan
candidate. Jerry Paul Smith says he
plans to run for sheriff of Lincoln
County, where he runs a commando
training camp. Last fall he was acquit-
ted in the Greensboro murders.

State Klan leader Virgil Griffin says
he will run for "governor in 1984.
Griffin was there when the five were

shot, but was never indicted.
It’s no accident that the Democrats
and Republicans are reluctant to take

on the Klan candidate. This is in line .

with their failure to prevent illegal
Klan terrorism.

The police were strangely absent
when the Klan and Nazis moved in
and murdered the five CWP members.
The Democratic and Republican offi-
cials are responsible for the failure to
apprehend all those responsible for the
murders, and the failure to adequately
prosecute those they did indict.

In contrast to the Democrats and
Republicans, Soares spoke out against
KKKer Grady at a news conference on
the courthouse square in April. She
said:

“The announcement of Joe Grady’s
campaign poses a grave danger for the
labor movement in Winston-Salem.
Grady claims to represent the ‘working
man,’” while historically the Klan has
actively opposed the real interests of
workers.”

Grady had told the media that “the

working class man should be able to

control his own destiny.” He said the
city was controlled by wealthy whites
and “East Winston Black Panthers.”

‘Klan opposes unions’

“The Klan stands opposed to unions
and organizing the unorganized,”
Soares said. “They are opposed to the
interests of Blacks and women and
affirmative-action programs. They are
an enemy of all white and Black work-
ers and have been used over the years
to divide them.”

Soares went on to charge that
Grady’s platform “represents basically
the same policies being implemented
by Democrats and Republicans. The
antilabor, anti-Black, and anti-woman
policies of these two parties create a
climate in which avowed racist groups
like the KKK can develop.

“Working people need our own or-
ganizations. We need to make Winston-
Salem a union town and run our own
candidates on a labor party ticket.”

Kian letters

After Soares received letters from the
Klan, including threats against the
city’s three Black aldermen, she held a
well-publicized news conference in
front of the Republican Party head-
quarters.

She demanded that the Republican
Party stop its candidate, Joe Grady,
from harassing her campaign and
called on Mayor Wayne Corpening to
speak out against the threats made
against the Black elected officials in
the city.

The socialist candidate has assailed
state and city election laws that res-
trict the right of working people to
organize independently of the two par-
ties of the rich—at the same time
racists like Grady are free to run in
either party.

A new state law says that voters
who sign for a party to get on the
ballot become members of that party.
Its purpose is to keep parties posing a
real alternative to the two big-business
parties off the ballot.

Under a city law the SWP will have

Winston-Salem a ‘town of two classes’: rich

By Suzanne Haig

WINSTON-SALEM, N.C.—This city
of 130,000 is one of a triad of cities that
includes High Point and Greensboro,
in an industrialized part of North
Carolina known as the Piedmont.

Some people say the city has only
two classes: the rich and the poor—the
owners of industry and those who
work for them. A few rich families
control much of the industry here.

High Point is where the furniture
factories are. In Greensboro, it's
mostly textile. They say the city of
Winston-Salem practically belongs to
the R.J. Reynolds family. Their to-
bacco plants are right in the middle of
town, as you can easily tell when a hot
summer wind blows the smell through
the city streets.

People here call their foreman “boss
man,” a good name for this modern-
day plantation overseer of Black and
white workers who labor for dirt-cheap
wages.,

The employers like to say the reason
wages are so low is because the cost of
living in the South is so much cheaper.

This is a lie,

Meryl Farber works at Gilbarco, Inc.,
a subsidiary of Exxon. Located in
Greensboro, it’s organized by the
Teamsters.

Not long ago, an article from a Fort
Wayne, Indiana, newspaper was
passed around the plant. It reported
that workers in a plant there making
the same thing as Gilbarco, gas
pumps, made $10 an hour, with a cost-
ofliving adjustment clause in their
United Auto Workers union contract.

The Gilbarco workers were stunned.

They make only $6.20 an hour, on
average, with no cost of living.

In Fort Wayne, government figures
say, the cost of living is almost exactly
the same as in North Carolina.

One of the big reasons for the low
wages and poor working conditions is
“right to work” laws, outlawing the
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union shop. For the corporations, this
translates into “right to make super-
profits” from cheap labor.

Discrimination in wages

Women and Blacks get hit the hard-
est. North Carolina has the largest
number of working mothers and work-
ing women in the country. While the
average woman nationally only gets
59 cents to every dollar earned by men,
in North Carolina, they only get 47
cents.

The admonition “You are not al-
lowed to tell anyone what you make”
appears in bold face on the first page

~of a company booklet handed out to

new workers at a nonunion print shop.
Why?
There are two different pay scales
there: one for whites, one for Blacks.
That’s the way it usually is in the
unorganized plants.

The union movement in North Carol-
ina faces the same employer-
government offensive as the rest of the
country. Already weak, unions here
face even harsher attacks.

Wilbur Hobby, president of the
North Carolina AFL-CIO, has been
indicted by a grand jury on trumped-up
charges of defrauding the government
with a CETA grant.

The Militant has played an impor-
tant role in Betsy Soares’ campaign
for mayor of Winston-Salem.

The Militant is the best place to
find on a week-by-week basis the
views of the Socialist Workers Party
and Young Socialist Alliance.

Jerry Hunter, a twenty-two-year
old Black who grew up in this area,
recently joined the Young Socialist
Alliance. After reading the Militant
for a while (he was a subscriber), he
looked up the Soares campaign of-
fice in Winston-Salem,

“Winston-Salem has been looking
for some political leadership, and so
have I,” he said. “I didn’t find it
until I came to the headquarters.”

Hunter opposes those who say it
helps the Klan to speak out against
them.

“I have realized that you have to
expose the Klan. It's like taking a
rock off the ground and exposing
what’s crawling around under it to
the light.”

Soares supporters have had good

Role of ‘Militant’ in Piedmont

experiences combining circulation of
the Militant with campaigning for
their candidate. They take the paper
with them while going door to door
talking to potential supporters. -
Often they find themselves invited
in for lengthy discussions. Some
people have set up small house meet-
ings for Soares.

On the job, socialists say they find
co-workers referring to the Militant
as “my paper.” They say it tells the
truth and has facts on struggles they
can’t find in the local paper.

Workers, both Black and white,
were interested in the hunger strik-
ers in Ireland. Black workers com-
pared it to the civil rights movement
here.

A nuclear power plant is set to be
built not far from here. So, people
are talking about nuclear power.

And the possibility of war in El
Salvador is a special concern to
draft-age workers.

The Militant’s consistent coverage
of these issues is responsible for a lot
of its appeal.
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Why is Hobby being framed? He has
been active in the union movement for
thirty-five years, helping to lead dem-
onstrations against union-busting out-
fits, supporting the ERA, working for
the J.P. Stevens organizing drive. Un-
ions are organizing a defense effort for
him.

Divide and conquer

Racism is one of the major tools of
the government and employers to di-
vide working people and justify un-
equal pay.

Currently, city fathers are trying to
extend the boundaries of the city and
redefine several districts. Why? To
bring more whites into the city (cur-
rently 40 percent Black) and to prevent
the city’s three Black aldermen from
returning to office.

The three Black aldermen received
threatening letters from the Klan an-
nouncing they would be burned in
effigy July 4.

The government, the employers, and
the Klan all want North Carolina
workers shuffling to their jobs with
their heads bowed down. But that’s not
happening.

Working people are angry at Rea-
gan’s budget cuts, inflation, unemploy-
ment, and the threat of war. They are
looking for ways to fight back.

According to Betsy Soares, Socialist
Workers Party candidate for mayor,
this is exactly why the Klan is coming
out of the closet now.

Kian role

“The stepped-up Klan activity does
not signal major growth or a turn to
the right of the population as a whole,”
Soares said. “Just the opposite.”

The Klan is getting more active
precisely because of the growing polar-
ization developing in the country,
Soares explained. The Klan's role is to
try to prevent the growing unity be-
tween Black and white workers, to



member

to get 18,000 signatures to get on the
ballot.

Recently the Political Rights Defense
fund held a rally in support of the SWP
and Young Socialist Alliance suit
against government spying and ha-
rassment. Several of the speakers—
including long-time civil rights leader
Lee Fay Mack—came because they
were impressed by the fight the social-
ists were waging both on a local and a
national level. They saw the fight
against the Klan here and the national
suit as efforts in defense of all who
stand up for social justice.

Campaign supporters

There have been other ways that
interest and support for Soares' cam-
paign has been shown.

When her campaign was first an-
nounced, Soares found people where
she works coming up and saying
things such as, “I'm so glad you are
running.” Some wanted to help. Some
had already been reading the Militant,
but others began doing so. Others
wanted to know more about what
socialism stands for.

At a recent campaign meeting at her
headquarters, Soares explained why
she was running. “Big business has its
courts, cops, and political parties,” she
said. “We need our own organizations
to defend our interests on the job, un-
ions. And we need our own political
party, a labor party.”

Among those present was a Black
truck driver who subscribes to -the
Militant. He’s reading veteran socialist
Farrell Dobbs’s books on the Teams-
ters union.

and poor

block a united labor response to the
employers.

The Klan is also there ta play the
role of a standby extralegal terror
force, to be called into action when
needed by the employers.

Right now, Black people are the
major target of Klan attacks. But this
does not mean Blacks are unwilling to
fight for their rights.

In January of this year, before the
demonstration of 100,000 in Washing-
ton, D.C., to demand that Martin
Luther King’s birthday be made a
national holiday, some 20,000 Blacks
turned out in Greensboro to hear sin-
ger Stevie Wonder, who was touring to
build the action. Several buses went to
the demonstration from the Piedmont
area.

Later this year, despite threats of
disruption by the Klan, 800 people
came to hear Dick Gregory at Wake
Forest University,

That college, whose students include
sons and daughters of the very
wealthy in the area, was shaken this
year when a Black woman defied cam-
pus tradition and took down a Confed-
erate flag flying in front of a frater-
nity.

On May 2, with only two days of
announcements, 600 Blacks marched
in Winston-Salem to demand a stop to
the murders in Atlanta. The action
was called by a local radio station.

The marchers were supposed to be
restricted to the sidewalk. But there
were so many of them that the crowd
surged into the street and marched
right down the center—even further
than originally planned—so that eve-
ryone in Winston-Salem would be sure
to see that they were there.

This is the South today: workers
looking for ways to fight back, Blacks
with no intention of returning to Jim
Crow. This is what the ruling rich,
along with their henchmen in the
Klan, are worried about.

New subway swindle in N.Y.:

higher fare,

By Raual Gonzalez

NEW YORK—On July 3, the New
York City transit fare jumped 25 per-
cent—from sixty to seventy-five cents.

On that same day, subway motor-
man Jesse Cole bled to death while
trapped in the cab of an IRT train
involved in a collision.

The day before, track maintenance
worker Al Lamberti was struck and
killed by a train while on the job.

Cole and Lamberti’s deaths were a
result of speedup and the reduction in
the size of work crews. The cuts were
made to save money for the crisis-
ridden transit system.

In recent months, the Transit Au-
thority, the “public” body that oper-
ates the system, has declared war on
the more than 33,000 workers organ-
ized into Local 100 of the Transport
Workers Union.

Transit Authority boss John Simp-
son several weeks ago announced that
transit workers would not be paid the
36-cents-an-hour cost-of-living (COLA)
wage adjustment due them in October.
He claimed this was due to low produc-
tivity.

In the weeks that followed, more
than 100 TWU members were sub-
jected to disciplinary action, many for
participating in alleged work slow-
downs.

These attacks on the transit workers
were public and virulent, with media
support. The day motorman Jesse Cole
was killed, a Daily News editorial
accused the TWU of sabotaging efforts
to rebuild the subways. Transit work-
ers were described as “money-grabbing
goldbricks.”

While the fare hike was being
rammed through and the attacks on
transit workers escalated, a tragi-
comic farce was being played out in
the New York state legislature.

Several weeks ago, right after the
fare hike, New York State Assembly
Speaker Stanley Fink, a Democrat,
introduced a bill in the legislature that
is supposed to provide the Metropoli-
tan Transportation Authority—the

TA’s statewide parent agency—with

nearly $800 million over the next two
years to “save” the 75-cent fare.

Initially, the measure was seen by
some as a partial victory in gaining
necessary subsidies for mass transit.
That was the first response, for exam-
ple, of the liberal weekly, the Village
Voice.

But, as many are now realizing, an
examination of the measure that was
actually passed shows something quite
different.

The bill provides for two basic levies
to raise the money for the transit
system. The first is a quarter of a
percent sales tax throughout the area
served by the MTA. For New York city
residents already paying an eight per-
cent sales tax, this is not insignificant.

And, of course, sales taxes are al-
ways the unfairest of all. For the rich,
the extra dollars taken each week by a
sales tax don’t mean much. For work-

‘ing and poor people, it means a lot.

The bill also includes a ten percent
tax on capital gains from the sale of
nonresidential property worth more
than $1 million. This sounds pretty
good. But there are more loopholes in
this portion of the bill than in a hand-
knit sweater.

Another proviso calls for a “long
lines” levy. This is a tax on the phone
company, oil companies, truckers, bus
lines, and others that make a profit on
business carrying them beyond state
lines.

But the statute does not bar them
from passing on the tax to the consu-
mer and the pass-on will surely

Raul Gonzalez, a member of Local 100
of the Transport Workers Union, is the
Socialist Workers Party candidate for
New York City comptroller.

more taxes, worse ride

New York transit workers demonstrate on eve of 1980 strike

happen.

The most widely-discussed part of
the bill was the section changing the
method of taxation of oil companies
within the state.

The idea was promoted that this
particular section meant that the oil
companies would be taxed to help
subsidize mass transit, a fitting thing
to do.

The oil magnates howled like stuck
pigs. Mobil ran a big ad campaign
opposing the tax. It threatened that
plants would close and jobs would be
lost. Major corporations, they blus-
tered, would move their national head-
quarters out of the state.

And, to give the threats real weight,
Mobil openly declared that if the tax
were enacted it would simply pass it on
to the consumer.

When the approximately penny-a-
gallon tax passed, Mobil carried out its
threat, declaring a three-cent-a-gallon
hike.

This was too much. There was an
outburst of public anger. Spontaneous
picket lines sprang up at several Mobil

_  ]
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stations.

Mobil was forced to step back . . . a
bit. It reduced the increase from three
cents a gallon to 1.3 cents. Meanwhile,
Shell and Getty Oil announced in-
creases too.

The whole thing was a swindle. Not
just by the oil barons, but by the state
legislature as well.

To begin with, the measure permit-
ted Mobil to pass on the tax rather
than er _uring that it came out of their
superprofits.

In addition, it was disclosed, a good
share of the tax will actually be paid
by the individual gas station owners.
And, of the amount Mobil would pay,
about half can be deducted from ita
federal taxes. Thus, Mobil took a new
price grab on the basis of a tax on
which it pays practically nothing.

So what have the Republican and
Democratic politicians done about the
transit system? More of the same. A
75-cent fare. More death and injuries
for transit workers. For the riding
public, more noise, stench, and filth.
And more danger to life and limb.

Socialists set

NEW YORK—The New York So-
cialist Workers Party will conduct a
major petitioning drive in August to
qualify its slate for the ballot in the
November mayoral election here.

The SWP has nominated Wells
Todd, an assembly-line worker and
member of the United Auto Workers
union, as its mayoral candidate. Su-
san Wald, a laid-off shipyard worker,
is its candidate for city council presi-
dent. Ratil Gonzalez, a transit worker,
is the SWP candidate for comptroller.

To gain a place on the ballot for
these candidates, petitions must be
signed by 7,500 qualified voters. To
ensure that its petitions cannot be ar-
bitrarily disqualified, the SWP plans
to obtain 20,000 signatures. It is or-
ganizing to obtain these in a single
week, from August 22 to 29.

In addition, the party is fielding
other candidates: Ken Miliner for
Manhattan borough president; Miri-
am McCray, a leader of the Young So-
cialist Alliance, for city council from
the second district; and Ray Markey
and Diane Wang for at-large seats on

petition drive

the council. To place these candidates
on the ballot, thousands of additional
signatures must be gathered.

Like the party itself, the socialist
candidates have been active partici-
pants in the fightback against the
ruinous cuts in social services, and
rent and fare hikes, joining in picket
lines and speaking out at various pub-
lic hearings.

In the initial stage of the campaign,
the ticket has already issued thirty
position papers. These outline its op-
position to the draft, for the ERA and
abortion rights, opposition to U.S. in-
tervention in El Salvador, and sup-
port to the Cuban, Nicaraguan and
Grenadian revolutions.

Theé SWP petition drive to place its
ticket on the ballot will be conducted
from its campaign headquarters in
Manhattan and Brooklyn.

The Manhattan address is 108 East
16th Street (off Union Square). The
Brooklyn address is 335 Atlantic
Avenue.

For information on when and how
you can help call the citywide SWP,
533-2902.
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Denver cop brutality
provokes outrage

By Bernie Senter

DENVER—Recent instances
of police brutality here have
produced shock and outrage.

Eight hundred Chicanos
peacefully gathered at a June 28
music festival in La Raza Park
were attacked by the police.
There was no provocation for
the police attack.

“I've never seen anything like
that before in my life,” Ruth De-
learde told the Rocky Mountain
News. She and her husband
were at the park when the police
arrived in full riot gear.

“The park was absolutely
peaceful up to that point,” she
stated.

“They didn’t care who was
there. They were shooting the
[tear gas] canisters,” Delearde
said. “There were children
there, there were babies. I can’t
imagine that happening in
America. I was never fearful of
the police before, but I am now. I
don’'t care how many permits
these people didn’t get, there
was no reason for them [the po-
lice] to do that. They hurt chil-
dren.”

At first the police claimed
that they busted up the music
concert because it was without a
permit. The next day it was re-
vealed that the event was an an-
nual concert sponsored by the
Denver Parks and Recreation
Department. The department it-
self is responsible for issuing
permits. The department direc-
tor, Joe Cianicio, said, “We don’t
issue ourselves permits to hold
events.”

The next day, 200 Chicanos
gathered at the park to protest
the police violence. They
marched downtown to join in a
protest against President Rea-
gan, who was appearing at the
NAACP national convention.

Later the same day, Ernest
Myres, an eighteen-year-old

Black youth, was killed while
being arrested by two police-
men.

The two policemen, one or both
of whom were off duty, tried to
arrest Myres at his home. A
scuffle broke out and one officer
got Myres in a headlock.

Myres's sister, Carol, who
witnessed the incident, said, “I
don’t care what nobody says; he
killed my brother.”

Carol reported that the police
held Myres in a sitting position
until they fastened the hand-
cuffs. When they released him
he fell to the ground.

“The police refused to admin-
ister any first aid until an am-
bulance had arrived,” Myres’s
father told me.

In another incident, a Denver
police officer, Daril Cinquanta,
is under investigation for al-
legedly assaulting a Chicana
woman whom he arrested June
3.

Barbara Valdez Maes was
working on her car at her home
when Cinquanta drove up in his
patrol car and said, “Well if it
isn’t Barbara; I haven't seen you
in four years.”

Cinquanta then arrested her
for driving with a suspended li-
cense and failing to produce a li-
cense. The charges were subse-
quently dropped.

Maes claims that Cinquanta
assaulted her while making the
arrest. Witnesses have verified
her story.

“l have a very good view of
Barbara’s car from my home,”
Vera Martinez said. “All of a
sudden he grabbed Barbara and
raised her arms so high behind
her back that I thought he was
going to break something. He
pulled her arms so hard that he
slammed her head against the

car.”
Cinquanta, and the rest of

Denver's police force still roam
the streets.

Puerto Rican nationalist
faces 70-year term

By Nelson Gonzalez

On July 24 a federal grand
jury found Oscar Lépez Rivera
guilty of seditious conspiracy,
armed robbery, weapons viola-
tions, and interstate transpor-
tation of stolen property.

He faces a maximum of sev-
enty years in prison.

Lépez Rivera is one of the
eleven Puerto Ricans arrested
in Chicago last year and ac-
cused of being members of the
Fuerzas Armadas de la Libera-
cién Nacional (FALN).

The government claims that
the FALN has been responsible
for a four-year compaign of
bombings and other violent
activity in support of Puerto
Rican independence.

During Lépez Rivera’s trial,
Alfredo Méndez, one of the
eleven, appeared as a surprise
witness for the government.
Méndez claimed he had been
visited in prison by an un-
named “affiliate of the FALN”
who told about a plot to kidnap
President Reagan’s son in a
bid to free the eleven prisoners.

Méndez had been removed by
federal officials April 30 from
the state prison in Pontiac,
Illinois, to an unknown loca-
tion. Family and relatives were
unable to visit him. Family
members who spoke to him
over the phone said that Mén-
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dez did not know where he was
and spoke as if he were
drugged. His appearance at the
trial as a government informer
was his first since the transfer.

Responding to Méndez's
charges, Lopez Rivera branded
him a traitor and called the
supposed kidnapping plot “an
outrageous lie.”

Lépez Rivera produced a
memorandum written by Mén-
dez’s lawyers. The memoran-
dum indicated that in return

for his testimony, Méndez
would receive presidential
clemency.

Loépez Rivera and the other
nine Puerto Rican prisoners
consider themselves prisoners
of war in a struggle against
U.S. imperialism’s enslave-
ment of Puerto Rico. As a re-
sult they do not recognize the
jurisdiction of the U.S. courts
and have refused to testify on
their own behalf. They demand
that their case be handled by
an international tribunal.

In a statement at the end of
the tiral, Lépez Rivera as-
serted, “I am here because I
have the courage to fight. . . .
The U.S. government may be
able to sidetrack us, but they
won’t be able to stop us. Puerto
Rico will be free and a socialist
country.”

AUGUST 7, 1981

500 in Miami demand
political asylum for Haitians

By Caryn Swan
and Jerry Hunnicutt

MIAMI—Demanding an end
to deportation of Haitian refu-
gees to Puerto ‘Rico, and chan-
ting “Hey, hey USA, stop sup-
porting Duvalier!” and
“Political asylum for Haitian
refugees!” more than 500 Hai-
tians and their supporters
marched through Liberty City,
the heart of Miami’s Black
community.

