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Stop British war on Argentina

Thatcher’s invasion spurs protests in Buenos Aires, London

British marines on board warship

BY FRED MURPHY

War has begun in the South Atlantic.

British helicopters attacked an Ar-
gentine submarine near South Georgia
Island on April 25. A few hours later,
British troops took control of the island
itself, defeating the small force of Ar-
gentines stationed there.

As the Militant went to press, British
naval forces were poised for an invasion
of the Malvinas Islands, less than 500
miles off the Argentine mainland. On
April 28, the British government an-
nounced a total air and sea blockade of
the islands, while the Argentine regime
said it was expecting a British attack
within 24 to 48 hours.

Argentine sovereignty over the Mal-
vinas (called the Falklands by the Brit-
ish) was restored on April 2. Since then,
the Argentine government has sta-
tioned between 10,000 and 14,000
troops on the Malvinas in order to block
attempts by British imperialism to

Report from Nicaragua battlefield:
Washington’s undeclared war

BY MICHAEL BAUMANN

Nicaraguan-Honduran Border, April
26 — As dusk gathered, the young peas-
ant woman lay crying on an army cot.
Outside the tent, the red-and-black San-
dinista flag flew at half-mast.

“They killed by brother,” she sobbed.
“My brother is dead.”

Seventeen-year-old Rafael Aragon
Ney was one of four Nicaraguan guards
killed this morning in an attack by
counterrevolutionaries on the Los Plan-
es border post. Rafael’s sister Sofia and
an older brother, Marco Antonio, had
just learned that Rafael was one of the
soldiers who had fallen in battle that
day.

An officer sat talking with Sofia. A
few words could be heard. “Remember,
our revolution has cost 50,000 mothers,
fathers, brothers, and sisters.”

The young soldiers killed here were
not the only casualties today. Near Ji-
notega, to the south, three Nicaraguan
militiamen and an eight-year-old child
were gunned down by counterrevolu-
tionaries based inside the country.
Their bodies were then hacked to pieces
with machetes.

These barbaric raids have been going
on for months. They are carried out by
counterrevolutionaries who oppose the
1979 overthrow of U.S.-backed dictator
Anastasio Somoza. The terrorist bands
operate along the Honduran and Costa
Rican border with protection and back-
ing from the Honduran, Costa Rican,
and U.S. governments.

Los Planes is one of the remote out-
posts of the Nicaraguan revolution,
along the rugged border with Honduras.
Connected only by narrow, winding
roads that at times are no more than
dirt tracks, over the last few months this
border region has become a front line in
a war that is almost totally unreported
in the U.S. press.

But it is very real, as this reporter can
personally testify.

About 100 counterrevolutionaries
attacked Los Planes. The attack came at
8:15 in the morning, just as the night
patrol was returning for breakfast. The

post is located on a hill, surrounded on
three sides by other hills, the tops of
which mark the border between Nicara-
gua and Honduras — between a revolu-
tion and the forces Uncle Sam is using to
try and crush it.

Some 4,000 to 5,000 Somozaist ex—
National Guardsmen are based in
camps just across the border — armed,
trained, and paid by the U.S. govern-
ment.

Of the 18 defenders of the post, 4 were
killed and 4 were wounded. Bullet holes
were everywhere — the walls, ceilings,
the kitchen shanty. The entire hillside
to the east was still ablaze from artillery
fire.

This reporter, one of the small group
of journalists taken in by armed convoy,
spoke with several of the soldiers who
had taken part in the fight. Each of
them had their own story to tell. A sol-
dier of 19 still considers himself lucky to
be alive. He took one bullet through his
cap and another through the fold in his
shirt.

A young woman of 14 served as a cook
on the post. But during the combat she
carried ammunition to the others, and

then took a rifle and a position in the
trenches herself.

A peasant of 48, by far the oldest of
this very young group of Sandinista
soldiers, explained that he was fighting
because the future of the revolution
meant the future of his children. He said
he was not worried if he falls in combat,
“because I know there are others that
will follow me to defend our country.”

Among the shells that were found af-
ter the invaders were driven back across
the border were a number of items of
American and Israeli manufacture.

Of American manufacture were 40-
millimeter artillery shells and grenade
firing pins. The date stamped on the fir-
ing pins was August 1970, an eerie re-
minder of another war — in Southeast
Asia — that went on for years before the
American people were informed of what
was being done in their name.

“Tell the American people,” Marco
Antonio Ney requested of the Militant,
“that my brother was a soldier in the
frontier border guard who died defend-
ing his country. Tell them that we will
defend our revolution till the last drop of
blood.”

bring the islands back under colonial
rule.

Within days of Argentina’s recovery
of the islands, British Prime Minister
Margaret Thatcher sent a fleet of more
than 50 ships toward Argentine waters
and established a naval blockade of the
Malvinas using nuclear-powered sub-
marines.

‘An appetizer’

Fleet commander Rear Adm. John F.
Woodward declared on April 27 that the
British seizure of South Georgia “was
the appetizer. Now this is the heavy
punch coming up behind.”

Press reports have indicated that
British military planners are even con-
sidering a blockade of Argentina’s
mainland ports, or attacks on mainland
targets.

The Reagan administration has back-
ed up Thatcher’s war against Argenti-
na. U.S. military facilities on Ascension
Island in the mid-Atlantic have been
put at Britain’s disposal as a staging
area, and the Pentagon has provided
fuel to the British forces and relayed in-
telligence on Argentine positions to
London. .

The Reagan administration has pro-
claimed a public stance of “neutrality.”
Secretary of State Alexander Haig pres-
ented himself as an impartial mediator,
but his real role was spelled out by syn-
dicated columnists Evans and Novak on
April 28:

“Published leaks that Haig has
played too even-handed a role in his me-
diation are ridiculed in London. . . .
Whatever the obstacles, the United
States and Britain substantially agreed
on the course of that mediation. Haig
had hoped the British would recapture
South Georgia Island by April 23 in-
stead of April 25 — assuming no deal by
then.”

As the Argentine regime refused to
back down, and as British military ac-
tion grew imminent, Washington sided
more and more openly with London.

According to the April 25 New York
Times, State Department negotiators
even began referring to Argentine rep-
resentatives as “a bunch of thugs.” (No
such characterizations were made in
previous months, when Haig was encou-
raging the Argentine junta to partici-
pate in Washington’s own thuggery

Continued on Page 2

Mason says, ‘Halt racist immigration raids’
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Militant/Charles Ostrofsky
Mel Mason, socialist city councilman

in Seaside, California.

SEASIDE, Calif. — As immigration
agents mounted a dragnet across the
country, arresting more than 1,000 un-
documented workers, Mel Mason, inde-
pendent candidate for governor of Cali-
fornia, blasted the raids as “racist and
antilabor.”

“This is an affront to the human dig-
nity of every working person,” Mason
declared. “It’s an attack on the labor
movement as a whole. The immigration
cops have no business busting into
workplaces and arresting anyone.”

Mason, an elected member of the Sea-
side City Council, reported that 135
workers had been picked up in nearby
Salinas, the county seat.

The Immigration and Naturalization
Service (INS) launched its massive
roundup of undocumented workers

April 26. Called “Project Jobs,” the
sweep was justified as a way to return
jobs to “American” workers by rooting
out “foreign” workers.

The raids targeted workers in cities
across the country, including Los An-
geles, San Francisco, Denver, Houston,
Dallas, New York, Detroit, Chicago, and
areas of New Jersey. The majority of the
victims were from Central and South
America. The INS’s announced goal was
to capture 3,000 to 5,000 workers in the
first week.

“The government claims foreign-born
workers steal jobs from - native-born
workers,” Mason said. “This is an out-
right lie. ‘

“Jobs are being stolen all right, but
not by immigrant workers.

Continued on Page 2



Thatcher’s invasion spurs demonstrations

Continued from Page 1
against the revolutionary struggles in
Central America.)

U.S. mask of neutrality

The mask of U.S. neutrality was fur-
ther stripped away at an April 27-28
meeting of the Organization of Amer-
ican States (OAS). The foreign minis-
ters of 17 of the 21 OAS member govern-
ments reached agreement on a com-
promise resolution that called for mutu-
al withdrawal by Argentine and British
forces. But the U.S. delegate refused to
support it because it affirmed Argentine
sovereignty over the Malvinas and op-
posed the economic sanctions London
and other imperialist powers have im-
posed on Argentina.

Inside Argentina, the ruling military
junta is coming under increasing popu-
lar pressure to stand up to Washington
and London. Argentine working people
see the recovery of the Malvinas as a
progressive step against imperialist
domination of their country, but they
place no confidence in the junta’s ability
to effectively defend Argentina against
the British warmakers.

The Argentine people’s distrust of
both the military junta and Washington
has been clearly demonstrated in recent
days. On April 10, Argentine President
Gen. Leopoldo Galtieri was booed when
he told a huge rally outside the presi-
dential palace that he and Haig were
representing the Argentine people (see
interview on page 11). A few days later,
a statement by opposition leaders de-
nounced Haig as “a spokesman for a re-
turn to the colonialistic status quo.”

