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Israeli army
guns down

Palestinians,
readies war

BY DAVID FRANKEL

On April 11 an Israeli soldier went on
a rampage, murdering two Palestinian
Arabs at the Dome of the Rock in Jerus-
alem and wounding 30 more, four of
them critically.

Israeli Prime Minister Menachem Be-
gin called the shooting spree at the Mus-
lim world’s third holiest shrine the work
of “a mentally ill man.”

But it is the Israeli government’s war
drive against the Palestinian people
that creates the atmosphere for such
acts.

In fact, when protests erupted against
the Dome of the Rock killings, Israeli
troops once again opened fire on un-
armed Palestinian demonstrators,
wounding at least 16.

As Israeli soldiers were carrying out
their bloody attack on Palestinian dem-
onstrators, the Israeli army was mobil-
izing its forces along the border with
Lebanon. On April 10, Lebanese Presi-
dent Elias Sarkis called in U.S. Ambas-
sador Robert Dillon two separate times
to plead with Washington to head off a
new Israeli invasion of Lebanon.

Sarkis recognizes that it is the U.S.
rulers who supply the Zionist regime
with the weapons and money that ena-
ble it to carry out such attacks, and that
without tacit U.S. agreement the Israe-
lis cannot continue to terrorize the re-
gion.

Begin insisted April 11 that no deci-
sion to invade Lebanon had been made
yet by the Israeli government. But in
the meantime, his troops were mobiliz-
ing and the war preparations were sow-
ing divisions within Israel. Israeli
workers are already resisting a broad
attack on their living standards. More
and more of them understand that the
Begin regime is determined to drag
them into a new war.

As the April 14 New York Times not-

ed, “the casualties of an invasion can be
accepted only if there is broad consensus
on its wisdom and necessity. There ap-
pears to be no such consensus about in-
vading Lebanon.”

Nevertheless, the war danger is very
real. On April 11 Palestine Liberation
Organization leader Yasir Arafat
warned of an imminent Israeli attack.
He told New York Times reporter Flora
Lewis, “The military massing has been
completed. There are three to four div-
isions.”

He warned that in addition to planes,
tanks, and artillery, the Israelis would
use “forbidden weapons -— cluster
bombs, fragmentation bombs, gas
bombs, and napalm.”

“I'm preparing for the worst case,” he
said, the bombing of Palestinian “camps
and centers, Lebanese villages and cit-
ies.” )

Referring to the ongoing demonstra-
tions in the territories occupied by Is-
rael after the 1967 war, Arafat said, “It’s
a referendum. But most important is the
Tel Aviv demonstration of Peace Now
[against the repression in the occupied
territories and Begin’s war threats].
There were 20,000 [on March 27]. It’'s a
referendum, not only for Palestinians,
even among Israelis.”

As for the youth in the West Bank
throwing stones at Israeli tanks, Arafat
said, “This is the new David throwing
stones at Goliath.”

Stop British warships!
Hands off Argentina!

See story page 5.

More than 2,000 demonstrated in New York April 11 in supp
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Nicaragua stays on war alert
as U.S.-backed raids mount

BY MICHAEL BAUMANN

MANAGUA — “The state of emer-
gency remains in full effect,” Command-
er Humberto Ortega told a crowd of
more than 3,000 here April 8.

Everyone understood why. The meet-
ing was no ordinary gathering. It was a
memmorial service for 17-year-old Sandi-
nista soldier Heriberto Laguna Gamez,
who had been killed the day before when
counterrevolutionaries attacked the Za-
cateraz border post, 300 kilometers
north of here.

Ortega, who is minister of defense and
head of the Sandinista armed forces, de-
livered the main address at the meeting.

Heriberto Laguna Gamez was not the
only casualty this week. The Nicara-
guan revolution remains under daily
military pressure from imperialism, and
a virtual state of undeclared war con-
tinues in the northern border region.

Between 4,000 and 5,000 armed coun-
terrevolutionaries are based in 17
camps just across the Honduran border.
At least 600 more are based inside the
country, mostly in remote rural areas in
Zelaya province to the east.

These counterrevolutionary forces,
made up for the most part of former
members of Somoza’s National Guard,
are trained, equipped, and financed by
the U.S. government. They continue to
carry out armed incursions, at times
with the open backing of the Honduran
army, which now has some 100 U.S. ad-
visers.

Attacks just this week include the fol-
lowing:

Thirty uniformed Honduran soldiers
crossed the border near Somotillo April
4, and kidnapped 21 peasants — men,
women, and children. Following pro-
tests by the Nicaraguan government,
the peasants were released the next day.

On April 5, counterrevolutionaries
tried to board and take over a fishing
vessel in Nicaraguan waters off the
Atlantic Coast. They met more resis-

tance than they expected and all were
captured.

The same day an armed band at-
tacked the home of two militia members
in central Chontales province, 140 ki-
lometers east of here, killing both of
them.

On April 6, in the same area, three
peasant militiamen were killed and four
were kidnapped. Three terrorists were
killed in the fighting.

Just before daybreak on April 7, coor-
dinated attacks were mounted at oppo-
site ends of the country. To the south,
the Penas Blancas border post was
shelled by mortars from the Costa Rican
side. To the north, an armed group of
100 attacked the Las Pampas border
post, and another attacked the Zacater-
az post, where Laguna Gamez was
killed. Both groups of terrorists were
driven back across the border.

Continued on Page 4

The British government is setting ie
stage for an armed confrontation with
Argentina.

The largest British naval armada
since World War II is steaming toward
the Malvinas Islands off the coast of Ar-
gentina. Argentine assets in Britain
have been frozen, and a trade embargo
has been imposed. The British war min-
istry has threatened to sink any Argen-
tine ship within 200 miles of the Malvi-
nas Islands.

In a display of unity rarely seen in re-
cent years, the imperialist powers are
lining up behind the British govern-
ment’s aggression.

The European Economic Community

EDITORIAL

has approved a total ban on impotts
from Argentina — the harshest punitive
measure taken by that body in its 25-
year history. Australia, Canada, New
Zealand, and Japan have also taken
steps against Argentina.

The U.S. government declared itsaif
“neutral” in the conflict, but only after
Washington had already voted for 1w
UN resolution calling for the wati-
drawal of Argentine troops from tie
Malvinas Islands, and after issuing a
statement of its own to the same effect.

Washington has since permitted the
British armada to obtain supplies at its
airbase on the mid-Atlantic island of
Ascension and has provided it with 2
million gallons of aviation fuel.

Washington’s claim of neutrality is
merely a diplomatic fig leaf to better
enable U.S. Secretary of State Alexand-
er Haig to play a role in putting pres-
sure on Argentina in negotiations.

The imperialist governments are hail-
ing British Prime Minister Margaret
Thatcher’s massive show of force as a

necessary deterrent to Argentina’s “ag-
gression” and “lawlessness.”

The London Daily Telegraph pointed
out April 7 that “The Government’s de-
cision to despatch the naval task force in
answer to Argentina’s aggression can be
welcomed purely as a contribution to
stopping the deadly drift of inertia
which has begun to grip Western na-
tions in the face of all kinds of barbari-

Continued on Page 18

GM vote makes auto bosses nervous

BY GEORGE JOHNSON

The corporate heads of the auto indus-
try are nervous after General Motors
workers nearly defeated a new contract
that made big concessions to GM. The
large “no” vote — 48 percent — was a
setback to GM’s plans.

The deep opposition “could signal
trouble as the No. 1 auto maker
launches an effort to obtain further con-
cessions at many of its plants,” the Wall
Street Journal reported April 12.

Alfred Warren, the GM vice-president
who negotiated the contract with the
United Auto Workers leadership, told
the Journal the overwhelming “no” vote
at many plants will make it difficult to
get “cooperation” there.

The overall vote total — 114,468 to
105,090 — was much closer than the 73
percent approval by Ford workers of a
similar contract six weeks earlier. GM

workers, the Journal explained, “gener-
ally disbelieve GM’s assertions that it
needs help.”

A majority — 53 percent — of eligible
GM workers did not vote. With a virtual
media blackout in most of the country
about opposition to ratification, many
who opposed the contract did not bother
to vote because they thought the con-
tract would pass anyway.

There was little or no discussion of the
contract in many locals. Where there
was, many workers voted no, as they did
at Lordstown, Ohio, where two locals re-
jected it by 5,864 to 1,480.

Where there was little discussion, the
vote was often lopsided in favor, as at
Tarrytown, New York, where it passed
2,579 to 861.

There was little organized opposition.
Where there was, as at Local 595 in

Continued on Page 6



Massive picket foils union busters at GE

BY CRICKET DADIAN
AND MARY SELVAS
SCHENECTADY — “GE brings good
things to . . . an end,” said one pick-
eter’s sign. Nothing could better express
the anger of 8,000 General Electric
Schenectady workers who went out on
strike for three days to protest “farming
out” of work to unorganized GE shops
and the layo‘fs that have resulted. The
workers are members of the Interna-
tional Union of Electrical Workers
(IUE) Local 301. '

The picket lines on Monday morning,
April 12, involved 2,500 workers,
covering all six gates of the huge plant
here. Their numbers and tight forma-
tion prevented all but a handful of the
13,000 office and management person-
nel from entering the plant.

In an attempt to intimidate strikers,
GE had notified Local 301 that a 12-
year-old court injunction barred mass
picketing at the plant. (The injunction
was invoked during the four-month na-
tional GE contract strike in 1969.)

But union members openly defied
GE’s attempt to stop their picket line
and open up the plant. They vowed to
keep on walking the line until the strike
officially ended at 3 p.m.

At about 10 a.m. police began to move
in, as strikers chanted, “walk, walk,”
and “Hell no, we won’t gc.”

Confronted with the massive size and
militancy of the picket line, the cops
soon realized they were seriously out-
numbered, and they were forced to beat
a reteat.

GE farms out work that could be done
at its Schenectady plant to its unorgan-
ized plants in Greensville, South Caroli-
na, and elsewhere. One of the biggest
corporations in the world, GE has plants
in colonial countries as well as “right-to-
work” states. In both, workers suffer
from low pay, poor job conditions, and
severe restrictions on their right to or-
ganize.

Transferring work to these plants in-
sures an even greater profit for GE,
while weakening the organized work
force. Farming out is especially useful to
the company in the current period lead-

.ing up to contract negotiations, as a

weapon to intimidate union members
into accepting takebacks for fear of los-
ing their jobs.

In Schenectady alone, over 4,000
union jobs have been lost over the last
four years, with even more layoffs ex-
pected this year.

The strike represents the first time in
20 years that GE workers in Schenec-
tady have gone out on a plant-wide
strike over a noncontract dispute. It also

.represents the first large-scale work

stoppage in recent times here over the
issue of layoffs and work farm-outs.

With national contract negotiations
scheduled to begin in May, IUE Local
301 this week sent a clear message to
General Electric that its membership
will not remain silent while job security
is at stake and union busting continues
to be the practice of the company.

Cricket Dadian and Mary Selvas are
members of IUE 301 at GE Schenectady.

Cops were stymied by April 12 picket of 2,500 electrical workers, during

three-day strike against General Electric in Schenectady, New York.

25,000 in Chicago say ‘no’ to weapons and war

BY JON HILLSON

CHICAGO — In the biggest antiwar
march here since Vietnam, over 25,000
people took to the streets to say “no” to
Washington’s nuclear weapons buildup.

The April 10 Peace Walk was called
by a coalition of more than 30 local or-
ganizations, among them the American
Friends Service Committee, Eighth Day
Center for Peace and Justice, Clergy
and Laity Concerned, Progressive Stu-
dent Network, and Catholic organiza-
tions.

A contingent of children chanting
“End the arms race, save the human
race” led off the demonstration. Viet-
nam Veterans Against the War
members marched close behind.

“Hell no, we won’t go; we won’t fight
for Texaco” echoed down the two miles
of protesters who marched along Michi-

gan Avenue to a rally at the Federal
Building.

“What do we want?” the question
boomed out during the hour-long march.

“Disarmament!”

“When do we want it?” the same
voices asked back.

“Now!” came the thunderous answer.

Scores of churches and synagogues
sent delegations to the march, which
was timed to coincide with Passover and
Easter.