They joined several hundred
more supporters at a rally that
demanded the U.S. government
stop its efforts to jail, transfer,
and deport Haitian refugees.

The rally blasted the inhu-
man conditions at the Krome
Avenue detention center. The
detention center’s top capacity
was 550 people. Now, it has
1,500 refugees and at times has
exceeded 2,000.

Krome Avenue is often re-
ferred to as a concentration

camp because of the deplorable’

conditions.

Meanwhile, the federal gov-
ernment continues its racist
moves to deport the Black boat
people.

It has transferred some 200
Haitian refugees to jails in
rural areas of New York,
Texas, and West Virginia. This
is just another attempt to iso-
late them from lawyers and
legal assistants, and from the
Haitian community that is
their biggest source of support.

Reagan’s new refugee plan
includes more transfers to out-
of-the-way jails, turning back
Haitian boats before they
reach the U.S., and sending
some 2,000 refugees to Fort
Allen in Puerto Rico.

The broad opposition to this
plan was shown by the many
speakers at the rally. The most
warmly-received greetings
came from the Puerto Rican
Socialist Party, which blasted
U.S. moves to transfer the Hai-

tian refugees to Puerto Rico,
where they could be more eas-
ily deported.

The PSP statement ex-
plained that the Puerto Rican
people are fighting for their
freedom against U.S. domina-
tion. When they win that free-
dom, they would gladly invite
Haitian refugees into a free
Puerto Rico. Until then, they
will fight with the Haitian
refugees to keep them from
being jailed and deported.

Messages of support were
also sent by Ben Chavis, Ju-
lian Bond, Ossie Davis, and
Jesse Jackson.

Speakers at the rally were
former U.S. Attorney General
Ramsey Clark, Lennox Hinds
from the National Alliance
Against Racist and Political
Repression, Herbert Daughtry
from the Black United Front,
and members of the NAACP
and Southern Christian Lead-
ership Conference.

Chi. Puerto Rican community
protests police harassment

By Rich Robohm
CHICAGO—Two hundred
demonstrators, most of them
Puerto Ricans, marched several
miles to city hall July 14 to pro-
test Mayor Jane Byrne's police
“crackdown” on their communi-
ty. On the pretext of trying to
halt “gang wviolence” in the
Humboldt Park and West Town
areas of Chicago, Byrne sent her
cops in to shut down forty-seven
bars and other businesses in the
Puerto Rican community.

In addition to padlocking La-
tino-owned establishments for
alleged health and building
code violations, the cops arrest-
ed five community leaders on
such trumped-up charges as
“disorderly conduct” and “res-
isting arrest.” The five were ar-

rested when police broke up the
meeting they were. holding to
discuss the problem of police ha-
rassment.

Byrne has seized on two re-
cent killings in the Puerto Rican
community as an excuse to step
up police harassment. But her
unleashing of racist cops to ride
roughshod over the rights of
community residents has met
with an angrv response.

Virtually every civic, politi-
cal, and commercial organiza-
tion in Chicago’s Puerto Rican
community has joined a coali-
tion opposing the mayor’s ac-
tions. Among the participating
groups are the Alliance for a
Better Community, Aspira,
Puerto Rican Chamber of Com-
merce, Spanish Action Commit-
tee, and West Town Concerned

Citizens Coalition. They are de-
manding that all closed busi-
nesses be allowed to reopen im-
mediately, an end to police ha-
rassment, and adherence to due
process of law.

The coalition is also demand-
ing a public apology from Mayor
Byrne for slandering communi-
ty leaders and businessmen as
siding with gangs and drug
pushers.

One other demand of the July
14 protest was to drop all
charges against the five commu-
nity leaders arrested the week
before. Two of them were arrest-
ed again at the city hall demon-
stration, along with three oth-
ers, when they attempted to en-
ter city hall for a meeting with
the mayor.

Cinn. employee reveals racist

plan of hotel manager

By Morris Starsky

CINCINNATI—A $65 million
luxury downtown hotel opened
here recently just in time to at-
tract quite a few reservations
for the upcoming Kool Jazz Fes-
tival. Most of the reservations
came from Blacks.

This was just too much for the
hotel's racist convention man-
ager. So, he wrote a memo to the
hotel’'s management with some

_suggestions for handling the in-

flux of Black guests. The memo,
intended to be secret, was made

public by a hotel employee.

In the memo the convention
manager alerts his bosses to the
need to assign festival guests to
an isolated floor because they
will be very loud and play ste-
reos all the time. He urges
béefed-up security on this floor
because there will be drug deal-
ing and much theft of hotel
property. He even suggests rem-
oving the ash trays from the
rooms and providing guests
with old or used towels because
they will be stolen.

Black politicians denounced
the memo as insulting, but the
hotel management supported its
“policy” of encouraging employ-
ees to voice “suggestions.”

The Black Independent Politi-
cal Party called for an apology
from the hotel and for the imme-
diate firing of the racist conven-
tion manager. At this writing
the issue has not been resolved,
but the Black Cincinnati city
manager, Sylvester Murray,
cancelled two room reserva-
tions.

Teachers oppose arms to Salvador

By Jeff Mackler
MINNEAPOLIS—A thund-
erous ovation from 7,500 dele-
gates greeted the remarks of
Rosamaria Rivera, a Salva-
doran teacher, at the conven-
tion of the National Education

Association (NEA) held here |

July 1-6.

“I plead with you,” Rivera
said, “don’t allow the U.S. gov-
ernment to send arms tuv El

Salvador to kill our teachers,
our students, our men and
women. . . . Spend the money
on education for your own
children.”

The convention passed three
significant motions on El Sal-
vador. One condemned “the
government of El Salvador for
its role in the assassinations
and other acts of violence and
injustice against the members

of the National Association
of Salvadorean Educators
(ANDES).”

A second resolution called for
the NEA to join with other
groups in urging “the imme-
diate termination of all United
States military aid and invol-
vement in El Salvador.” A
third supported the Salvadoran
teachers union in its efforts to
secure basic democratic rights.
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Behind the
Reagan Budget

This month’s column is by William Got-
tlieb.

The Reagan administration and Congress
have begun to roll back gains won by working
people over fifty years. Social security, Medi-
care, Medicaid, CETA (Comprehensive Em-
ployment and Training Act), Occupational Safe-
ty and Health Administration, lecjal aid, school
lunches, education, environmental regulations
—all are being cut back sharply.

It takes time for the scope of the attacks to
sink in. Budget cutbacks is a rather dry phrase
—until we remember that it is human lives that
are being cut back.

How did this happen? Is it all the result of the
capture of the White House by a gang of right-
wing extremists? The ultra-rightist tendencies of
the Reagan administration are unmistakabie,
but its rise to office represents something far
more fundamental than the succession of one
group of politicians by another.

It represents a deepgoing shift by the U.S. rul-
ing class, aimed at solving grave economic diffi-
culties for big business.

During the last fifty years, American working
people won important concessions in two big
waves of struggle—during the 1930s and
1960s. Now big business is determined to take
back what it was forced to give. The aim is to
make working people bear the brunt of the eco-
nomic crisis that big business faces.

While the working class was hard hit by the
economic crisis of the 1930s, the rise of industri-
al unionism in the form of the CIO forced Roose-
velt's administration to institute a system of So-
cial Security and unemployment insurance.

In the late 1950s, the struggle for Black libera-
tion began to rise—exploding into a massive
upsurge in the 1960s. During the 1960s, a mas-
sive antiwar movement also put big business on
the defensive.

A series of new social programs was institut-
ed. Among them were Medicare, Medicaid, and
food stamps.

As a result, the well-being of the poorest sec-
tions of the population improved somewhat. In
1964, the poor visited doctors an average of 3.8
times a year. By 1978, this had climbed to 6.2
times per year.

In 1965 there were nearly 25 deaths for every
1,000 live births. In 1976, there were only 15
deaths per 1,000 live births.

And malnutrition was reduced.

In both the 1930s and 1960s, the U.S. ruling
class thought they could afford making such
concessions as a means of forestalling even
more explosive struggles. Since the end of the
First World War, the United States had held a

CONTENTS

. dominant position in the world capitalist market

—a domination that grew stronger during the
Great Depression and World War Il :

After World War 1l, U.S. capitalism was ob-
liged to help revive its competitors in Western
Europe and Japan. The alternative would have
been revolutionary upheavals, especially in
Western Europe.

But as Western Europe and Japan absorbed
the most modern U.S. technology and began to
surge ahead on their own, the U.S. monopoly of
the capitalist world market began to gradually
erode. The U.S. capitalists experienced a grad-
ual decline in their share of world trade, even
though world trade continued to expand.

The victory of the Soviet Union, in World War
Il, and the establishment of workers states in
Eastern Europe, China, North Korea, Vietnam,
and Cuba narrowed the arena of capitalist ex-
ploitation. The rise of the colonial revolution led
to varying degrees of independence for coun-
tries in Asia, Africa, and Latin America—and
posed a growing challenge to the exploitation of
these countries.

These changes gradually undermined the
profitability and stability of U.S. capitalism.

By the 1970s, the gap between the growth of
production on a world scale and the slowing
growth of the capitalist market began to make it-
self felt. This trend was heralded by growing in-
ternational monetary crises and oil price in-
creases, and exploded into the world recession
of 1974-75.

After a brief recovery, capitalism entered a
new period of stagnation in 1979. With many
countries staggering under massive debts and
pressures for protectionist measures growing,
the next upturn in the world economy is not like-
ly to be very robust.

As a result of this shift from growth to stagna-
tion, international competition takes place in a
changed context. When markets are expand-
ing, many capitalists can share the gains. But in
a contracting market, the only way a capitalist
can expand profits is at the expense of his ri-
vals.

The March 30 Wall Street Journal describes
how Secretary of Commerce Malcolm Baldrige
summarizes the problem. According to the
Journal, Baldrige “said the slow growth in U.S.
productivity, which is output per hour worked,
and anticipated slow growth of the world eco-
nomy over the next decade ‘means that all
countries will be interested in expanding ex-
ports and reluctant to accept more imports.’ He
concluded, ‘It means that international competi-
tion is going to get tougher than ever before.’”

The next decade will see industrial and com-
mercial warfare for shares of the world market.
Each capitalist country and individual corpora-
tion will be fighting for survival.

When an individual business is caught in a
stagnant or declining market it attempts to in-
crease its profits by cutting costs, that is, pro-
ducing more cheaply than its competitors. Al-
ways heading the list of costs to be cut are
wages. Workers are the bosses’ candidates to
bear the brunt of a crisis.

And that is the meaning of the Reagan
budget. Acting in the interests of the capitalist
class as a whole, the government is slashing

the social wages of working people—from tran-
sit to hospitals to schools to food to legal aid—to
provide more profits for big business.

At the same time a shift in the burden of taxa-
tion is being engineered—under the demagogic
cover of a “tax cut™—by slashing the income
taxes paid by the wealthy while increasing So-
cial Security, sales, and other taxes paid by
working people.

The federal government is using all its power
to further a single aim: raising the rate of profit
for the rich.

At the same time, the administration and
Congress are helping the corporations carry out
their own drives against the workers’ standard
of living.

For example, Chrysler rammed down its
wage cuts while the federal government threa-
tened to cancel loan gurantees if the United Au-
to Workers refused to go along with the wage
cuts.

The Reagan administration and Congress
are using threats of even bigger cuts in federal
subsidies for Conrail and Amtrak to blackmail
the rail unions into going along with wage cuts,
speedup, and massive layoffs.

The intense competition for domination in the
world market is accompanied by an accelerated
drive toward war. A major function of the Rea-
gan budget is to take the monies it needs to
massively expand the military out of the hides of
working people.

Every dollar of military spending today means
one dollar less of social services or one dollar
more paid in taxes by working people.

It's guns, not butter, from here on out if the
bosses have their way.

The combination of economic crisis, growing
war moves and war preparations, and rising
revolutionary struggles around the world indi-
cate that the capitalist system is approaching
the most severe crisis in its history.

The answer of the Reagan administration and
the capitalist class to this crisis means untold
misery for tens of millions of Americans—and
ultimately a catastrophic war that can destroy
humanity.

The way out of the crisis will come when
working people take their own destinies into
their hands and establish their own govern-
ment. Such a government can replace the irra-
tionality of capitalism with a system that uses
the wealth produced by humanity to meet the
needs of human beings.

That transformation will make an abomination
like the Reagan budget—which subordinates
every human consideration to the profit of a few
—an impossibility once and for all.
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Washington’s War

Against the Bill of

Rights

What the Trial of the Socialist Suit Has Revealed

By Larry Seigle

The following article replies to an editorial
that appeared in the July 11 ‘Nation’ maga-
zine. The editorial is reprinted in the box be-
low.

The ‘Nation’ criticized the course followed
by the Socialist Workers Party in the trial of
its suit against the government, using the last
day of testimony (June 25, not June 27 as the
‘Nation’ states) as its foil. This was the first re-
port in the ‘Nation’ dealing with the nearly
three months of trial proceedings.

The ‘Nation’ charged that the ‘original plan
to use the case as a vehicle for educating the
American people in what Frank Donner . . .
has called the intelligence community’s ugly
“mode of governance,” went awry.’

The editorial criticizes the SWP for answer-
ing government charges that ‘the party is a
conspiratorial, revolutionary and subversive
organization’ by explaining its ideas and de-
fending their legality.

Did the trial in the Socialist Workers Party and
Young Socialist Alliance case go “awry,” as the
Nation concludes in its editorial? Did the SWP al-
low itself to be “diverted” during the trial, as the
Nation editors charge?

As the most influential legal offensive against

the broad sweep of government spying and disrup-
tion, and the only one so far to go to trial, the case
known as Socialist Workers Party v. Attorney Gen-
eral offers many lessons for the battles over demo-
cratic rights that are now shaping up. But to un-
derstand those lessons, we need an accurate view
of the issues in the case, as well as what really
transpired during the trial.

Unfortunately, the Nation fails to offer even a
clue as to what happened. From the Nation’s in-
credibly selective reporting, one would draw the
conclusion that the primary question the SWP put
before the court was whether or not the October
Revolution was the lawful act of a majority. Fortu-
nately, that question was decided by the workers
and poor peasants of Russia in 1917 without wait-
ing for a ruling from the District Court in New
York. (In courtroom lingo, it would be said that the
judge “lacks jurisdiction” on the question.)

Of course, the truth about the Russian Revolu-
tion was at issue in the trial, as was the truth
about the revolutions in Cuba, Nicaragua, Grena-
da, Vietnami, and a few other places as well. A cen-
tral issue in the case is whether the Bill of Rights
applies to those who advocate socialist revolution
in the United States, as the SWP and the YSA do.
Naturally, the question of what constitutes a so-
cialist revolution, and why the SWP believes that
the revolutions of the twentieth century have reg-

istered giant steps forward for humanity, were im-
portant issues at the trial.

Thus, as the Nation reports, Farrell Dobbs, the
SWP’s leadoff witness, presented in general terms
our view of the decisive role of the Bolshevik Party
in leading the masses of Russian workers and
peasants to overthrow the capitalist government
and establish the first workers state in the history
of the world.

But the Nation departs from the facts when it re-
ports,“At this point, the government produced one
J. Gregory Oswald, professor of history at the Uni-
versity of Arizona. . . .”

“At this point” was actually eight and one-half
weeks later. Fifty-one witnesses testified between
Dobbs and Oswald. Many of them were members of
the SWP and YSA who explained their views and
activities, and presented the most comprehensive
record ever compiled of the effects of illegal practi-
ces by the FBI, CIA, Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service, and other agencies. That record
spanned forty years.

In addition, dozens of government witnesses

Larry Seigle coordinated the Socialist Workers
Party's campaign around the suit against the
government. He was in court throughout the
presentation of testimony at the trial.

The following editorial appeared in the
July 11-18, 1981, issue of ‘The Nation,’ un-
der the title ‘History Lecture.’

stream press coverage (that is to say, the lack of
it), the testimony in what may have been a
landmark case came to a close June 27 in Room
302 at the Foley Square Courthouse in New
York City.

Socialist Workers Party v. Attorney General
began eight years ago, when the S.W.P. and the
Young Socialist Alliance, both Trotskyist or-
ganizations, filed a civil suit demanding $40
million in recompense for four decades of illegal
acts against them by the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation and other government agencies. As
presiding Judge Thomas Griesa put it when the
suit finally came to trial in March after eight
years of stalling tactics by the government [see
Walter Schneir and Miriam Schneir, “Square
Target of the F.B.1.,” The Nation, September 25,
1976]: “The issues in this case relate to the most
fundamental constitutional rights which lie at
the very foundation of our system of govern-
ment—the right to engage in political organiza-
tion and to speak freely on political subjects,
without interference and harassment from gov-
ernmental organs.”

Indeed, the S.W.P.’s suit focused widespread
public attention on the F.B.1.’s infamous COIN-
TELPRO operations and eventually yielded
more than 200,000 pages of documentation of il-
legal government investigations of black, labor,
women'’s and antiwar groups as well as of social-
ist and other political movements in this coun-
try. The government claimed that since Attor-
ney General Edward Levi issued his 1976
guidelines ostensibly banning such activities, it
no longer engages in harassment of the SW.P.,
but the plaintiffs introduced evidence purport-
ing to show that COINTELPRO-type tactics
such as burglary, arson and phony letter cam-
paigns are still being employed against the par-

Although one wouldn’t know it from main-

‘History Lecture’: An Editorial from the Nation

ty and its members. But the party’s original
plan to use the case as a vehicle for educating
the American people in what Frank Donner,
author of The Age of Surveillance, has called the
intelligence community’s ugly “mode of gover-
nance,” went awry.

First, for reasons still unclear, the S.W.P. en-
couraged Leonard Boudin, who had handled
their case for eight years (and in whose name,
incidentally, hundreds of thousands of defense
dollars were raised), to terminate his involve-
ment two weeks before the case went to trial.
Boudin, who is one of the leading constitutional
lawyers in the country and something of a ce-
lebrity in his own right, was their best chance of
attracting mainstream media attention and
maintaining credibility, so letting him go was
at a minimum a public relations blunder.
Whether because of Boudin’s absence or a
changed climate, press coverage fell off marked-
ly.

A second diversion occurred when the govern-
ment claimed that its operations against the
S.W.P. were justified because the party is a con-
spiratorial, revolutionary and subversive or-
ganization. This was proved, the government
argued, by the party’s claim that it represents
the true traditions of the Bolshevik Revolution
of 1917. This opened the way for the party to put
Farrell Dobbs, its elder statesman, on the stand
to explain the party’s relationship to the revolu-
tion, after which Judge Griesa surprised the
courtroom by announcing that he had read an
Encyclopaedia Britannica article on the revolu-
tion and wanted to know more.

At this point, the government produced one J.
‘Gregory Oswald, professor of history at the Uni-
versity of Arizona, whose scholarly credentials
seemed to consist solely of two books he had
edited about Soviet policies toward Latin Amer-
ica. Oswald described the Bolshevik Revolution
in terms that made it seem little more than a
conspiracy against the Russian people.

Thus it was that on the final day of what had

originally been billed as the definitive trial of il-
legal police activities in the contemporary
United States, a packed courtroom sat en-
thralled as they received a lecture about the
Finland Station in 1917. For more than four
hours, Stephen Cohen, a professor of Soviet po-
litics and history at Princeton University, testi-
fied that the Russian Revolution was a popular
uprising rather than a conspiracy, and dilated
on the nature of the original Bolshevik move-
ment, the early history of the Soviet govern-
ment and the relationship of Marxism to every-
thing from terrorism to constitutional republic-
anism.

In the weeks ahead we expect to read the
transcript of the trial closely, since we have
been unable to glean from newspaper coverage
what documentation of continuing police
abuses the Socialist Workers Party has placed
on the public record. We have no idea how
Judge Griesa will rule on the S.W.P.’s $40 mil-
lion damage claim, although we were pleased to
see that the U.S. Supreme Court last week af-
firmed a lower court decision that former Presi-
dent Richard M. Nixon and three top-level aides
may be required to pay monetary damages for
unconstitutionally wiretapping the telephone
of Morton Halperin, a former national security
aide.

Thus far, the public remains relatively ignor-
ant about the nature and extent of the govern-
merit’s intrusions on our liberties. This is unfor-
tunate, especially at a time when the Reagan
Administration, buttressed by the Heritage
Foundation report [see Jay Peterzell, “Unleash-
ing the Dogs of McCarthyism,” The Nation,
January 17], is expected to ask for renewed au-
thority to infiltrate domestic organizations, and
to tap, bug and otherwise harass them. Never-
theless, given the incessant alarums about So-
viet-inspired terrorism (despite F.B.I. Director
William Webster’s dismissal of this alleged
threat), Professor Cohen’s Russian history les-
son may have been worth the price of admission
all by itself.

AUGUST 7, 1981

THE MILITANT

(PAGE 3/INTERNATIONAL SOCIALIST REVIEW,

13



(INTERNATIONAL SOCIALIST REVIEW/PAGE 4)

14

Continued from preceding page

were called to the stand. They ranged from slick-
talking top Department of Justice officials, to
square-jawed “street agents” who explained the
FBI's mission of combating subversion without
displaying the least embarrassment. They were
questioned about the goals and methods of the op-
erations they carried out against the socialists,
and their answers revealed in unprecedented de-
tail basic truths about the government’s conspi-
racy against the democratic rights of the Amer-
ican people.

Let’s take a brief look at some of the most impor-
tant of those truths, which the Nation fails to men-
tion. Then we can come back to the question of
whether the SWP’s strategy led the case “awry.”

Whose ‘Mode of Governance’?

The Nation asserts that the SWP’s “original
plan,” from which it allowed itself to be side-
tracked, was “to use the case as a vehicle for edu-
cating the American people in what Frank Don-
ner, author of The Age of Surveillance, has called
the intelligence community’s ugly ‘mode of gover-
nance’. . . .”

This is a misstatement of the original—and con-
tinuing—plan. It is not the “intelligence communi-
ty’s” mode of governance that the SWP case has
exposed to public view. It is the ugly mode of gov-
ernance of the government itself.