Argentine workers march

And on April 26, tens of thousands of
Argentine workers rallied in Buenos
Aires under a placard reading “No Yan-
kees, No English! Long live Argentina!”
According to the April 27 New York
Daily News, the “huge demonstration
. . . turned into the largest public con-
demnation ever of the ruling military
Jjunta.

“More than 40,000 demonstrators
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jammed the Plaza de Mayo in front of
the government palace to shout: ‘No to
the government! Yes to the Malvi-
nas!. . .

“‘English retreat! The people want
bread” The cries filled the square and
the surrounding streets.”

The demonstration was called by the
General Confederation of Labor (CGT),
Argentina’s main trade union organiza-
tion. After the 1976 military coup, the
CGT was outlawed and many of its lead-
ers were jailed, kidnapped, “disap-
peared,” or murdered.

But now that the military regime is
trying to gain some popularity through
recovering the Malvinas, it has been
forced to allow the CGT to organize op-
enly and bring its ranks into the streets.

In Britain, meanwhile, opposition to
Thatcher’s war against Argentina is be-
ginning to find expression. On April 17,
more than 5,000 persons marched in
Manchester in an action called by the
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament

(CND). All speakers at the rally that fol-
lowed called for the British fleet to be
withdrawn.

According to a dispatch from London
in the April 27 Christian Science Moni-
tor, “A steady 50 percent of those ques-
tioned in opinion polls so far have been
opposed to the loss of British lives over
the Falklands. Opposition Labour, Lib-
eral, and Social Democratic parties are
heightening pressure on the govern-
ment to delay any new military actions
until diplomacy has had more room to
maneuver.”

Pressure on Labor Party

The Labor Party leadership has re-
fused to recognize Argntine sovereignty
over the Malvinas, and even supported
the sending of the British fleet. After
the attack on South Georgia, however,
Labor members of Parliament shouted
“warmonger!” at Prime Minister
Thatcher when she addressed the House
of Commons.

On April 28, the Labor-Party’s nation-
al executive unamimously called on
Thatcher to refrain from further mil-
itary action and instead take the dis-
pute to the United Nations “at the earli-
est possible moment.”

Some Labor left-wingers have spoken
out more strongly. Labor member of
Parliament Joan Maynard told the Mil-
itant’s British sister-publication Social-
ist Challenge that “we need a massive
campaign” to stop Thatcher’s war in the
South Atlantic.

Working people here in the United
States also have an interest in such
a campaign. Reagan’s support for
Thatcher is part and parcel of the U.S.
rulers’ overall war drive. Their targets

. are the struggles of working people in

semicolonial countries like Argentina,
and our own struggles here at home.

We should get out the truth about Ar-
gentina’s right to sovereignty over the
Malvinas, and we should tell Reagan
and Thatcher: “Hands off Argentina!”

Mason denounces immigration raids

Continued from Page 1

“They’re being stolen by corporations
that shut down because they say it’s un-
profitable to stay in business.

“They’re being stolen by federal gov-
ernment cutbacks in jobs programs.

“They’re being stolen because funds
that could provide jobs are instead being
allocated to the war budget — leaving
one ‘job’ for our young people: the U.S.
Army.”

Mason, a leader of the Socialist
Workers Party, noted that the INS
claims undocumented workers have se-
cured high-paying jobs that citizens
should have. “This is a total fraud,” he
said. “By their own reports, many of the
workers arrested were making minim-
um wage — if that.

“Undocumented workers are the most
exploited in this country,” he asserted.
“Far from living high on the hog —
which no worker does — undocumented
workers are forced by the racist, capital-
ist employers to work for practically no-
thing, as garment workers, farm
workers, restaurant employees, and so
forth.

“If these workers protest the sweat-

shop conditions they face, the boss re-
minds them they are ‘illegal’ — they
have no rights.

“The labor movement cannot tolerate
these INS raids,” Mason warned.
“They’re aimed at intimidating all

workers. They seek to divide workers —
white against Black, Latino, and Asian;
English-speaking against Spanish-
speaking.

“These raids go hand in hand with the
drive to plunge this country into war.
World War I and World War II meant
full-scale roundups of immigrant
workers. Now the Democrats and Re-
publicans are again using the INS as
they prepare to send us to war against
the working people in El Salvador, Ni-
caragua, Guatemala, Grenada, and Cu-
ba.”

Mason explained how the unemploy-
ment crisis in this country should be
solved.

“My campaign for governor of Califor-
nia calls for ending unemployment by
cutting the workweek without cutting
pay, to spread the work around; launch-
ing a massive public works program to
provide the schools, hospitals, and other
social services we need; taking the bil-
lions of dollars in the war budget and us-
ing it to create jobs,” he said.

“We demand an immediate end to the
arrests of immigrant workers. We de-
mand full rights for immigrant workers,
including access to health and other so-
cial service programs, to schools, to de-
cent jobs.

“We demand, INS cops out of the fac-
tories!”

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
subscription to the ‘Militant’

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:

[ $3 for 12 weeks (new readers only).
Send me [J 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.

[0 $15 for six months

[J $24 for one year

$__ contribution to the Militant

Name
Address
City
State/Zip

Union/Org.

The Militant

Closing news date: April 28, 1982
Editors: CINDY JAQUITH

DOUG JENNESS
Business Manager:

NANCY ROSENSTOCK
Editorial Staff: Connie Allen, Steve
Bride, Fred Feldman, Nelson Gonzélez,
William Gottlieb, Suzanne Haig, Mar-
garet Jayko, Harry Ring, Larry Seigle,
Stu Singer.

Published weekly except two weeks in
August, the last week of December, and
the first week of January by the Militant
(ISSN 0026-3885), 14 Charles Lane,
New York, N.Y. 10014. Telephone: Edi-
torial Office, (212) 243-6392; Business
Office, (212) 929-3486.

Correspondence concerning sub-
scriptions or changes of address
should be addressed to The Militant
Business Office, 14 Charles Lane,
New York, N.Y. 10014.

Second-class postage paid at New
York, N.Y. POSTMASTER: Send ad-
dress changes to The Militant, 14
Charles Lane, New York, N.Y. 10014.
Subscriptions: U.S. $24.00 a year, out-
side U.S. $30.00. By first-class mail:
U.S., Canada, and Mexico: $60.00. Write
for airmail rates to all other countries.

Signed articles by contributors do not
necessarily represent the Militant’s
views. These are expressed in editorials.

2 The Militant

May 7, 1982



Reagan moves to arm Guatemala military

R 3 I

New Gutemlan dictator Rios ont(rigt).

BY FRED MURPHY

The Reagan administration is moving
to restore aid to the military rulers of
Guatemala, a country that Alexander
Haig calls “strategically the most im-
portant Central American republic be-
cause of its size, population and raw ma-
terials, oil included.”

Administration officials cited in the
April 25 New York Times said Washing-
ton “planned to approve the sale of $4
million worth of spare parts for Amer-
ican-made helicopters being used by the
Guatemalan Army against leftist reb-
els.” Also in the works is a total of
$300,000 for military training during
the next two years.

Direct U.S. military aid to Guatemala
was suspended in 1977 when the coun-
try’s rulers rejected a $2.1 million offer
owing to State Department criticisms of
human rights violations.

If aid is now restored, it will represent

New wave of civilian Killings follow

‘elections’ in El Salvador

BY FRED MURPHY

Within weeks of the phony March 28
elections, killings of civilians by the
- military and its death squads were back
on the rise in El Salvador.

The armed forces high command and
the U.S. State Department were trying
hard to patch together a new civilian fa-
cade for their bloody dictatorship, even
while reputed death-squad chief Rober-
to D’Aubuisson was being chosen to pre-
side over the newly elected constituent
assembly.

At least 48 peasants in the eastern
village of Barrios fell victim April 18 to
the most brutal massacre to come to
light since the elections. Uniformed
army troops were responsible. Washing-
ton Post correspondent Joanne Omang
visited Barrios three days after the kill-
ings and interviewed survivors:

“Hector Bialta Osorio came back to-
day to pick up some of the clothes and
other remnants of a life that he left be-
hind when he fled Sunday morning.
‘When the shooting started I saw the
soldiers making everyone lie down like
this,” he said, putting his face to the
ground and his hands behind his head.
He said the soldiers raped many of the
women. . . .

“Serbando Hernandez, 45, a weather-
beaten farmer, went in from San Pedro
with some other men that afternoon to
see what had happened. ‘They had
killed women pregnant out to here,” he
said. ‘There were little children lying
on their backs like this,” he said, throw-
ing his head back. He made a cutting
motion across his throat.

Bodies of death-squad victims are
again being dumped at night along the
roadsides on the outskirts of San Salva-
dor. “A worker at the Human Rights
Commission said that before the elec-
tions they would find 20 to 25 bodies a
week,” New York Times correspondent
Raymond Bonner reported in an April
23 dispatch. “The number has risen to
about 35 a week since the elections, he
said.”.