“Money for jobs, not for war, U.S. out
of El Salvador” chants were common
throughout the demonstration, not just
in the contingent organized by the Com-
mittee in Solidarity with the People of
El Salvador (CISPES) and other solidar-
ity groups.

Many women wore Equal Rights
Amendment or abortion rights buttons.
Thousands of college, high school, and

junior high school students marched.
There was a contingent of Latinos.

A small number of unionists came
from the United Auto Workers, the
United Electrical Workers, the Steel-
workers, and International Union of
Electrical Workers, and other unions.

Several thousand onlookers lined the
street, cheering and waving at the
demonstrators as hundreds joined in.

The sea of homemade banners and
placards appealed to Washington to end,
or “freeze,” the arms buildup. A few
signs and posters likened Reagan to So-
viet Premier Leonid Brezhnev and de-
manded the USSR disarm as well.

But for the overwhelming majority of
demonstrators, their concern and the fo-
cus of their sentiment was aimed at
Washington and the White House.

A 55-year-old, laid-off UAW member
from International Harvester in Rock

/

Island, said the argument for the arms
buildup “is just a bill of goods we’ve been
sold by Reagan.”

One of a half-dozen Black parochial
school students said he isn’t worried
about dying in El Salvador, because if
drafted, “I just won’t go, man.”

Speakers at the rally included author
Studs Terkel, Dr. Charlotte Levin from
Physicians for Social Responsibility,
and Democratic Congressman Harold
Washington from Chicago. To cheers,
Washington denounced the construction
of the B-1 bomber, MX missile, and Tri-
dent submarine.

Ed Sadlowski, South Chicago subdis-
trict director of the Steelworkers, told
the crowd that militarism doesn’t bring
“full employment.”

“That won’t come by building bombs
or guns, but by building schools and put-
ting bread on the table,” he said.

The Militant has featured ongoing
coverage of the Reagan administration’s
threat to wage war in Central America
and the Caribbean.

Now, in addition to this coverage, an
introductory subscription to the Militant
will get you one of these pamphlets. They

Special offer to new readers:

Free pamphlet with an introductory

trace the history of the freedom struggle
in three countries that are threatened by
intervention from Washington, and pro-
vide useful background to the current
danger.

Simply enclose $3 for twelve weeks of
the Militant and check off the pamphlet

you want us to send you. Mail to: The Mil-
itant, 14 Charles Lane, New York, N.Y.
10014.

Enclosed is:

[J $3 for 12 weeks (new readers only).
Send me [] Nicaragua: An intro-
duction to the Sandinista revolution
[0 The Struggle for Freedom in
Guatemala [] El Salvador: Why
the U.S. government hides the truth.
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Behind Haig’s ‘first-strike’ threat

Uses hoax of Soviet ‘menace’ to hold world at nuclear gunpoint

Alexander Haig

BY HARRY RING

Those concerned with the survival of
humanity were unlikely to have slept
better after Secretary of State Alexand-
er Haig reiterated Washington’s refusal
to renounce possible first use of nuclear
weapons.

Haig’s April 6 speech was designed as
a “preemptive strike” to a then pending
article in Foreign Affairs magazine by
four former ranking government offi-
cials. The four favor moving toward
public renunciation of the first use of
nuclear weapons.

The four dissenters are: Robert
McNamara, Vietnam-era secretary of
war under Kennedy and Johnson;
McGeorge Bundy, Kennedy-Johnson
national security adviser; Gerard
Smith, a Nixon weapons negotiator; and
George Kennan, an ex-ambassador to
the Soviet Union and a principal archi-
tect of the cold war.

Haig’s answer to them was based on a
single argument. He declared that U.S.
readiness to drop the bomb is the only
means to prevent the alleged danger of
the Soviet army overrunning Western
Europe.

Defiance of European masses

Haig’s insistence on the right to a first
strike, coupled with the Reagan admin-
istration’s insistence on continued de-
ployment of nuclear weapons in Europe
and Britain, is in calculated defiance of
the will of the people there. In recent
months they have marched, literally by
the millions, demanding that Washing-
ton get its nuclear time bombs out of
their countries.

Haig’s message to the European peo-
ple is: We're going to save you from the
Soviet “menace” if we have to nuke you
into oblivion to do it.

The specter of the Red Army march-
ing into Western Europe has been used
for decades as the justification for the
enormous U.S. military buildup. But
while there is no plausible evidence of
planned Soviet aggression against the
United States or its allies, there is a lot
of evidence that the Soviet Union has
every reason to fear imperialist aggres-
sion.

In his speech, Haig piously asserted,
“From the moment that science un-
leashed the atom, our instinct and poli-
cy has been to control it.”

True, science unleashed the atom. But
it was American imperialism that ex-
ploded the bomb.

Nor were the explosions over Hiroshi-
ma and Nagasaki only acts of barbarism
against the Japanese people.

‘Demonstration shot’

The use of the A-bomb against a coun-
try already suing for peace was also in-
tended as a “demonstration shot” for the
Kremlin. James Byrnes, who was secre-

tary of state under Truman, later ex-
plained that the use of the bomb was not
necessary against Japan, but that the
purpose had been to “make Russia more
yielding” (Foreign Affairs, January
1957).

The cold war against the Soviet Union
was publicly launched with Churchill’s
1946 speech in Fulton, Missouri, calling
for a “crusade against communism.”

The crusade was not seen as merely
ideological. An unprecedented military
buildup was initiated, which today
threatens the Soviet Union, the world’s
other workers states, and colonial peo-
ples striving for their freedom.

In the 1920s, the United States had
military bases in three other countries
— Cuba, Puerto Rico, and Panama.

Today Washington has a global net-
work of some 300 land, air, and naval
bases in more than 110 countries. They
form a grim circle around the Soviet
Union. ,

And the fact is that Washington has
been using nuclear weapons ever since
the first were exploded over Japan.

Daniel Ellsberg has explained how
they have been used in his introduction
to the book Protest and Survive.

Ellsberg, who was a Defense Depart-
ment official until he leaked the Penta-
gon Papers, says that it’s a popular fal-
lacy that the bomb hasn’t been used
since Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

Secret nuclear threats

“Again and again, generally in secret
from the American people,” he writes,
“nuclear weapons have been used . . .
in the precise way that a gun is used
when you point it at someone’s head in a
direct confrontation, whether or not the
trigger is pulled.”

Ellsberg documents 12 such cases.
These are just several of them.

® Truman’s 1950 press conference
warning that atomic weapons were un-
der consideration, after U.S. Marines in
Korea were surrounded by Chinese
troops.

® Eisenhower’s threat to use nuclear
weapons against China in 1953 to force
a Korean settlement.

e Eisenhower’s 1958 directive to pre-
pare to use nuclear weapons to prevent a
possible Iraqi move into the oilfields of
Kuwait.

® Kennedy’s threat to use the bomb
in the Cuban missile crisis of 1962.

® Threats during 1969-72 to use nu-
clear weapons against North Vietnam.

The Soviet Union, by contrast, has
unilaterally pledged not to make first
use of nuclear weapons.

Despite the demagogy of its state-
ments about a Soviet threat in Western

2

Europe, Washington is definitely con-
cerned with the “security” of that area.

But the specter it fears is not the Red
Army. It’s the Western European work-
ing class.

Social revolution may not appear as
an imminent threat in Western Europe.
But Washington, like the capitalist rul-
ers of these countries, has no illusion
about an assured, long-term stability. .

In 1945, as World War II drew to a
close, the workers of France and Italy
were ready for socialist revolution. It
was only the treacherous policies of the
Communist and Socialist Party leader-
ships that prevented this. Committed to
the preservation of capitalism, they
steered the revolutionary workers into a
movement for reform.

During the historic French student
rebellion of 1968, when the organized
workers swept behind the students,
their general strike brought them to the
very verge of power. Again it was only
the efforts of the Communist and Social-
ist Party leaders that prevented
workers revolution.

Today" there’s a big added factor at
work. Britain and the countries of West
Europe are feeling the lash of the world
economic crisis. Caught in the vise of
unemployment, inflation, and an em-
ployer offensive similar to the one here,
working-class struggle is on the rise.

It would be one-sided however, to
view Washington’s nuclear buildup in
Europe as aimed only at the working
people there. The fact is that every time
the U.S. rulers have considered using
nuclear weapons since World War 11, it
has been to block the advance of the co-
lonial revolution — in Korea, the Mid-
dle East, Vietnam, and Cuba.

The nuclear buildup today is likewise
designed with the colonial revolution in
mind, particularly in Central America
and the Caribbean, where the workers

and farmers have made big strides for-
ward. Washington’s declared readiness
to drop the bomb is a message timed to
warn the Salvadoran and Guatemalan
freedom fighters and those supporting
them in the region — such as Cuba, Ni-
caragua, and Grenada. And it’s attemp-
ted nuclear blackmail against aid for
these revolutions from the Soviet Union
if Washington intervenes there with
troops.

Less noise

But the mounting world pressure has
given others in the U.S. ruling circles
pause for thought — thought about the
need to moderate the nuclear rhetoric.
This is the meaning of the proposal by
Kennan, McNamara, Bundy, and Smith
to consider making a formal pledge not
to use the bomb first.

All four have been cold warriors.
None have turned in their claws for dove
feathers.

Their Foreign Affairs statement ex-
plains that they simply feel that with
the present Soviet nuclear capability,
the first-strike threat is no longer a “de-
terrent,” and moreover, it’s creating
“divisive debates” in Europe.

They assure that in the absence of big-
scale mutual arms cutbacks, “large,
varied, and survivable nuclear forces
will be necessary for nuclear deter-
rence.”

While these people really have no-
thing to offer, their stand has the virtue
of stimulating the public debate at a mo-
ment of unprecedented popular concern
over the issue. In this debate, the one
practical alternative, the demand for
unilateral U.S. disarmament, is sure to
gain growing support.

And Haig’s response is to sure to fur-
ther swell the crowd for the June 12
New York nuclear disarmament demon-
stration.

California city councilman blasts
Reagan’s smear attack on Grenada

SEASIDE, Calif. — Mel Mason, inde-
pendent candidate for governor, blasted
President Reagan’s recent threats
against Grenada.

During Reagan’s visit to Barbados
April 8, the president declared, “all of us
are concerned with the overturn of par-
liamentary democracy in Grenada.”
Reagan said the Caribbean island had
joined the Soviet Union, Cuba, and Ni-
caragua to “spread the virus” of Marx-
ism throughout the region.

“I had the opportunity to visit Grena-
da during the second anniversary of its
revolution,” Mason told those gathered
at a campaign rally here April 10.

“Grenada is a mostly Black country.
For 300 years it was a slave colony of
Britain. Then the British turned it over
to Eric Gairy, a Black dictator who con-
tinued the exploitation and degradation
of the Grenadian people.

“Grenada never knew any democracy
until the workers and farmers there
overthrew Gairy in 1979 and estab-
lished their own government,” Mason
explained.

“The Grenadians suffered long and
hard under ‘parliamentary democracy’
imperialist-style. The same brand of
‘democracy’ Britain is now showing the
world with its threat to go to war
against Argentina, a semicolonial coun-
try dominated and exploited by impe-

- rialism. And it’s all because the Argen-

tine government took back some islands
that the British imperialists had stolen
some 400 years ago.

“What kind of democracy is it that
sends nuclear submarines and battle-
ships against an oppressed country like
Argentina? That forces British workers
to go to war against their will?” Mason
asked.
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“The same kind of democracy Presi-
dent Reagan wants to enforce here, to
keep U.S. working people from follow-
ing the examples set by the Grenadians,
Cubans, and Nicaraguans.

“My campaign says, U.S. hands off
Grenada! British hands off Argentina!
Imperialists out of Central America and
all of Latin America!”

GRENADA

Revolution in
the Carxbbean

by Sam Manuel )
& Andrew Pulley

$.95

Order from: Pathfinder Press
410 West Street
New York,
10014

(Include $.75 for postage cmd

handling.)
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Imperialists line up against Argentina

But Latin American countries solidarize with target of British imperialism

W%

8 ASCENSION:

ASCENS!
t  ISLAND

U.S. air base at Ascension Island is
being used as supply station for Brit-
ish fleet.