What emerged from nearly eight years of pre-
trial proceedings, and then with even greater clari-
ty from the evidence forced out of the government
at the trial itself, was not an FBI running amok,
engaging in dirty deeds unbeknownst to wiser and
more democratic-minded heads in Washington. On
the contrary, what has been proven is the exist-
ence of a true conspiracy to subvert the Bill of
Rights. The chief actors in this plot, the record
shows any objective person, include presidents
from at least Franklin Roosevelt on, a long list of
attorney generals, and other top officials through-
out the government.

The real diversion would have been a course
that focused exclusively on FBI “abuses,” because
it would have covered up one of the essential facts
that underlies today’s threat to democratic rights:
the extent to which the rule of law, as guaranteed

" by the Constitution, has been replaced by the arbi-

trary rule of an expanding executive power in the
name of “national security.” The fact that this
arbitrary power is wielded with the knowledge of
the Congress and the courts doesn’t make it one bit
less of a deadly threat to democratic rights.

Forcing the existence of this totalitarian tumor
into the open, and laying bare its malignant na-
ture, has been one of the great victories of the SWP
case so far. It was at the very heart of the trial it-
self.

President’s ‘Inherent Power’

One of the government witnesses who spelled
out this concept was Robert Keuch, Deputy Assist-
ant Attorney General. Keuch is the third-ranking
official in the Department of Justice, one of those
who remain in place while attorney generals
change with administrations. His job on the stand
was to explain why the FBI's crimes against the
SWP and YSA aren’t crimes at all.

The president, insisted Keuch, has the “inherent
power” under the Constitution “to protect our gov-
ernment against those who would seek to change it
by unlawful means.” This power is the source of le-
gal authority, he said, for “intelligence investiga-
tions” whose purpose is to enable government offi-
cials “to take steps to protect ourselves [!] and pro-
tect our form of government. . . .”

It was this “inherent power,” Keuch explained,
that Roosevelt was exercising when, on the eve of
World War 11, he unleashed the FBI as a political
police force because “he simply wanted to know
what were the activities and the aims and inten-
tions of groups who potentially could be acting in-
imically to our form of government. . . .”

When asked to explain what he meant by ac-
tions inimical to our form of government, Keuch
explained: “Well, of course there can be many ac-
tions taken to attempt to influence the policies of
the United States, its actions, et cetera, that do not
necessarily involve or constitute a violation of law.
It could be an attempt, for example, to do away
with the classification program. There could be agi-
tation to do away with security programs totally.
An intent to weaken the defenses of the United
States. . . .

“There are simply ways that individuals and
groups can act that may not necessarily constitute
violations of the criminal statutes.” (Emphasis
added.)
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In other words, opinions and actions that are not
illegal, but are nonetheless “wrong,” can make you
the target of the political police. Take Keuch’s
three examples.

® An attempt to get rid of the government’s doc-
ument “classification program”—such as opposing
government moves to reduce public access to se-
cret political files under the Freedom of Informa-
tion Act?

® “Agitation to do away with security programs
totally”—such as demanding a halt to using un-
dercover stool pigeons and provocateurs against
political groups; or scrapping the FBI, CIA, and
INS altogether?

® “An intent to weaken the defense of the

United States”—such as opposing the draft, or

Government defense attorney Edward Williams and SWP plaintiff's attorney Margaret Winter stand before federal Ju
high Justice Department official. Their testimony that president has ‘inherent right’ to investigate and disrupt oppon

and to be the Commander in Chief. On the other
hand you have the Fourth Amendment. Some
time, some place, the court has got to decide where

to draw the line.”
At this point, Brownell turned to look presiding

Judge Thomas Griesa right in the eye and added,
“So far there has been no court decision which
prohibited such activities in the field of intelli-
gence.” (No one present needed a translation: This
has been going on for a long time and no federal
judge has ever dared to tell us we can’t do it. So
don’t make trouble for yourself and everybody
else, buddy.)

What this comes down to is that an accused
member of a drug ring is, in the eyes of the govern-
ment, officially entitled to the protection of the

joining a coalition to keep the MX missile out of
Utah and Nevada?

According to Keuch, all of these are admittedly
legal, yet nonetheless grounds for the government
to keep track of you and try to disrupt your activi-
ties. This purely totalitarian concept of govern-
ment, it must be emphasized, was presented not by
some overheated FBI agent, but by the Justice De-
partment’s chief policy spokesperson at the trial.

And what happens to you when the executive
power gets your name on a list? The Bill of Rights
does not apply. According to government wit-
nesses, rulings by the Supreme Court that outlaw
warrantless wiretaps, bugs, and “surreptitious en-
tries” into your home or office by the cops, apply
only to criminal cases, where evidence is ultimate-
ly to be presented to a court. These rulings, which
uphold the Fourth Amendment protection against
“unreasonable searches and seizures,” they
argued, do not apply to “intelligence” or “national
security” cases, such as the government’s opera-
tion against the SWP and the YSA. In such cases
you, or the organization you belong to, can be tar-
geted for permanent investigation and permanent
surveillance, and no court need ever be presented
with any evidence against you.

Attorney General Brownell

This was laid out with arrogant nonchalance by
Herbert Brownell, attorney general under Eisen-
hower, and another chief government witness at
the trial. He was asked by SWP chief trial counsel
Margaret Winter whether it was “your view as the
attorney general that the Fourth Amendment was
applicable to intelligence investigations.”

Brownell responded: “We didn’t have any gui-
dance from the Supreme Court on that. I think the
matter is still open as far as the Supreme Court is
concerned. On the one hand you have the express
powers of the president to conduct foreign affairs

Fourth Amendment. An accused “subversive,”
however, is not.

This was generalized by Robert Keuch: “. . .
this type of surveillance simply was not thought of
as a law-enforcement technique. It was thought of
primarily and almost exclusively as an intelli-
gence technique.

“THE COURT: You are saying that for intelli-
gence investigations the FBI would install the
microphones for national security purposes even if
a trespass was involved? ™

“THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.”

This claim of the power of the executive branch
to ignore the Fourth Amendment and the rest of
the Bill of Rights in the name of national security
is not new. The record of the SWP trial shows that
it has been secretly relied on for forty-five years to
justify illegal government activities.

What is new is that a head-on and forceful chal-
lenge has been made to this claimed power. In re-
sponse, the government has been forced to openly
set forth a defense of its position, which until now
they have very largely kept hidden from the Amer-
ican people.

Permanent, Bipartisan Policy

These deliberate violations by the government
of protections supposedly guaranteed by the Bill of
Rights are not episodic deviations from the rule of
law. Rather, they are expressions of a permanent,
bipartisan policy that remains constant no matter
which party is in power or what court decisions
say. This too was proved beyond a doubt at the
trial.

The government's policy on wiretapping is a
good example. In 1934, Congress made it a crime
for anyone to intercept and disclose the contents of
telephone conversations by means of wiretapping.
In 1937, the Supreme Court made it explicit that
this applied to federal agents as well as anyone
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else. However, the Justice Department, in secret,
decided to “interpret” the statute to mean that it
was okay for federal agents to use wiretaps so long
as the information was not transmitted outside the
federal government. Even the government’s glib
legal “expert” witness at the trial, a law professor
from Notre Dame, had to concede the obvious: the
Roosevelt administration had “twisted the statute
to make it fit” their needs.

Then, in 1939, when the Supreme Court reaf-
firmed its ban on wiretapping, Roosevelt had
another idea. A confidential memorandum from
Roosevelt to Attorney General Robert Jackson,
submitted into evidence by the government, stat-
ed, “. . . the Supreme Court never intended any
dictum in the particular case which it decided to

decision to break ranks and refuse to support
Roosevelt for re-election.

Roosevelt and Hoover

The next year Harry Bridges, leader of the West
Coast longshore union (who was fighting govern-
ment moves to deport him on political grounds),
discovered that his phone was being tapped by the
FBI. Attorney General Francis Biddle (who
around this time authorized the Smith Act prose-
cution against the SWP leaders) later wrote about
a White House meeting following public protests
over the Bridges wiretap.

“When all this came out in the newspapers,” he
wrote, “I could not resist suggesting to Hoover that
he tell the story of the unfortunate tap directly to

Drawings by Diane Jacobs/Militant

ge Thomas Griesa. Top right, Herbert Brownell, former attorney general under Eisenhower. Below, Robert Keuch,

nts and critics was heart of government’s case.

apply to grave matters involving the defense of the
nation.

“It is, of course, well known that certain other
nations have been engaged in the organization of
propaganda of so-called ‘fifth column’ in other
countries and in preparation for sabotage, as well
as in actual sabotage.”

Roosevelt directed Jackson to ignore the Su-
preme Court and continue to use wiretaps against
“persons suspected of subversive activities against
the Government of the United States. . . .”

War Opponents Targeted

What did the President have in mind when he
spoke of “fifth columns” and “subversives”? This
was explained to the court by the irrepressible Ro-
bert Keuch. These categories, he said, referred
first of all to those “who were trying to influence
public opinion to keep the United States out of
war, to keep us neutral.” (Fair warning to oppo-
nents of Reagan’s moves toward military adven-
ture in El Salvador!)

The SWP, which opposed U.S. entry into the Se-
cond World War, was one of the early targets of
Roosevelt's assaults on democratic rights. Such at-
tacks were then, as they are today, an essential
component of Washington’s war drive. Charges
under the newly-enacted Smith Act were quickly
framed up. Eighteen leaders of the SWP and of the
Teamsters Union in Minnesota were sent to pri-
s0n.

But the SWP was far from the only target, nor
was it the main one. The massive labor upsurge
that brought industriai unions into much of basic
industry also brought the political police into ac-
tion against labor leaders. ,

During the 1940 election campaign, Roosevelt
put a wiretap on the phone of John L. Lewis, leader
of the CIO and of the United Mine Workers. Roose-
velt viewed Lewis as a special threat because of his

the President. We went over to the White House
together. F.D.R. was delighted; and, with one of
his great grins, intent on every word, slapped
Hoover on the back when he had finished. ‘By God,
Edgar, that’s the first time you've been caught
with your pants down!” The two men liked and un-
derstood each other.” (This episode is recounted by
Biddle in In Brief Authority, New York, 1962. Em-
phasis added.)

The scene is a classic: the president, the attorney
general, and J. Edgar Hoover sharing a hearty
laugh over the Bill of Rights getting raped. But af-
ter all, who was the target? Just an alleged Com-
munist, a radical labor leader, an alien. The Con-
stitution didn’t apply, anyway.

In 1946, Attorney General Thomas Clark asked
President Truman for approval to continue ignor-
ing the Supreme Court ban on wiretapping. Clark,
the great liberal, motivated his stand by citing
“the present troubled period in international af-
fairs, accompanied as it is by an increase in sub-
versive activity here at home. . . .” Truman in-
stantly gave the green light.

In 1954, Attorney General Brownell told the
FBI to ignore a recent Supreme Court ruling that
microphone “bugs” without a warrant were illegal.
In a memorandum, introduced into evidence by
the government at the SWP trial, Brownell wrote:
“Obviously, the installation of a microphone in a
bedroom or in some comparably intimate location
should be avoided wherever possible. It may ap-
pear, however, that important intelligence or evi-
dence relating to matters connected with the na-
tional security can only be obtained by the instal-
lation of a microphone in such a location. It is my
opinion that under such circumstances the instal-
lation is proper and not prohibited by the Supreme
Court’s decision. . . .

“I recognize that for the FBI to fulfill its impor-
tant intelligence function, considerations of inter-
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nal security and the national safety are paramount
and, therefore, may compel the unrestricted use of
this technique in the national interest.” (Emphasis
added.)

For the attorney general of the United States,
consideration of the right of people to be secure in
the privacy of their own bedrooms, or the safety of
constitutional liberties, didn’t enter into the calcu-
lation. After all, “subversives” have no right of pri-
vacy, in their bedrooms or anywhere else.

Disruption Programs and
‘Investigations’

With fundamental constitutional questions such
as these being squarely posed, in many cases for
the first time ever before a federal judge, it is clear
that the SWP trial was far more than a “trial of il-
legal police activities,” as the Nation claims it
“had originally been billed.”

The Nation editors seem to think that the main
question at the trial was whether the SWP was
able to come up with new evidence of previously
undisclosed Cointelpro operations and the like. In
doing so, they totally miss the main point about
Cointelpro, which was documented for the first
time on the public record through the evidence
amassed at the trial: what is known as “Cointel-
pro” was merely a bureaucratic formalization of
techniques and objectives that are at the core of all
“intelligence” investigations. It is this that has al-
ways been the driving force behind the “investiga-
tions” against the Communist Party, the SWP, the
Black movement, trade-union militants, and other
targets.

Cointelpro never “began.” It was always there.
Likewise, it never “ended.” It just changed its
name.

Until very recently, the government had tried to
claim that Cointelpro was one of the aberrations
that resulted from J. Edgar Hoover’s excesses and
the “abuses” with which the FBI responded to the
difficult days of the 1960s. They argued that this
was all behind us, because now the FBI was under
the control and supervision of the attorney general
and other reliable defenders of constitutional
rights.

With this line they hoped that they could insu-
late so-called legitimate FBI political investiga-
tions from the public outrage over Cointelpro. FBI
critics who focused exclusively on Cointelpro it-
self, rather than exposing the organic connection
between Cointelpro and the entire political police
operation, fell right into the trap.

At the trial, the SWP took a different course. Ex-
tensive evidence of Cointelpro operations against
the SWP and other groups was submitted. The
trial record, in fact, constitutes the most complete
account ever assembled of the goals, techniques,
and effects of Cointelpro. But that wasn’t the end;
it was only the beginning.

Witness after witness from the government re-
vealed under questioning that disruption has al-
ways been the central goal of FBI “investigations”
against political groups.

One of these witnesses was Raymond Wannall,
now retired, who was assistant director of the Intel-
ligence Division of the FBI. Wannall explained
that the SWP has always been considered a legiti-
mate target for “counterintelligence” operations
because of its relationships with socialists in other
countries, including sections of the Fourth Inter-
national and other revolutionary groups and cur-
rents.

According to Wannall, “In any counterintelli-
gence investigation there are three principal
goals: one, to identify the opposition; two, to deter-
mine their activities in advance, if possible; and,
three, to take measures necessary to assure they
won't attain their objectives.”

Making it still more explicit, he stated, “The
goals in counterintelligence are simply to know
who they are, to know what they are doing, and to
prevent their being successful by instituting dis-
ruptive practices or any other legal means per-
missible.”

Thus, when the FBI in the 1960s responded to
the rise in the Black liberation struggle with a
campaign to “expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit,
or otherwise neutralize” the movement, it was
merely operating in accordance with longstanding
policy. It was, in fact, absolutely routine.

Wannall admitted that the FBI “engaged in dis-
ruptive tactics in its counterintelligence work at
least as far back as 1942,” the year he went to work
at the SOG, or “Seat of Government,” as the FBI
agents call their headquarters in Washington.

Continued on next page
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When the trial began, the government was still
taking the stance of disavowing Cointelpro, with-
out ever, of course, conceding that it was either il-
legal or wrong. When he testified early in the case,
Justice Department spokesperson Robert Keuch
even insisted that no one outside the FBI ever
knew about Cointelpro, and that as soon as the
Justice Department learned of its existence they
put a halt to it. He said he knew of no legal basis
for such activities.

But when the plaintiffs refused to let the matter
rest and the judge made it clear he wouldn’t be sat-
isfied with vague generalities but instead allowed
SWP lawyers to probe deeper and deeper, the gov-
ernment defense shifted. Their real position
emerged.

Cointelpro, they insisted, was a totally legiti-
mate use of government power in the defense of
“pational security.” To back their claim, they were
forced to dig deep into previously top secret files
and produce documentation revealing that not on-
ly were the FBI's disruption techniques known to
top government officials, but the president, the at-
torney general, and other top officials secretly in-
structed the FBI to step up these illegal activities.

In this way, previously secret documents of im-
mense historical, political, and legal value were
forced into the open.

National Security Council

Herbert Brownell described an “extraordinary
meeting” of the National Security Council held in
1956. Present were Eisenhower, Vice-President
Nixon, CIA chief Allen Dulles, Hoover, and other
government officials. Documents from the meet-
ing, never before made public, were introduced in-
to the record.

What emerges from this material is proof that
top government officials agreed to expand secret
disruption activities against the Communist Party
and “splinter groups” (including the SWP) precise-
ly because there was growing opposition in the
country to using criminal prosecutions to cripple
the CP.

Hoover, in his report to the meeting, stressed the
problems caused by the growing public opposition
to Smith Act prosecutions.

“To illustrate,” he said, “42 prominent persons
including Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt, Norman
Thomas, Henry Steele Commager and many oth-
ers who should know better, recently signed a peti-
tion calling for amnesty for persons now serving
prison terms for Smith Act convictions and a cessa-
tion of further prosecutions.”

Hoover complained bitterly about court rulings
“such as the Judge Youngdahl decision in the pass-
port case of Leonard Boudin on November 22,
1953, and the action of the Circuit Court of Ap-
peals for the Ninth Circuit, San Francisco, Califor-
nia, ruling out the Coast Guard screening program
on October 26, 1955. . . .”

The National Security Council’s fears that the
growing public opposition to prosecutions under
the thought-control Smith Act would compel
courts to overturn such convictions was borne out
the very next year, when the Supreme Court, for
the first time ever, reversed convictions of CP lead-
ers under the Smith Act. _

However, Hoover told the assembled officials,
the government was not restricted to what they
could get the courts to go along with. There was al-
ways the weapon of “counterintelligence.” Hoover
proudly reported, “(Wle have sought to infiltrate,
penetrate, disorganize, and disrupt the party. . . .
Informants have been the key to penetration of
the party . . . we currently have 921 active infor-
mants operating in the security field, providing
hourly intelligence reflecting the innermost plans
and policies of the Communist Party.”

‘Presidential Directive’

Brownell testified that Hoover was talking not
just about the Communist Party, but also about
“those who were aiding it in various ways. For ex-
ample, there were some splinter groups which sent
representatives to international communist meet-
ings, secret meetings, things of that sort. They
were included in what we call the subversive
groups who were operating secretly in conjunction
with foreign powers.” He stressed that the SWP
was one of those “splinter parties.”

Brownell was asked to identify “the source of the
authority for the FBI to conduct the countermea-
sures as set forth in this page against the Commu-
nist Party and other subversive groups.”

“Presidential directive,” was the reply. He went
on: “. . . I think the legal situation was that the
President did not give any restriction to the meth-
ods that were to be used to accomplish the ends
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that he sought. . . .”

In the Spring of 1971, the existence of Cointelpro
became known to the public as a result of the bur-
glary of an FBI office in Media, Pennsylvania, by
some audacious and as yet unidentified souls.

In response, Hoover ordered a halt to the formal
programs. But he directed that, “in exceptional in-
stances where it is considered that counterintelli-
gence action is warranted, recommendations
should be submitted to the Bureau under the indi-
vidual case caption to which it pertains.”

The averall formal program was being halted, as
Raymond Wannall testified, solely because “infor-
mation relating to Cointelpro had surfaced to the
press. Therefore the programs had been comprom-
ised and they were therefore discontinued.”

Fakery of ‘guidelines’

But don’t the reform “guidelines” promulgated
by the attorney general bring an end to these prac-
tices?

FBI Special Agent Edgar Best, who is currently
in charge of the FBI office in Los Angeles, testified
for the government as an expert in the handling of
informers. Under cross-examination, he was con-
fronted with one FBI document recording instruc-
tions given to an informer to play a part in “‘fan-
ning the flames’ of discord and discontent” in a
branch of the SWP. He was asked whether such in-
structions were properly within the bounds for FBI
activities.

“There must have been something specific in the
objectives of this particular investigation they
were trying to achieve . . .” he said. “Well, I would
have to look at the totality of the investigative ob-
jective. I would have to know, what are we trying

to achieve? Are we trying to achieve the break-up

of a group? What are we trying to do?”

Best was asked whether the attorney general’s
guidelines on the use of informers contained any
significant changes in what the FBI was allowed to
do with its informers. He replied the guidelines
“basically, with some very limited exceptions . . .
put into formalized writing what our general prac-
tices and procedures has been. . . .”

The transcript records the following exchange:

“THE COURT: Are you saying that the guide-
lines in general simply embodied prior practices?

“THE WITNESS: That is correct, your Honor.”

Best was later asked directly, “Do you know
whether these guidelines limit informers’ activi-
ties with respect to disruption?”

“I don’t believe they do in any specific lan-
guage,” Best replied.

A ‘Diversion’?

These are just a few of the admissions that were
forced out of the government under the pressure of
thirteen weeks of relentlessly pressing to get past
the vague and slippery disclaimers, to get past
the roadblocks thrown in the way, and to reach the
real issues and real truth.

Nonetheless, they are enough to indicate that,
far from going “awry,” the trial itself was a giant
step forward in the fight to defend the Bill of
Rights. And this brings us back to the question of
whether the strategy followed by the SWP allowed
the case to be diverted.

The SWP believes that the source of the very
real threats to our basic liberties is not an FBI
gone out of control, but the government itself—a
government that rules on behalf of a small minori-
ty, the bankers and billionaires in whose interests
basic economic and political decisions that affect
everyone are made.

It is a government that is today hell-bent on
overriding the widespread antiwar sentiment and
dragging the American people into a new Viet-
nam-type war in Central America. It is a govern-
ment determined to make working people pay the
price for the economic crisis by grinding down real
income, gutting social services, and zapping the
unions. And it is a government that understands
full well that to combat the current future opposi-
tion to this domestic and international offensive,
democratic rights have to be slashed. Black lead-
ers, militant unionists, fighters for women’s
rights, and “fifth columnists” everywhere have to
be dealt with.

If we are correct about the seriousness of the
danger to our rights, then the folly of relying on
the self-reform of the FBI, or such shams as the At-
torney General’s FBI Guidelines, is clear. The road
to defending democratic rights lies in the opposite
direction.

It points in the direction of advancing the mobil-
ization of the American people to defend those
rights as the crisis in this country deepens. With-
out such a mobilization, the finest court injunc-

tions in the world mean nothing as a barrier to
government violations of our rights.

Armed with the Truth

The essential step in advancing along these
lines is arming working people with the truth
about what has been, and is to this day, being done
in the name of defending “national security”
against “subversives.”