Bonner reported observing “15 sun-
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bleached skeletons” at the El Playo6n la-
va field north of San Salvador on April'
18. The site has been a favorite spot for
the death squads to display their vic-
tims. The Times reporter pointed to
strong circumstantial evidence of mil-
itary involvement:

“The victims at El Playén are tossed
less than 100 yards from the pavement,
and the road that bisects the El Playon
sepulcher is heavily patrolled. Less than
three miles away is the entrance to the
headquarters of the Atlacatl battalion,
El Salvador’s elite army unit that has
been trained by the American advisers.
An artillery unit is also close by.”

Killings are part of strategy

Pentagon propaganda claims that
Salvadoran troops are being taught to
avoid “indiscriminate acts of violence.”
But the real targets of the U.S.-backed
war were spelled out in a dispatch by
Bonner from the village of Barrios to the
April 22 New York Times.

“Some Salvadoran officers have told
their friends and diplomats that there
are no so-called ‘innocent’ peasants in
these rebel-controlled zones. They argue
‘that peasants who support the guerril-
las, either tacitly or by supplying food or
other assistance, are legitimate victims
of the war.”

The villagers who survived the appli-
cation of this strategy in Barrios shed
more light on another of its facets, the
March 28 elections. Nearly all the vil-
lagers had walked several miles to the
nearest town to vote, they said. “The of-
ficials said if we didn’t they would come
and drag us out at night,” Pablo Flores
told the Washington Post. “If we didn’t
we expected to die,” said Santos Benitez.

Despite Washington’s propaganda
about the “success” of the elections, they
failed to produce the results desired by
the State Department. The Christian
Democrats, who for two years had lent
their supposedly reformist image to the
dictatorship, emerged with a minority of
seats in the new constituent assembly.
The bulk of the votes went to the ex-
treme-right-wing Nationalist Republi-
can Alliance (ARENA), headed by
death-squad leader Roberto D’Aubuis-
son, and to the National Conciliation
Party (PCN), the traditional political
front for the oligarchy and its generals.

General Walters applies the screws

The Reagan administration is well
aware that open rule by D’Aubuisson
and the PCN would evoke still greater
opposition in the United States to aiding
the Salvadoran regime, and further its
international isolation. Thus the post-
election period has seen a heavy-handed
attempt by Washington to dictate the
choice of the country’s president by the
constituent assembly.

A series of meetings at the U.S. em-
bassy and a visit to San Salvador by
U.S. Congressional leaders did not yield
the desired results. Nor did an April 20-
21 visit by State Department envoy
Gen. Vernon Walters stave off the elec-
tion of D’Aubuisson as head of the con-
stituent assembly on April 22.

But Walters did make progress in
forging a bloc between the PCN and the
Christian Democrats in support of nam-
ing banker Alvaro Magana president of
the country. Magana was described in
the April 26 Wahshington Post as a
member of one of El1 Salvador’s “14 fami-
lies” and a close friend of three former
military presidents.

The armed forces high command

‘helped Walters apply the screws to the

politicians. According to a report in the
April 23 Washington Post:

“The leaders of each party were sum-
moned to separate meetings at military
headquarters where they faced a united
front of at least two dozen officers, repre-
senting the chiefs of all the major mil-
itary branches, the zone commanders
and the provincial brigade commanders.

“They said, ‘Here are three names.
Pick one,’ related a politician who went
to one of the meetings. . . .

“Alvaro Magana was clearly the
Army preference, the political leader
said.”

As of April 26 the assembly had still
not voted on Magana’s election. ARENA
and D’Aubuisson were reportedly ma-
neuvering to block the U.S. choice.
These rightists know they have Wash-
ington in a difficult spot.

U.S. aid to continue

“The United States has never cut off
aid anywhere for very long or even en-
tirely,” a D’Aubuisson reporter told the
Washington Post. “Reagan will never let
the communists win here.”

As if corroborating this assertion,
U.S. ambassador Deane Hinton told re-
porters the same day that Washington’s
“aid for El Salvador . . . will continue
in any case. . . .”

Hinton’s declaration of the adminis-
tration’s intent points up the need for in-
tensified efforts to mobilize the vast
anti-interventionist sentiment that poll
after poll have shown to exist among
U.S. working people. “Proposals for fur-
ther economic aid elicit solid disappro-
val,” the Wall Street Journal admitted
April 23. “The notion of sending troops,
not surprisingly, is abhorred. . . .

“There is solid evidence that the sur-
veys are accurate and that people un-
derstand the implications of the Central
American situation. No matter how
questions are phrased, no matter how
the numbers are read, they reveal ge-
nuine hesitation to endorse any form of
American participation in El Salvador.”

From Intercontinental Press

a further escalation of Washington’s
war against the revolutionary upsurge
of workers and peasants that is sweep- -
ing Central America.

Reagan is acting now for two reasons.
On the one hand, the Guatemalan reb-
els are gaining in strength against the
dictatorship. According to the April 18
Washington Post, an unpublicized U.S.
government study has concluded that
“full-time guerrilla combatants have in-
creased from about 1,500 less than two
years ago to an estimated 3,000 today.
More ominous is that at least 80 percent
of the guerrillas in the Indian high-
lands, the main area of military conflict,
are reported to be Indians.”

More than half the country’s popula-
tion is made up of Indians, and their
widespread participation in armed re-
bellion is unprecedented in Guatemalan
history.

Reagan is also hoping that the dicta-
torship’s international image has im-
proved since its leading personnel was
reshuffled in a coup on March 23. The
new junta, headed by Gen. Efrain Rios
Montt, claims it is trying to bring cor-
ruption and human rights violations un-
der control. Death-squad killings have
slackened since the coup, and some of
the most notorious figures of the former
regime have been dismissed or jailed.

Rios Montt wants to apply more so-
phisticated counterinsurgency tactics
than those used by his predecessor, Gen.
Romeo Lucas Garcia. Lucas personally
directed the death squads from the pre-
sidential palace, while his brother Bene-
dicto, also a general, headed scorched-
earth campaigns in the countryside in
which entire Indian villages were sub-
Jected to slaughter.

Now, says a leader of the March 23
coup, “We intend to go in and destroy
the guerrillas by fire, but behind that
we need bulldozers and tractors to clear
the land and prefab houses for people to
live in, if the gains are to be lasting.”

The Guatemalan people are fighting
to rid themselves of the military ma-
chine that has dominated their country
since 1954, when a CIA-organized coup
brought down the democratically elect-
ed Arbenz government.

A quarter century of military rule has
guaranteed the enrichment of Guatema-
la’s landowners and industrialists and
the 150 U.S. corporations with big in-
vestments there. But it has brought
growing misery to the country’s workers
and peasants.

‘According to a 1979 World Bank
study, 75 percent of Guatemalans live
on less than $135 a year. Thirty-five out
of every 100 do not reach adulthood.
Malnutrition affects 75 percent of chil-
dren under five. Sixty-three percent
over seven years of age cannot read and
write. Seventy percent of homes are
without running water.

These are the conditions the Guatem-
alan people are fighting to change. By
telling Reagan and Haig, “Hands off
Guatemala!” we can help them to win.

FMLN backs
Argentina
on Malvinas Islands

The following item was reported
as part of Radio Havana’s regular
news broadcast on April 21.

The Farabundo Marti National Liber-
ation Front of El Salvador expressed its
support for the unquestionable right of
Argentina to exercise sovereignty over
the Malvinas Islands. At the same time,
it called on the Buenos Aires govern-
ment to withdraw from El Salvador the
advisers sent to aid the genocidal mil-
itary—Christian Democratic regime.

Whatever the initial motivations that
led to the recovery of the Malvinas, the
Farabundo Marti Front added, the occu-
pation of those islands by Argentina
constitutes a legitimate, sovereign, and
patriotic action supported by the entire
people.
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Black candidate opens
fight to get on ballot

BY DICK ROBERTS

LOS ANGELES — “Powerful forces
in this state do not want Mel Mason on
the ballot. They don’t want an antiwar
candidate and they don’t want a candi-
date who represents working people.”

Barry Sheppard, coordinator of the
Mel Mason for Governor campaign, was
speaking at an April 23 campaign rally
in Los Angeles. The rally at Convention
Center kicked off a statewide petition-
ing effort to get Mason, running as an
- independent candidate, on the ballot.
Mason is a socialist city councilman
from Seaside, California.

_ Parallel to the effort to fill the peti-
tioning requirements, Mason suppor-
ters will be fighting in court against the
undemocratic California election laws.
““We are fighting for nothing less than
the right of working people to enter po-
litics,” Sheppard said.

The attempt to keep Mason from hav-
ing a leave of absence to run his cam-
paign is the opening shot of this battle,
Sheppard explained.