BY WILL REISSNER

In the dispute between Argentina and
Britain regarding sovereignty over the
Malvinas Islands, the imperialist coun-
tries of the world have lined up solidly
behind the British claim. On the other
hand, the countries of Latin America
have taken Argentina’s side against
Britain, and recognize the Argentine
claim to sovereignty.

The reason for this difference is ob-

vious, and was alluded to by Argentine
Foreign Minister Nicafior Costa Méndez
in the United Nations Security Council
debate on Resolution 502, which de-
mands that Argentina remove its troops
from the islands. Costa Méndez de-
scribed the British seizure of the Malvi-
nas in 1833 as “one more reflection of
the imperialist policy that the European
countries carried out in the 19th centu-
ry at the expense of America, Africa,
and Asia.”

Britain’s imperialist allies in the Eu-
ropean Economic Community (EEC)
were quick to agree to the British call
for a halt to arms sales to Argentina.

The French government, which itself
has colonies in the Caribbean and on the
South American mainland, banned mil-
itary sales to Argentina. The West Ger-
man government is refusing to deliver
submarines and other warships being
built for Argentina in West German
shipyards.

The Netherlands, which still has colo-
nies of its own in the Caribbean, has al-
so ended military sales to Buenos Aires,
as has Belgium. R

Other imperialist governments are al-
so backing the British campaign against
Argentina. The Canadian government
has embargoed all shipments of military
supplies to Buenos Aires and closed its
embassy there. Canadian Foreign Se-
cretary Mark MacGuigan added that “it
is certainly possible there could be addi-
tional steps.”

The Austrian government has sus-
pended the sale of 27 tanks to Argenti-
na. Japan has blocked arms sales to Ar-
gentina. The Portuguese government
has allowed the British fleet to use facil-
ities in the Azores on the way to the
South Atlantic.

New Zealand broke diplomatic rela-
tions with Argentina on April 4.

The Reagan administration has
adopted a pose of neutrality in this con-
flict between two important allies. But
its actions have clearly supported the
British position in the conflict.

The State Department immediately
issued a communiqué calling for the
withdrawal of Argentine troops from
the Malvinas. The U.S. representative
at the UN Security Council, Charles
Lichtenstein, voted in favor of the Brit-
ish-sponsored resolution demanding Ar-
gentine withdrawal from the islands.

The Reagan administration also
agreed that the British fleet could use
facilities at a U.S. military base on As-
cension Island, and sent Secretary of
State Alexander Haig to Buenos Aires
to tell the Argentine military govern-
ment why it must accede to the British
demand that its troops be removed from
the islands.

By contrast, Panama, which is the on-
ly Latin American country with a seat
on the Security Council, cast the sole
vote against the Security Council reso-
lution demanding withdrawal of Argen-
tine troops from the Malvinas. The Pan-
amanian representative put forward a
substitute motion urging “Britain to
cease its hostile conduct, refrain from
any threat or use of force, and cooperate
with the Argentine Republic for the de-
colonization of the Malvinas Islands.”

The Venezuelan government also of-
fered strong backing to Argentina’s
claim. It sharply criticized the Security
Council resolution for ignoring “the
original cause of the problem . . . the ter-
ritorial plunder committed by the occup-
ying colonial power.” The Bolivian for-
eign relations ministry gave unequivo-

How Britain milked profits from Argentina

BY WILL REISSNER

When Argentine troops landed on the
Malvinas Islands on April 2, they fo-
cused the world’s attention on a small
piece of Argentine territory that has
been occupied by Britain for 149 years.
Although the Malvinas were the only
portion of Argentine territory over
which Britain exerted direct political
control, in the 19th century British capi-
tal turned all of Argentina into a de fac-
to colony, a status that continued until
after World War II.

In 1828, five years before the British
seized the Malvinas, for example, they
were directly responsible for breaking
off what is now Uruguay from Argenti-
na.

Large-scale British investment in Ar-
gentina first occurred around the build-
ing of railroads. But it skyrocketed fol-
lowing the 1876-introduction of the first
refrigerator ship that could transport
meat from Argentina to Europe without
it spoiling.

In 1884 the first meat-packing plant
was built in Buenos Aires with British
capital, and by 1890 there were 278 re-
frigerator ships constantly shuttling be-
tween Buenos Aires and Britain.

At the turn of the century, fully 80
percent of all foreign investment in Ar-
gentina was British. British control
over Argentine life had become so over-
whelming that 19th century Argentine
President Bartolomé Mitre called Eng-
land “the principal factor in the coun-
try’s political, social and economic prog-
ress.”

By the 1930s British capitalists con-
trolled about three-quarters of the rail-
road mileage, most urban railway tran-
sit systems, much of the crucial meat-
packing industry, and had large stakes
in chemical works, tire factories, and
other industries. In addition, Britain
was by far the largest custo.ner for Ar-
gentine meat and grain, and was Argen-
tina’s largest supplier of industrial im-

ports.
In 1933 Argentina’s status as a virtu-
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al British colony was formalized in the
Roca-Runciman pact. Under the terms
of the treaty, Argentina promised to buy
guaranteed amounts of British industri-
al goods in return for a British
agreement to buy specified amounts ot
Argentine beef.

As late as 1942, of the total $2.5 bil-
lion in foreign investment in Argentina,
60 percent came from British capital-
ists. Their biggest foreign competitors,
U.S. capitalists, controlled only 20 per-
cent.

Following World War II, however, the
overwhelming British contol over the
Argentine economy was broken. During
the war, Argentina had continued to sell
Britain large amounts of beef and grain,
although Britain had nothing to sell in
return. As a result, Argentina built up
huge currency reserves in British banks.

Juan Perén, who had become presi-
dent of Argentina in 1943, used these
huge reserves to buy out British invest-
ments in Argentina, making himself a
hero of Argentine nationalists in the
process. When the Argentine govern-
ment purchased the British-owned rail-
roads in 1948, there was rejoicing
throughout the country.

In the postwar period, U.S. capitalists
have surpassed their British counter-
parts in terms of direct investment in
Argentina. But British banks continue
to play a crucial role in Argentine finan-
cial life and in financing the country’s
huge foreign debt.

Today Argentina’s foreign debt stands
at the astronomical level of $32 billion.

Of Argentina’s total foreign debt,
nearly $6 billion is directly owed to Brit-
ish banks, and much of the rest was syn-
dicated through London banks.

In this connection, the Thatcher gov-
ernment’s freeze of Argentine deposits
in British banks and its veto on any fur-
ther loans to Argentina could deal a
crippling blow to the Argentine eco-
nomy.

The development of the crisis around
the Malvinas Islands demonstrates the

extent to which Britain remains a major
imperialist power, despite its relative
economic decline since the Second
World War.

In addition, the British imperialist
state still has the military power to send
troops halfway around the world to de-
fend its economic and political interests.
In this sense, the dispatch of the British
fleet — including nuclear submarines
and aircraft carriers — to the South
Atlantic is not only a warning to the Ar-
gentine government to keep its hands
off “British property,” but is a warning
to all semicolonial countries that the
British military will defend British eco-
nomic interests throughout the world.

From Intercontinental Press

cal support to the Argentine action, as
did the Guatemalan regime.

The Brazilian and Peruvian govern-
ments also supported Argentina’s claim
to the Malvinas. Peru’s war minister
stated that Peruvian support might ex-
tend to military aid if needed.

The Mexican government also sup-
ported the Argentine claim to the Mal-
vinas, although it expressed disagree-
ment with the movement of troops to the
islands and called for their withdrawal.

The governments of Uruguay, Hondu-
ras, and El Salvador supported Argen-
tine sovereignty over the islands, as did
Chile, which has a long and bitter dis-
pute with Argentina over ownership of
several small islands in the Beagle
Channel near the southern tip of South
America.

On April 12 Radio Havana reported
that the head of the Cuban diplomatic
mission in Argentina, Emilio Aragonés,
had returned to Buenos Aires April 9 as
a way of showing Cuba’s support for Ar-
gentina in the conflict.

Aragonés said, “My country has al-
ways had a very clear position on this
question and we have defended it in all
international bodies. . . . Our presi-
dent, Fidel Castro, favored the restitu-
tion of the Malvinas to Argentina back
when he was still a university student
[in the 1940s].”

The government of Nicaragua, which
has been the victim of Argentine sup-
port to Nicaraguan counterrevolution-
aries, issued a statement April 6, declar-
ing it “repeats its backing to the govern-
ment of the Argentine Republic in this
dispute.”

Speaking before the Organization of
American States (OAS) April 8, Costa
Rican Ambassador José Rafael Echever-
ria said, “It seems incredible, but it is
true that an armed fleet is coming at
maximum speed from Europe to the
southern part of our continent in the
spirit of war.”

The Ecuadoran and Colombian repre-
sentatives at the OAS meeting also ex-
pressed support for Argentina in the dis-
pute.

In contrast to the stance of these Latin
American nations, the Soviet govern-
ment has carefully refrained from ex-
pressing its support to the Argentine
claim on the Malvinas in the course of
the present crisis. The Soviet govern-
ment abstained in the Security Council
vote on Resolution 502 — along with Po-
land, Spain, and China — and has de-
clared itself neutral in the conflict be-
tween British imperialism and Argenti-
na.

From Intercontinental Press

Nicaragua stays on war alert

Continued from Page 1

On April 8, a U.S. RC-135 spy plane
entered Nicaragua from Costa Rica, and
conducted a spy flight up the Pacific
Coast.

The latest attacks come on top of an
already grave escalation of military
pressure.

From March 15, the day the state of
emergency was declared, to April 4, Ni-
caragua has been subjected to 23 armed
attacks, including 2 in which units of
the Honduran army participated; 23 vi-
olations of its air space, including 4 U.S.
spy flights and an attack by Honduran
war planes on a coast guard vessel; and
5 violations of its territorial waters.

“Our revolutionary government was
forced to decree the state of emergency,”
Ortega told the memorial meeting, “and
with it we showed the imperialists that
despite difficulties we are capable of or-
ganizing to push the revolutionary pro-
cess ahead under the most trying condi-
tions.”

Referring to the decision to suspend
the Easter week vacations so as to main-
tain both production and defense, Orte-

ga explained:

“Imperialism is trying to prevent the
people of our country from carrying out
their normal activities. They are trying
to create chaos, to keep us from carrying
through the tasks posed by the revolu-
tion. But we have shown them we are
capable of confronting a difficult situa-
tion without halting production, cultu-
ral activities, or religious services.”

How long the mobilization for defense
continues, he said, is not up to us but up
to the U.S. government.

“So long as imperialism continues to
consolidate the thousands of counterrev-
olutionaries based in Honduran territo-
ry, defense will remain a top priority. If
these camps are shut down, in accor-
dance with proposals for peace we have
made, then the high state of readiness
can be lessened.

“If the CIA halts its efforts to destabil-
ize the revolution, the tension can be re-
laxed somewhat. But as long as we con-
tinue to be threatened, murdered, and
have our bridges blown up, our defense
will remain in high gear as well.”

From Intercontinental Press



London report: why Britain threatens war

BY ALAN FREEMAN

LONDON — In 1833, a troop of Brit-
ish marines stormed the Malvinas Is-
lands in the South Atlantic, evicted the
small group of Argentinian settlers, and
claimed the islands for the British Em-
pire.

A hundred and fifty years later, the
biggest British invasion force since
World War II set sail from Portsmouth
to retake the islands in the name of “in-
ternational law.”

Within hours of the news of the Ar-
gentinian takeover, a wave of jingoistic
hysteria swept the news media and the
political scene. Parliament was recon-
vened on a Saturday for the first time
since the ill-fated Suez invasion 25
years ago.

Politicians from all parties strove to
outdo each other in demands for rolling
heads. In the absence of any lynchable
Argentinians, the Commons had to con-
tent itself with the ritual self-sacrifice of
Lord Peter Carrington, foreign secre-
tary and Britain’s answer to Henry Kis-
singer.

In 1956, when Britain launched the
invasion of the Suez Canal, it brought
the downfall of Tory Prime Minister An-
thony Eden. This time, failure would
bring the whole Conservative Party
government down. Prime Minister
Thatcher is therefore staking every-
thing on this military gamble.