The central purpose of the suit has been as a
weapon to force out the truth. In the eight years of
pretrial discovery and maneuvering, we were able
to pry loose literally hundreds of thousands of
pages of secret files, whose contents have since be-
come known to millions of people.

At each turning point, we rejected the course
that would have led to a narrowing of the issues in
the case. We rejected suggestions from some well-
wishers, for example, that we focus the case on
proving “abuses” such as the formal Cointelpro
program, and avoid tackling the issue of the entire
“investigation” spanning forty years.

Had we followed such suggestions, we could nev-
er have forced into the open the fundamental truth
about the organic connection between what be-
came known as Cointelpro and all “intelligence”
investigations of political targets. We would have
given up the chance to lay bare the disruptive ob-
jectives and methods that are at the heart of the
FBI's operations against its political “enemies.”
And we would have wound up weakening our
chances of getting a court ruling that will nail
down the maximum possible restrictions on FBI
disruption operations.

For the same reason, we waged a successful bat-
tle to incorporate into the case as defendants the
Immigration and Naturalization Service and the
State Department. These agencies play a major
role in the illegal conspiracy to single out for ad-
verse treatment non-citizens who hold the “wrong”
views, or hang out with the “wrong” people.

We uncovered for the first time the existence of
an entire program to deport “subversives” that is
going on today. We focused attention on the provi-
sions of the Immigration and Nationality Act that
expanded the political police functions of the INS,
paving the way for it to become today’s thought-
control police of the border.

Political Views at Issue

Within this framework, it is clear that it would
have been self-defeating to attempt to downplay in
importance at the trial the revolutionary-socialist
views of the SWP and the YSA. As the Nation it-
self points out, the government claimed that “its
operations against the S.W.P. were justified be-
cause the party is a conspiratorial, revolutionary
and subversive organization.”

The response of the SWP to that contention was
to argue before Judge Griesa that the views and
activities of the SWP are fully protected by the
First Amendment to the Constitution, and can’t be
grounds either for criminal prosecution or for per-
manent surveillance and investigation.

But to argue for this constitutional protection,
the facts about what Marxism and Leninism mean
to the SWP and YSA had to be presented. The full
range of activities in which the SWP and YSA are
involved had to be presented. This included what
even the government concedes is “lawful activity,”
such as running candidates for office, as well as
our “activities in the labor movement, in the strug-
gle against racism, in the fight for women’s rights,
in the movement against war and the draft, and
other arenas.

And it especially required a full discussion of the
relationship between the SWP and YSA in this
country and revolutionary groups in other coun-
tries.

Only by putting all of this information into the
record could the SWP be in a position to fundamen-
tally challenge the government’s contention that
they have a right to “investigate” us on the basis of
our political views and activities, and that this
does not constitute a violation of the First Amend-
ment.

Regardless of the course the SWP chose, the gov-

- ernment lawyers were determined to base their

case on presenting a twisted version of the political
views and activities of the party and its suppor-
ters. Thus, by taking the offensive and presenting
in a clear and cogent way the views that the gov-
ernment has been trying for forty-five years to si-
lence, we largely undercut government plans to
-accuse the party of hiding its true views and goals.

It was only by taking this approach that the trial
could squarely and completely pose the critical
constitutional questions at the heart of the case.
An injunction from the court outlawing spying by
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the FBI on a party that runs socialist candidates
for public office, but ignoring the issue of whether
the FBI can investigate a party that openly advo-
cates socialist revolution wouldn’t be worth much.

‘Current State of the Law’

In taking this course of fighting to broaden rath-
er than narrow the issues in the trial, we came face
to face with the arguments now being voiced by
proponents of the settlements in the Chicago and
New York Red Squad cases. Efforts to ram through
these settlements are being made by the govern-
ment, with the eager assistance of some ACLU
lawyers and others.

These arguments are well stated by Chicago at-
torney Richard Gutman in an exchange of views
that appears in the same issue of the Nation that
carried the critical editorial on the SWP trial.

Gutman urged support for the Chicago settle-
ment on the grounds that the admittedly limited
scope of the agreement with the FBI is in line with
“the current state of the law.” He says, “Although
intentional disruption of lawful political activity is
already clearly illegal, the legality of political spy-
ing is, at best, murky.”

In response to those who argue that supporters
of civil liberties should be leading the fight to pro-
tect democratic rights precisely in areas that are
“murky,” Gutman insists, “if the [Chicago] case
were to come to trial, the current political atmos-
phere makes it extremely unlikely that any result-
ing comprehensive judicial limitation on C.I.A. or
F.B.I. spying would survive appeals to the higher
courts. Prospects are probably better for winning
judicial restraints on agencies less involved with
‘national security,” such as local police depart-
ments.”

What a perspective! What if, in the early 1950s,
the NAACP had insisted on restricting its legal
strategy to the confines of “the current state of the
law”? They never would have waged a battle over
school segregation. The law on that issue wasn’t
even murky—“separate but equal” was the law of
the land. Yet school segregation was outlawed as a
result of legal battles that were part of a broad and
militant civil rights struggle.

Gutman’s line of argument is nothing but a
cover for retreat and capitulation before the offen-
sive against democratic rights being waged by the
rulers of this country. If we were to hunker down
and wait until the “time is right” to resist, we
would—as the treacherous settlements in Chicago
and New York do—concede even more ground to
“national security” as the rationale for legitimat-
izing the political police.

By not fighting back, we would demobilize our
own forces, further weakening the struggle to.de-
fend basic rights. We would eliminate the gains
that come from rallying all those who are prepared
to fight, arming people with the facts about what is
at stake, and countering government arguments
at every turn.

Will the SWP’s case ultimately be successful
when it reaches the Supreme Court years from
now? The question misses the point entirely. The
case has already been successful, measured by the
standard of deepening the public’s knowledge
about the crimes committed by the government
against the Bill of Rights, and exposing the lies
and secrecy behind which the political police func-
tion.

If the courts grant none of the things we are de-
manding, thus allowing the government to con-
tinue doing the things it has been doing for four
decades, at least the American people will be
armed with a piece of the truth about what demo-
cracy under capitalism really amounts to. And if|
as is likely, we succeed in winning some parts of
what we are petitioning for, those legal gains can
be used in future battles by everyone.

Settlement Offers

The government’s “hard line” defense at the
SWP trial was not a position freely chosen by
them. It was not, at bottom, a move from strength,
but a position they were forced into as each of their
attempts to prevent the case from reaching the
real issues was defeated. The Reagan administra-
tion did not decide to go into court and seek ratifi-
cation for what the government has been doing in
secret since the 1930s. They don’t need court ap-
proval; they do it anyway. And they don’t want
anyone to know about it.

That is why their fundamental goal was to pre-
vent the case from ever coming to trial, and their
main strategy was to try to get the case settled out
of court.

In the fall of 1980, settlement terms were offered
to the SWP that were, in essence, the same as

those accepted by the attorneys in the Chicago and
New York cases.

For example, one proposed sentence read, “The
United States will not conduct an investigation of
plaintiffs unless such an investigation is autho-
rized under the Constitution, applicable laws, ex-
ecutive orders, regulations, and Attorney General
guidelines.” With this sucker-bait came a finan-
cial offer that, translated into final terms, was es-
timated at tlose to $1 million.

In an October 21, 1980, letter to the Justice De-
partment, Leonard Boudin, the SWP’s attorney,
replied:

“[TThe proposal fails to address in a meaningful
way any of the fundamental constitutional ques-
tions posed by more than forty years of wrongful
acts by the government defendants against the So-
cialist Workers Party and the Young Socialist Al-
liance—acts which, we contend, are continuing to
this day.

“It is inconceivable to me that SWP v. Attorney
General could or should be settled without ad-
dressing the violations of the Bill of Rights by the
defendants, and affirming the rights of the plain-
tiffs to be free of government harassment, victimi-
zation, blacklisting, and ‘investigation,” whether
of the Cointelpro type, or the more routine vari-
eties. It is my view that Judge Griesa, who has
spent several years supervising discovery in this
action, will not approve any settlement of this case
that fails to face these issues squarely.

“The Attorney General’s office has been evading
the constitutional issues posed by FBI, CIA, and
other defendant agencies’ wrongdoing ever since
the major public revelations of the mid-1970s fo-
cused public opinion on these ‘intelligence’ agen-
cies. Congress, despite many hearings and much
discussion of a charter for the FBI, has not come to
grips with these questions. Settlements like the
ones reached in Fonda, and Alliance to End Re-
pression v. Chicago, likewise skirt the issues that,

- from the standpoint of constitutional rights, are

paramount.”

Government’s Real Position

Boudin’s letter put a definitive end to the gov-
ernment’s settlement maneuver in the SWP case.
As a result, the Justice Department was forced to
come forward for the first time with its real posi-
tions.

For openers, government lawyers put down on
papers filed in court the startling assertion that
“the government may legally investigate individu-
als or organizations regardless of their nature.”
This brief phrase was the first statement in court
of what would become the heart of the defendants’
case: the unlimited power of the president to act to
protect “national security.”

The second move the government made as soon
as it was clear they would not get their settlement
deal, was to suddenly proclaim that even though
no criminal charges have been filed against the
SWP since 1941 the government has evidence of
“loads” of illegal acts committed by the socialists.
However, they argued, the evidence must be kept
secret to protect the nation. They even submitted a
secret file to the judge during the trial, and insist-
ed that they be allowed to rely on its contents as
part of their defense. After long battles over this
secret material, the government was forced to
withdraw it.

However, they have announced that they will
seek to overturn any ruling in this case that goes
against them by claiming they were prevented
from defending themselves because they had to
preserve the secrecy of vital evidence against the
SWP.

The government’s defense at the SWP trial ex-
poses as a sham the public relations job that has
been done to promote the “new” FBI as being “sen-
sitive” to those constitutienal rights. That is why
these arguments were raised only when the years
of government attempts at diversions were finally
exhausted.

National News Blackout

This brings us, finally, to the question that has
puzzled and outraged so many supporters of the
SWP case around the country. Why was there a
virtual news blackout on a case that in the past
drew so much news coverage?

Surely we cannot accept as a serious explana-
tion the Nation’s suggestion that the SWP’s deci-
sion to ask Leonard Boudin to step aside during
the trial led editors across the country to kill the
story of this landmark case.

The blackout of news about the SWP case has
been in effect for several years, despite critically
important developments. In fact, with the excep-
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tion of a brief flurry of news coverage in 1978 sur-
rounding the dramatic move by Judge Griesa hold-
ing the attorney general in contempt of court for

refusing to turn over FBI informer files, the case
has been largely ignored by the major news media
since 1976.

In that year, Attorney General Edward Levi or-
dered the FBI to halt its “domestic security” inves-
tigation of the SWP and YSA. At the same time, he
issued the first of a series of guidelines for the FBIL.

That was the turning point. It was the beginning
of the government’s plan to disarm the opposition
to the secret police and divert it into endorsing the
reforms being instituted.

Since 1976, almost the only national news
coverage of “FBI spying stories” has been devoted
to proposed and implemented settlements, more
“guidelines,” and the like. Liberal publications
like the Nation have followed the same course, giv-
ing scant coverage to the SWP case in the past five
years.

That there was a conspiracy of silence during
the trial by the major news media can hardly be
disputed. This resulted not from what the Nation
suggests were “public relations blunders” of the
SWP, and certainly not from any lack of objective
news value in the story. It happened because the
course of the trial ran contrary to what the owners
of the news media wanted. That put it out of the
“mainstream.”

This brings us full circle. The main purpose of
the lawsuit from the standpoint of the SWP and
YSA has been to force out the truth. The main ob-
jective of the government has been to obscure that
truth. They have lied, destroyed documents, and
covered up illegal acts. They have claimed that
their secrets must be protected in the name of “na-
tional security.” They have tried to derail the fight
by maneuvering 6pponents of the secret police into
supporting the Attorney General’s Guidelines for
the FBI and CIA. They even tried to persuade the
SWP to go along by offering a million-dollar deal.

But when all of these efforts failed to stop the
SWP case, the rulers of this country simply tried to
contain the truth behind a wall of silence. Thus,
the news blackout was a crucial part of the govern-
ment’s “trial strategy.”

Fortunately, this strategy hasn’t been as suc-
cessful as they would like it to be. Information on
the trial has gotten out to a very broad layer, espe-
cially within the labor movement, the Black move-
ment, and other arenas where activists are think-
ing through questions of how to fight back against
the Reagan administration’s offensive at home
and abroad. A growing number of organizations
and individuals around the country are rallying to
this fight, precisely because they are learning how
vital to everyone’s rights the issues raised in this
case are.

The growing sentiment for united action in de-
fense of democratic rights is playing a major role
in drawing together forces who have rarely, if
ever, stood on the same platform before. Lessons
from the past, when sectarian differences were too
often allowed to disrupt united defense efforts,
have had a big impact.

Recent backing for the SWP case registers these
gains. Support from union officials, such as the
UAW’s Doug Fraser, is now being matched by res-
olutions of support from a small but growing
number of union locals. .

Expressions of solidarity from major civil rights
groups, such as the NAACP, from leaders of the
National Organization for Women, from activists
in the antiwar and antidraft movement, and from
other radical and socialist organizations have been
coming in at a rate never before equalled.

The accomplishments of the case to date put its
supporters in a position to expand the effort to mo-
bilize even broader backing in the months ahead.
The issues that emerged during the three-month
trial will now be clarified even further as each side
submits post-trial legal briefs to Judge Griesa in
August and September. Then, possibly in October,
the plaintiffs and the defendants will return to the
Foley Square courtroom for oral arguments

With this schedule, it is unlikely that Judge
Griesa’s decision will come down before the first of
the year. And that decision, of course, will merely
set the stage for the inevitable appeals. ¥

The trial in Socialist Workers Party v. Attorney
General capped eight years in the struggle to cut
through the coverups and lies, and lay bare the
truth about the nation’s secret political police force
and the government it serves. By arming defend-
ers of the Bill of Rights with new facts, and forcing
the government to openly defend actions it prefers
to carry out in secret, the trial has set the stage for
an expansion of this fight in the period ahead.
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A Day in Court

Marxism and the Russian Revolution

The following article appeared in the July
27 issue of ‘Intercontinental Press.’

By Tom Martin

NEW YORK-—It is easy to claim history is on
your side. But sometimes it really is.

That much was ebvious from the testimony
about the Russian revolution during the recent
trial of charges brought by the Socialist Workers
Party (SWP) and the Young Socialist Alliance
(YSA) against the United States government here.

The government claims that the FBI and other
police agencies had the right to spy on and harass
the Trotskyists because they were “subversives”
plotting to overthrow the government by force and
violence. As an example it pointed out that they
supported what happened in Russia in 1917.

This interested Judge Thomas Griesa. When the
matter first came up, he went home and sought out
the relevant article from the Encyclopaedia Bri-
tannica. As he commented at one point:

“I do feel that we have gotten into history in a
way that doesn’t usually happen in a court case
and so, in order to make it clear that I feel all of
thisis germane . . .the questions about the mean-
.ing of Marxism and the meaning of the teachings
of Lenin and Trotsky are very important to the
case.

“And where there may be difficulties in theory
about thé meaning of writings and so forth, I think
it has occurred to me . . .that the actions of Lenin
and Trotsky, the concrete actions they took, might
‘be revealing of a full understanding of their theo-
ries—the application of Marxism under the cir-
cumstances.”

Police Hack vs. Scholar

So each side produced expert witnesses on the
subject. And the contrast was quite extraordinary.

Appearing for the government was Prof. J. Gre-
gory Oswald. He is not exactly a “name” among
scholars of Russian history; most people have nev-
er heard of him. In twenty-three years of teaching
at the University of Arizona, he has produced little
or no original material, merely editing two books
on Soviet foreign policy.

He has one set of credentials, though, which the
government obviously thought far outweighed any
strictly academic considerations: his past service
in U.S. Military Intelligence. This included lec-
tures to the troops during the Korean War on
“Communism and world affairs.”

The expert called by the SWP to rebut Oswald’s
testimony was someone rather different: Prof. Ste-
phen Cohen, author of the best known biography of
N.I. Bukharin, whose academic output took six
pages to list.

Cohen testified that he was not a Marxist and
has no connection with the SWP. But the demoli-
tion job he did on Oswald enthralled the whole
courtroom—including the judge, if not the defense
lawyers—for most of the last day of the trial.

Police Theory

Oswald had put forward a typical police view of
history. That is, that revolutions are made by
small groups of people conspiring in secret to con-
found the will of the majority. Rather how the FBI
operates, in fact!

According to this police professor: “Lenin did not
believe in a mass party. He believed in a small,
tight, exact, disciplined, professional, dedicated
revolutionary party.”

And you should have heard the way Oswald spat
out each of those adjectives!

When he was asked to comment on an extract
from the Transitional Program written by Trotsky
for the founding conference of the Fourth Interna-
tional in 1938, Oswald could hardly contain him-
self.

Trotsky was explaining the importance of the
Marxist program, which meant that sometimes,
“the party can play an important historical politi-
cal role not in direct relation to its numerical
strength.”

Oswald explained that this really meant that
Trotsky “was virtually instructing his followers to
think in terms of a small party.”

Cohen was asked if Oswald’'s statement that
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Prof. Stephen Cohen, with glasses, testifies in
court.

Lenin did not believe in a mass party was accu-
rate. His reply summed up the whole of the Arizo-
na professor’s testimony: “The statement is hard to
respond to as it stands. It is quite wrong.”

Cohen explained that there were indeed certain
constraints on the party when it had to operate un-
derground. But that was only a temporary, tactical
consideration. .

“In fact in 1917, when the despotism was over-
thrown and the country became a republic and
elections began to occur, the Bolshevik Party be-
came a mass electoral party.

“It went from about 18,000 members in, say,
January-February 1917, which would be a small
vanguard party, to a very large party of almost
300,000 by October, running, as we have seen be-
fore, in every election in sight and doing quite
well.”

‘Revolution Involves Masses’

Oswald had tried to put across the idea that the
Russian revolution was some kind of Bolshevik
coup against the will of the vast majority. “This
was not a popular takeover,” he claimed.

But as Cohen explained, “A revolution involves
masses of people doing something against the sta-
tus quo and the existing order and . . . that was
the salient feature of 1917, that it was ordinary
people, the majority of the population, industrial
workers, peasants and soldiers, who had been con-
scripted into the army as a result of World War 1.
These people struck out at the foundations of Rus-
sian society and they were the actors of the Rus-
sian revolution.”

And how was it that the Bolshevik Party came
to lead these events? Cohen explained that they
were “the only major party on the scene that iden-
tified with this radical process.”

“Every shred of evidence indicates,” he said,
“that this was an expression of popular senti-
ments.”

Well, the judge was very interested—but how
did it fit in with the theories of Lenin and Trotsky?
In particular, what about the dictatorship of the
proletariat?

To the mind of J. Gregory Oswald, the dictator-
ship of the proletariat meant that Lenin “decided
that the Russian proletariat per se was not pre-
pared to be involved in decision-making : . . and
that the proletariat had to be dictated to”!

Cohen demolished this ludicrous falsification.
On the contrary, he explained, the dictatorship of
the proletariat was “an important idea of demo-
cracy” first developed by Marx.

He noted that Marx had asked himself, “if demo-
cracy is the good form of government, why is it so
limited? Because democracy was limited every-
where by property rights and other rights or wher-
ever there were tyrannies. . . .

“It was his idea that when the socialist revolu-
tion came, that circumstances would be turned on
its head. It would become a democracy for the ma-
jority and, during the short interval at least until

these kinds of politics were abolished altogether, a
dictatorship over the former ruling class.”

And how was this organized in Russia? Through
the soviets. These bodies were quite a problem for
J. Gregory Oswald.

Role of Soviets

Oswald had made much of the supposed legality
of the provisional government, which was based on
“a legitimate governing body known as the Duma,
or parliament.”

The Duma a legitimate governing body? As Co-
hen pointed out, “The Duma had been elected last
in 1914 by a very limited franchise. No one se-
riously took that as a national government.”

And the provisional government wasn’t elected
at all; “it was appointed by the Duma,” and then in
fact “changed its nature monthly and sometimes
weekly” without reference even to the Duma.

Cohen added: “The only elected bodies, nation-
wide bodies, or national elections that were going

‘on in the country at that time were these soviets,

were to the soviets.”

The idea of soviets as a possible alternative ex-
pression of majority opinion was one that had in-
trigued Judge Griesa from the start. He didn’t nec-
essarily go along with it, but he could see that it
was an argument which had substance.

So Griesa was keen to find out from Oswald
where they fit into his version of things. In partic-
ular, what had been their attitude to the over-
throw of the provisional government?

This really put Oswald in a fix. Well, he said,
“The soviets did not disapprove of the seizure of
power-ﬂ'

“Did they approve?” asked Judge Griesa.

Oswald wriggled some more. “They were in no
position to approve or disapprove Lenin’s seizure
of power.” ’

“That may be,” said the judge. “Aside from that,
did they do it?”

Oswald stonewalled some more. “The soviet was
in no position to say yes or no.” Then he tried to
change the subject, mentioning the decrees on
peace and land.

But Judge Griesa wasn’t satisfied. “I don’t get
any clear picture of what happened in this,” he
complained. Finally Oswald had to admit that “the
next day the soviet granted general approval to
this idea”—though “they had no legal right to do
s0.”

At last the judge was satisfied. “That’s what I
wanted to find out,” he said. But as the whole trial
showed, cops don't give straight answers—even
professor cops.

‘All Power to the Soviets!

By contrast, Cohen was completely open and
convincing in his explanation of the majority char-
acter of the shift to soviet government.

He described how the role of the soviets in
throwing back Kornilov’s attempt at a military
coup in August 1917 “completed the process
through which the majority popular opinion came
to look to the soviets as their national government.

“That is, the slogan which had been around in
1917 since March or April, ‘All power to the so-
viets,’ which meant we don’t need the provisional
government, let's have a government of soviets,
let’s let the soviets be the new government of Rus-
sia—that slogan now became much more than a
slogan. It had become for all practical purposes a
kind of reality because the provisional govern-
ment was now resting heavily upon the soviets.”