On April 14 the Board of Trustees of
Monterey Peninsula College, where Ma-
son works, voted to deny him a leave of
absence to conduct his campaign. A
statewide effort has been mounted to re-
verse this decision.

“The denial of my leave,” Mason told
the rally, “sets a legal precedent for any
boss to say to workers they cannot run.

“The Democrats and Republicans
don’t have to ask anyone’s permission
when they campaign. Mayor Bradley
didn’t ask you for a leave of absence,”
Mason said.

He reported that his lawyers have un-
covered a case where the Monterey Col-
lege Board did grant a lengthy leave of
absence to one of its employees. In Oc-

tober Margaret Stembler, an assistant
in the Learning Center, requested the
spring semester off to take a sailing trip.
On the proposal of the president of the
college, the board approved the leave.

Mason noted that a suit will be filed in
the Superior Court for Monterey County
immediately, asking the court to order
the trustees to grant Mason a leave.

Petitioning to get Mason on the ballot
began April 24 in six cities. The first two
days 7,670 signatures were collected.

Mason’s supporters found the best re-
sponse and strongest support for the
campaign’s position opposing U.S. inter-
vention in Central America and the
Caribbean. Eliminating the war budget
to pay for social services, no taxation of
working people, and the right of work-
ing people to run for office were also pop-
ular demands.

“I really like what your flyer said
about getting out of El Salvador,” 20-
year-old Fay Alexander told Mason. “I
hope you get a lot of signatures. You
have a better program than is being of-
fered by other candidates.”

Mason, who was petitioning at a
Black shopping center in Los Angeles,
found some people who supported Tho-
mas Bradley, the Black Los Angeles
mayor who is the leading Democratic
gubernatorial candidate. But others ex-
pressed strong dissatisfaction with
Bradley.

“Tom Bradley has done nothing at all
for L.A. He especially hasn’t done any-
thing for Black people,” one person said.

A number of Bradley supporters
signed, saying they supported Mason’s
right to be on the ballot.

A literature table in the Bay Area at-
tracted a large group of Nicaraguans
and El Salvadorans who wanted to dis-
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Mel Mason, independent candidate for governor of California, is in Los An-

geles petitioning to be on ballot.

cuss Mason’s campaign.

Many women were attracted by Ma-
son’s support for women’s rights. The
typical response of youth was “he’s
against the draft, sure I'll sign.”

As petitioning showed, there is al-
ready broad support for Mason’s right to
be on the ballot and to have the time to
campaign. This was clear at the April 23
rally here.

A message was read to the audience of
75 people from David Aroner, executive
director of the Service Employees Inter-
national Union Local 535. “Last week-
end,” it stated, “our State Executive
Board, on behalf of the 10,000 workers
we represent in the public and private
sectors in California, unanimously vot-
ed to support Mel Mason’s fight for a
leave of absence to campaign for gover-
nor.”

Other speakers included Chuck Shee-
han, president of Los Angeles Profes-
sional Air Traffic Controllers Organiza-
tion Local 593; De’lora Hunt of the Com-
mittee in Solidarity with the People of
El Salvador; Eleanor Smith of the

Iranian socialist fights deportation order

BY BETSY McDONALD

PHOENIX — Hamid Sodeifi is a
young Iranian student who has been
targeted for deportation because of his
political views and activities.

On April 3, Sodeifi spoke here to an
enthusiastic audience at a rally against
Immigration and Naturalization Ser-
vice (INS) political deportations. Sodei-
fi, a member of the Young Socialist Al-
liance, explained how the INS singled
him out for his political activities, while
claiming he was deportable because he
dropped a class at school.

“When I went to the INS office, the
immigration officer showed me a Young
Socialist which was in my file. He said,
‘What is this junk? Our entire discus-
sion that day was devoted to my mem-
bership in the Young Socialist Alliance.

“The INS is after me for my socialist
ideas, not some technicality. What are
these strange ideas that socialists have
that the government is so fearful of
them? One of our ideas the government
is most fearful of is that we demand that
the U.S. government should get out of El
Salvador and let the people of El Salva-
dor decide for themselves what type of
government they’d like to have.”

Maryann Beerling of Feminists
United for Action at Arizona State Uni-
versity, where Sodeifi is a student, con-
trasted the treatment of the shah to the

~treatment of Sodeifi. “When you put the
two together it is the shah who should
have been the one deported and Hamid
never, ever questioned,” she said.

Karl Abrahamsen, of the Committee:
Against U.S. Aggression in Central
America and the Caribbean, pointed out
that only a handful of the approximate-
ly 15,000 Salvadorans who have asked
for asylum in the United States have
been granted it. The mass of Salvado-
rans are sent back to a country where
thousands have already been murdered
by their government and paramilitary.
groups, winked at by. the U.S. govern-
ment.
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Mojgan Hariri-Vijeh, another Iranian
socialist facing deportation from this
country, sent greetings to Sodeifi: “They
are trying to deport us because they
think they can deport our ideas. But
that’s not so easy. What are they going
to do with the thousands of people who
marched against U.S. involvement in El
Salvador? Or with the majority-of Amer-
ican people who agree that the U.S.
should stay out of Central America?”’
Hariri-Vijeh is also a YSA member.

Sodeifi’s supporters heard from Rob
Roper, Socialist Workers candidate for
U.S. Senate, that the Bureau of Immi-
gration Appeals had denied political
asylum to Mexican-born Héctor Marro-
quin, a leader of the YSA and Socialist
Workers Party. Those at the rally voted
to send a telegram to INS demanding
political asylum for Héctor Marroquin.

Shouts of “PATCO, PATCO, PATCO”
greeted Jon Paisley, president of Local
419 of the air controllers union. Paisley
said, “I admire a young man who is will-
ing to take the risks and the responsibil-
ity to challenge the United States gov-
ernment.”

John Heard, a long-time activist in
the Arizona Black movement and a
former peace corps volunteer in Iran,
spoke against the government’s racist
immigration policy toward Haitian re-
fugees. :

The following day Sodeifi went to Tuc-
son, Arizona, for an afternoon news con-
ference held in the Northwest Neighbor-
hood Center, in the heart of the Black
community.

That night Sodeifi spoke on “The
Iranian Revolution — Where It Stands
After Three Years” at a YSA-sponsored
forum at the University of Arizona. The
majority in the audience were Iranian
students.

Sodeifi and a supporter also went to
East High School in Phoenix, where the
student body is mostly Chicano and
Black. In a half hour, 25 students signed

a petition to stop Sodeifi’s deportation.
The Political Rights Defense Fund,
which is organizing support for him, has
sent over 250 of such protest signatures
to INS District Director Ernest Gustaf-
son.

Supporters joined Sodeifi to picket the
Phoenix Immigration office April 12.
The demonstrators demanded that INS
District Director Gustafson drop depor-
tation proceedings against Sodeifi be-
fore the next hearings scheduled for
June.

Two television stations, two newspa-
pers, and one radio station covered the
picket line. Supporters chanted “Stop
the Deportations! Hands off Hamid!”
and “Hamid Si! La Migra No!”

To stop Sodeifi’s deportation, protests
should be sent to Commissioner, Immi-
gration and Naturalization Service,
Washington, D.C. 20536. Please send
copies to Political Rights Defense Fund,
Box 649, Cooper Station, New York,
New York 10003.

.

Hamid Reza Sodeifi

Young Socialist Alliance; Black play-
wright Frank Greenwood; and Tony
Russo of the U.S. Vietnam Friendship
Association.

Russo, along with Daniel Ellsberg,
brought the Pentagon papers to light
during the anti—Vietnam War move-
ment. He sharply attacked the con-
tinued U.S. policy of hostility to Viet-
nam and urged the removal of Washing-
ton’s “outrageous embargo on Vietnam
and Cuba.

“Mel Mason is an important candi-
date,” Russo said. “He is independent of
the corporations and the defense indus-
try and the Democrats and Republicans
who have led us from one disaster to the
other.

“Their warmongering foreign policy
gave us the Korean War and the Viet-
nam War. Their entire policy is based on
lies. If we are going to survive we have
to change this. We will have to have peo-
ple like Mel who will tell us the truth.”

Another strong endorsement of Ma-
son’s campaign came in a statement
from Paul Worthman, SEIU research
and education director. “The time has
come for working people to break with
the illusion that riding on the coattails
of the Democratic Party can solve the
problems they face.

“We need a governor who supports
working people and who recognizes that
working towards socialism is the only
way to solve California’s and the na-
tion’s social and economic problems.”

The Los Angeles rally raised over
$7,000 for the Mason campaign. Mason
also spoke to a campaign rally in San
Diego April 24 that raised over $1,000.

Calif’s undemocratic
election laws

California has particularly onerous
laws directed at keeping working-class
candidates off the ballot.

Independent parties are required to
file nomination papers with signatures
of at least 1 percent of the registered vo-
ters in the state. This comes to 113,600
signatures that Mel Mason will have to
file to get ballot status this year. Mean-
while the Democratic and Republican
candidates have to file only 60 signa-
tures.