‘Defense of British citizens’?

But more than simple self-preserva-
tion is guiding the government. Basic
imperialist interests are at stake. In de-
fining these interests, the hypocrisy of
Thatcher and her wolf pack has been
breathtaking:

“The defense of the islanders’ rights”
was the initial claim. No such concern
was shown for the rights of the Grenadi-
an islanders, who had to throw out their
British-backed dictator arms in hand; or
for the islanders of Diego Garcia in the
Indian Ocean, who were evacuated for
U.S. military exercises.

“Defense of British citizens” was the
next cry. It took the papers a week to
point out that half the islanders cannot
even legally enter Britain under the To-
ries’ Nationalities Act. But defense of
the poor islanders has now given way to
more hardheaded calculations.

“There should be stronger causes now
for confrontation than the little islands
at stake,” explained the influential bus-
iness magazine The Economist.
“Stronger causes — be heartless about it
— than the 1,800 British lives on the is-
lands, and than the lives of the men now
sailing towards them. Some of those
lives may have to be lost; maybe many.”

Some of these causes were tersely
summed up by Lord Shackleton — who
led the last government survey of the is-
land — in the April 11 edition of the Ob-
server:

“Their [the islands’] importance lies
firstly in the fact that this area com-
mands the approaches to that part of the
Atlantic where there are overlapping
claims by the British, Chileans, and Ar-

gentinians. The value of this area has
yet to be fully measured, but explora-
tion has indicated possible major oil re-
servoirs,” Shackleton said.

Wealth of Antarctic

“There is a more directly political sig-
nificance to the area,” Shackleton con-
tinued. “Latitude 60 degrees delimits
the territory covered by the Antarctic
Treaty of 1959.” The significance of the
dispute, and the parallel dispute be-
tween Chile and Argentina — in which
no less a personage than the Queen of
England served as arbitrator — is that
it bears directly on ownership of the
seabed, the Antarctic, and the growing
sources of exploitable wealth being
identified in these regions.

No less is now at stake than Britain’s
continued world role, as America’s jun-
ior partner and as one of imperialism’s
two major world cops.

All imperialist governments lined up
with Britain — more rapidly than with
the USA in recent times. This, in spite of
major sacrifices.

Reagan had lined up Argentina as a
pillar of U.S. imperialism’s rule in the
southern continent and had been ready-
ing the junta for months to spearhead a
possible invasion in Central America.
But U.S. facilities on Ascension Island
were immediately put at the disposal of
the British Navy, and the United States
threw its weight behind obtaining UN
Security Council endorsement of British
military action.

Britain’s world role

It took just 30 hours to persuade the
European Economic Community to fol-
low Britain in slapping a ban on Argen-
tine imports, involving the tidy sum of 1
billion pounds a year [1 British pound-
=US$1.78], half of which goes to West
Germany.

Britain has proved its worth to Amer-
ica three times over in the 1980s. Bri-
tain was the only European country to
send observers to the elections in El Sal-
vador; it took part in the joint naval ex-

ercises in the Caribbean; and it still -

keeps the warship Exeter in Caribbean
waters off the coast of its ex-colony Bel-
ize.

Britain is the USA’s major partner in
the counterrevolutionary Rapid Deploy-
ment Force, and Lord Carrington him-
self was a linchpin of Washington’s Far
Eastern diplomacy.

European backing for Britain, despite
sharp conflicts highlighted in recent ne-
gotiations, highlights the fact that no
European power wants to challenge Bri-
tain’s world military role — either by
supplanting it or by forcing the United
States to shoulder the entire burden of
world policing.

For both the U.S. and European impe-
rialists, Britain remains a cornerstone

of the defense of their world interests.
But the contradiction between Bri-

tain’s industrial-economic weakness
and its military and financial role on a
world scale has become glaring. Per cap-
ita income in Britain is now less than in
East Germany, and manufactured im-

ports exceeded manufactured exports
last year for the first time ever.

Britain’s balance of payments is kept
up only by North Sea oil and by invisible
earnings from insurance, banking, and
trade. The more reliance is placed on
these activities, the higher becomes the
eventual political cost of the day of reck-
oning.

Jitters on stock market

An attack of severe jitters shook the
stock market the day after Carrington’s
resignation. Two thousand million
pounds were knocked off share and equi-
ty prices, and the pound fell by two
cents.

A sharpened sense of British weakness
has produced immediate reaction. The
Guatemalan government has given
Reagan a further headache by reassert-
ing its claim to Belize, and the Spanish
government has suddenly stalled in ne-
gotiations over Gibraltar.

A defeat for Britain in the conflict
with Argentina would open vital pros-
pects for the world revolution. It would
call into question the whole of Britain’s
shaky world operation. It would bring
down the Thatcher government and
usher in a period of great possibilities
for British working peaple.

It would also open up important possi-
bilities for the Argentinian working
class. Contrary to the Tories’ hypocriti-
cal claim, the fleet now steaming to the
South Atlantic will not hasten the Ar-
gentine junta’s end. On the contrary, it
has postponed the end by giving the jun-
ta an excuse for its own military adven-
ture. If Britain were defeated or forced
to retreat, the Argentinian workers
could give the dictators their deserts.

Role of Labour Party leadership

The Labour Party leadership — to
whom the British ruling class has often
turned before in times of crisis — at-
tempted to outdo the Tories in bellicosi-
ty. Denis Healey, leading off Labour’s

attack on the Tories, began by explain-
ing that in 1977 the Labour government
had averted a similar crisis by sending a
fleet as soon as Argentinian belliger-
ence began to mount.

Healey was followed by Michael
Foote, now leader of the Labour Party,
who accused the government of failing
to discharge its patriotic duty because it
ran down the navy to buy nuclear wea-
pons and failed to send a bigger fleet,
much earlier.

However, as the initial wave of hyste-
ria began to subside, voices began to be
heard against the adventure. First to
speak was Labour member of Parlia-
ment George Foulkes, who was simply
howled down in Saturday’s debate in
Parliament. A handful of other Labour
MPs followed, and by Monday it was
clear that a split was developing in the
Labour leadership around opposition led
by Tony Benn to Labour’s support for
military action. Benn demanded that
the fleet be withdrawn and the islanders
given the opportunity to resettle at Brit-
ish expense. However, he did not recog-
nize the crucial principle of Argentinian
sovereignty over the islands.

‘Socialist Challenge’ plans meeting

Supporters of Socialist Challenge, the
weekly newspaper in Britain in solidar-
ity with the Fourth International, have
taken the initiative of calling a national
public meeting for April 19, with the
support of a number of Labour MPs such
as Reg Race and Joan Maynard. The
meeting will take up the fight against
Thatcher’s war drive.

Socialist Challenge calls for the im-
mediate withdrawal of the British fleet
and recognition of the Argentinian
claim to sovereignty over the Malvinas,
as well as for an end to Britain’s world-
wide military role. This is the only poli-
cy that can bring about genuine inter-
national unity of the working classes of
the two countries.
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2,000 Argentines march in N.Y.

BY JOSE G. PEREZ

"UNITED NATIONS, New York —
Some 2,000 people — overwhelmingly
Argentine residents of the New York
metropolitan area — rallied at Dag
Hammarskjold Plaza here April 11 to
denounce British military threats
against Argentina.

Shouting “The Malvinas are Argenti-
na’s” and “Argentina, Argentina, Ar-
gentina,” the marchers demanded that
the British armada now sailing toward
Argentina turn back. They called on the
people of the Americas — including the
United States — to support Argentina’s
legitimate claim to the Malvinas Is-
lands.

The action, called by Amigo (Friend),
a group of Argentines resident in the
United States, drew people from across
the Argentine political spectrum. There
were even a couple of American flags in
evidence, though these were oversha-
dowed by a sea of hundreds of blue-and-
white Argentine flags.

Demonstrators interviewed by this re-
porter and speakers at the brief rally
stressed that the fight against the Brit-
ish threats was the cause of the entire
Argentine people, independently of
their viewpoints on other questions.

“Some people here support [Argenti-
na’s] Galtieri government, many others
— like me — don’t,” one demonstrator
told me. “What’s involved here is that
we are all united as Argentines against
the threat to our homeland.”

Rally speakers also stressed that
what was involved in the Malvinas cri-
sis was simply old-fashioned colonial-
ism. “The peace of our hemisphere is be-
ing threatened by the colonialist de-
signs of a decadent empire,” one speaker
said.

They also emphasized that Argentina
did not want to fight a war against Bri-
tain, “but if Britain invades our territo-
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ry, all Argentines will fight to defend
our homeland.”

Following the rally, a leader of Amigo
told this reporter that the purpose of the
event had been “to tell the North Amer-
ican people that we are fighting the
same kind of colonialism they put an
end to in this country 200 years ago.”

| Washington protest

against war May 1

BY NELSON GONZALEZ

The All People’s Congress (APC), an
organization made up of antiwar and
anti-budget cuts activists, has called for
a national demonstration in Washing-
ton, D.C., May 1. The central demand of
the action is “Jobs, not war.”

A week of local building activities
called the “April Days of Resistance,”
scheduled for the last week of April, is
projected to help build the Washington
demonstration.

A March 23 demonstration in New
York, initiated by the APC, brought out
15,000 people to protest U.S. involve-
ment in El Salvador and the budget
cuts.

Planning meetings for local May 1 ac-
tions have already taken place in San
Francisco, Seattle, Salt Lake City, and
other cities.

In New York and Washington, D.C.,
meetings have been organized for April
15 to discuss plans to build the Wash-
ington action.

The May 1 building activities and
demonstration in Washington, D.C.,
will be an opportunity to keep up the
pressure against the U.S. war drive in
Central America and the Caribbean,
and generate momentum for the June
12 disarmament action that will take
place at the United Nations.
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U.S. shields Mexico death squad leader,

presses effort to depo

Militant/Lou Howort

U.S. government has blocked prosecution of Miguel Nassar Haro (left),
former head of Mexican security police, in connection with stolen car ring.
Haro, who oversaw torture of political activists, is deeply implicated in tes-
timony supporting asylum bid of Héctor Marroquin (right). Marroquin, a so-
cialist, fled Mexico in 1974 to avoid persecution for his beliefs.

BY NELSON GONZALEZ

On March 23 the Board of Immigra-
tion Appeals ruled that Héctor Marro-
quin, a socialist born in Mexico, must
leave the country within 30 days or be
deported. The decision will be appealed.

Just three days later, on March 26,
the U.S. attorney in San Diego charged
that top Justice Department and CIA of-
ficials have blocked prosecution of Mi-
guel Nassar Haro.

Nassar Haro is the former chief of the
Directorate of Federal Security in Mexi-
co, the equivalent of the FBI. He and
three other Mexican cops are suspected
of being part of a stolen car ring that
ripped off 600 cars worth $8 million.

At the very moment the U.S. govern-
ment is stepping up its attempts to de-
port Marroquin, it is protecting one of
Mexico’s most notorious cops. And it
turns out the connection between the
two cases runs much deeper.

Marroquin fled to the United States
in 1974 after the Mexican authorities
framed him up on murder charges. He
had been active in student protests
there.

Marroquin worked in this country un-
der an assumed identity until he was ar-
rested by the INS in 1977. The INS
moved to deport him; Marroquin began
a fight for political asylum.

Deportation threat political

It is clear the reasons for the deporta-
tion threat are political: Marroquin is a
member of the Socialist Workers Party
Political Committee and the Young So-
cialist Alliance National Executive
Committee.

The new revelations surrounding
Mexican top cop Nassar Haro make the
political nature of Marroquin’s case
even more clear. Nassar Haro’s name
comes up repeatedly in evidence Marro-
quin has submitted to prove he faces
persecution if forced to return to Mexico.

In the wake of the prosecution at-
tempt by the San Diego U.S. attorney,
William Kennedy, U.S. intelligence
agencies admitted Nassar Haro was
their “most important source in Mexico
and Central America.” He spied on lead-
ers of the Salvadoran and Guatemalan
liberation movements and turned over
information to the CIA.