So, Cohen explained, “at that moment, on the
night of October 24-25, it is safe to say that that
was looked upon by popular opinion as a transfer
of power from the provisional government to the
soviets.”

Professor Cohen’s long discussion of the role of
the masses in the Russian revolution was a con-
vincing rebuttal of Oswald’s conspiracy theo-
ry—and showed why the SWP and YSA regard
1917 as a vindication of their politics.

But it also stood in sharp contrast to what the
trial has revealed about the methods of govern-
ment in Washington, which are the very opposite
of democratic. History is a powerful witness!
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How discrimination works in Northern Ireland

FERGUS O'HARE

The following are portions of an
interview with Fergus O’Hare and
John McAnulty, conducted by Jim
Upton in Belfast in June.

McAnulty and O’Hare are both
members of the People’s Democracy
(PD), the Irish Trotskyist organiza-
tion, and were elected to four-year
terms on the Belfast City Council in
May.

They used their campaign to high-
light the struggle of Irish republican
prisoners in British jails for political
status.

An interview with Fergus O'Hare,
explaining the current stage of the
struggle in Northern Ireland and the
character of the election campaign,
appeared in the July 20, 1981, issue
of ‘Intercontinental Press’.

Q. The conflict in Northern Ireland is
constantly presented in North America
as one between Catholics and Protest-
ants. Could you explain your views on
this?

O’Hare. The whole thing is historical.
The British have been able to impose
their rule on Ireland over the centuries
by establishing a pro-British garrison in
the country. It happens that the British
garrisons were of a different religion
from the native Irish.

The struggle today is concentrated in
the six counties of the North—a border
drawn up arbitrarily by the British to
ensure a pro-British majority within its

50,000 march to keep Spain out of

The campaign to keep Spain out of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) took: a big step forward on July
5 when 50,000 people attended an anti-
NATO festival in Madrid. The festival
also opposed the renewal of treaties
granting the Pentagon military bases in
Spain.

Spain’s entry into the NATO alliance,
according to the Spanish newspaper Di-
ario 16, would involve the formation of a
brigade of 3,000 troops to be sent to
West Germany, the inclusion of 300
Spanish officers in the NATO military
command in Brussels, and the increased
use of U.S. bases in Spain for NATO op-
erations.

In January there was a march of
20,000 people to the U.S. airbase at Tor-
rejon, outside Madrid, to demand the re-
moval of all bases.

The anti-NATO forces are also on a

confines.

As a result, the North has a mmorlty
population, which happens to be Catho-
lic, that is opposed to British rule in the
country. The majority population, which
is Protestant, supports British rule. But
the issue is not religion. The issue is
British rule.

It is convenient for the British to por-
tray the situation here as a sectarian
struggle in which they intervene to keep
these warring factions apart.

Anti-imperialist struggle

But that is not the situation. There
are something like 15,000 British troops
in the North at the moment, and easily
90 percent of them are concentrated in
Catholic areas. They are not concentrat-
ed on the border lines between Catholic
and Protestant areas. They are concen-
trated inside the Catholic areas. They
are not defending the Catholics; they
are shooting them.

The troops are here to beat down the
resistance to British rule in Ireland,
which comes largely from the Catholic
areas. That is the basis of the struggle.
It is an anti-imperialist struggle, not a
religious war.

McAnulty. The state in the North is
based on sectarian bigotry and discrimi-
nation. The resistance to that discrimi-
nation, which is the resistance of the
majority of the Irish people to an unde-
mocratic and armed division of their
country, is not sectarian.

All of the anti-imperialist forces in
Ireland stand for a secular statc and op-
pose any religious discrimination.

The charge of religious and tribal
warfare is just a convenient smokes-
creen, one that is not really convincing,
especially in Ireland where it has be-
come clear to a lot of people over the
years that Britain is not an impartial
referee, but is rather the cause of the vi-
olence.

Discrimination

Q. In practice, how has discrimina-
tion against the Catholic population ac-
tually been carried out?

O’Hare. The northern state was set
up sixty years ago with an inbuilt pro-
British, Loyalist majority. Roughly one-
third of the population was nationalist
or anti-British.

The Catholic population tends to grow
at a faster rate than the Protestant pop-
ulation because of Catholic attitudes to
birth control. The Unionist government
decided that unless the growth of the

campaign to collect 500,000 signatures
to force the government to hold a refer-
endum on the question of Spain’s entry
into NATO.

These protests and the planned refer-
endum campaign are especially impor-
tant given the half-hearted character of
the opposition to NATO being put up in
parliament by the two main workers
parties—the Spanish Socialist Workers
Party (PSOE) and the Spanish Commu-
nist Party (PCE).

The PSOE continually vacillates be-
tween its support for U.S. military bases
in Spain and opposition to Spain’s entry
into NATO (although not to the alliance
itself). It proposes putting off the deci-
sion on joining NATO until 1983, al-
though the government plans to finalize
the entry by the end of the year.

The Communist Party’s opposition to
NATO and the U.S. bases is somewhat

Catholic population was countered,
Catholics would eventually become a
majority and the Protestants would be
outvoted. :

They set about achieving their per-
manent pro-Loyalist majority by two ba-
sic methods.

One was to deny Catholics jobs. Cath-
olics were forced into ghettos, but the
factories were built in predominantly
Loyalist areas and had a predominantly
Loyalist workforce.

Even in areas where factories might
have employed an anti-Unionist work-
force, the owners of the factories, who
were predominantly Loyalist, just
would not hire Catholics.

If you had a “Catholic-sounding”
name, you would not be hired. If they
could not tell from your name, they
asked your address. If, for instance, you
lived in Ballymurphy, you were ob-
viously a Catholic.

But if your address was in a mixed
area, they simply asked you what school
you went to. A school with a saint’s
name meant you were a Catholic and
did not get the job.

This went on right up to the civil-
rights period of the late 1960’s—and
still does, though not so blatantly.

Denying jobs to Catholics forced much
of the Catholic population to emigrate.

The second way Unionists kept their
majority was through massive gerry-
mandering of the electoral system. This
was most blatantly seen in the elections
for the local councils, which controlled
things such as housing.

Controlling the vote

In the sphere of voting, the Loyalists
had many tools to maintain their con-
trol. For example, there was a company
vote. If you owned a company, you might
get six or ten votes, rather than just one.
Since the people who owned the com-
panies and factories were Loyalists, this
boosted the Loyalist vote.

Also, only householders had a vote.
The local councils, which controlled the
housing, would not give houses to Cath-
olics. In many instances, there were a
number of Catholic families living in
one house, but only one—the househol-
der—had a vote. This disenfranchised a
large number of Catholics and helped to
reduce the anti-Loyalist vote.

Then they drew the electoral boun-
daries to ensure that Protestant votes
were worth more than Catholic votes.
Take an area like Derry, which has a
large Catholic majority. They drew elec-
toral boundaries so the whole Catholic

clearer than it had been until a few
months ago. But it too favors postponing
the decision on NATO membership un-
til 1983 and separating the question of
NATO from the bases.

Neither of these parties took part in
organizing the July 5 demonstration.
The festival was organized by local anti-
NATO groups from towns in the Madrid
area, women’s organizations, ecology
groups, and organizations to the left of
the CP, including the Revolutionary
Communist League (LCR), the Spanish
section of the Fourth International.

The Madrid demonstration is part of
the strong opposition to NATO plans
throughout Western Europe. That oppo-
sition has centered its fire on the 1979
NATO decision to deploy 572 nuclear-
armed missiles, aimed at the Soviet
Union, in Western Europe.
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population was in one district. That dis-
trict might elect five councilors. But the
Protestant section of the city, which is
smaller, might be divided into three or
four electoral areas, each with three,
four, or five councilors.

Because of the way the voting dis-
tricts were drawn up, the Loyalists
maintained full control over Derry, de-
spite the big majority Catholic pOpula-
tion.

Civil rights campaign

This explains why the civil-rights
campaign in the late 1960’s had such a
revolutionary potential. The demands of
the campaign were for one person-one
job, one family-one house, and one per-
son-one vote. These demands challenged
the whole discriminatory basis of the
northern state.

If those simple democratic demands
had been granted, the Unionist domina-
tion of the country would have been
ended. That is why the Unionists at-
tempted to smash the civil-rights cam-
paign. And that is why the civil-rights
campaign led almost automatically into
a struggle for self-determination and for
a united Ireland.

McAnulty. This statelet in the North
always had a very strong tradition of
Loyalist paramilitary violence. The en-
tire history of the northern state has
been marked by pogroms against Catho-
lics that drove them out of certain areas
and out of certain occupations.

In the 1920s a series of pogroms drove
Catholic families from whole areas in
the countryside. One example is the
small town of Banbridge, which went
from 40 percent Catholic in 1918 to 10
percent Catholic in 1922.

Another example is the Belfast ship-
yards, which employed some Catholic
workers up until the late 1920s. But
the Catholics were driven out of the
yards by armed mobs. Some Catholic
workers were killed and others fled by
swimming across the river Lagan which
runs through Belfast. From then on, the
yards were exclusively Protestant.

That sort of Unionist paramilitary in-
volvement continues to this day. It is a
criminal offense to be a member of the
IRA—you can get ten years for member-
ship alone, even if you do not do any-
thing. But it is not illegal to be a
member of the Ulster Defense Associa-
tion, which has carried out murders and
military actions designed to terrorize
the Catholic and nationalist popula-
tion.

From Intercontinental Press

NATO

On June 20, for example, more than
100,000 people marched in Hamburg,
West Germany, to protest the presence
of U.S. nuclear weapons in that country.
Although Chancellor Helmut Schmidt
is a strong supporter of the NATO mis-
sile deployment plan, his policies have
been repudiated by important sectors of
his own Social Democratic Party and es-
pecially by its youth organization, the
Young Socialists.

At their June 26-28 national conven-
tion, the Young Socialists unanimously
called for West German rejection of the
new missiles, which are scheduled for
deployment in 1983. Willi Piecyk, chair-
man of the youth organization, called on
delegates to make next October’s Bonn
rally against the missiles the largest in
West German history.

From Intercontinental Press
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What Poland’s workers want

Solidarity union draft program—~Part |l

Below is the last installment in a three-part serialization of the draft pro-
gram of Solidarity, Poland’s independent union movement.

The program was drawn up by a commission of Solidarity, discussed by its
National Coordinating Committee, then published in ‘Solidarity Weekly,” the
union’s national newspaper. It is now being discussed by Solidarity’s more
than ten million members.

In Parts I and II of this document, the union looked at the crises in Poland’s
government and economy, and made proposals for reorganizing both under
the control of the workers. This week, Solidarity takes up two final ques-
tions. v

The first is democratic rights. Violations of these involve probably the
worst abuses of the Polish regime. This is well-known to American workers,
and requires little explanation beyond that provided in the document.

Less well-known are Solidarity’s views on the second big question it deals
with here. That is, how it proposes to organize—and so far really has organ-
ized—a democratic, fighting union. |

For Solidarity, union militancy depends on union democracy. As the au-
thors of this draft put it, ‘There is no better discipline in action than the unity
of those who have participated in a comprehensive way in the making of de-
cisions.’

Some American unions know this. Miners, for instance, know their right to

vote on contracts helped them fight off attempts in 1978 and 1981 to break
their union. But their experience, unfortunately, is not widely shared within
the American labor movement.

Virtually every top AFL-CIO bureaucrat says he is a friend of Poland’s
workers. But what would happen if some of the following proposals from Sol-
idarity’s draft program were made in his own union?

® Accountability of union leaders to the membership, including the right
of members to recall leaders they don’t think are doing a good job.

¢ Open negotiations between union leaders and management, so union
members can know what both sides are saying.

® Open discussion within the union on all policies, including access by
members to the union press.

® Wages for union officials not to exceed ‘other wages in the national eco-
nomy.’

Most top union leaders would oppose these measures—especially the one
on wages.

For Solidarity, union democracy is only the beginning of unions becoming
‘a source for extending democracy into the public life of the entire country.’
And that is what Solidarity has done: become a political force in society.

The translation of this document and footnotes are by ‘Intercontinental

Press.’
—Steve Bride

IV. Guarantees for
the Future

1. The rule of law

We regard as matters of fundamental
importance the restoration of full re-
spect for the law in relations between
the state and society and between the
government and the citizens, as well as
the restoration of self-government and
openness in public life. Achieving re-
spect for the law is indispensable for the
establishment of normal collaboration

" between Solidarity and the government
authorities and to find a solution to the
political and economic crisis in which
Poland finds itself,

The rule of law means that the laws
should express the interests and will of
society, and that both the authorities
and the citizens should be bound by
them. No one can stand above or beyond
the law. Legal concepts should govern
the state, administrative, and economic
apparatuses. Citizens and their organi-
zations must alse be subject to those con-
cepts. Everyone should be equal before
the law, Justice must be the same for
each individual, without regard for the
social or official positions they hold.

It is necessary to give back to the
courts their high importance as bodies
intended to judge conflicts not only
among citizens, but also between citi-
zens and their organizations and the
state bodies. Since the courts are inde-
pendent institutions, we regard them as
the natural guarantors of civil rights
and liberties.

The administration of justice requires
compliance with these general de-
mands:

® Broadening the jurisdiction of the
courts so that they can decide on ques-
tions of encroachments on the political
rights of citizens (freedom of associa-
tion, freedom of assembly, freedom of
speech and the press, etc.).

® Naming a constitutional court in
order to make constitutional rights vital
and respected.

® Appointing a state tribunal to
judge people in high positions who have
committed abuses, endangered the na-
tion, or caused great harm.

We support the demand made by some
sections of public opinion that the courts
should decide on the use of preventive
detention measures.! We also think that
it is necessary to strengthen supervision
by the procurators of the prosecution, in
order to effectively protect the rights of
defendants, regardless of existing proce-
dures to assure their protection in the
initial stages of legal proceedings. We

1. The police now have the power to detain
anyone they want for recurrent forty-eight-
hour periods of preventive detention, without
having to file charges.
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!

think that the procurators should be att-
ached to the Justice Department and,
like the government, be subject to the
control of the Sejm [parliament].

We declare ourselves for the irremov-
ability of judges and for cancellation of
the universally criticized system of tem-
porary terms of office for Supreme Court
judges, which violates the principle of
the independence of the judiciary.
Another necessary condition for such in-
dependence is the proper selection of as-
sessors to the various kinds of courts.
The present method of appointing asses-
sors does not guarantee that they will be
selected properly. We think that asses-
sors should be chosen through general
elections, together with councillors on
local and regional levels.

The administration of justice should
be accessible to all. Therefore, it is nec-
essary to abolish the profitable charac-
ter of court fees and costs and eliminate
the tendency of the Justice Department
to try at any price to add to the govern-
ment revenues.

The rule of law requires, in addition to
supervision by the courts, supervision
by society as a whole over the activities
of the public security organs. The Sejm
and the People’s Councils® should regu-
larly conduct open and public debates on
the actions of these agencies. It is also
necessary to assure social inspection of
the procedures for handing down sent-
2. The People’s Councils are bodies of local
government.
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ences and for control by the union over
the working conditions of prisoners.

We demand the placing on the books
of the full range of trade-union free-
doms, which have been recognized
through the ratification of the approp-
riate international conventions, includ-
ing the right to strike and the right of
workers to use other means for winning
their just demands. We also insist on the
inviolability of family farm ownership.

Since, as we have stated, the law
should express the interests and will of
society, it follows that the representa-
tive bodies empowered to pass compe-
tent legislation and resolutions should
derive their powers from genuine elec-
tions. We think that it is vital to have
new election laws for the Sejm and the
People’s Councils, laws that will gua-
rantee organizations and groups of citi-
zens the right to put up candidates for
representatives and councillors, from
among whom the voters can choose free-
ly in electing their representatives.

2. Openness in public life
and the problem of

censorship

An effective defense of the interests of
working people—as well as other forms
of civic activity—is not possible unless
our public life is conducted in an open
fashion. One part of this is the freedom
to criticize and to speak out; another
part is free access to state documents by
citizens, as well as the opportunity to

voice and publish their views,

It is crucial that the authorities func-
tion out in the open, and not keep
covering up behind a screen of official
secrecy decisions that are harmful, self-
serving, illegal, or even criminal.

Such freedoms and openness may be
restricted only to safeguard the legally
defined central values and interests of
society in general; for example: against
the expression of views that are offen-
sive to the moral and religious feeling of
society, for the protection of state se-
crets, and against the expression of
opinions that could undermine interna-
tional alliances.

It is necessary to define by law the
permissible limits of interference by the
censors, to subordinate them to judicial
control, and to introduce the principle of
visibility in the text that defines the
censors’ powers.

The placing of limitations on censor-
ship must be accompanied by guaran-
tees of public access to government-
owned media, such as radio, television,
and publishing, along with the provi-
sion of facilities necessary to enable all
legal associations to carry out their own
publishing activities. The mass media,
in particular radio and television,
should be subject to social control.

3. The basis for

selecting officials
Up to now, the personnel selection
procedures have not assured the proper



selection of people for leadership posi-
tions, which are legally and exclusively
reserved for members of the party. The
party apparatus has final say over such
appointments. This situation is a re-
striction on the rights of citizens, since a
huge majority are thus discriminated
against in the filling of leadership posts.
Nor does society have any influence
over these appointments. Many leader-
ship positions are occupied by people
who are neither competent nor enjoy
any authority among the workers. This
results in great losses to our culture,
broadly considered, and to our national
economy.

Given this situation, it is vital that
leadership positions be made accessible
as rapidly as possible to all citizens with
the proper professional qualifications,
with provision being made for social
control over appointments to such posi-
tions. In this connection, administrative
positions should be filled by people who
are competent and who are accepted by
the workforces at the enterprises. The
principle of nomenklatura® can be em-
ployed only in relation to political posi-
tions.

4. Local government—

the People’s Councils

We support actions favoring genuine
local self-government. We especially
support actions favoring autonomy in
judicial administration, an essential
condition for the independence of the ju-
diciary. We also support actions favor-
ing autonomy for higher schools and
self-management for technical insti-
tutes, that is, conditions for the undis-
turbed development of scientific
thought and the rounded education of
new generations of specialists. We see in
the independent student movement a
genuine social power, which will be an
influential factor in giving a democratic
shape to the future. The union also ex-
presses support for the aspirations of ar-
tistic, scientific, social, cultural, reli-
gious, and other organizations to have
complete freedom of activity.

A separate question—with funda-
mental implications for the whole na-
tion—is the assurance to the farmers of
Poland of the full right to an independ-
ent and self-governing union movement
enjoying the same prerogatives as our
union. We will support the farmers in
the struggle for their rights and give
them all-round legal, organizational,
and other assistance.

Finally, cooperative organizations are
an important form of self-government,
having a long tradition in our country.

They should in return be worthy of their

name.

Up to now, citizens have not in prac-
tice had any influence on the composi-
tion of the local government bodies, the
People’s Councils. Elections are to a
great extent fictitious. Councillors do
not have to solicit the support of the vo-
ters, and therefore do not adequately
represent their interests. Thus far the
People’s Councils have not only failed to
take adequate action on matters of in-
terest to the people of their particular
region, but in many instances have tol-
erated corruption, illegal privileges, em-
bezzlement, and waste.

Our union, guided by its understand-
ing of the best interests of working peo-
ple, feels obliged to call upon the govern-
ment to change this state of affairs, In
particular, we must insist on the follow-
ing:

® Changes in the election laws for the
People’s Councils, providing for a real
choice of a representative from among
several candidates.

3. The nomenklatura is the key institution
by which the Polish United Workers Party
maintains its hold over the most important
institutions of society. It is a list of names
from which party committees select people
for appointment to key positions on the na-
tional, regional, and local levels. The list,
which includes both party members and non-
party members who are in favor with the
leadership, is estimated to number about
200,000 names. Someone whose name is not
on the list stands little chance of being ap-
pointed, no matter how qualified they are.

® Acceptance of the principle that
anyone can run in the elections to the
People’s Councils if they obtain the
backing of enough citizens.

® The holding of new elections to the
People’s Councils before the end of the
current year, based on newly democrat-
ized election laws.

V. Union Life

1. The regional and trade

structure of the union

Our union has not yet built up a com-
plete organizational structure, but even
today it can be said that its basic princi-
ple has been established—that of re-
gional ties assuring mutual assistance
and solidarity among working people in
the different trades and workplaces of
the region. The regional structure of the
union guarantees the best defense of the
workers’ interests and provides the best
conditions for negotiations with the au-
thorities and administrators on the na-
tional, regional, local, and factory lev-
els.

However, the union also fully appre-
ciates that the overall groups in each oc-
cupation or trade have their own partic-
ular needs. Therefore within the frame-
work of the regional structure, occupa-
tional sections have been created. These
sections encompass factory union organ-
izations based on specific trades, or in-
terfactory organizations based on an in-
dustry. They form coordinating councils

or commissions on the regional level,

from whose initiative is derived the au-
thority of the section for that trade on
the national level. In this manner, the
interests and needs of each category of
workers should be protected in relation
to the union’s territorial units. On the
other hand, the subordination of the
trade and occupational commissions to
the territorial and national bodies of the
union assures the protection of the com-
mon interests of the working people.

The union faces a big problem in or-
ganizing these sections and commis-
sions adequately and in working out the
proper relations between them and the
main leading bodies of the union—the
regional and national bodies.

Among the main tasks of the sections
are to draft collective labor agreements
and other documents on matters relat-
ing to the problems of workers in a par-

ticular trade, in addition to initiating -

action on questions relating to profes-
sional qualifications, health hazards,
safety and work hygiene, etc. In certain
situations, the regional union authori-
ties may also empower the trade or occu-
pational sections to carry out other func-
tions. In the day-to-day practice of the
union, trade and occupational problems
arouse very sharp feelings, both as a re-
sult of the traditions of the former trade-
union structures and because of current
needs. Therefore, questions relating to
the proper relations of the section to the
union authority, the division of labor
and scope of their tasks, the methods of
setting up leadership bodies in the trade
and occupational sections, etc. urgently
require wide discussion.

2. The main principles
of trade union democracy
and activity

We want our union to be independent,
and we know what that means. We want
it to be self-governing and democratic,
and to be a source for extending demo-
cracy into the public life of the entire
country. The rules and the practical
work of the union should reflect the
principles that define the character of
our union democracy and activity.