Mason supporters are petitioning in
two stages. The stage that opened April
24 is “in-lieu-of-filing-fee” petitioning.
There is a filing fee of $982. But this
does not have to be paid if a certain
number of signatures are handed in in-
stead. Petitioning for the “in-lieu” stage
is scheduled to last two weeks with a
target of 20,000 signatures. These sig-
natures will go toward the 113,600 re-
quired for the November ballot.

A second stage of major petitioning is
scheduled for five weeks beginning June
7. In all, the Mason campaign is aiming
to hand in 180,000 signatures — more
than 60,000 over what the undemocratic
laws demand.

In 1980 the secretary of state, Demo-
crat March Fong Eu, ruled both the So-
cialist Workers Party and the Commu-
nist Party off the ballot. Because of this,
the Mason campaign is launching a ma-
jor effort to build support for the right to
be on the ballot.



NY meeting debates disarmament question

BY SUZANNE HAIG

NEW YORK — A conference, “Pro-
test and Survive: Poland, El Salvador,
and Disarmament,” was held here April
17 at the Riverside Church. It was at-
tended by some 300 people.

The conference was sponsored by the
Solidarity Support Campaign, which is
currently organizing meetings across
the country.

The opening plenary featured Dan
Smith, chairperson of the Committee for
European Nuclear Disarmament; Ro-
bert Armstrong of the North American
Congress of Latin America and coauthor
with Janet Shenk of El Salvador: The
Face of Revolution; and Daniel Singer,
author of The Road to Gdansk.

The actual purpose of the meeting,
however, was not to discuss El Salvador
or Poland.

Laying out the conference goals in her
introductory remarks, organizer Joanne
Landy said that the Solidarity Support
Campaign hopes to “create a network, a
current” that can intervene in the anti-
war movement in this country.

Place equal blame

The political line this current would
bring into the antiwar movement,
Landy said, is to place blame for arms
buildup and war on both Washington
and the Soviet Union. In addition it
would advocate that the antiwar move-
ment take up the question of Poland as
well as El Salvador.

Landy said the group will organize a
contingent in the June 12 antiwar dem-
onstration in New York. People in the
contingent will carry signs “that ex-
press a concern about weapons East and
West and the democratic rights of
workers East and West.”

Organizers counterposed their ap-
proach to that of focusing the U.S. anti-
war movement on opposition to U.S. in-
volvement in Central America and the
Caribbean.

Landy also said that the removal of
nuclear weapons in both “East and
West” or “unilateral disarmament on
both sides,” should be called for by the
movement here.

In closing remarks to the conference,
Paul Robeson, Jr., another conference
organizer, stated that “there are two
dangers and threats in the world — both
East and West. .

“As to which danger is worse, one can
argue that the United States danger has
been around longer and in the overall
sense is probably greater, but in a lot of
places it is lesser.

“Ask the Poles,” he said. “Ask the peo-
ple in Afghanistan.

“There are two first-strike philoso-
phies in the world today, not one. And
their bombs are targeted on us, so it’s
our problem too.”

Daniel Singer said that “some of the
American radicals still have not gotten
used to saying ‘a plague on both their
houses.” We have to convince people that
the enemy of my enemy is not necessari-
ly my friend.”

Workshop panelist Dave McReynolds
of the War Resisters League and the So-
cialist Party had a similar perspective.
The arms buildup, he argued, has two
sides. Unlike in Vietnam, the United
States is not the only culprit today, as
the crackdown in Poland showed.

Debate over perspectives

Not everyone agreed with the per-
spectives of the conference organizers.
There was debate on several questions.

Dan Smith, for example, attacked the
recent Foreign Affairs article by
McGeorge Bundy, Robert McNamara,
and others, opposing their call for a U.S.
escalation of conventional war prepara-
tions. Bogdan Denitch, a leader of the
former Democratic Socialist Organizing
Committee and now “foreign and de-
fense policy” spokesperson for the De-
mocratic Socialists of America, defended
the Foreign Affairs article.

There was also some discussion of the
“nuclear freeze” proposal. Smith
charged this is a ploy by U.S. politicians

to “diffuse and confuse” the antiwar
movement. Others felt the “nuclear
freeze” concept should be part of organ-
izing against war.

A number of antiwar activists at the
conference spoke on the need to focus on
the actual U.S. war being waged today
in Central America. A representative of
the Committee in Solidarity with the
People of El Salvador (CISPES) raised
the urgency of opposing U.S. involve-
ment in that country.

Diane Wang, a leader of the Socialist
Workers Party, pointed out that “the
antiwar movement has to focus on the
U.S. government. It can’t lose sight of
who has used and developed the bomb,
who has escalated at every level with
new military technology, and who, be-
cause of its profit motive, has reason to
threaten the world.

“To lose sight of this would totally
sidetrack the movement,” she stated.

Wang pointed out that the antiwar
movement cannot ignore the war going
on right now in Central America or view
conventional war as a “lesser evil” to be
ignored while fighting against nuclear
weapons.

Nuclear blackmail against Moscow

The point was made that the nuclear
buildup by the U.S. is directly related to
revolutions in the colonial countries.
Washington’s bomb preparedness is a
message to warn the liberation move-
ments in El Salvador and elsewhere and
those supporting them — like Cuba.

And it is an attempt at nuclear black-

mail against the Soviet Union to pre-
vent it from giving aid to these struggles
should Washington decide to intervene
with troops. -
Placing equal blame for war on impe-
rialism and the Soviet Union is often re-
ferred to as a “third camp” position.
Those who advance this position reject
the fact that the overturn of capitalist
property relations in the Soviet Union
was an historic gain for the world work-
ing class, a gain hated by imperialism.
This is true despite the fact that an op-
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Conference speakers Daniel Singer and Joanne Landy.

pressive caste has usurped power from
the workers in the Soviet Union.
According to Landy, for example, both
the Soviet Union and the United States
are “superpowers.” Robeson believes
that “the oppressive junta of Poland’s
General Jaruzelski is a military dicta-
torship just as we call Duarte’s junta in
El Salvador an oppressive dictatorship.”

The “third camp” stance leads to fail-
ing to see the need to defend the Soviet
Union and other workers states from
imperialism. And, in fact, this social-de-
mocratic perspective — by taking the fo-
cus off the imperialists — ultimately re-
sults in adopting proimperialist posi-
tions.

How to aid Polish workers

By taking the heat off the real war-
makers, this approach doesn’t help
those struggling for freedom anywhere
in the world, including in Poland. It
would be dead wrong to introduce the
issue of Poland into today’s antiwar
movement. Doing so would only play in-
to the hands of Reagan and Haig who
use the “Soviet threat” as their justifica-
tion for intervention in Central Ameri-
ca.

What can help the Polish workers is to
build a massive movement in this coun-
try against Washington’s war drive,
against the U.S. nuclear missiles that
are pointed at the Polish workers and
constitute a genuine threat to their
fight for socialist democracy. It is the
imperialist military encirclement of the
Soviet Union and East European
workers states that in fact helped create
the conditions that gave rise to bureau-
cratic castes in those countries.

The antiwar movement has a duty to
counter Washington’s propaganda
about the “Soviet war threat” by ex-
plaining the truth — the U.S. govern-
ment is the only one to have ever
dropped the bomb; the U.S. government
is the one that has used aggression
against the Korean, Vietnamese, Cu-
ban, Salvadoran, and Nicaraguan peo-
ple.

Focusing our fire on the U.S. govern-
ment, opposing its stranglehold on the
colonial world, fighting against the mil-
itary moves and economic sanctions
against the workers states is the way to
combat war and the nuclear buildup.
And it’s the best way to aid those strug-
gling for liberation — from E1 Salvador
to Poland.

Washington’s hidden Nicaragua war

BY WILLIAM GOTTLIEB

The U.S. is at war.

This fact is not being reported on TV
or in the newspapers. Congress has not
declared war. So far nobody has been
drafted. Coffins containing dead GlIs
have not yet appeared at U.S. ports. But
it is war none the less.

The U.S. government is fighting a
war against the workers and peasants of
Central America. Washington’s support
to the murderous El Salvadoran dicta-
torship is becoming widely known. Al-
ready tens of thousands of people have
taken to the streets of Washington and
other U.S. cities to protest it.

Washington’s support of another bru-
tal dictatorship in Central America —
the one in Guatemala — is becoming
better known.

But still little known is the war being
waged by the U.S. government against
the people and revolutionary govern-
ment of Nicaragua.

On March 25 Nicaraguan leader Da-
niel Ortega outlined the details of this
war before the United Nations. The cap-
italist media suppressed his disclosures.
[See the April 16 Militant for Ortega’s
speech]. Jeane Kirkpatrick, Reagan’s
ambassador to the United Nations, ac-
cused Ortega of “psychological projec-
tion.” Yet the U.S. government has
made no attempt to refute a single one of
Ortega’s charges.