(Shortly after Kennedy let this infor-
mation out, President Reagan fired him
for publicly revealing Nassar Haro’s
CIA job.)

The INS has rejected Marroquin’s as-
sertion that he would face political per-
secution if he were sent back to Mexico.
The agency further claims that the so-
cialist may be a dangerous criminal and
that he should be denied political asy-
lum on these grounds.

In the course of fighting his case, Mar-
roquin has submitted volumes of evi-
dence proving the criminal charges
against him are false, and that political
repression does indeed exist in Mexico.

Testimony and written affidavits sub-
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mitted on behalf of Marroquin’s asylum
appeal detail the brutality of Mexico’s
federal police and judicial system. Fur-
ther testimony — corroborated by the
Mexican press — points to the existence
of paramilitary units organized by gov-
ernment security forces and responsible
for the disappearance of hundreds of pol-
itical activists.

One name keeps coming up over and
over in all the evidence: Miguel Nassar
Haro. Repeatedly, he is identified as a
kidnapper, torturer, and chief jailer of
the underground prisons in Mexico.

“We knew he was no angel,” said one

" CIA official about Nassar Haro, “but

you don’t have much choice.”

Not only isn’t Nassar Haro an “an-
gel,” Nassar Haro is the individual cited
by witness after witness as the organiz-
er and the leader of the “White Bri-
gade,” a death squad made up of cops
from Mexico’s security forces. During
the 1977-78 period alone, this organiza-
tion was responsible for the disappear-
ance of nearly 300 political activists.

In an article in the January 22, 1979,
issue of the Mexican magazine Proceso,
two prisoners assert in written state-
ments that Nassar Haro personally tor-
tured them to force them to confess to
crimes they had not committed. Accord-

GM vote has auto bosses

Continued from Page 1

Linden, New Jersey, where the leader-
ship campaigned against the contract,
the rejection was overwhelming: the
Linden vote was 2,673 against to 493
for.

GM workers in some areas are only
now starting to read the analysis of the
contract prepared by Locals Opposed to
Concessions (LOC), a group of dissident
local officials, which pointed out many
of its weaknesses.

Militant correspondent Wells Todd re-

ports from the Tarrytown plant, where
he works, that union members there are
grabbing up the LOC analysis. They are
also circulating a petition to demand a
new vote.

Todd and other Militant correspond-
ents also report widespread complaints
from workers that they saw only the
UAW  officialdom’s proratification
“highlights” of the contract rather than
the contract itself.

Tarrytown workers are also posting
up the Wall Street Journal’s interview
with Alfred Warren of GM. In it, War-
ren says GM wants less relief time and
higher production at GM plants.

“GM’s goal . . . will be to ask that
each plant’s costs be competitive,” the
Journal wrote. That “will pit GM
workers and plants against outside
suppliers, either domestic or foreign.”

The article did not say that GM locals
will also be pitted against each other,
but that is the case.

The GM vote showed an overall, if un-
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ing to their testimony, Nassar Haro
either supervised or personally adminis-
tered beatings, submersions, and elect-
ric shock, and threatened the prisoners
with shooting to obtain confessions.

Supervised torture

One of the prisoners, Hirales Moran,
described what happened after he was
picked up and transported to an un-
known location by the Directorate of
Federal Security.

“At the end of the trip, we underwent
a beating and submersion session that
lasted for hours, all under the supervi-
sion of Mr. Miguel Nassar Haro from the
Directorate of Federal Security.”

Another prisoner, Armando Iracheta
Lozano, also testified that he was per-
sonally brutalized by Nassar Haro in a
1978 sworn statement presented in sup-
port of Marroquin’s asylum petition. He
was taken to a hospital to identify as
guerrillas people Kkilled by police, and
when he refused to do so “Nassar Haro
. . . beat me with his hands and feet,
threatening to kill me in front of all the
people who were there at that public in-
stitution.”

On March 21, 1978, Rosario Ibarra de
Piedra, the central leader of the Nation-
al Front against Repression in Mexico
and an internationally known fighter
for human rights, held a press confer-
ence in Washington, D.C.

At the press conference, which was or-
ganized by Congressmen Ron Dellums
and Walter Fauntroy, she denounced
the repressive actions of the Mexican
government. She especially scored the
formation of the White Brigade.

“The brigade is run by Miguel Nassar
Haro, [then] subdirector of the Directo-
rate of Federal Security,” Ibarra said.
“Its purpose is to disappear those who
they suspect of subversion; the majority
of its victims are young students like my
son, who have political ideas that some
politicians consider a threat or a danger
to the government.”

Ibarra also revealed that “the ‘White
Brigade’ is made up of the most select
agents of the Federal Judicial Police,
and by members of the Mexican army,
and is a secret repressive organization
similar to the famous Brazilian ‘Death

even, evolution in thinking among auto
workers. At Chrysler, the 1981 “no”
vote against concessions was larger
than it was in 1979, despite that corpo-
ration’s near bankruptcy.

Since GM workers voted after those at
Ford, they had more time to discuss the
givebacks. A higher percentage at GM
voted, and more also voted “no.”

Auto workers in plants threatened
with shutdowns do not automatically fa-
vor concessions, although workers at

“many such threatened plants voted for

the GM contract. A Ford local in Shef-
field, Alabama, decided last December
to refuse to make concessions, even
though it was clear to them that refusal
meant Ford would close the plant.

GM got a contract that will increase
its profits by $3 billion at UAW
members’ expense: auto workers have
been forced to give up holidays, cost-of-
living increases, and other benefits.

But the large “no” vote puts GM
workers in a better position to resist fur-
ther concessions to the corporation, es-
pecially those planned at the local level.

In this sense, the GM vote is a setback
to the bosses’ drive for concessions, and
they realize this. There has been no-
thing like the orgy of editorial congratu-
lations that followed the Ford ratifica-
tion.

The GM vote will also encourage
workers to fight concessions in the up-
coming rubber, steel, and electrical con-
tracts. It will help auto workers resist
the demand for givebacks in Canada

Squad’ and the Guatemalan ‘White
Hand.””

During the press conference, Ibarra
released a list of 243 people disappeared
by the police and the White Brigade.

There have been repeated charges
that behind such death squads stands
the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency.
That the CIA’s “most important” agent
in Mexico turns out to have been the
head of the Mexican death squad con-
firms these accusations.

Washington in trouble

And the U.S. government intends to
maintain this repressive relationship.
As a March 28 New York Times head-
line put it, “C.I.A. Fears Spy Network
May Suffer if He [Nassar Haro] Is Prose-
cuted.” And to make it even clearer, the
same article quotes a CIA senior official
as saying, “The C.I.A’s main worry all
along has been the potential damage to
the institutional relationship. It was
Nassar’s job, not Nassar, that mattered.”

This helps explain why the U.S. gov-
ernment has so adamantly refused to
grant Marroquin political asylum. It’s
for the same reason that Nassar Haro
won’t be prosecuted, and that U.S. At-
torney Kennedy was fired.

The beatings, tortures, and disappear-
ances that fighters for social justice are
victims of in Mexico — and throughout
Latin America — are “made in the
USA” for the benefit of the U.S. corpora-
tions that exploit the peoples of Latin
America. ‘

The same group that was behind the
repression of political activists in Mexi-
co is behind the drive to deport Marro-
quin now. That group is the U.S. ruling
class.

Goons like Nassar Haro and others
can steal, torture, murder, spy, and or-
ganize frameups and still count on U.S.
government protection. As a former Jus-
tice Department official commented re-
garding Nassar Haro, “Crime pays if
you are shielded by the CIA.”

What is at stake in the case of Héctor
Marroquin is the right of working peo-
ple to protest against the foreign and do-
mestic policies of the U.S. government
without fear of harassment, jail, or de-
portation.

worried

(where top union officials have spoken
out against concessions, in contrast to
UAW leaders here).

The capitalist system is in a crisis
that makes auto workers among its
chief victims. They have been hit by
layoffs and plant closings, and by the
greatest uncertainty ever about wheth-
er they will continue to work in the in-
dustry.

The GM vote occurred in the context
of a twofold drive by the bosses to solve
their crisis, supported by politicians of
both the Democratic and Republican
parties.

They are increasing the military
budget and dragging workers into war
in Central America. At the same time
they are driving down wages and work-
ing conditions, slashing social services,
and trying to weaken — and eventually
destroy — the unions.

Recognition that the war drive and
domestic cutbacks are linked is growing
rapidly. So is resistance to both aspects
of the bosses’ drive.

The GM vote is a sign of that resis-
tance and of growing confidence among
auto workers in their ability to fight
back.

As that confidence increases, the
course the union bureaucracy is on —
collaborating with the employers in-
stead of leading a fight against them —
comes more and more into question.

The Lordstown worker who said of the
UAW, “We just need some new blood in
the union,” reflects a solid sentiment.



Japanese assembly line: under the facade, company coercion.

BY STU SINGER
AND GEORGE JOHNSON

There are many myths about Japan;
about workers there, and about how
they are treated by the companies they
work for.

Some U.S. corporations, especially
General Motors, have shown movies to
their employees about Japanese
workers, emphasizing their supposed
docility and willingness to cooperate
with their employers.

Japanese workers, we are told, sing
company songs before work, and are
eager to make suggestions about how
they can work harder. This seems bi-
zarre to U.S. workers, but GM’s message
is obvious: American workers should
help their employers make higher prof-
its, like Japanese workers.

Bosses in Japan are alleged to treat
their workers more humanely. Lionel
Olmer, U.S. undersecretary of com-
merce for international trade, contends
the Japanese do not mind selling their
products below cost because they are
more interested in full employment
than profits.

The truth is far different. Rather than
being happy partners with capital, Jap-
anese workers are its less-than-willing
victims.

And Japanese corporations don’t put
people before profits any more than
their American counterparts do.

Behind the picture of class harmony
lies the truth: workers in Japan are
harshly exploited, and are held in line
by the same means that U.S. corpora-
tions seek. A look at the labor move-
ment in Japan shows this.

Unions in Japan

Many Japanese unions, and especial-
ly those in the auto industry, are openly
manipulated by the corporations to get
them to discipline workers. It’s not un-
usual for supervisors and foremen to be-
long to the union.

Of course, it should be pointed out
that U.S. union officials are used to dis-
cipline workers too. But many Japanese
union leaderships do not even pretend to
do otherwise.

Japanese auto unions did not really
exist until 1949, when the American oc-
cupation government that ruled Japan
following World War 1I lifted its ban on
passenger-car manufacture.

The new Japanese auto unions almost
immediately faced a drive by the corpo-
rations to replace obsolete equipment,
which resulted in large-scale workforce
reductions.

In response, walkouts occurred at Nis-
san, Isuzu, and Toyota. A two-month
strike at Toyota in 1950 was broken,
and 1,000 workers — 30 percent of the
workforce — were fired.

A 100-day walkout at Nissan in 1953
was smashed, and a procompany union
leadership was installed.

The unions were further housebroken
with the help of the U.S. occupation gov-
ernment, which ordered the dismissal of
militants from all Japanese unions in
what became known as the Red Purges.

Out of this company and U.S. govern-
ment union-busting, Japanese unions
emerged with leaderships acceptable to
the capitalist owners of the Japanese
corporations.

They also ended up fractured into

unions organized on a companywide ba-
sis, rather than industrywide like the
UAW and others in the United States.
Thus, many workers in Japan face
their employers with much weaker
unions than U.S. auto workers here.

Company-union collaboration

An example of what workers face un-
der “labor-management harmony” is
that of Azuma Yoshiji, a Nissan worker
at the Kawaguchi diesel plant. His story
was told in a collection of articles by
Japanese auto workers and journalists
in AMPO, a Japanese English-language
magazine.

A year ago, Yoshiji thought a union
proposal for a wage increase was too
low, so he voted against it.

The vote was taken in the plant in the
presence of foremen and supervisors,
some of them union members. When Yo-
shiji voted no, he writes, “supervisor
Toyoda pushed people aside and.came
rushing up to me, shouting: ‘Give me a
reason! If you want to oppose us you can
quit the company. You are a trouble-
maker. Quit!"”