First, all members of the union are
equal. Each one has the same rights and
a single vote. Each one has the right to
freely express an opinion on union mat-
ters. No member is better or worse than
another, regardless of any functions
they carry out that may temporarily
give them powers to make decisions in
the name of the rest of the members.

Second, the purpose of the union lead-
ership is to serve and to represent the
members. Each full-time official in the
union is no more than a representative

authorized by his or her constituents to
serve them and the union as a whole.
They must provide regular and com-
plete information to the members about
what decisions are taken and why. They
may also be recalled from official posi-
tions if that is what their constituents
want.

The effective functioning of the union
is impossible without provision for the
necessary full-time staff, office space,
and technical equipment. However, the
difficult material situation of the coun-
try and the union and the bad expe-
rience with the former CRZZ* requires
us to maintain a certain modesty and re-
straint in fulfilling these needs. It is
necessary to economize in managing the
union’s finances. The wages of full-time
officials should not be higher than other
wages in the national economy.

Third, the life of the union is based on
openness. The equal and repesentative
character of official functions in the
union acquires real meaning only under
conditions of open activity at all levels of
the union. In particular, all negotiations
with the government and with the rep-
resentatives of the [state] employer
must be conducted openly. Every union
member must have a chance to look over
the documents of the union leadership
and its bodies. They in turn must use all
possible means to inform as many
members as possible about the real
problems and the measures taken.

The union organization and the facto-
ry circle have a special role to play here.
Their task is not only to provide infor-
mation about the positions of the union
leaders, but also about the positions of
individual organizations and the activi-
ties they are carrying out for the sake of
the fullest possible information about
the life of the union.

Fourth, the union acts in concert, on
the principle of solidarity. This is the ba-
sis for the commitment of each self-go-
verning workplace organization to the
idea of general solidarity in action by all
working people. This was seen most
clearly in the strikes, in which each fac-
tory or region was ready to provide mut-
ual assistance.

These universal ties of solidarity left
a special imprint on our union. In our
own interests, we decide to act in re-
sponse to the interests of others. Main-
taining this solidarity requires regular
collaboration and the exchange of infor-
mation among factory organizations
representing different industries and
different regions, regardless of which
territorial leadership body of the unio
they belong to. 7

Fifth, members of the union are
bound by its common agreements. The
statutes of the union or resolutions of
factory meetings are binding on all
members of the organization, even if
they voted against them. It is essential
to adhere to decisions democratically ar-
rived at, even when departures from
them can bring some immediate benefit.
Within the union, the rule of law-
—through our statutes and various res-
olutions that are establishing our pre-
cise internal legal structure—is indis-
pensable both for effective action and for
democracy.

This does not exclude criticism and
debate. To the contrary, criticism and
debate are signs of a healthy union. This
regular criticism is vital in order to con-
trol the activities of the union and its in-
dividual bodies, but the changes result-
ing from such criticism should also be
carried out in accordance with demo-
cratic principles.

Compliance in our union life with the
above principles is not a simple matter.
The need for collective action in a situa-
tion of constant threats and uncertainty
may sometimes tend toward the need to
place efficiency above democratic princi-
ples. But in reality, the union’s demo-
cracy is its strength. There is no better
discipline in action than the unity of
those who have participated in a com-

4. Centralna Rada Zwiazkow Zawodowych
(Central Council of Trade Unions), the old
party-controlled and bureaucratically-run
union federation that was dissolved following
Solidarity’s formation.
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prehensive way in the making of deci-
sions. We therefore cannot allow a siege
mentality to be imposed on us. On the
contrary, it is just this defect in public
life that we are struggling against.

Sixth, and finally, the union utilizes
different forms of struggle to realize the
interests of the workers. These include
intervening in the case of disputes be-
tween workers and employers, raising
demands before the employers and gov-
ernment, organizing and leading mass
protest actions, etc. Strikes, however,
play a special role. We must not forget
that the strike is not only a method of
last resort, but also a test of the union’s
prudence and solidarity. Therefore, we
must have good reasons for calling a
strike, and they must be seen as such by
society. Moreover, there should be
enough justification for calling a strike
in relation to the social costs that it may
entail.

As a guide to this, several principles
are necessary: '

A. The strike should be effective, and
at the same time entail as little cost as
possible.

B. The strike must have the support
of society itself. In connection with this,
information on the reasons for the strike
must be circulated widely.

C. It is important to use strikes selec-
tively, choosing those areas where a
strike is most painful to the state em-
ployer and as painless as possible for the
people. Strikes should spare those areas
of the economy that supply the imme-
diate needs of the people.

Another important element of union
struggle is negotiation (with manage-
ment or the government). In such talks
it is necessary from the very beginning,
to make careful preparations and to
know what to aim for. If, as is often inev-
itable, there are compromises, it is
above all important not to allow them to
lead to disputes within the union, but to
solidify the organization by preparing
for further struggle for its cause.

We must safeguard union democracy
through various institutions and forms
of activity. When dealing with union
matters, the union press and publishing_
operations cannot be subject to censor-
ship on the part of the union leadership.
It has to be the source of regular infor-
mation and criticism of shortcomings,
which are certainly unavoidable.

We must also see to it that the flow of
information within the union goes in
many directions, providing constant,
rapid, and detailed information to the
lower bodies and ranks about the deci-
sions and actions of the higher bodies,
and also regular information to the
higher levels about the needs and opin-
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Massive uprising shakes Morocco monarchy

By Will Reissner

In 1975, when Spain withdrew from
its phosphate-rich colony in the Western
Sahara, the Moroccan and Mauritanian
regime rushed in troops and divided the
territory among themselves. Since that
time, the Western Saharan guerrilla
forces, organized .in the Polisario Front
(People’s Front for the Liberation of Sa-
guiet el-Hamra and Rio de Oro), have
fought a tenacious battle against the
new occupiers.

Unable to continue the military cam-
paign, the Mauritanian regime dropped
out of the contest on August 5, 1979,
when it signed a pact with the Polisario
Front renouncing all claims to the West-
ern Sahara. But as Mauritanian forces
withdrew, Moroccan troops occupied
that part of the Western Sahara as well.
Today some 80,000 Moroccan soldiers
are bogged down in a stalemated mil-
itary campaign against the independ-
ence struggle of the Western Saharan
people.

In the initial stages of the war, Moroc-
co’s King Hassan II wa able to draw vir-
tually all the country’s organized politi-
cal forces behind the war effort. Using
that support, Hassan stifled expressions
of discontent with his regime for half a
decade.

But more than five years of govern-
ment-promoted national unity around
the war effort was shattered in June
when several days of fierce street fight-
ing and general strikes rocked Moroc-
co’s major cities.

The spark that lit the powder keg was
the sudden government announcement
on May 29 that prices of basic foodstuffs
would be raised 80 to 100 percent. This
measure was the result of intense pres-
sure from the International Monetary
Fund (IMF), which demanded that Mo-
rocco cut food price subsidies as a condi-
tion for any more loans.

Early this year the IMF loaned Mo-
rocco $1.2 billion to cover its big balance
of payments deficit and to restructure
its soaring foreign debt.

Partial retreat

The announcement of price increases
provoked an immediate outcry, forcing
the regime to beat a partial retreat. The
increases were cut in half, but this did
not stop the opposition.

On June 18, the leadership of the Mor-
occan Workers Union (UMT), a federa-
tion that has close ties to the govern-

ment, felt compelled to call a general
strike in Casablanca and its industrial
suburbs to protest the price increases.
The strike took place without incident,
shutting down the city.

Two days later, on June 20, the Demo-
cratic Workers Confederation (CDT),
which is close to the Socialist Union of
People’s Forces (USFP), called a two-
day general strike for all the major cit-

ies. That strike shut down Casablanca,

Rabat, and other centers.

As night fell on June 20, fighting
broke out between the police and army
and demonstrators in Casablanca. At
least 200 people were killed in the con-
frontations. Some estimates put the to-
tal at more than 600 deaths. The vio-

_lence came as army patrols began fore-

ing shopkeepers to open their stores and
blocked off poor neighborhoods to try to
prevent demonstrations from spreading.
Over 1,000 people were arrested.

The government also carried out a
sweep of union headquarters through-
out Morocco. More than eighty union
leaders were arrested in thirteen cities.
The offices of the Socialist newspaper
Al-Moharrir were also occupied by the
police and its editor was arrested in his
home. Two other leftist papers were also
closed down.

The explosions of June 20 and 21 ex-
pressed the rising discontent caused by
the country’s severe economic crisis and
the regime’s inability to end the fight-
ing in the Western Sahara. In addition
to tying down some 80,000 troops, the
war effort consumes 40 percent of the
national budget.

The economic crisis brought on by the
impact of the war and the international
capitalist recession also stems from the
structural problems of the Moroccan
economy—the lack of a thoroughgoing
land reform, the low level of industriali-
zation, the imperialist control over ma-
jor sectors of economic life.

‘Green March’

For a time Hassan was successful in
maintaining relative social peace, de-
spite the economic problems, by foster-
ing nationalist sentiment around the oc-
cupation of the Western Sahara.

In 1975, as the Spanish colonial re-
gime prepared to withdraw from the
Western Sahara, Hassan organized a
march of hundreds of thousands of Mor-
occan civilians to occupy the territory.
This “Green March,” which Hassan

presented as an anticolonialist action
against Spanish control over a histori-
cally Moroccan area, was supported by
every political group from the far right
to the Party of Progress and Socialism
(PPS—the Moroccan Communist Par-
ty).

The fact that all these political forces
rallied behind Hassan’s takeover of the
Western Sahara left the Moroccan
masses without any leadership or or-
ganizations that would articulate their
demands and organize struggles to halt
the steady decline in living standards.

But a turn in the situation began in
1978 and 1979, with several general
strikes and confrontations with the re-
gime.

The working class has played a central
role in this new situation. Phosphate
workers, refinery workers, dock
workers, health workers, and metal-
workers have been in the vanguard of
struggles for higher wages, better hous-
ing, civil liberties, and freedom for polit-
ical prisoners.

If Hassan is to have any hope of resta-
bilizing the social situation, he must re-
solve the war in the Western Sahara.
More than five years of military cam-
paigns have not succeeded n crushing
the Polisario guerrilla fighters, who
have been able to strike into southern
Morocco itself on a number of occasions.

Diplomatic offensive

While continuing to carry out mil-
itary operations against the guerrillas,
Hassan has recently begun a diplomatic
offensive aimed at convincing the gov-
ernments that provide Polisario with its
main support—Libya and Algeria—to
put pressure on the Saharans to give up
their struggle.

In late June, Hassan accepted a rec-
ommendation by the Organization of Af-
rican Unity (OAU) that there be a cease-
fire and referendum over the status of
the Western Sahara. But that referen-
dum, he contends, must take place while
Moroccan troops continue to occupy the
territory. .

In addition, the Moroccan regime
claims that only 74,000 people are eligi-
ble to participate in the referendum,
while Polisario puts the population of
the Western Sahara at nearly ten times
that figure. Hassan’s proposal would
disenfranchise tens of thousands of Sah-
aran refugees forced to flee by Moroccan
attacks on the civilian population.

... Solidarity union draft program
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ions of the members. It is likewise essen-
tial to disseminate information among
individual union organizations in facto-
ries and in different regions.

3. The main functions
of factory organizations

The bedrock of union life is the self-
governing factory organization. Union
organizations at higher levels represent
the factory organizations and make de-
mocratic decisions in regular consulta-
tion with each factory labor union. Re-
gional or national leadership bodies
make decisions only on matters that are
of interest to all union members.

Therefore, each factory organization
must work out its own program of ac-
tion. Four main types of issues are con-
tained in such a program:

1. Actions to safeguard the rights,
dignity, and interests of workers on the
job. This is connected to control over the
management of the workplace and its
particular agencies. This requires con-
tinual control over working conditions

and supervision of decisions regarding

wages, promotions, transfers, compen-
sation, benefits, and vacations.

The factory organizations act in de-
fense of their members and in the inter-
ests of all workers, regardless of wheth-
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er or not they belong to the union. They
also attempt to encourage amicable re-
lations among workers and try to in-
volve them in organizing their work in
an efficient manner.

2. Providing for the social and spirit-
ual needs of union members and their
families.

Factory organizations should plan dif-
ferent social activities with the aim of
consolidating solidarity among the

union branches and developing the indi-

viduality of union members. It is neces-
sary, through collaboration with other
factory organizations or specialized
union agencies, to organize sport, recre-
ational, educational, and cultural activ-
ities. Such common experiences can
bring people closer together and prepare
them for joint action in threatening si-
tuations, when the time comes for ener-
getic struggle in defense of their rights.

Within the self-governing framework,
each factory organization must develop
its own ways to carry through these
tasks. These questions are just as impor-
tant as the defense of economic inter-
ests. That is why our union commits it-
self to the aim of developing the individ-
uality of working people and wants to
help them develop their spiritual and
family lives. Therefore, the factory or-
ganization should encourage amateur
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sport and cultural movements. It should
try to get workers to participate in uni-
versity classes, and possibly widen the
range of subjects. It should also arrange
free time for vacations and excursions
and for different forms of celebrating
union holidays together.

3. It is necessary to have an all-round
discussion on how employees of the
union factory organizations should be
paid. All (or some of them) may be paid
by the enterprise, which is legally ob-
liged to release from their duties em-
ployees who are carrying out union
functions. This solution can involve con-
siderable financial savings for the
union, and may be legally enforced on
the enterprise. Another solution is to
cover the expenses of the individual fac-
tory organizations through the union
budget, a solution that would emphasize
the total independence of the union.
Factory workers employed by the union
factory organization would take leaves
of absence from the factory without pay.

In cases where the first solution is
adopted, that of using for the factory or-
ganization full-time employees from the
workplace, it is also necessary to decide
whether these full-time positions should
be reserved exclusively for union em-
ployees (secretaries, accountants, ex-
perts on wages and health and safety

While Polisario has agreed in princi-
ple to a referendum, it insists that Mor-
occan troops and administrators with-
draw from the Western Sahara before
any vote takes place. The vote would al-
so have to include Saharan refugees
now living in camps in Algeria.

Given the economic problems facing
Morocco, Hassan is resorting to the cus-
tomary prescriptions of the IMF—impo-
sition of austerity measures and sharp
cuts in public expenditures. In an at-
tempt to curtail future social explosions
in response to such measures, the mo-
narchy is seeking support from the re-
formist workers parties.

Hassan has, for example, promised to
give the Socialist Union of People’s For-
ces a larger role in parliament. But he
warns that if the USFP withdraws from
parliament in protest against the mas-
sacres, as it has threatened, he will out-
law the party!

Both the Party of Progress and Social-
ism and the USFP participated in Has-
san’s delegation to the OAU conference
while Hassan’s troops were still patroll-
ing Casablanca following the general
strike.

The reformists are under intense
pressure from two sides. If they do not
play along with Hassan, they are threa-
tened with illegality and repression.
But the workers have shown that they
want an end to the austerity and repres-
sion.

If the political parties and unions are
to retain any following among the Mor-
occan masses, they must respond to
their sentiments. But the general
strikes in June show that any action
called by the reformists can result in
much more than they bargained for.
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matters, legal advisors, etc.), or may al-
so be used for elected union activists.

4. Control over the broader activities
of union bodies and collaboration with
other factory organizations. It is the du-
ty of every union member to see to it
that his or her representatives are act-
ing in accordance with the interests of
the members and with the democratic
principles of the union. In cases of im-
proper conduct, criticism is essential. It
may even be necessary to relieve union
officials of their functions for improper
behavior.

VI. Conclusion

Solidarity is the main guarantor of
the process of renewal. There is no other
social force in Poland that can take its
place in this task. In embarking on the
road of renewal, we must have determi-
nation and we must be ready to make
sacrifices. Either Solidarity manages to
transform its social environment, or the
old system will impose its norms and
aims on us, cripple our efforts, and in
the end absorb us, thus obliterating the
hopes for a rebirth.

There is no retreat from the course we
have chosen. We can only go forward, to-
ward a complete renewal of the country.
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something more than fine words repeat-
ed endlessly over the state-controlled
radio and television.

Despite Kania's pledges, most of the
points in the 1980 accords have not been
fulfilled. “We are still fighting for im-
plementation of last year’s agreement,”
Tomasz Moszczdk, a leader of Solidarity
at the giant Lenin shipyards in Gdansk,
told me a week before the opening of the
congress.

Threats against Solidarity

Kania’s speech, in fact, contained new-

threats against Solidarity.

In a clear attempt to foster divisions
within the unions, Kania repeated his
earlier condemnations of alleged “coun-
terrevolutionary” forces within Solidar-
ity, particularly those members identi-
fied with the Committee for Social Self-
Defense (KOR).

According to Kania, “we see the line
of division where the activity of Solidar-
ity as a trade union ends and the activ-
ity of reactionary extremist groups be-
gins, the group whose aim is to impart to
Solidarity the character of a political
party opposed to the socialist state. Such
is the aim of the influence exerted on
Solidarity cells by the KOR and all oth-
er Polish reactionary groups.”

Solidarity has consistently rejected
such blackmail attempts, recognizing
that the authorities’ attacks on the KOR
are, in fact, aimed at the right of all Soli-
darity members—and every Polish citi-
zen—to freely express their political
views. “The KOR defends Solidarity;
Solidarity defends the KOR,” pro-
claimed posters in many Solidarity offi-
ces around the country.

Kania also directly criticized Solidar-
ity itself. “The strike weapon is employ-
ed too rashly,” he declared. “More and
more facts bear evidence to the Solidar-
ity trade union usurping for itself the
right to make decisions on the state’s
managerial cadres. Many trade-union
publications are aimed against the prin-
ciples of our system, our alliances, and
the party.”

The PUWP, he added, would continue
supporting the branch trade unions, the
small remnants of the bureaucratic and
party-controlled union federation that
was dissolved shortly after Solidarity’s
formation.

The party first secretary took a partic-
ularly hard line against the growing
movement for workers’ control of the
factories, in which members of Solidar-
ity are taking a leading role. “The striv-
ing for the de facto takeover of economic
power is in evidence,” Kania declared.
“We denounce this campaign resolute-
ly"l

Kania did not limit himself to attacks
on Solidarity. He lashed out at all sec-
tors of Polish society that are seeking to
bring about democratic change.

Students and journalists

The independent student movement,
which supports Solidarity, was accused
of “activity aimed against the principles
of our system” and of “leading a part of
our young people ideologically and polit-
ically astray.”

Kania denounced “the tendency by
some journalists and editorial offices to
drift toward the extreme, toward nega-
tion and distrust of the party and the au-
thorities.” The PUWP’s control over the
press should be strengthened, he insist-
ed.

In a reaction to the demands of the
party rank-and-file for greater internal
party democracy and the adoption of
policies favorable to the workers move-
ment,” Kania called for “a struggle
against ideological defeatism and sub-
mission to rampant spontaneity.”

In an effort to give some force to his
warnings, Kania reminded his listeners
of Moscow's “profound concern” over the
course of events in Poland, repeatedly
stressing the Polish authorities’ close
ties to the Kremlin.

Kania even invoked the Soviet leader-
ship’s threatening June letter to the

Solidarity supporters rally in Gdansk, Poland

PUWP central committee, which in-
cluded sharp attacks not only on Soli-
darity, but also on Kania’s handling of
the situation.

In effect, Kania was appealing to Mos-
cow to ease up on the pressure, pledging
that the Polish authorities would them-
selves keep a rein on the workers move-
ment.

‘The bureaucracy remains’

Much of the deliberations of the con-
gress were taken up with the selection of
a new party leadership. Although Kania
and several other top leaders were re-
turned to their positions, many were
not. An overwhelming majority of the
members of the central committee and
political bureau are new.

This was a result of the enormous
strains on the party, the discrediting ofa
whole layer of former leaders, and the
pressures from the ranks of the party for
internal party democracy. Because of
the demands of the ranks, the rules for
electing congress delegates and party
leaders had been altered several months
earlier, limiting the leadership’s ability
to hand-pick who would be chosen.

A big majority of the 1,964 delegates,
elected during the preceding regional
party congresses, had never attended a
national PUWP congress before. Of the
142  previous central committee
members, only 43 managed to get elect-
ed as delegates and thus have a chance
for reelection to the central committee.

Of those forty-three, there were a
number of significant casualties. Ta-
deusz Grabski, who just a month earlier
had led a Soviet-backed drive against
Kania, failed to retain his seat. Nor did
Andrzej Zabinski, another leading hard-
liner, and Stanislaw Kociolek, known as
the “butcher of Gdansk” for his role in
the massacre of hundreds of workers
during the December 1970 strikes in
that port city.

Gen. Mieczyslaw Moczar, a powerful
behind-the-scenes figure, was also elim-
inated, as was Tadeusz Fiszbach, the
party first secretary in Gdansk and one
of the most vocal party advocates of com-
promise with Solidarity.

Only four members of the outgoing
political bureau survived: Kania, Prime
Minister Wojciech Jaruzelski, Kazi-
mierz Barcikowski, and Stefan Olszows-
ki, who has very close ties with Moscow.
The newcomers include Albin Siwak, a
notorious opponent of Solidarity, and
Zofia Grzyb, a member of Solidarity.

Overall, the composition of the new
central committee and political bureau

ommunist Party Congress

reflects a strengthening of the Kania
wing of the party leadership, both
against the demands of the Polish
workers themselves, and against the So-
viet pressures to adopt an even harder
line toward Solidarity.

Commenting on the new faces in the
party leadership, a Solidarity leader at
Adam Mickiewicz University in Poznan
stated a few days after the congress,
“Some people are new. But the bureau-
cracy still remains the same.”

Setback to ranks

One of the main reasons for the con-
gress’s failure to adopt a new course was
the success of the authorities in contain-
ing the demands for democratic change
among the party ranks.

With about one million of the party’s
three million members also belonging to
Solidarity, the pressures for change
within the party began to surface on a
wide scale earlier this year. Rank-and-
file activists in various parts of the
country—often coming from the large
factories—initiated - discussions with
each other and organized a democratic
current known as the “horizontal struc-
tures.”