The Nicaraguan leader noted in his
UN speech that the U.S. government
has pointedly not denied press reports
that the National Security Council ap-
proved a plan to promote destabilizing
and covert actions against Nicaragua.

He further pointed out that Somocista
training camps are operating with im-
punity in the state of Florida in viola-
tion of the U.S. government’s own neu-

trality act. Ortega also reported to the
UN that 2,000 Nicaraguan counterrevo-
lutionaries, trained by the U.S. Central
Intelligence Agency, are massed on the
Honduran border.

To get some idea of the scale of these
hostile actions it should be kept in mind
that the population of Nicaragua is only
a little over two-and-a-half million or
just over one percent of the U.S. popula-
tion.

Imagine if similar attacks were tak-
ing place in this country, with 100 times
the population of Nicaragua. What
would Washington say if 200,000 sol-
diers with the avowed aim of overthrow-
ing the U.S. government by force and vi-
olence were massed on the Canada-U.S.
border?

In the five month period ending in
March, the Somocista forces penetrated
Nicaraguan territory, killing 67 people
and wounding 20. What would Amer-
icans think if raiders from Canada
killed 6,700 people in Detroit while in-
juring 2,000? Would this not be consi-
dered an act of war?

The U.S. government acknowledges
that the U.S. Navy destroyer Caron,
equipped with sophisticated electronic
technology, has been stationed off the
Nicaraguan Pacific coast carrying out
espionage against Nicaragua. On March
21 four planes from the U.S.-backed
Honduran dictatorship attacked a Nica-
raguan vessel.

What if a hostile fleet were massed off
New York harbor and 400 planes at-
tacked U.S. ships? Would this not be
considered an act of war?

Between June 1981 and March 11 of
this year, U.S. Air Force RC-135 planes
have violated Nicaraguan air space 40
times.

On March 14 two strategic bridges vi-

tal for the defense and communication
of Nicaragua were blown up. One, the
bridge over the Rio Negro, was totally
destroyed and the other, over the Rio
Coco, suffered considerable structural
damage, making vehicle transit impos-
sible.

What would Washington say if hostile
planes zoomed overhead while the
George Washington bridge and the
Golden Gate bridge were blown up?

During the month of November 1981,
the U.S. Southern Command carried out
a major military operation designed to
monitor and/or cut off all communica-
tions in Nicaragua. Employed in this
military operation were Phantom A-
4C’s, AWACS, and RC-135 planes.

In addition, since October 1981 camps
situated in the eastern sector of the Pa-
nama Canal Zone have been the site of
training by the notorious Green Berets
of three companies of Somocista former
National Guardsmen in paratroop land-
ing techniques and use of explosives.
These camps have been personally visit-
ed by General Wallace Nutting, chief of
the U.S. Southern Command.

True this U.S. war has not yet led to
the dispatch of U.S. troops to Nicaragua.
But Reagan’s destabilization plan auth-
orizes CIA operatives to be active in Ni-
caragua and they are doubtlessly play-
ing a key role in the direction of the
anti-Nicaraguan war.

The U.S. war against Vietnam did not
start with the landing of massive
amounts of U.S. troops, either. It started
much like the current war against Nica-
ragua has started, as a “special war.”
For a long time Washington tried to pre-
tend that the U.S. was not really in-
volved in a war in Vietnam but merely
“advising” the South Vietnamese. We
all know how that ended.
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Should the left back abortion rights?

Social democrats buckle under capitalist pressure

Militant/Pat Hayes

Some social democrats and liberals now question whether demand “Abor-
tion: a woman’s right to choose” should be raised, claiming it discriminates

against men.

BY SUZANNE HAIG

Provoked by the ruling-class offensive
against abortion rights, a big debate is
taking place over the question of wheth-
er women have a right to decide them-
selves whether to have an abortion.

This debate — and capitulation to rul-
ing-class attacks on legal abortion — is
sharply reflected in the press of various
social-democratic groupings.

An eight-page special report, “Abor-
tion Politics,” appeared in the No-
vember 1981 issue of Democratic Left.
This is the publication of the Democrat-
ic Socialist Organizing Committee
(DSOC), which merged last March with
the New American Movement to form
Democratic Socialists of America.

In the introduction to this report, Jan
Rosenberg, a member of the newspa-
per’s advisory committee, asks, “Is any-
one as sure of their stance on abortion as
they were five years ago? Undercur-
rents of private doubt and ambivalence
are bubbling to the surface of the abor-
tion issue, even on the left.”

What follows is a series of articles by
DSOC leaders debating such questions
as the moral status of the fetus, whether
Democratic Party coalitions should in-
clude support for abortion rights, and
whether DSOC should work in coali-
tions on issues of common agreement
with anti-abortion groups.

Life-and-death question

Peter Steinfels, a member of the Dem-
ocratic Left advisory committee and ex-
ecutive director of Commonuweal, a liber-
al Catholic magazine, writes that “the

moral status of the human fetus,” is an -

issue that “cannot be wished out of
bounds . . . as the Supreme Court and
many prochoice activists believe.”

“Is there any nonarbitrary reason
why killing a retarded newborn infant

. is morally and legally intolerable
— while killing the same individual in
the womb, three months earlier, is ac-
ceptable? It is not enough to say that the
needs of others [i.e., women], even tragi-
cally pressing ones, require such
deaths.”

“The left,” Steinfels concludes,
“should continue the search for an alter-
native to the two unsatisfactory posi-
tions confronting us” — outright prohi-
bition of abortion or the 1973 Supreme
Court decision making abortion legal.

For all his talk about morality, Stein-
fels shows no moral outrage about the
back-alley abortions, mutilation, and
death that result from denying women
abortions. In 1969, before abortion was
legal in New York, for example, some
210,000 women entered New York City
hospitals due to abortion complications.
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In the April 1982 issue of Progressive
magazine, Judith Paterson interviews
men who think women don’t have a
right to decide on their own to have an
abortion. One man, she says, “thinks
women have ‘trivialized’ the issue by
emphasizing the right to control their
bodies.” He believes “it is immoral to de-
ny men a role in making such decisions”
— that it “just gives women a hell of a
lot of power.”

Paterson asserts that “the much-
needed advocacy of women’s rights has
hardened into a stance that is almost
‘anti-man.’”

She writes that “the emotional and
moral issues [of abortion] are as real as
the political issues, and they are as real
for men as they are for women. And we
had better get on with facing all that —
unless we want to settle for the mindless
political polarization that has already
reduced us to slogans like ‘A woman has
a right to control her body’ or ‘Life be-
gins at conception.””

These “mindless” slogans, however,
are battle lines in the real world. Al-
ready, government funds for abortion
have been cut off, with a devastating im-
pact on working women, especially
Blacks and Latinas. Laws have been
passed severely restricting teenage
abortion rights.

Paterson may claim to support wom-
en’s rights, but she says nothing about
these attacks. In this fight she is on the
other side, helping to undermine the
1973 Supreme Court decision and echo-
ing male-supremacist attitudes on the
family.

Despite the leftist rhetoric and de-
magogy, Paterson and Steinfels and oth-
ers of their ilk are in reality advocating
forced motherhood, a return of control
over a woman’s body to the state. And
they are trying to convince men as well
as women that this state control of peo-
ple’s lives is in their interests.

Too radical

Another twist to this discussion has
been made by In These Times Associate
Editor John Judis.

Judis believes that abortion rights are
just too radical and, along with gay
rights, are responsible for the defeats of
the Equal Rights Amendment. “By un-
justifiably identifying the ERA with
questions of sexual behavior, feminists
helped scare off many women who
might have supported the ERA on its
merits, but who became alarmed over
what they believed were antifamily im-
plications of the amendment,” he wrote
in the February 3 In These Times.

Kate Ellis, a member of DSOC’s Fem-

inist Commission, echoes this view. She
writes that “these issues certainly
helped give the Moral Majority a wea-
pon with which to attack the women’s
movement, and this attack probably
tipped the balance against the ERA.”
But what has emboldened the right
wing and led to defeats for the ERA is
not the fight for abortion rights or gay
rights. Women’s rights are under attack
by the capitalist rulers of this country.
It’s their offensive that emboldens the
right-wing groups, who are mere foot

soldiers in the ruling class’s campaign -

and a convenient excuse for Democratic
and Republican politicians to explain
why they vote against women’s rights.

Behind the retreat

The ruling-class, bipartisan offensive
aims to make the working class and its
allies pay for the economic crisis, to
demoralize and break them. Attacks on
the rights of women, especially on abor-
tion, are an important part of this offen-
sive. And the social democrats have
bent to this.

Tied as they are to the capitalist polit-
ical framework — and the Democratic
and Republican parties — they are
caught up in those parties’ motion to the
right.

In particular, they are under pressure
from their Democratic Party friends,
with whom they seek to form coalitions
for the 1982 and 1984 elections.