For the next four weeks Yoshiji
worked in a lynch-mob atmosphere.
While he was surrounded by 30 or 40
company and union officials, factory
committeeman Kodaira told him, “I
want to hit you so much I can hardly re-
strain myself.”

Union officials tried to force him to
sign a prepared resignation. At a union
meeting, he says, one of them told him:
“Resign! We have to protect our organi-
zation.”

Later, officials physically dragged
him off. “My wristwatch was almost
torn off. . . . Ueno, Ikesawa and Shi-
raishi tried to drag me to the welding
section. I clung desperately to the iron
pole with my left arm, since I was afraid
something even worse than yesterday
would hapen if I let them take me to the
welding section.

“About twenty of them then seized me
and a kangaroo court began on the
spot.”

Yoshiji faced this abuse for a month.
It was only after he and other unionists
formed a coalition with civil libertar-
ians and others that the terror cam
paign was beaten back. :

There are other examples of Japanese
auto unions acting in the interests of the
corporations. In 1979 seven workers
were expelled by the union at Atsugi
Auto Parts — which means they can’t
work — for inquiring about a proposed
wage increase that they felt was too low,
and for revealing bad working condi-
tions at their plant.

So much for Japanese industry being
one big happy family. The fact is that
the seeming harmony is only a veneer;
under it lies the threat of coercion, with
open cooperation by the companies and
unions.

Life on the line

As on any auto assembly line, the
workpace in Japan is hectic. But do Jap-
anese workers survive their daily grind
any better than American workers do?

American auto workers don’t have to
be told about the toll that assembly-line
work takes on their bodies and minds.
Tendonitis, arthritis, and mental trau-
ma are all too common on the line; as-

sembly-line work is the most stressful
occupation known.

A Japanese auto worker writes in
AMPO: “Stomach disease at Toyota is
the highest anywhere in Japan. . . .
There are many Toyota employees who
suffer from mental disorders. I myself
suffered from this affliction. High labor
intensity and the oppressive attitude of
my superiors caused me great anguish
and forced me to enter a mental hospi-
tal.”

Another worker reported several sui-
cides at Nissan Diesel, whieh he blamed
on harsh working conditions.

It doesn’t seem that Japanese workers
fare any better at all.

Another indication of the real condi-
tions in Japan’s auto plants is absentee-
ism, often cited by the U.S. auto barons
as excessive here. In Japan, auto indus-
try absenteeism is 8.3 percent; in the
United States it is 11.8 percent (figures
include all absences). Given the great
pressures from the company and unions
on Japanese workers, the difference is
small.

" Productivity and wages

It is true that, on the average, produc-
tivity is higher in Japan than here. In
Japan, 30.8 hours are required to build a
small car, versus 59.9 here. These
numbers reflect the higher level of auto-
mation in Japan: most auto plants there
are more modern, and their ability to
automate is increased because Japanese
cars are sold with fewer high-profit op-
tions, such as power windows and air
conditioning.

Wages and benefits in Japan are
much misunderstood. “Lifetime employ-
ment” and company-subsidized housing
and meals are pointed to as benefits Jap-
anese workers enjoy as part of the “hu-
mane” working conditions there.

But in reality, lifetime employment is
less than that. There is no job security or
other protection whatever for temporary
or contract workers, who constitute half
the workforce in some industries.

The average yearly pay for a Japa-
nese auto worker is said to be $22,000,
including overtime. But the pay scale in
Japan is sharply different depending on

" seniority. New hires get 40 percent of

the pay that workers with 17-31 years
get. The pay scale also declines after age
49; workers over age 60 get 65 percent of
the top wage.

These differentials weaken the unions
by setting workers against each other —
and that is the aim.

Significant numbers of workers, espe-
cially older ones, were pushed out of
Japanese industry during a 1975-1978
recession, despite “lifetime” guarantees.
Unemployment in Japan is highest
among older workers.

This doesn’t sound like lifetime em-
ployment — or a social system with
great respect for the elderly. In fact,
Japanese capitalism sounds a lot like
American capitalism.

Company-subsidized housing is avail-
able. Of course, this benefits the com-
panies, since it ties workers more close-
ly to them. A look at what it’s like for
younger workers dispels any notion that
Japanese companies do this for the
workers’ benefit.

Two workers share a “dormitory”
room just slightly over six feet by six
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‘Behind the myths
s about ‘harmony’ in
Japan’s auto plants

B U.S. bosses want same ‘cooperation’

feet. An army barracks is a palace by
comparison.

And the cost of living in Japan is high.
Food costs more than twice as much as
here.

Living conditions are poor in compari-
son with the United States, Canada, and
Europe. About 10 percent of Japanese
houses have no running water, and 50
percent have no flush toilets.

Social services and other benefits are
much lower even than here. Japanese
workers must save much more of their
income as a reserve for retirement and
medical costs than U.S. workers.

In addition, women in Japan are kept
from working in the auto industry.

What this adds up to is that Japan is
less than a paradise for workers, and the
reason is the relative weakness of
unions. Japanese corporations are “be-
nevolent” only so far as the unions are
prostrate.

The Japanese capitalists’ real atti-
tude toward unions is also shown in the
plants they’re establishing here: Honda,
Nissan, Toyota, and Mazda all are op-
posing the United Auto Workers.

Why the propaganda?

There is a reason for propagating the
myths of the “happy Japanese worker”
and the “benevolent Japanese compan-
ies” and their supposed harmony: the
corporate American rich want us to ac-
cept the same conditions.

Increasing competition at home and
abroad has forced the auto companies to
automate more, and has reduced their
profit margins. Sales are down because
of the recession; few can afford a new
car. The companies are seeking to
squeeze more out of American workers
to increase their profits.

They can only do this by forcing con-
cessions through the unions; and the
weaker the unions, the more they can
squeeze.

They are seeking to tame the unions
and ultimately destroy them. That is
the reason for the propaganda about “la-
bor harmony” in Japan.

The threat is growing

Unfortunately, the bosses have made
progress in this drive against our living
standard and working conditions. The
takeback contracts at Chrysler, Ford,
and now GM are based on the false
premise that workers should help the
companies.

Discipline for absenteeism, the break-
down of industrywide contracts, sharper
pay differentials between new hires and
other workers — all point in the direc-
tion of the “Japanese” model.

Top union officials may very well
think the “adversarial relationship” be-
tween them and the auto barons is over,
but for workers on the line it is not. The
companies will use their improved posi-
tion vis-a-vis the workers, as they al-
ways do, to drive down working condi-
tions and wages.

The road of concessions and cooper-
ation will lead us back to where we were
in the 1930s, before the industrial
unions were formed.

A different road is needed, on which
the unions put the workers’ interests
ahead of the corporations’ profits. That
will require a break with the bosses at
every level, above all politically.
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—SELLING THE SOCIALIST PRESS

Building support
for Mel Mason

Seaside, California, is the
home of Mel Mason. Mason is a
socialist and 2 member of the
Seaside City Council. He is run-
ning an independent campaign
for governor of California.

His supporters were busy last
week building their first cam-
paign rally in Seaside. They dis-
tributed leaflets announcing the
rally and sold the Militant,
which featured on the back page
an article on Mason’s program
for workers and farmers.

Going door-to-door in Sea-
side’s Black community, they
met with a warm response.
Fifty-two copies of the Militant
were sold along with 4 copies of
Perspectiva Mundial, a Spanish-
language socialist biweekly;
and 6 copies of the Young So-
cialist, the newspaper of the
Young Socialist Alliance.

Ten people liked what Mason
had to say so much that they de-
cided to endorse the campaign.

Chicago antiwar
march sales

Supporters of the Socialist
Workers Party campaign of Tke
Nahem for Illinois governor and
Marie Cobbs for lieutenant gov-
ernor joined the crowd of 25,000
protesters at the April 10 Peace
Walk in Chicago.

Campaign supporters were at
the subway stop near the dem-
onstration site. “Get your
coverage of Nicaragua and the
elections in El Salvador,” they
said as thousands of people exit-

ed for the demonstration.

Total sales were 117 copies of
the Militant, 10 copies of Per-
spectiva Mundial, and 21 copies
of the Young Socialist.

A thousand copies of a state-
ment by Nahem and Cobbs were
also distributed.

The statement invited inter-
ested demonstrators to the cam-
paign headquarters after the
rally to meet and talk with the
socialist candidates. Thirty peo-
ple attended this open house.

Auto workers
in Indianapolis

Beth Julian is the Socialist
Workers Party candidate for
U.S. Senate from Indianapolis.
She has just recently been laid
off from her job at Detroit Diesel
Allison, a division of General
Motors.

During the past week, Julian
has been actively campaigning,
explaining wherever she goes
how the concessions just nego-
tiated in the recent contract be-
tween the United Auto Workers
and GM do not save jobs.

She and her supporters intro-
duced people to the Militant. A
total of 12 copies were sold to
auto workers in one week.

Brisk sales
in Brooklyn

Socialists in Brooklyn spent
Saturday, April 10, campaign-
ing against U.S. intervention in
Central America and the Carib-
bean. Setting up a table on a bu-
sy downtown street corner —

under a banner reading “Stop
the Threats Against Cuba” —
they sold 30 Militants, 5 PMs, 6
YSs, and $10 worth of other so-
cialist literature. Two of the
people they met at the table at-
tended a potluck supper later
that day, featuring a slide show
by YSA leader Ellen Haywood,
who recently returned from a
trip to Grenada.

Two Militant salespeople a
few blocks away from the table
sold 21 papers. “I'd ask people,
‘Have you seen the Militant? We
support the revolutions in Cuba,
Nicaragua, and Grenada,
Susan Jacobson, a Brooklyn
garment worker. “We really
got a good response.”

West Virginia
and Michigan

As the sales scoreboard indi-
cates, socialists in West Virgi-
nia and Michigan have been pe-
titioning to put SWP candidates
on the ballot.

While petitioning, they have
met hundreds of interested peo-
ple who want to find out more
about the socialist campaign.
Petitioners distribute campaign
material as well as ask interest-
ed people to sign up on cam-
paign cards to receive a trial
subscription to the campaign
newspaper, the Militant.

Already, over 40 people have
taken advantage of this special
offer, including students from
the University of Michigan in
Ann Arbor, and from Marshall
University in Huntington, West
Virginia.

SALES SCOREBOARD

(Militant issue # 13, PM issue# 6)
Militant PM Total

Area Goal/Sold Goal/Sold Goal/'Sold %
Phoenix 75/98 20/36 95/134 141
Salt Lake City 90/111 5/11 95/122 128
Iron Range 50/55 0/0 50/55 110
St. Louis 90/99 0/0 90/99 110
Portland 70/75 0/0 70/75 107
Denver 80/87 5/4 85/91 107
Price 45/46 2/3 47/49 104
San Antonio 70/71 20/22 90/93 103
Piedmont 85/87 0/0 85/87 102
Baltimore 110/112 0/0 110/112 102

” said Indianapolis 75/76 0/0 75/76 101
Birmingham 90/91 0/0 90/91 101
Houston 50/31 10/24 60/55 92
Seattle 80/71 0/2 80/73 91
Tucson 40/40 10/4 50/44 88
Albuquerque 65/63 15/6 80/69 86
Toledo 50/43 0/0 50/43 86
San Diego 50/47 15/7 65/54 83
New Orleans 85/67 0/0 85/67 79
Louisville 80/60 0/0 80/60 75
Manhattan 135/78 30/32 165/110 67
Twin Cities 135/85 5/7 140/92 66
Brooklyn 140/93 30/15 170/108 64
Dallas 25/15 15/7 40/22 55
Wash., DC 70/41 20/7 90/48 53
Newark 120/50 20/20 140/70 50
Gary 75/30 5/3 80/33 41
Los Angeles 140/33 25/35 165/68 41
Cleveland* 53/16 1 60/23 38
Schenectady 90/34 0/0 90/34 38
Lincoln 40/15 0/0 40/15 38
Boston* 140/47 10/4 150/51 34
San Francisco 100/39 20/0 120/39 33
Philadelphia 140/37 15/2 155/39 25
Charleston* 50/12 0/0 50/12 24
Atlanta 100/20 0/0 100/20 20
Cincinnati* 70/14 0/0 70/14 20
Detroit* 115/13 5/0 120/13 11
Chicago 125/10 15/0 140/10 7
Seaside -/52 -I5 -/57 -
TOTAL 4,048/2,164 374/263 4,422/2,427 55
Areas not reporting: Harrisburg, Kansas City*, Miami, Milwaukee,
Morgantown*, Oakland, Pittsburgh, San Jose, Tidewater*
*Petitioning to put socialist candidates on the ballot.