This movement made gains in some
areas during the regional party con-
gresses. In Poznan, for example, Edward
Skrzypcezak, a supporter of the horizon-
tal structures and the party secretary at
the giant Cegielski metalworks, was
elected regional first secretary, al-
though conservative officials were able
to gain a majority on the regional party
committee. The situation was similar in
Gdansk, Wroclaw, Torun, Szczecin,
Krakow, and several other parts of the
country.

Four draft programs were drawn up
by regional party bodies in Poznan,
Krakow, Gdansk, and Wroclaw, in oppo-
sition to the one proposed by the outgo-
ing central committee. While the cen-
tral committee program is extremely
vague on the kind of economic, social,
and political reforms envisaged for the
country, the regional ones were more
concrete and far-reaching.

The Poznan program, among other
things, condemned the party’s “non-
Marxist course,” “Stalinist errors,” and
“centralist degeneration.” It proposed
new democratic party structures, the
elimination of material privileges for
party leaders, and the right of members
to freely discuss all questions. Its sug-
gestions for economic and social reforms
touched virtually all problems facing
Polish society. The program insisted
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that “democracy is the only form of state
in which the socialist system can mate-
rialize.”

But with the party leadership still in
control of the bureaucratic apparatus, it
was able to break the momentum of the
horizontal structures. An important fac-
tor in this was the Kremlin's June let-
ter, which the authorities used to intim-
idate the rank-and-file activists. In Tor-
un, Zbigniew Iwanow, an early leader of
the movement, was forced to withdraw
as a candidate for congress delegate. In
Warsaw, Katowice, and elsewhere, the
conservative forces within the party
gained a strong hold.

The rank-and-file movement thus
gained very little direct representation
at the congress itself.

Some critical voices were heard from
the congress floor and a few advocates of
collaboration with Solidarity managed
to gain election to the central commit-
tee. But the plenary discussions were
relatively lifeless. The draft political
resolutions drawn up by the four region-
al party congresses did not reach the
floor,

Powerful tide

While the authorities have been able
—for the time being—to strengthen
their hold over the party, they have had
much less success in stemming the Pol-
ish revolution as a whole,

From one end of Poland to the other,
workers, farmers, students, women
—virtually the entire population—are
organizing themselves and advancing
demands for democratic and economic
rights.

Students have held several conferen-
ces in recent weeks to discuss ways to
advance the campaign for the release of
all political prisoners. In Lodz, women
have announced plans for a march to
protest the chaotic food situation, as has
the Solidarity branch in Kutno. In
Walcz, workers are demanding that a
party building be converted into a kin-
dergarten. In some cities, people con-
cerned about pollution and ecological
problems are forming environmental
groups.

Independent publishers are printing
scores of uncensored books, pamphlets,
and magazines each month, covering
such diverse figures as Jozef Pilsudski
and Leon Trotsky, reprinting docu-
ments from the Stalinist purge trials of
the 1940s and 1950s, and discussing the
most immediate problems facing the
Polish nation.

Continued on next page
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Atlanta indictment: many questions remain

By Tom Fiske
and Maceo Dixon

ATLANTA—In keeping with the
pattern of secrecy and cover-up, Wayne
Williams, a twenty-three-year-old
Black youth, was indicted by a grand

jury in two of the twenty-eight cases of
murdered youth in Atlanta. Williams
was indicted Friday, July 17, not just for
the murder of Nathaniel Cater, which
was expected, but also for the murder of
Jimmy Ray Payne, the twenty-sixth vic-
tim on the long murder list.

The Atlanta cops have only weak,
flimsy, and circumstantial evidence
against Williams. His case from the be-
ginning has posed a number of unan-
swered questions:

Why aren’t there any witnesses?

What value is the “evidence” of the
microscopic fibers found on the bodies of
the victims?

What role did the FBI and the White
House have in pushing for the arrest of
Williams?

The indictment of Williams for
Payne’s death was a closely guarded se-
cret within the Fulton County District
Attorney’s office. Even Williams'’s attor-
ney, Mary Welcome, was taken by com-
plete surprise.

The second indictmént was a clear
move to reinforce the case against Wil-
liams and take the pressure off the cops
and government officials. There is wide-
spread questioning in the minds of
working people in Atlanta.

The Black community still fears for
the safety of its children. Black parents
still keep a close watch on their children
and' take every opportunity to enroll
them in recreation programs or summer
camps. In everyone’s mind, Atlanta’s
nightmare is not over.

Two prominent Atlanta Black lead-
ers, Caroline Long Banks and Osei Ali-
maya, have spoken out against the way
the government—city and federal—has
handled the Williams case and two-year
investigation. Banks and Alimaya were

Militant/Henry Snipper
Protests like this one in San Francisco last April against the killings of Black children
in Atlanta have occurred in cities across the country.

at the national convention of the Na-
tional Conference of Black Lawyers held
in Atlanta July 16-19. The conference
was in session as news of the indictment
came.

Carolyn Long Banks, a member of the

Atlanta City Council, explained how
she received harassment from the feder-
al government because she questioned
the guilt of Williams.

She said, “I got a call myself from au-
thorities high up in the federal govern-
ment. Orders came from the White
House to close this immediately. It had
gone on long enough, the summer was
approaching, and the natives were rest-
less. I was told by the federal govern-
ment that there was enough evidence to
indict him and it wouldn’t be in my best
interests to pursue this any further.”

Osei Alimaya, a member of the Atlan-
ta National Conference of Black Law-
yers, helped build support for the March
15 demonstration in Atlanta against the
racist murders.

According to Alimaya, “Aside from
the guilt or -innocence, there is skepti-
cism in the community on the guilt of
Wayne Williams. There are rumors of
scapegoating. The view of the city fa-
thers is to keep things cool and there is
credence to this.”

Agreeing with Alimaya, Andreé
Kahlmorgan, the Socialist Workers Par-
ty candidate for mayor of Atlanta, ex-
plained, “The government, from the be-
ginning, has been dragging its feet
about establishing an investigation, in-
forming the public of its findings, or tak-
ing measures to protect Black youth
here.”

Some of the truth may emerge when
Williams goes to trial in the fall. But un-
til the cops and government drop the se-
crecy and make all the facts public, it is
unlikely that the murders of Atlanta’s
Black youth will be definitively re-
solved.

Unity is theme at rally for Irish freedom

By Cliff Conner

NEW YORK—Two hundred people
participated in a July 11 solidarity rally
for Ireland’s hunger strikers. The spirit
of the Irish freedom struggle’s suppor-
ters was demonstrated by dozens of pro-
longed standing ovations for the speak-
ers and singers.

The featured speaker was Fergus
O’Hare, a member of the Belfast City
Council who was recently elected on a
platform that centered on support for
the hunger strikers. He is a member of
People’s Democracy, the Irish revolu-
tionary Marxist group, and is currently
on a U.S. speaking tour on behalf of the
hunger strikers.

But before O’Hare took the floor, rep-
resentatives of various organizations
declared their solidarity with the H-
Block and Armagh prisoners. The mes-
sages they brought manifested a signifi-
cant unity—both within the Irish move-
ment itself and among movements of
other oppressed peoples—behind the
hunger strikers and their demands.

Maureen Lynott of the New York City
H-Block/Armagh Committee, which or-
ganized the rally, pointed to recent ur-
ban rebellions throughout England as

evidence that British imperialism’s
chickens are coming home to roost:
“This monster has wreaked havoc all
over the globe and is now feeling it in its
own cities.”

Frank Murray, also of the H-Block/
Armagh Committee, announced an Au-
gust 8 demonstration in New York in
support of the prisoners, and appealed
for activists to join in building the ac-
tion.

Two representatives of the mid-Man-
hattan unit of Irish Northern Aid, Da-
vid Gould and Veronica Pugh, brought
greetings to the rally and stressed the
importance of recent signs of a growing
unity within the movement in this coun-
try in support of the Irish freedom strug-
gle.

Gould recounted how important the
H-Block/Armagh Committee’s partici-
pation had been in recent demonstra-
tions organized by Irish Northern Aid.
“To fight for freedom,” he said, “is not
the right of any individual or single or-
ganization. We are all in it for the same
reasons. OQur prisoners must go free and
our country must be united.”

Veronica Pugh of Irish Northern Aid
declared, “We appreciate the opportu-

nity to work with you and support your
demonstrations.”

The applause that greeted these re-
marks indicated the depth of sentiment
for a united response to British repres-
sion and oppression in Northern Ire-
land.

The solidarity of other oppressed peo-
ples with the Irish struggle was inspir-
ing. David Ndaba, representing the Af-
rican National Congress and the South
West Africa Peoples Organization, said,
“We bring you messages of solidarity
and condolences from the women and
men of Namibia and South Africa.” He
pointed to the similarities between the
struggles in Ireland and southern Afri-
ca, particularly the roles of British im-
perialism and of colonial settlers in en-
slaving native populations.

Reverend Frederick Douglass Kirk-
patrick sang and spoke with a similar
message. In the tradition of the Black
civil rights movement, he led the rally
in singing “Oh, Freedom,” slightly al-
tering the words to say, “Before I'll be a
British slave, I'll be buried in my
grave.”

Fergus O’'Hare, the main speaker of

Poland Communist Party Congress
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Even the democratic activists within
the party are continuing to hold discus-
sions, print materials, and organize
themselves.

In many large enterprises in Gdansk,
Warsaw, Lublin, Lodz, Katowice, and
other cities, workers are taking steps to
set up democratically-elected workers
councils to manage their factories.

On July 20, the day after the conclu-
sion of the party congress, representa-
tives from 122 factories in the Warsaw
area met to discuss organizing a region-
al body of workers self-management or-
ganizations. Plans are underway for a
national conference on self-manage-
ment in late August.
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In the Polish national airlines (LOT),
workers elected their own director, Bro-
nislaw Klimaszewski. The government
initially refused to recognize their cho-
ice, and instead appointed Gen. Jozef
Kowalski as director, arguing that the
airlines had to remain under govern-
ment control for military reasons. The
LOT workers held a four-hour “warning
strike” on July 9 and won support from
some factories around the country.

Finally, on July 23, the government
agreed to a compromise formula pro-
posed by the workers self-management
committee: that Kowalski be the overall
director, while Klimaszewski become
the managing director responsible for
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the airline’s economic affairs.

In a similar manner, the government
was compelled on July 22 to grant im-
proved social security benefits and other
concessions to the dockworkers in the
Baltic Coast shipyards. This followed a
brief strike by 20,000 dockers on July 8,
and the threat of a major strike by
40,000 dockers that had been scheduled
for July 23.

Thus, despite Kania’s threats against
the Polish workers, the party authori-
ties are still too weak to seriously con-
sider a major offensive against Solidar-
ity.

Deputy Prime Minister Mieczyslaw
Rakowski acknowledged as much dur-

the evening, described the rally up to
that point as a “most moving and deeply
inspiring experience. If I can take even a
small part of the feeling of this meeting
back with me to Ireland and explain
what you're doing here, it will boost the
spirits of the people there in the hard
struggle that they're going through.”

He emphasized the importance of
counteracting lies and confusion spread
by British propaganda about the hunger
strikers. That, he said, was the purpose
of this tour—to get out the truth and
build international support for the pri-
soners and their just demands.

Other speakers included Joe Grennan
of the Irish National Caucus, and Carol
Connolly of the Minnesota Irish Caucus.
A message was read from the British
Troops Out Movement, which calls on
England to immediately withdraw its
military forces from Ireland, and a
statement was read on behalf of Dessie
Mackin, an Irish prisoner in a New York
jail who is being threatened with extra-
dition. George McLaughlin, who has
been accompanying Fergus O’Hare on
his tour, made a plea for funds that
raised several hundred dollars.

ing the congress. “I believe that the line
of agreement was indispensible and still
remains indispensible,” he said. “The
only alternative would be a massive
conflict, a clash between the authorities
and the majority of society, a bloodbath,
after which we would still confront all
the problems facing us, only they would
become far more dangerous.”

However much the Polish bureau-
cracy would like to crack down—and
may even be driven to attempt it—So-
lidarity remains a mighty force, with
the backing of the vast majority of the
Polish people. Kania knows that the
outcome of any confrontation could not
be assured.

From Intercontinental Press



Phony ‘free election’ call

Behind Washington’s new tone in Salvador

By Nelson Gonzalez

In a speech before the World Affairs
Council July 16 Thomas Enders, As-
sistant Secretary of State for Inter-
American Affairs, said that the Rea-
gan administration now favors a
“political solution” to the Salvadoran
civil war,

Why the change from the strident
tone of earlier administration state-
ments? And how much does Enders’s
verbal shift amount to in practice?

Enders’s stance was motivated, ac-
cording to the dJuly 17 Washington
Post, by “a growing feeling within the
administration that its policy in El
Salvador had gained little popular
support in this country or among U.S.
allies and that a new effort had to be
made to change perceptions ... by
dropping the Cold War rhetoric and
emphasizing the more positive as-
pects.”

In particular, the administration
knows that the Revolutionary Demo-
cratic Front (FDR) of El Salvador,
which has the support of the big- major-
ity of the people, has gained ground
through its stance of favoring a peace-
ful settlement. Reagan’s rejection of
such proposals has drawn fire from
figures like French President Francois
Mitterrand.

In fact, however, Enders’s proposal
for a political settlement is nothing but
cover for continuing the U.S.-backed
terror against the Salvadoran people.

Enders endorsed the Salvadoran jun-
ta’s call for “free elections” to a “con-
stituent assembly” in 1982 and for the
presidency in 1983. These elections are
to be run by the same junta that has
killed tens of thousands since it came
to power in late 1979. More than 25,000
people have died in El Salvador in the
past nineteen months, 11,000 of them
in the past six months.

The Revolutionary Democratic Front
would be excluded from the elections.
Instead, the junta claims to have rec-
ognized two components of the FDR,
the Revolutionary National Movement
led by Guillermo Ungo (head of the
FDR) and the National Democratic
Union. The junta states that it will not
permit Ungo to seek the presidency.

Junta's poll-watchers prepare for elections

As the promises of “free elections”
were being broadcast around the
world, the Salvadoran armed forces
showed their intentions by issuing a
list of 134 “traitors to the fatherland”
including a wide range of figures consi-
dered opponents or critics of the junta.
Among them was Ungo.

Since the armed forces are known to
control the paramilitary death squads
in El Salvador, the list amounted to a
hit sheet of targets for murder.

The circumstances show the “free
election” promise to be nothing more
than a crude maneuver aimed at split-
ting the FDR and counteracting its
popularity.

So far there is no indication that the
Revolutionary National Movement or
the National Democratic Union are

willing to accept the junta’s deadly
“recognition.”

As part of its facelift, the junta
announced plans to lift the curfew and
the “state of siege” before the elections.

But “preemptive strikes” against
sections of the civilian population
thdught to sympathize with the opposi-
tion continue. The military’s “scorched
earth” policy has created tens of thou-
sands of homeless refugees in recent
months.

As one Salvadoran businessman put
it, “How can there be elections? What
are we going to do? Campaign with
loud speakers on top of our armored
cars?”’

The promises of “free elections” are
even more obviously fake than the
economic reforms which have been
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touted as proof of the junta’s “progres-

sive” character.’

“Agrarian reform” has left the over-
whelming majority of coffee-growing
lands in the hands of a few rich
growers. The “reform” has been little
more than a cover for oppression of the
peasants.

The junta has now extended for six
months a wage freeze imposed on
Salvadoran workers.

Early in July Guillermo Diaz Sa-
lazar, minister of the econémy, re-
signed and flew to Miami. He cited an
economy on the verge of collapse as his
reason for resigning.

“Land reform,” “free elections,” and
“pacification”—the catchwords being
used by the Reagan adminis.. ation to
defend its deepening intervention in El
Salvador—are the same ones used by
previous administrations to get the
American people into a war in Viet-
nam.

Washington’s latest maneuvers are
clearly aimed at undercutting moves to
foster a political settlement involving
the FDR. As the July 18 New York
Times reported, “Mr. Enders made it
clear that the United States supports
elections and rejects negotiations
among the warring factions.”

FDR leader Rubén Zamora explained
July 22 that the real intent behind
American policy is a “search for the
junta’s military victory é6ver the Salva-
doran people.”

He reiterated the FDR’s call for a
“comprehensive process of political

_negotiations involving the FDR-FMLN

[Farabundo Marti National Liberation
Front] and the Salvadoran govern-
ment.”

“Elections could be discussed as part
of the comprehensive solution,” he
said.

The July 16 Christian Science Moni-
tor provided evidence that Enders’s
talk about a “political solution” is
cover for escalating U.S. military inter-
vention: . . . a significant increase in
military aid over the long term is
under discussion. Such aid could in-
volve providing El Salvador with US-
built fighter-bombers and nearly dou-
bling the size of the Salvadoran
Army.”

Court exempts Ohio SWP from disclosure law

By Bob Merel

CLEVELAND—A three-judge fed-
eral panel here ruled that the provision
in Ohio’s election law requiring cam-
paign committees to turn over names
and addresses of contributors is uncon-
stitutional as applied to the Socialist
Workers Party. The unanimous ruling
came June 25.

Lynda Joyce, SWP candidate for
mayor of Cleveland, said, “This deci-
sion is a blow against government
attempts to silence voices that oppose
their policies.

“This is a victory not only for the
SWP, but for the labor movement and
the Black community.”

The current trial in New York of the
SWP and Young Socialist Alliance suit
against the FBI and other federal
agencies had a big impact on this case.
The massive evidence of FBI abuses in
the New York case was cited in the
decision here.

The court accepted into evidence the
full text of the “Breitel report.” Pre-
pared by a federal judge as part of
pretrial proceedings in the suit against
the FBI, it outlined the activities of
fourteen FBI informers-in the SWP.

The three judges ruled that “al-
though these documents refer to events
which occurred in 1976 or earlier, this
past harassment is a chilling reminder
to those who might support this unpop-
ular cause in the future.”

American Civil Liberties Union at-
torneys Thomas Buckley and Ben

Sheerer, representing the SWP, pres-
ented evidence to the court last Febru-
ary.

The evidence also included hundreds
of pages of documents from the Cleve-
land FBI office obtained through this
case. They reveal massive spying and
harassment:

o The FBI had informers in local
banks to get all party financial re-
cords.

e The FBI tried to block the distribu-
tion of literature at a union conference.

® They made a massive attempt to
list and track down every single person
who attended the 1971 SWP conven-
tion at Oberlin, Ohio.

The court heard evidence that two
SWP members were fired by the AL-
COA company here on the last day of
their probation in 1980. Before the two
were fired, the plant personnel director
took the unusual step of consulting
with the home office of ALCOA in
Pittsburgh, and with a suburban police
department.

An ALCOA official admitted in court
that the two had been fired because of
their politics. He also admitted that the
socialists had perfect work records.

The court also heard evidence of two
Cincinnati socialists fired for sup-
posedly disrupting production, even
though the disruption was caused by
right-wingers who were harassing
them.

Further evidence was admitted on
the firing of several Lockheed workers

in Georgia for their socialist views,
and on the attempted firing of five
socialists at the Brooklyn Navy Yard.

Attorneys for the SWP cited the U.S.
Supreme Court decision in Buckley v.
Valeo. That ruling said, “The evidence
offered need show only a reasonable
probability that the compelled disclo-
sure of a party’s contributors’ names

-will subject them to threats, harass-

ment, or reprisals from either govern-
ment officials or private parties.”
Under the impact of this ruling, the
federal government was forced to ex-
empt the SWP from disclosure require-
ments. Many states subsequently fol-
lowed this example, but others, as in
the case of Ohio, did not. This new
ruling will give additional incentive to
remaining states to exempt the SWP.

The building that houses the Ha-
milton, Ontario, offices of the Revo-
lutionary Workers League and the
Young Socialist Organizing Commit-
tee was destroyed by fire July 24.

The RWL and YSOC are Cana-
dian sister organizations of the So-
cialist Workers Party and Young
Socialist Alliance. The fire occurred
while RWL and YSOC members
were attending the convention of the
RWL in Montreal. The offices, lo-
cated in the basement of the burned-
out building, suffered more than
$5,000 in damage.

The fire department has refused to
undertake a serious investigation.
The RWL and YSOC are demanding
a thorough investigation of the pos-
sibility of arson, and full diseclosure
of the results.

Socialist office burns in Canada;
investigation demanded

The blaze follows a fire at the
apartment of Elizabeth Rowley, se-
cretary of the Hamilton Communist
Party. Officials admit that this fire,
which did severe damage, was delib-
erately set. It came after several
weeks of threats to Rowley by per-
sons believed to be supporters of the
Ku Klux Klan. Rowley had cam-
paigned for public office on a plat-
form that called for putting a stop to
Klan activity in Hamilton.

The RWL had publicly denounced
the attack on Rowley.

The RWL held a news conference
in front of the burned-out building
July 27. Rowley and Michael Davi-
son, head of the Hamilton New
Democratic Party (Canada’s labor
party), joined RWL leaders in de
manding a full investigation.
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The Great Society

Our rational social system—LON-
DON (AP)—The Department of Trade
announced yesterday that the costly
Concorde supersonic jet will continue
operating because it would cost too
much to scrap it. The plane has already
cost taxpayers nearly $1.57 billion.

Cultural note—Henry Kissinger has
joined the board of 20th Century Fox
Film Corporation. Other board
members include two lawyers, an ac-
countant, and Gerald Ford. (And it’s not
true that Ford can’t watch a movie and
eat popcorn at the same time.)

And vote a price increase—In the
event of a nuclear war, company bylaws
permit the board of directors of Exxon to
function with a reduced quorum. The
emergency bylaws also permit the board
to coopt nondirectors who are “alive and
available.”

Tough situation—New York police
officials expressed concern that continu-
ing inflation and the high cost of ali-
mony in numerous broken families
could lead to increased corruption
among the city’s “finest.”

Harry Ring

And if you're stoop-shouldered?
—Making the Man, a guide to proper
dress, $9.95, advises that jacket lapels
“should extend to just a fraction less
than the half-way point between collar
and shoulder line.”

Unreasonable—An M-1 tank, which
you could pick up for $500,000 in 1972,
now goes for $2.5 million. The Army,
which is ordering 7,100 of them, will
have to shell out more than $18.5 bil-
lion. And yet you have people grousing
about trimming Social Security pay-
ments.