These big-business politicians do not
want abortion heralded from their plat-
form, just like they don’t want busing,
affirmative action, opposition to U.S.
military involvement in Central Ameri-
ca, and opposition to employee give-
backs in their program.

So, Steinfels, Judis, and others are
equivocating and backpeddling on many
of these questions — not just abortion —
to go along with the needs of the Demo-
cratic Party.

This is the case with the Democratic
Socialists of America (DSA).

Although the organization formally
supports abortion rights, its resolution
refers to abortion as “often a personal
tragedy,” and calls for making “every ef-
fort to convince honest supporters of the
right to life movement that this is the
true ‘pro-life’ program.”

But these “prolife” forces are women’s
opponents. Any honest ones will be won
over by a powerful movement for abor-
tion rights that does not equivocate on
the character of this right.

Abortion and the liberals

Moreover, DSA views its major politi-
cal task as building the Democratic
Agenda, a Democratic Party coalition to
elect liberals.

The Democratic Agenda program,
which DSA would like the Democratic
Party to adopt, makes no mention what-
soever of abortion rights.

A central issue of the debate in DSOC/
DSA, in fact, is whether keeping silent
on abortion rights is the best way to op-
erate in the Democratic Party.

Steinfels supports the current Demo-
cratic Agenda, which is silent about
abortion, and believes that “abortion
should not be an issue that separates the
sheep from the goats politically [and]
determines what coalitions are possible
or not.”

Kate Ellis disagrees with Steinfels
and the authors of the Democratic
Agenda. She argues in the November
issue of Democratic Left that the best
way to build the Democratic Party is to
take a stand on abortion. “In making
abortion an issue in Democratic Agenda
at the state-wide level as well as nation-
ally, DSOC can play a valuable role in
raising reproductive issues in progres-
sive organizations whose primary focus
is not women’s rights as such.”

This position is also argued by DSA
member Christine Riddiough, who pre-
viously served on NAM’s political com-
mittee. She writes in the March 1982

issue of Democratic Left that more must
be done by DSA than just working in
women’s coalitions.

“We cannot relegate feminist issues to
the fringes of the political spec-
trum. . . . We cannot segregate femi-
nist concerns from our other concerns,”
she writes. “As voters, women are tak-
ing a close look at the stance politicians
take on feminist issues. The Democratic
Party has become a major arena for fem-
inist activists.”

But is the Democratic Party the place
for feminist activists? Can the party be
reformed to fight for abortion rights?

On the contrary, both capitalist par-
ties are particularly eager to roll back
abortion rights because they are funda-
mental to the liberation of women: And
maintenance of women’s oppression is
crucial to maintenance of the social and
economic inequality of capitalism.

The right to abortion begins the pro-
cess of freeing women by giving them
control over whether and when they
have children.

This is a fundamental challenge to.all
the underpinnings of women’s oppres-
sion. The capitalists’ justification for de-
nying women equality is that they are
biologically different and therefore infe-
rior to men. Their destiny is to raise
children.

Denying the right to legal abortion is
a major way of enforcing this. It makes
it easier to discriminate against women
in the workforce, to deny them full polit-
ical and social rights, to maintain an im-
age of them as unthinking sex objects, to
keep them economically dependent in
the family and in society as a whole.

Winning the right to abortion has
helped women break through on all
these fronts. And it ran directly counter
to the ruling class’s need to profit from
women’s oppression by superexploiting
them in the workforce and foisting the
social task of raising and caring for chil-
dren onto them and their families.

This is why — as capitalism enters in-
to a deeper and deeper crisis — the rul-
ers must lash out at abortion rights and
wage a big ideological campaign against

_them.

This ruling-class ideological cam-
paign is aimed at making women feel
guilty about having an abortion, and it
provides the justification for passing
legislation that further curtails the
right to abortion.

Unfortunately, those in the current
debate have bent to some of these back-
ward ideas and, dressing them up in left-
ist garb, are peddling them, thereby
aiding the rulers in their drive to re-
verse abortion rights.

Abortion is not a tragedy, as DSA as-
serts. It is not too radical, as Judis would
have us believe. Nor is it a question of
the life and death of fetuses, as Steinfels
contends. It is a life-and-death question
for women.

Abortion is a fundamental right of
women denied for centuries. You can’t
be for women’s rights and at the same
time oppose the fight for abortion. The
1973 Supreme Court decision was a vic-
tory for women. It must be defended
against attack, without any ifs, ands, or
buts.

This means campaigning to defend
abortion rights, and it means combating
forcefully the confusion that is being
sown by the rulers and their mouthpie-
ces in the Democratic and Republican
parties.

And finally, it means opposing the
idea that women can defend abortion
rights and achieve liberation by electing
Democratic party liberals and reform-
ing capitalism.

Those who support women’s rights
and want to create a socialist society but
tie political change to working within
the Democratic Party, are going to find
themselves having to give up their prin-
ciples and support a program that is
alien to their goals.

This is the lesson of the current de-
bate on abortion.



Challenges facing
Coalition of Labor
Union Women

BY MARGARET JAYKO

In mid-April, President Ronald Rea-
gan discovered that the recession is not
really as deep as the government’s un-
employment statistics tell us it is.

Why? '

Because so many women are entering
the job market that the unemployment
rate is being “artificially” inflated.

The fact is that the real depth of this
recession can be seen precisely in the
declining rights and living standards of
women, particularly Blacks and Lati-
nas.

It’s this reality that will be on the
minds of the hundreds of trade union
women gathering in Los Angeles April
29 to May 2 for the convention of the
Coalition of Labor Union Women
(CLUW).

CLUW was formed in 1974 by thou-
sands of trade union women to fight for
the interests of working women.

Never since CLUW was formed have
those interests been under such attack.
The blows raining down on women are
part of the U.S. rulers’ efforts to solve
the current economic crisis by making
U.S. industry more profitable — with
working people footing the bill.

The recent vote on the General Mo-
tors takeback contract with the United
Auto Workers union is also a sign of the
times. The contract was nearly defeated,
as tens of thousands of auto workers re-
jected the idea of sacrificing pay, holi-
days, and work rules to give GM more
profits.

War at home and abroad

The war on our living standards at
home is coupled with a war drive
abroad, one that U.S. workers increas-

ingly sense and are speaking out-

against. This is reflected in the numer-
ous polls showing majority opposition to
sending U.S. troops to El Salvador; the
large number of youth who have refused
to register for the draft; and the teach-
ins, demonstrations, and debates going
on in every corner of the country over
the danger of U.S. nuclear weapons.

The fact is, the United States is al-
ready at war. And not only through the
millions of dollars Reagan is giving to
the dictatorship of El Salvador, or the
millions he wants to resume giving to
the rulers of Guatemala.

In Nicaragua, a country where
workers and farmers have booted out
U.S.-backed rulers, there are daily
armed attacks from the Honduran and
Costa Rican borders, which have killed
dozens of people already. The U.S. gov-
ernment is surrounding the country
with naval and air force bases, and with
troops located in the Panama Canal
Zone. President Reagan approved a plan
last fall for a CIA destabilization cam-
paign against Nicaragua. That plan
clearly is in operation today.

Trade union women have every inter-
est in building a movement to stop this
war and stop the U.S. nuclear buildup
that is part and parcel of it. And the op-
portunity to do so is on June 12, the date
of a massive antiwar demonstration in
New York. Scheduled to coincide with
the Second United Nations Special Ses-
sion on Disarmament, the action has
been endorsed by such unions as the In-
ternational Association of Machinists
and the United Farm Workers. Opera-
tion PUSH, the National Black United
Front, and the National Black Inde-
pendent Political Party are building it.
Hundreds of antiwar and religious
groups across the country are organiz-
ing buses.

CLUW?’s voice should be heard on this
day, too, saying “No!” to Washington’s
war in Central America and “No!” to
U.S. nuclear weapons.

The government’s February unem-
ployment statistics showed that the job-

less rate for adult women rose to 7.6 per-
cent, the highest since 1976.

But when it comes to recording the
real unemployment among women, the
government’s doctored figures aren’t
very reliable.

For one thing, they don’t include part-
time workers, who would like to have a
full-time job but can’t find one. Lack of
child care makes it impossible for many
women to work full-time, if they can
work at all.

The cuts in welfare, Medicare, and
other social services are forcing many
working women to leave their jobs in
order to still be eligible for much-needed
benefits for themselves and their chil-
dren.

This is increasing the “feminization of
poverty,” with older women and single

mothers being the poorest. One-half of.

all families living below the govern-
ment poverty level have women at the
head of the household.

Affirmative action

The current layoffs, particularly in
major industries like auto and steel, are
being used to try and wipe out the im-
portant affirmative-action gains made
by Black, Latino, and women workers in
the 1970s.

According to the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics, as of December 1981, 29.6 per-
cent of all women working in the auto
and parts manufacturing industries
have been laid off. This compares with
19.5 percent for men. For Blacks, the
rate is a whopping 36.7 percent, indicat-
ing that Black women have been a very
hard-hit category.