— Nancy Rosenstock

Blacks, Indians protest Mpls. school plan

BY FRANK FORRESTAL
AND AUGUST NIMTZ

MINNEAPOLIS — The Minneapolis
school board voted unanimously Mareh
8 to close 18 elementary and secondary
schools — one-third of Minneapolis
schools — at the end of this school year.

In its wake, the school closings will
bring across-the-board layoffs of
teachers, social workers, and janitors.
According to the Minneapolis Tribune,
the school board is also planning to cut
$8 million out. of the school system this
spring.

When the school closings were pro-
posed in January, an outcry was heard
throughout the city. At Central High
School, which is scheduled to be closed,
students protested by organizing a spon-
taneous sitdown protest. Said one Cen-
tral High School student, “If this coun-
try has the funds to train us to kill —
how come it hasn’t got the funds to train
us to live?

School board superintendent Richard
Green said the school closings were nec-
essary to compensate for education cuts
totaling $10 million. He also said the
closings would promote desegregation
and improve the curriculum.

In fact, the opposite is true: the school
closings will undermine desegregation.
Of the 18 schools being closed, only 4 are
in mostly-white neighborhoods.

Black and Indian leaders here have
charged that the school plan would
weaken the limited gains made from
court-ordered desegregation. (A U.S.
district court ordered desegregation of
Minneapolis schools in 1972.)

® Virtually all students — from kin-
dergarten through third grade — would
attend schools located in predominantly
white areas.

® The plan would close three schools
in the inner city that are attended by
many minority students. The plan
would also close Phillips Junior High,
which is in a mainly Indian neighbor-
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hood. Indian leader John Poupart said
the plan is “extremely insensitive to our
needs and educational interests.” The
Indian student dropout rate is 50 per-
cent. Many Indian leaders fear the rate
will increase.

® Minorities who want to attend one
of the new “magnet” programs will be
turned away if not enough white stu-
dents enroll. “Magnet” programs are be-
ing pushed by the school board to pro-
mote “voluntary” desegregation.

The net effect of the school-closing
plan is one-way busing. On top of this,
the state government has said that it
cannot pay for busing next fall. All of
which means that thousands of students
— particularly Blacks and Indians —
will be forced to find alternative forms of
transportation.

The openly racist character of the
plan was shown by Democratic Alder-
man- Walter Dziedzic. Protesting the

idea of Blacks or Indians enrolling in
mainly white schools, Dziedzic said:
“They’re asking us to bring in the lowest
social-economic group into our high
school and turn it into a royal flush, a
toilet bowl. I believe in neighborhood
schools.”

While most civil rights forces sought
to lobby politicians to block the plan, the
Twin Cities chapter of the National
Black Independent Political Party put
forward a different perspective.

On March 7, NBIPP sponsored a pub-
lic speakout on the “School Closing Cri-
sis.” In a written statement, NBIPP said
it was “unequivocably opposed to the
School Board’s proposal to close 18
schools. Not only does the proposal place
the burden of the closings on the minori-
ty communities, but, contrary to its
claim, it is a threat to equal educational
opportunities for the Black community
through desegregation.”

NBIPP also rejected the idea that the

school closings were necessary because
of “declining financial resources.”

“Financial resources are not declin-
ing,” said the statement. “Fundamen-
tally, the question is one of priorities.
We live in a society where human needs
are subordinated to profits.”

NBIPP believes that “a fight must be
waged against this proposal. We believe
that it is a fight that is part of a larger
struggle to redirect priorities in this so-
ciety — a struggle against the widescale
racist attacks directed at the Black com-
munity.

“We cannot look to the two major par-
ties for assistance or leadership in this
struggle. It must depend on the inde-
pendent mobilization of masses of peo-
ple on the order of what occurred during
the civil rights movement. The Twin
Cities Chapter of the NBIPP is prepared
to participate with any leaders and
groups in our community to launch such
a fight.”

N.J. socialist fights exclusion from ballot

BY NELSON BLACKSTOCK

NEWARK — Laura Garza, Socialist
Workers Party candidate for mayor of
this city, is fighting attempts by the ad-
ministration of Mayor Kenneth Gibson
to keep her off the ballot in the May 11
election.

Gibson is currently under indictment
for corrupt practices. Seeking to limit
opposition in the mayoral race, he has
moved to knock three candidates, in-
cluding Garza, off the ballot.

One of the three, Robert Brennan, a
former Municipal Court judge, obtained
a court order allowing him a brief period
of time to try to prove that he had
enough valid signatures on his nominat-
ing petitions.

The court ruling delayed the drawing
of lots by certified mayoral candidates to

determine ballot position.

Garza showed up at the drawing to
publicly denounce what she termed
“this attempt to undemocratically ex-
clude my name from the ballot.”

On April 6 Garza was notified that
she did not have enough signatures on
petitions despite the fact that she had
turned in 2,219 names — more than
twice the number required.

An examination of rejected petitions
showed many that had been improperly
ruled invalid. Garza is preparing legal
action to win her right to ballot status.

“The Gibson administration wants to
deny the people of Newark the right to
vote for a socialist candidate offering ge-
nuine answers to the problems,” said
Garza, a 23-year-old garment worker.

“Already thousands of Newarkers

have voiced agreement with my propos-
als. They oppose U.S. intervention in
Central America and the Caribbean.
They agree with my condemnation of
the Democratic and Republican parties’
policy of spending billions on the mil-
itary to safeguard the interests of the
rich — while the people of Newark des-
parately need jobs, decent housing,
schools, and health care.”

Gregory Pardlo, a leader of the air
traffic controllers’ strike, will be among
those speaking at a campaign rally at
Garza’s headquarters April 17.

Messages protesting Garza’s exclu-
sion from the ballot can be sent to Frank
D’Ascensio, City Hall, Newark, New
Jersey 07102. Send copies to Socialist
Workers Campaign, 11-A Central Ave.,
Newark, New Jersey 07102.



Militant/Charles Ostro sk\y
Cathy Emminizer, SWP candidate
for U.S. Senate.

Socialist workers set sights
on Pennsylvania ballot

BY FRED LARSON

PITTSBURGH — From the coal fields
and mill towns-of the Monongahela Val-
ley to the farmlands of central Pennsyl-
vania, to Philadelphia garment facto-
ries, socialists will be gathering signa-
tures to put the socialist alternative on
the ballot beginning April 17.

They need to collect 24,000 signatures
for the Socialist Workers Party’s state-
wide candidates: Mark Zola for gover-

nor, Katherine Sojourner for lieutenant
governor, and Cathy Emminizer for U.S.
Senate.

Zola is a recently laid-off machinist at
U.S. Steel’s National Works near Pitts-
burgh. Sojourner is a laid-off Bethlehem
Steel worker and a leader of the antinu-
clear movement from Harrisburg. Em-
minizer is a machine operator and
member of the United Auto Workers
from Philadelphia.

McDonnell Douglas workers welcome
campaign of Missouri socialist

BY BRUCE KIMBALL

ST. LOUIS — Jody Curran’s co-
workers at the McDonnell Douglas
plant here have been wishing her a lot of
luck lately. That’s because she recently
announced that she would be the Social-
ist Workers Party candidate for U.S. Se-
nate from Missouri.

The contrasts between Curran and
her major opponent, Republican incum-
bent John Danforth, are striking.

Danforth is a multimillionaire from
the family that controls the Ralston-
Purina Corp. He has been an outspoken
leader of anti-abortion and antibusing
forces in Missouri. His chief fundraiser
is on the board of directors at McDonnell
Douglas, and top executives from the
company have contributed to his cam-
paign.

Jody Curran, 26, is one of 30,000
workers at McDonnell Douglas, one of
the largest military manufacturing
plants in the world. She is a machine
parts inspector and an active member of
her union, International Association of
Machinists Lodge 837B.

Curran is known by many of her co-

City threatens

BY MARK CHALKLEY

SAN ANTONIO — An effort by the
city to intimidate a bus driver who’s
running for governor of Texas has
failed.

In fact, it is backfiring.

Two weeks after he declared his can-
didacy on the Socialist Workers Party
ticket, Steve Warshell was called into a
meeting with management

Richard Guerra, director of transpor-
tation for VIA Metropolitan Transit,
told Warshell his campaign violates the
federal Hatch Act.

 QUE CESEN LAS
(EPORTD!

Militant/Sherry Fekete
Steve Warshell, socialist candidate
for governor of Texas.

workers as a builder of the September
19, 1981, Solidarity Day demonstration
and as a defender of the air controllers.
She is also known as a fighter for the
Equal Rights Amendment, for making
Martin Luther King’s birthday a na-
tional holiday, and for ending U.S. in-
volvement in El Salvador.

Because of her union activities and
prolabor ideas, Curran is a target of an
intense investigation and harassment
campaign by the company and the De-
fense Investigative Service, a Pentagon
antiunion spy agency. Three of her co-
workers have already been fired be-
cause of their socialist views and union
activities.

Several hundred of Curran’s co-
workers had a chance to read her “Open
Letter to Co-Workers,” which was dis-
tributed at the plant by campaign sup-
porters. Others heard radio announce-
ments or saw Curran on TV.

“It’s about time one of us ran for of-
fice” a woman on Curran’s shift ex-
claimed upon hearing of the campaign.
Asked another, “When will you have
buttons?”

Militant/Harris Freeman
Jody Curran at news conference an-
nouncing her campaign for U.S. Se-
nate.

candidate with loss of job

The Hatch Act is an undemocratic
piece of legislation that forbids federal,
state, and local government employees
from running for office.

Warshell demanded to see the com-
pany’s charges in writing. VIA officials,
who had started a rumor campaign in
the bus garage about the socialist’s “ille-
gal behavior,” were put on the spot.

They answered Warshell with an in-
teroffice memo in which a company law-
yer suggested that Guerra “inform Mr.
Warshell . . . that his job is in jeopardy
if he continues his candidacy.”

The socialist campaign responded
with a news conference March 12, in
which Warshell blasted VIA’s threats.

“What the company is against is a bus
driver running for public office, speak-
ing out against the danger of war in
Central America, and defending the
rights of the farmworkers,” said the can-
didate.

Warshell’s press conference was big
news in San Antonio, drawing coverage
from three newspapers, two television
stations, and seven radio stations.

Under the glare of television lights,
VIA’s General Manager Wayne Cook
backed up a bit: Warshell’s campaign,
said Cook, was “between him and the
federal government.”

But.Cook said VIA will fire the candi-
date if he takes time off to campaign.

The net effect of the news coverage
was to prompt greater interest in the so-
cialist bus driver’s race.

One driver raised VIA’s harassment
at a meeting of Local 694 of the Amal-
gamated Transit Union. A middle-aged
Chicano driver told Warshell, “You're
not guilty of violating the law — you’re

guilty of not being politically indiffer-
ent.”

VIA’s passengers were interested in
the controversy, too.

One bus driver reported that his gov-
ernment class at a local junior college
had spent its entire class period discuss-
ing VIA’s allegations and the Warshell
campaign.

And another driver reported that a
passenger told him, “Well, if it’s a choice
between a millionaire and a bus driver,
I'll take the bus driver anytime.”

The SWP campaign also recently an-
nounced two congressional candidates:
Mike Finley, a laid-off Conrail worker,
running in Philadelphia’s 3rd Congres-
sional District; and DeAnn Rathbun, a
coal miner at Bethlehem Steel’s Ells-
worth mine, in the 22nd Congressional
District.

In addition Christopher Davis, a
Black hospital worker in Philadelphia,
is running for State Senate in District 3.

The economic crisis has hit this state
with a vengeance. More than half a mil-
lion have been thrown out of work. Be-
nefits are being cut off. Many of the
plants are shutting their gates for good.