Un-American—After a ten-year
study, the Federal Trade Commission
decided that funeral homes should be re-
quired to provide customers with item-
ized price lists, and that they be barred
from requiring caskets for cremations.

No liquidity problem—We got it by
way of Australia, but we're seriously
thinking of switching our investments
from gold to Scotch. The value of Scotch
whiskey maturing in vats in Scotland is
reported greater than the value of gold
in the vaults of the Bank of England.

Our Revolutionary Heritage

Forty years ago: a ‘racial pogrom in U.S.

On July 14, a nine-member federal commission
began hearings in Washington to help decide
whether to give compensation to the 110,000 Japa-
nese-Americans who were forced into concentration
camps on the West Coast during World War II.

Former Supreme Court Justice Abe Fortas des-
cribed it as a “nationally humiliating story.” For-
tas, who testified at the commission hearings, said,
“] can not escape the conclusion that racial preju-
dice was a basic ingredient.”

In December 1941, President Franklin Roosevelt
declared war on Japan after the attack on Pearl
Harbor. He also declared a war of racism and
hysteria against every person of Japanese ancestry
living in the United States.

Japanese-Americans were portrayed in the media

8 “treacherous” people, terrorists whose loyalty
was to the Japanese emperor.

“The Japanese race is an enemy race,” declared
General John DeWitt, Army commander of Western
Defense.

Then, in February 1942, Roosevelt signed Execu-
tive Order 9066, empowering the Army to evacuate
“enemy aliens” from all “military areas.” It was for
their own “safety,” he assured.

General DeWitt promptly declared the states of
California, Oregon, and Washington as “military
areas.”

People of Japanese descent living in these states,
citizen and non-citizen alike, were given notices of
evacuation. They were then rounded up from their
homes and farms, forced to abandon or sell their
property and any belongings they couldn’t carry,
and taken to guarded camps in the deserts of the
West.

Accused of being traitors, not one of them was
ever tried for any crime of sabotage or terrorism.

The March 7, 1942, Militant described this move
as “having the character of a racial pogrom.”

The Militant explained: “More than simon-pure
patriotism is behind the campaign of racial terror-
ism against all persons of Japanese descent. The
corporation farmers and businessmen on the West
Coast—who have long coveted the land developed

Left, one of the many boundary signs. R ght ‘detention camp at Manzanar, California.

by Japanese settlers—have been raising the loudest
voice for their evacuation.

“A California state senate committee on Feb. 27
urged immediate execution of plans for a mass
evacuation because ‘California farm operators can-
not plan their agricultural production.’

“Surprisingly, the big corporation farm interests
are not afraid of ‘enemy’ aliens and Japanese
Americans as farm laborers—only as competitive
farm owners.

“The Pacific League, Los Angeles businessmen’s
organization, proposes to ‘draft’ the evacues into a
forced labor agricultural army.”

And the government thought it was OK for young
Japanese-Americans to fight and die in Europe as
members of the U.S. armed forces.

While the Militant was condemning the evacua-
tion as an “indiscriminate and brutal witch-hunt,”
the Communist Party took a different stance. They
supported the internment. In December 1941, all
Japanese-American members of the CP were sus-
pended from membership. They were encouraged to

What's Going On

go quietly into the concentration camps “for the
war effo

Although twenty years later the CP apologized
for its “serious errors in our work with the Japanese
in our country,” it was not a mistake but part of a
policy of wartime alliance with U.S. imperialism.
All struggles were subordinated to the “war effort.”

The internment lasted over two years. And even
the closing of the camps did not end the U.S.
government’s racist treachery against the Japanese
people.

On August 6, and three days later, on August 9,
1945, U.S. bombers dropped two atomic bombs on
the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. As
many as 235,000 people were killed instantly. Many
thousands more were mutilated or suffered the rest
of their lives with disease caused by the radiation.

A week after the bombings, the Japanese govern-
ment surrendered—on terms which it had basically
offered earlier. The barbarous attacks had “saved”

lives, Roosevelt assured.
—Priscilla Schenk

NEW YORK

MANHATTAN
KAMPUCHEA TODAY. A slide show with Chan Bun
Han on his recent return 1o his homeland and the re-

— NEW YORK

March for Irish hunger strikers

birth of Kampuchea (Cambodia). Talk: “What our
movement can learn from the Pol Pot phenomenon.”
Fri., July 31, 7 p.m. Downtown Community TV, 87 La-
fayette St. Donation: $2. Refreshments. Ausp: Women
Activists for Vietnam, Kampuchea & Laos. For more
information call (212) B60-6274.

OREGON
PORTLAND

‘I WILL FIGHT NO MORE FOREVER.' A film on the
fight of the Nez Perce Indian Nation to retain their land
in 1877. Sun., Aug. 9, 7:30 pm. 711 N.W. Everett. Do-
nation: $1. Ausp: Militant Forum. For more information
call (503) 222-7225.
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Sat., August 8, 11:30 a.m.
Tenth Anniversary of Internment (det-
ention without charge or trial in Northern
Ireland)
Assemble: 8th Ave.,
and 34th St. .
March: on 6th Ave. to 59th and 5th Ave.
Rally: Grand Army Plaza

between 32nd

Initial co-sponsors: American lIrish Unity
Committee; American Committee for Human
Rights in North of Ireland, Rockaway Park;
Ancient Order of Hibernious No. 12, Rocka-
way; Irish National Caucus of New York,;

Mid-Manhattan Unit, Irish Northern Aid; New
York H-Block/Armagh Committee; All African
Peoples Revolutionary Party; Catholic
Peace Fellowship; Ramsey Clark; Coalition
for People's Alternatives; Christine Car-
mody-Arey, coordinator, New Jersey Nation-
al Organization for Women; Inter-Communi-
ty Center for Justice and Peace; Internation-
al Socialists; Mobilization for Survival Reli-
gious Task Force; New York Citizens Party;
Paul O'Dwyer; Philip Wachtel, Democratic
district leader 63rd A.D., New York; Peoples
Anti-War Mobilization; Socialist Workers
Party;, Washington Square Methodist

Church; Workers World Party; New York Mo-
bilization for Survival; Fellowship of Reconci-
liation; Committee in Solidarity with the Peo-
ple of El Salvador; Rev. F.D. Kirkpatrick;
Black Theology Project; Rev. Daniel Berri-
gan; Clergy and Laity Concerned; Commu-
nist Workers Party.

Part of a coordinated day of action in cit-
ies throughout the country. All groups
and individuals welcome.

For more information: (212) 788-1990
or 436-4770.
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James P.

The Left Opposition in the U.S. 1928-
1931. By James P. Cannon. New York:
Pathfinder Press, 1981. 446 pp. Paper
$8.95.

The Left Opposition in the U.S. 1928-
1931 describes the early years of the
small group that later became the
Socialist Workers Party and its efforts
to fight for the continuity of Marxism
in the American labor movement.

James P. Cannon, founder of the
SWP, had been a militant in the Social-
ist Party and Industrial Workers of the
World. He then became a leader of the
U.S. Communist Party. But in 1928
Cannon and others were expelled by
the CP for supporting the policies of
Russian revolutionists Lenin and Trot-
sky against those of Joseph Stalin.

Cannon led a small handful of revo-
lutionaries in forming the Communist
League of America (CLA), which func-
tioned as a left opposition to the

Books

American CP. It was the nucleus of
what later became the Socialist Work-
ers Party.

Many of the articles in this book
come from the Militant, which was the
CLA organ. They add considerably
more detail to the material already
published on this period in Cannon’s
The History of American Trotskyism.

The early days of the CLA were quite
difficult, as editor Fred Stanton ex-
plains in his introduction to the book.
In 1929 the Communist Party claimed
a membership of over 7,000, while after
one year of organizing the CLA had
brought together about 100 members.

The labor movement. was in retreat.
The International Ladies’ Garment
Workers’ Union had dropped from a
membership of over 100,000 in World

Cannon’s writings: 1928-1931

War I to 32,000 by 1929. The United
Mine Workers were down to about a
fourth of their wartime membership of
400,000.

How would the relatively small
handful of Marxists in the CLA begin
to work in the labor movement and
grow?

What approach to take to the labor
movement then was a major debate
among radicals. In 1929, Stalin
launched an ultraleftist policy often
referred to as the “Third Period.”

In the United States, the Communist
Party applied this in the labor move-
ment by seeking to build unions out-
side the American Federation of Labor.
The CP leadership declared the AFL
unions “boss unions” or “non-unions”
and sought to replace them with “red”
or “revolutionary” unions.

Many of the AFL union leaders were
castigated by the CP as “social fas-
cists,” a term also. applied to the lead-
ers and members of the Socialist Party
and others.

Many of the major Militant articles
in this book deal with this question.

“The workers organized in the AFL
unions have an enormous strategic
importance,” Cannon explained. “We
must fight the bureaucrats for influ-
ence over them from within, no matter
how arduous the task, no matter how
severe the persecution and discrimina-
tion against us. The abandonment of
this struggle now taking place under
cover of high-sounding ‘radicalism’
will only prevent the crystallization of
an insurgent movement within the old
unions and free the hands of the bu-
reaucrats for more effective sabotage
of the organization of new unions, for
these two processes are bound to-
gether. The net result will be to
strengthen the effectiveness of the
AFL bureaucracy as a part of the
capitalist war machine.”

Although small in forces, the CLA

| New titles from Pathfinder

By Leon Trotsky

The Balkan Wars (1912-13). 524 pp.
$8.95.

The Challenge of the Left Opposition
(1928-29). 436 pp. $8.95.

Fidel Castro Speches. 391 pp. $7.95.

Poland: Workers in Revolt. By Dave
Frankel, DeAnn Rathbun, and Ernest

Jamec P Conen

The Left Opposition

Harsch. 48 pp. $1.25.

Include 75 cents for postage.

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

began to do work among Illinois min-
ers. In one instance, Cannon was
invited to address a mine union confer-
ence. Some modest succeses were
achieved in the needle trades industry
and efforts begun in the food workers
union.

The CLA members worked patiently
in the official unions while at the same
time keeping their eyes and ears open
for any new opportunities to organize
the industrial workers. On the surface,
this opportunity didn’t seem likely at
the time. But events soon proved other-
wise.

The battle to organize industrial
unions was to begin in earnest in just a
few years. One center of this battle was
in Minneapolis, where strikes in 1934
by Teamsters opened up the struggle to
make that city a union town and to
expand Teamster organizing through-
out the Midwest. This story is told in
Farrell Dobbs’s four-volume series on

the Teamsters. Cannon’s writings from
1928 to 1931 provide useful background
for this period.

Another piece of interest in the book
is Cannon’s review of the book Karl
Marx: Biographical Memoirs, by Wil-
helm Liebknecht. Cannon points out
how understanding Marx enables one
to more clearly follow what was going
on in the Soviet Union at the time.

There’s also a review of Volume IV
of Lenin’s Collected Works, drawing
lessons about party building.

The Left Opposition in the U.S. 1928-
1931 is an important contribution to
the history of Marxism and the labor
movement in this country. Cannon is
also a master socialist agitator and
educator, holding readers’ attention by
talking with them, not up to them or
down to them, and explaining the
seemingly most complicated ideas in a

clear and succinct manner.
—Paul Montauk

A useful handbook on defending political rights

No More Witch Hunts: Tools for Resis-
tance. A Manual for Protecting Civil Lib-
erties in the 80's. New York: No More
Witch Hunts, 339 Lafayette Street,
1981. 16 pp. $1.

This short pamphlet is a collection of
one-page articles on eight aspects of
the rollback in civil liberties and politi-
cal rights by the Reagan administra-
tion.

The pamphlet was produced by No
More Witch Hunts, a New York-based
political rights coalition, as a “tool of

resistance.” The contributing authors
represent a range of groups—Center
for Constitutional Rights; Covert Ac-
tion Information Bulletin; North Amer-
ican Congress on Latin America; So-
cialist Workers Party; Fund for Open
Information and Accountability, Inc.;
and National Committee Against Re-
pressive Legislation.

There are articles on the Senate
Subcommittee on Security and Terror-
ism; on moves to gut the Freedom of
Information Act; the phony Red Squad

lawsuit settlement in New York City;
and the efforts to revive another House
Committee on Un-American Activities

(HUAC).

One piece describes an official se-
crets bill, the Intelligence Identities
Protection Act, which would prevent
an organization from exposing an FBI
informer in its midst.

Another article takes up the threat of
deportation facing noncitizen members
of the Socialist Workers Party and
Young Socialist Alliance and the law-

suit these two groups have filed
against government crimes.

A piece on the Foreign Agents Regis-
tration Act describes its workings as a
thought-control law that can be used to
jail critics of the government. It was
recently invoked in California against
a Guatemala solidarity group.

The pamphlet contains a list of
relevant organizations and publica-
tions. It also tells you how to order
several films on the fight for free

speech.
—Michael Smith

If You Like This Paper, Look Us Up

Where to find 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: 85006. 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: Gainesville: YSA, c/o Don Mackle, 1208
S.W. First Ave. Zip: 32601. 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) B72-7229.

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, 3

IOWA: Cedar Falls: YSA, Box 352. Zip: 50613.

KENTUCKY: Louisville: SWP, YSA, 131 W. Main
#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 Floor. 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: (816) 753-0404. St. Louis: SWP,
YSA, 6223 Delmar Bivd. Zip: 63130. Tel: (314) 725-
1570.

NEW JERSEY: Newark: SWP, YSA, 11-A Central Ave.
Zip: 07102. Tel: (201) 643-3341.

NEW MEXICO: Albuquerque: SWP, YSA, 1417 Cen-

tral Ave. NE. Zip: 87106. Tel: (505)) 842-0954.

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 Col-
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, ¢/o Mike Rose, 7409 Berkman
Dr. Zip: 78752. Dallas: SWP, YSA, 5442 E. Grand.
Zip: 75223. Tel: (214) 826-4711. Houston: SWP,
YSA, 6333 Guif Freeway, Room 222. Zip: 77023. Tel:
(713) 924-4056. San Antonio: SWP, YSA, 337 W.
Josephine. Zip: 78212. Tel: (512) 736-9218.

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-
Washington District: 3106 Mt. Pleasant St., NW.,

Washington, 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 Rainier 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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Report from Poland

CP congress: new faces,

but

By Ernest Harsch

WARSAW—Just outside the Palace
of Culture and Science, where the na-
tional congress of the Polish United
Workers Party (PUWP, the Communist
Party) opened on July 14, stands a huge
red-and-white billboard. “The line of the
party—the line of socialist renewal,” it
proclaims.

But all around the billboard, as at
most major intersections in Warsaw, are
groups of policemen. They stand or walk
around in pairs, heavy rubber trun-
cheons hanging from their belts, care-
fully eyeing passersby. An occasional
military truck, filled with armed sol-
diers, drives through the streets.

The message to Poland’s workers
could hardly be clearer. After one year
of the deepest social and political crisis
in the history of the Polish People’s Re-
public, the authorities still have no per-
spective of granting the fundamental
demands of working people.

They will, of course, make more prom-
ises of reform—a “socialist renewal”
—as they have been doing ever since
the 1980 strikes. And because of the

power of the unfolding workers’ revolu- -

tion, they will have to make more con-
cessions. But they are still as deter-
mined as ever to resist any basic demo-
cratic changes in Poland’s bureaucratic
and totalitarian system of rule, especial-
ly those initiatives undertaken by the
workers themselves.

“They have no program for the coun-
try,” a member of the independent
union movement, Solidarity, told me on
July 20, the day after the congress
ended. “The party will remain as isolat-
ed from society as ever.”

Another Solidarity member dismissed

not

4

oI workers rea Sd |d$rity newsﬁﬁher

the entire congress discussion as the
“barking of dogs.”

The character of the party leader-
ship’s “socialist renewal” was highligh-
ted by the opening speech to the con-
gress by Stanislaw Kania, the party
first secretary.

On the surface, Kanja’s speech ap-
peared quite contradictory. While he
talked about the need for reform, at the
same time he adopted a threatening
stance toward the 10-million-member
Solidarity. This was a reflection of the
enormous pressures bearing down on
the PUWP leadership—in one direction
from the workers themselves, and in the
other from Moscow, which has been de-
manding that the Polish authorities
take decisive steps to halt the spreading
ferment.

Kania’s basic aims are in fact the
same as those of Moscow, but he differs
with the Kremlin on how to achieve
them.

‘Not against socialism’

After everything that has happened
over the past year, there was no way for
Kania to avoid admitting some of the
party’s “errors”—or at least those of the
previous leadership of Edward Gierek.
The economic, social, and political crisis
in the country, he acknowledged, was
“born of general mistakes in the policy
of the state’s supreme authorities,” es-
pecially in the area of economic policy.

In that light, Kania went on, the
strikes of 1980 were not “a protest
against socialism, but against a viola-

San Jose: AFSCME gains in equal

By Judy Stranahan

SAN JOSE, Calif.—It's believed to
have been the first strike of its kind in
U.S. history.

City workers here, members of Amer-
ican Federation of State, County and
Municipal Employees Local 101,
walked out July 5 demanding that
women in jobs similar to men’s be paid
the same.

They made gains.

On July 14, city workers—primarily
librarians, chemists, record clerks,
stenographers, and secretaries—in the
2,000-member local ratified a new con-
tract after a ten-day strike.

The two-year pact includes $1.5 mil-
lion in additional money to begin to
close the gap in pay.

The gap is wide.

Senior librarians, a job held primar-
ily by women, make $23,480 a year.
Senior chemists, mostly men, are paid
$29,206 a year. Under the new con-
tract, by 1982-83 a librarian would
have a salary of $31,294 a year, while
chemists would be making $33,904—a
7.5 percent adjustment.

For the past three years, AFSCME
has been raising the issue of “equal
pay for work of comparable worth,” a
the union refers to it.

In December 1980, Hay Associates, a
San Francisco-based personnel consul-
tants firm, completed a two-year study

for the city of salary inequalities be-
tween city jobs held predominantly by
women and those held by men.

It showed that women working in
jobs where women predominate, such
as clerical, library, and recreation
workers, average 15 percent less than
men with comparable jobs in tradi-
tional female classifications—a dispar-
ity of $3,000 a year.

The strike had the support of both
women and men. Sylvia Mavrogenes, a
bilingual children’s librarian (bi-
weekly pay, $656) told why she was
picketing: “If something were to
happen to my husband, I could not
support my two children.”

Ralph Cianciola, a thirty-four-year-
old housing rehabilitation technician,
was walking the picket line despite the
fact that his job classification would
not be upgraded.

“I've got a mother sixty-seven years
old who's been going through these
hassles since she was fourteen, and
I've got a sister who's been through the
same thing. My wife’s going back to
school because she can’t make a decent
living without a degree. And I've got
two young daughters, aged five and
seven, and I don't want them to have
to go through this. It's absurd.”

William Callahan, the union’s busi-
ness agent, explained, “We’re talking
about fundamentally altering the mar-

‘ketplace because the marketplace is
inherently discriminatory. There is no
free market. The system of wages was
set up by a grand conspiracy, so to
speak, that has held down the wages of
women to minimize labor costs.”

The city government, dubbed the
“feminist capital of the world” by
Mayor Janet Gray Hayes because of
the female majority on the city council
and board of supervisors, showed its
real colors during the strike. Calling
the strike illegal, the administration
threatened wholesale firings of strikers
who did not return to work.

They became more conciliatory later,
however, as the strike continued win-
ning broad support.

A solidarity rally of over 500 was
held Friday, July 10, at city hall.

Maxine Jenkins spoke for the Cali-
fornia Nurses Association and re-
ported that 1,800 nurses in San Fran-
cisco were negotiating over the same
issue of equal pay for comparable
work.

Representing AFSCME interna-
tional, Cathy Collett gave greetings
from ‘“‘one million AFSCME
members,” saying that it is “not easy
to be the first and that's what you are.
You are in the vanguard of this fight.”

Jan King, vice president of the Santa
Clara Coalition of Labor Union
Women, also commended the strikers.

Noreen Moore of the San Jose Na-

much change

tion of its principles.” The authorities,
he said, “stand firmly on the ground of
implementation of the August and Sep-
tember [1980 strike] agreements, con-
sidering it one of the essential prerequi-
sites for overcoming the crisis.”

Kania also recognized the “bitter-
ness” of the party rank-and-file over the
“deformations” within the party and the
“departure from the Leninist norms of
party life.” The members, he said, were
justified in demanding “accountability”
from the leadership, and in pressing for
action against officials responsible for
Poland’s crisis.

Gierek expelled

In response to such widespread de-
mands—and to the party leadership’s
need for some scapegoats—Gierek and a
number of his cronies were expelled
from the party and stripped of many of
their special pensions and privileges the
next day.

In one of the longer sections of his
speech, Kania outlined some of the par-
ty leadership’s proposals for economic
and social reform. Investment outlays
would be curbed, he said, so that more
funds could be allocated for food, health-
care, and other basic needs. He pledged
greater assistance to Poland’s private
farmers, and promised the “inviolability
of the farmers’ property.”

If implemented, such measures would
be important gains for the Polish people.
But many Poles, especially members of
Solidarity, are skeptical of such prom-
ises. They have heard them before. And
so far, the Kania leadership has given
little indication that this time the re-
forms will be real, that they will be

Continued on page 23

pay battle

tional Organization for Women told
the rally that one reason why men’s
wages are higher than women’s is
“because they got out and walked the
street and picketed.”

Mike Fuerrero, president of
AFSCME Local 101, wound up the
rally by announcing that all city work-
ers had received letters from the city
with threats to fire them if they didn’t
return to work.

Unionists brought out a metal bar-
rel, workers threw their letters in, and
the contents were set on fire to show
what they thought about the city’s
threats.

Local Teamster and building trades
unions refused deliveries to picketed
city offices and shut down city con-
struction sites.

The significance of the strike, which
received national and international
press coverage, was summed up in a
Local 101 leaflet: “Our union has taken
a courageous stand to strike unless the
inequities which result in women and
minorities being underpaid relative to
the value of the job are corrected,” it
read.

“In many ways, our fight is the first
of what will become a movement for
justice and equality for women and
men segregated into dead-end, low
paying jobs.”

This, Local 101 said, is a “struggle
to bring dignity to the workplace.”