The socialist candidates have put for-
ward proposals that have already gotten
significant media attention, and they
expect much more interest as they meet
people while petitioning.

The McKeesport Daily News wrote of
Emminizer, “the 25-year-old brake
press operator for Philadelphia’s Budd
Red Lion plant made clear her position
with regard to El Salvador: ‘Hands Off
— no military aid, no economic aid, no
troops, no draft.””

Zola was quoted by the Valley Inde-
pendent of Monessen, “We want to get
across the idea that working people
ought to be running the government.”

The socialists’ proposal for a massive
public works program to end unemploy-
ment and build the many things work-
ing people need has been widely report-
ed, as have their calls for restoration
and expansion of social services.

The campaign has supported the fight
by the people of Cannonsburg against a
nuclear waste dump in that mainly coal
and steel community.

It has spoken out against the victimi-
zation of Mumia Abu-Jamal, a well-
known Black activist in Philadelphia.

Rathbun raised the idea of a labor
party, independent of the Democrats
and Republicans, at a recent meeting of
District 5 COMPAC (Coal Miners Politi-
cal Action Committee, the political arm
of the United Mine Workers).

Campaign activities will step up with
the ballot drive. Petitioning teams will
cover the big industrial centers of the
state, including Erie, Johnstown, and
the Lehigh Valley.

Fifty thousand flyers are being print-
ed for distribution across the state.

The ballot drive will end May 15 in
Harrisburg, where a statewide cam-
paign rally will hear Mel Mason, inde-
pendent candidate for California gover-
nor. The rally will begin with a recep-
tion at 6 p.m. at the United Steel-
workers of America hall at 1024 Herr
St.

Support in Cincy for gov’t victims

BY KATHLEEN DENNY

CINCINNATI — Hundreds of people
here have signed petitions protesting
the harassment of socialist workers by
the U.S. government and major corpora-
tions.

At a March 20 antinuclear rally Mar-
ion Spencer, president of the Cincinnati
chapter of the NAACP, and Art Slater,
the chapter’s executive director, signed
their names in opposition to govern-
ment attempts to deport Young Socialist
Alliance member Mojgan Hariri-Vijeh,
an Iranian student in Baltimore. A total
of 100 people signed to protest that de-
portation.

Charles Grimm, international coordi-
nator of District 6 of the United Mine
Workers, signed in protest of political
firings and victimizations of union acti-
vists at Lockheed-Georgia and McDon-
nell Douglas in St. Louis. Barry Com-
moner, the environmentalist, also added
his name.

A forklift operator at the General
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Electric Aircraft Engine plant here was
not very surprised to learn of company-
government collusion to stifle discus-
sion in plants with Pentagon contracts.
He bought a button reading “Stop FBI
Crimes” and explained, “It could happen
to us at GE.”

At a March 21 rally against take-
backs and plant closure at the Kahn's
meatpacking plant, Tom Spurlock, in-
ternational business representative for
District 30 of the United Steelworkers,
signed to support the rights of union ac-
tivists at Lockheed and McDonnell Dou-
glas.

A total of 125 marchers put their
names on that petition. A young Black
worker at the Kahn’s plant shook his
head sympathetically as he signed to
protest victimization in the war indus-
tries. “Companies just want us to keep
turning stuff out,” he said. “They don’t
want us to have any ideas of our own.”

He added, “Aren’t they going to be
surprised!”
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"We are witnessing first stage
in development of powerful
new antiwar movement’

The following speech was made by
Mary Alice Waters, a national chair-
person of the Socialist Workers Par-
ty, at an April 3 New York meeting
against U.S. intervention in Central
America and the Caribbean. Initiat-
ed by the Militant Labor Forum and
Perspectiva Mundial, the meeting
was cosponsored by the Mobiliza-
tion for Survival; Casa Nicaragua;
American Indian Movement; and
Committee in Solidarity with Viet-
nam, Kampuchea and Laos.

When Daniel Ortega, a central leader
of the Nicaraguan government, spoke at
the UN Security Council March 25, he
affirmed that Washington’s interven-
tion in Central America is already un-
der way.

He detailed fact after fact, none of
them denied by the United States gov-
ernment: the arming and training of
counterrevolutionary ex-Somoza units,
ex-Green Berets, commandos from the
Argentine army, and others concentrat-
ed in Honduran camps across the border
from Nicaragua.

Ortega detailed the mounting attacks
on Nicaragua: Land attacks, sea at-
tacks, and air attacks. He detailed the.
acts of sabotage, the bridges blown up,
the boats and airport terminal bombed,;
the provocations by the Honduran
armed forces.

He said, “Our military resources are
the most modest in the region. We have
no air force and yet it is Nicaragua that
is being encircled. . . . We are the only
state in Central America over which
hangs the permanent threat of the
world military might of the United
States. . . .

“It is inconceivable,” he explained,
“that the country that is carrying out
the greatest arms buildup and spending
the most on weaponry in the history of
mankind seeks to demand that we not
fulfill the minimum requirements for
the defense of our nation.”

It’s a very fitting expression of its own
policy that the U.S. government vetoed
the resolution on Nicaragua put before
the UN Security Council. That resolu-
tion named no names, made no charges,
it simply repeated the United Nations’s
charter principles opposing interven-
tion in the affairs of other countries and
the use of force.

The U.S. deputy delegate to the UN
responded that such a resolution breeds
“cynicism,” harms the United Nations,
and most important, undermines the
“inter-American system.”

It couldn’t have been stated more
bluntly — to affirm the principle of non-
intervention in the affairs of other coun-
tries undermines the so-called inter-
American system as it is understood by
the U.S. government.

Intervention system

The inter-American system is based
on the principle of the U.S. imperialists’
right to intervene in the affairs of all
other countries of this hemisphere at
any time in order to protect U.S. profits
and investments.

Ard that is precisely the inter-Amer-
ican system from which Nicaragua
withdrew itself with the victory of its
revolution July 19, 1979. That is pre-
cisely the inter-American system from
which El Salvador is struggling to extri-
cate itself today; from which Guatemala
is struggling to extricate itself today.

That is the inter-American system
from which Grenada withdrew itself
with its revolution on March 13, 1979,
and from which Cuba withdrew itself

more than 22 years ago. The Cubans
showed the road and set the example for
what can be done when a people who
have been impoverished by centuries of
colonialism and imperialist exploitation
set out to reconstruct their society on
the basis of fulfilling human needs, not
insuring the profits of the rich and the
superrich.

The great subversive

When Fidel was writing from prison
years before the July 26 Movement
marched into Havana, he said, our goal
is to build a society in which every man,
woman, and child in Cuba is happy.

It sounds like a very simple goal. But
this is the great “subversive” that is
stalking Central America: the desire of
millions of people to be free of hunger,
disease, illiteracy, racism, war, tyranny.
The desire to unleash their own produc-
tive capacities and the productive capac-
ities of the rest of humanity. The desire
to abolish the nuclear arsenal that
Washington threatens to use to bomb us
all into oblivion.

Reagan administration officials are
talking about making nuclear war “win-
nable.” They’re setting up civil defense
programs to assure our “survival” in
case of a nuclear war.

This is all designed to prepare us for
the fact that they intend to use their nu-
clear weapons — against the people of
Central America, against the people of
the Caribbean, against the people of the
world. -

The people of Central America are
fighting for the opposite goal — to use
their productive capacities to insure
that children have encugh to eat; to
build schools, hospitals, and homes. And
that is why the confrontation with U.S.
imperialism has begun.

The battle continues in El Salvador.
The civil war is making its way into
Guatemala. And Nicaragua is being in-
vaded daily by counterrevolutionaries.

Nicaragua mobilizes

The Nicaraguans believe they are on
the verge of a full-scale war. Just in the
last few days, all the traditional Easter
vacations from work were cancelled
there. Easter in Nicaragua is the big-
gest holiday of the year — like what
Christmas is in this country. The Nica-
raguans decided that this year there
will be no time off from work because of
the pressing problems of defending the
country against the increasing attacks
along the northern border with Hondu-
ras.

This escalating war in Central Ameri-
ca is not a mistake being made by some
mad movie star in the White House.

Mary-Alice Waters

Reagan is carrying out the domestic and
foreign policy decided, not by him, but
by the most powerful business and fi-
nancial interests in this country.

And whatever the differences be-
tween and amongst the American rulers
on tactics over how best to accomplish
this goal, they are united in their con-
viction that the advance of the socialist
revolution in Central America and the
Caribbean must be halted.

Because they know very well that just
the existence of these revolutions is a
deadly threat to what they consider to
be the “American way of life.”

And this is not an option. It’s not a de-
batable question for those who rule the
United States. They must try to stop
this advancing revolution in our hemis-
phere. They must show those who dare
to struggle, who dare to snatch their
lives out of the grasp of imperialism,
that they will be punished, that they
will be made to pay, as a lesson to others
who would dare to follow the same hero-
ic example.

There’s another basic feature of the
struggle in Central America today. To
paraphrase Augusto César Sandino,
that is the fact that the workers and
peasants of Nicaragua are ready to go
all the way. And so are the people of El
Salvador.

They don’t want war. They are willing
to talk with anyone to try to avert it.
But they are ready to die to protect what
they have won. They say “no” to the
Yankee enemy of humanity.

And behind the heirs of Sandino stand
the workers and farmers of Grenada.
And behind them stand the people of
Cuba. That’s another key fact. The ex-
istence of the Cuban revolution slows
the hand of imperialism; it means the
chances for successfully extending the
revolution in Central America and the
Caribbean are greater and that the cost
will be less.

But there’s another powerful force
that has a crucial and in many ways the
decisive role to play. That’s the factor
that we here in this room have the most
to say about and the greatest responsi-
bility for. :

New antiwar movement

That’s what’s symbolized by the tens
of thousands of youth and working peo-
ple in this country who were in the
streets of Washington, D.C., March 27
saying, “Hey hey Uncle Sam, we re-
member Vietnam.”

It’'s symbolized by the hundreds of
thousands of draft-age youth who have
refused to register.

It’s symbolized by the millions of peo-
ple around the country who put their
names on petitions because they want to
take nuclear weapons out of the hands of
those madmen in Washington.

These are all part of the new antiwar
movement in this country. These ac-
tions are all happening before U.S.
troops are sent to fight in Central Amer-
ica, before any bombs are dropped. They
show the tremendous potential of this
new movement, a movement that has
every Democratic and Republican politi-
cian scrambling to look like a peace can-
didate in 1982.

This new movement is in its infant
stage, of course. It has yet to show its
full strength. It has many political and
organizational problems to resolve, the
same problems that confont every new
movement.

It’s easy to miss what’s happening, to
get the impression there are many dif-
ferent, seemingly separate struggles
taking place.

Memory of Vietnam War is fueling r
movement as well as Central Americ:

There are the many solidarity move-
ments: solidarity with the people of El
Salvador, with Guatemala, with Grena-
da, Cuba, and Nicaragua. There is the
antidraft movement. There’s the move-
ment in opposition to deportation and
victimization by the immigration cops.

But the impression that these are all
separate movements would be one-sided
and false. It’s true there are many peo-
ple who are particularly concerned
about one or another of these issues.

But what we are seeing is the birth of
a new antiwar movement. All of these
struggles are fueled by the same thing
— the growing realization on the part of
millions of people in this country that
the U.S. government is taking us into
war.

Not our war

They’re forcing us into war again,
against our will, against our needs, and
against our interests. Our response is
not just solidarity with the struggles ot
the peoples of Central America, but op-
position to what the U.S. government is
doing to take us into a war against those
advancing revolutions.

It’s not just opposition to the draft reg-
istration law; it’s the realization that
that law is to prepare us for war in Cen-
tral America.

It’s not just opposition to nuclear wea-
pons; it’s the realization that we are
heading toward war, and it is in war

_ that our government will use those wea-

pons.

Washington’s war moves abroad are
not an aberration. They are part and
parcel of exactly the same policies that
are being carried out right here inside
the United States. They are an exten-
sion of those policies, part of the war on
our rights and our living standards here
in this country. Everything from budget
cuts to attacks on Black and women’s
rights, to union busting, plant shut-
downs, and environmental pollution.

The growing demands for U.S. nucle-
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