The fight against the bosses’ “last
hired, first fired” practice takes.on a
new urgency today. The affirmative-ac-
tion gains women, Blacks, and Latinos

-have made were a big victory for the en-

tire union movement, strengthening it
against the bosses’ divide-and-rule
strategy.

A fight is needed to prevent these
gains from being wiped out by layoffs or
by dismantlement of affirmative-action
programs. CLUW should take up this
fight, helping to lead the labor move-
ment on this question by campaigning
against discriminatory layoffs as part of
a fight for jobs for all.

Defense of abortion rights

On July 17, in Cherry Hill, New Jer-
sey, a coalition of women’s groups is or-
ganizing an abortion rights demonstra-
tion to protest the national “Right-to-
Life” convention taking place there, and
government attacks on the right to
choose.

This involves the most fundamental
question facing all women — the right
to control our own bodies.

At its 1979 convention, a resolution
reaffirming CLUW’s strong stand in de-
fense of reproductive rights was passed,
and CLUW endorsed a week of abortion
rights actions that were being organized
at that time.

Since then, the Democrats and Repub-
licans have launched an all-out offen-
sive against the right to choose.

Medicaid funding has been cut off,
and Congress is considering several con-
stitutional amendments which would
outlaw abortion completely.

Reagan’s latest move against repro-
ductive rights is the “squeal law,” which
would require federally funded clinics to
notify the parents when women under
18 request prescription birth control.

CLUW’s unambiguous support for
abortion rights for all women stands in
contrast to the retreat on this issue by
many liberal and even radical forces.
Supporting and building the July 17
demonstration would be a good way for
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It is important that Coalition of Labor Union Women add its power to grow-
ing antiwar movement. June 12 antiwar action is next big step.

CLUW to begin to enlist labor in this
important battle.

Equal Rights Amendment

The deadline for ratification of the
Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) is
June 30, 1982. Despite clear majority
sentiment for this important constitu-
tional amendment, the Democrats and
Republicans have sabotaged it.

Their attitude on this issue is parallel
to their stance on other women’s rights,
Black rights, and union rights. From
busting the air controllers to slashing
social services and raising the war
budget to unprecedented levels, Wash-
ington’s policies have been bipartisan. It
becomes clearer every day that this gov-
ernment is run by and for the employers
through both the Democrats and Repub-
licans.

It’s in this light that the November
1982 elections are posed. The Democrats
tell us to “fight Reaganism” by electing
them. This is echoed by the AFL-CIO of-
ficialdom, leaders of the National Or-
ganization for Women, and traditional
Black organizations.

At the AFL-CIO convention last year,
this campaign to elect Democrats was

projected under the name of “Solidarity
Day I1.”

In reality, Solidarity Day II is the op-
posite of Solidarity Day last September
19, when half-a-million unionists, fight-
ers for Black and women’s rights, pen-
sioners, and young people marched
on Washington. That demonstration
showed the potential strength of the la-
bor movement when it unites with its al-
lies independent of the two capitalist
parties.

It points in the exact opposite direc-
tion from electing Democrats in 1982. It
points in the direction of labor running
its own candidates and forming its own
party, a labor party that would fight for
a different kind of government, one that
defends the interests of workers and
farmers.

This perspective, not that of electing
more Democrats, should be discussed
and embraced by CLUW. Union women
have the most to gain from a real fight-
ing labor party. And CLUW has a lot to
contribute by helping organize and lead
such a party.

The Los Angeles CLUW convention is
a good place to begin the discussion.

Electrical workers fight for
affirmative-action rights

BY ELLEN BERMAN

LYNN, Mass. — A precedent-setting
fight against sex discrimination is cur-
rently taking place in the electrical in-
dustry. The case stems from an out-of-
court settlement in 1978 in which Gen-
eral Electric (GE) was forced to pay $32
million in job training, incentive bo-
nuses, and retroactive wages because of
discrimination against women and mi-
norities. The Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission (EEOC) approved
this settlement, which was one of the
largest cases in its history.

But the International Union of Elec-
trical Workers Local 201, which repre-
sents workers in the four Massachusetts
GE plants, didn’t think the settlement
went far enough. Arguing that provi-
sions for wonren and minority workers
were “too weak,” IUE Local 201 filed
lawsuits on behalf of women in the four
plants. GE challenged the union’s abil-
ity to represent its female members on
sex discrimination issues, claiming it
represented a conflict of interest be-
tween male and female members. When
the courts upheld GE’s position, IUE Lo-
cal 201 vowed the fight the ruling but
advised the women to hire their own
lawyer in the meantime. The union has
continued to support the case and has
worked closely with Nancy Gertner, the
women’s lawyer. They have been trying
to negotiate with the company ever
since.

Last spring the local staged a demon-
stration in response to the sexual ha-
rassment of one of its members by two
managers on National Secretary’s Day.
This incident also touched off a one-day
walkout by male and female co-workers
when they discovered that the company

planned to take no action against the
two bosses.

GE’s track record on providing equal
opportunity for women and minorities
since the 1978 settlement has proved
that IUE was right. According to recent
statistics published in the IUE Local
201 News, the breakdown of workers
hired from 1978 to 1980 is as follows:
77.9 percent white men, 6.9 percent mi-
nority men, 13.8 percent white women,
1.4 percent minority women. And the
distribution of workers in the plants as a

“whole is 83 percent white men, 8 percent

white women, 8 percent minority men, 1
percent minority women.

One of the major provisions of the
1978 settlement was for the company to
spend $9.9 million for job training pro-
grams. But the company did not fulfill
its affirmative action obligations. In
1980 trainees filed a complaint with the
EEOC against GE, charging that the
program discriminated against minori-
ties and women in entrance exams,
grading, placement, and pay rates.

Access to training was another prob-
lem. Of the four plants, the two which
employ the most women, West Lynn and
Wilmington, had the least access to the
training program.

With contract time rolling around
(the current contract ends in June) GE
recently initiated a new round of concili-
ation talks on the discrimination case.
Issues taken up in the case include
training, layoff and transfer proce-
dure, recall rights, maternity benefits
and leave procedure, initial assignment,
retroactive remedies and, for the West
Lynn and Wilmington plants in particu-
lar, wage structure, upgrading, and job
posting.
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—SELLING THE SOCIALIST PRESS

‘Militant’ at
antiwar events

A series of activities took
place throughout the week of
April 18 on the dangers of nucle-
ar war, sponsored by a Washing-
ton-based group, Ground Zero.

Portland socialists report that
over 1,000 people attended an
all-day conference on “The Med-
ical Consequences of Nuclear
War,” sponsored by Physicians
for Social Responsibility, at Le-
wis and Clark College. A total of
26 Militants were sold there.

Socialists in Indianapolis sold
25 Militants at antiwar events.
Fifteen were sold at Ball State
University in Muncie and 10
more copies were sold at a forum
in Indianapolis where environ-
mentalist Barry Commoner
spoke.

Many activities are being or-
ganized around the country
leading up to the June 12 anti-
war march in New York City.
Sales of the Militant and Per-
spectiva Mundial at these
events will play an important
role in explaining the socialist
view of how to stop war.

Socialist opposes
mine shutdowns

In the face of falling copper
prices, the giant copper corpora-
tions have shut down a number
of mines in Arizona, affecting 80
percent of the state’s 25,000 cop-
per miners. Supporters of So-
cialist Workers candidate for
U.S. Senate, Rob Roper, lost no
time in responding to this at-

tack on Arizona workers.

A campaign and sales team
went to the mining towns of Mo-
renci, Clifton, Ajo, and Douglas

I for three days last week. Many
of the miners in this area are
Chicano.

Roper reported that there was
a very warm and friendly re-
sponse to his campaign, espe-
cially from younger workers. A
local radio station in Clifton
played a half-hour interview
with him.

A total of 30 papers were sold
during the campaign effort, and
plans are underway to go to
Hayden, Arizona, next week,
where a Kennecott copper mine
and mill is being closed.

Petitioning aids
sales drive

Petitioning to put socialist
candidates on the ballot is tak-
ing place in many states
throughout the spring. The
scoreboard this week shows that
17 areas participated in this bal-
lot effort.

West Virginia soc1ahsts have
just completed a giant petition-
ing effort to place Bill Hovland
and Adrienne Benjamin on the
ballot, collecting 18,000 signa-
tures.

Bob Miller reports that
Charleston campaigners plan to
follow up on the gains they
made through the petition
drive. “Through petitioning,
thousands of people have gotten
to know about the SWP,” says
Miller. “It will be that much

easier to reach these people with-

the Militant.”

This Saturday, campaign ta-
bles will be set up in downtown
Charleston, featuring the Mil-

nia Socialist Workers
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Jersey court rules socialist off ballot

BY NELSON BLACKSTOCK
NEWARK — A state three-judge pan-
el turned down an appeal by Laura Gar-
za, Socialist Workers party candidate
for mayor of Newark, to order city offi-
cials to place her name on the ballot.
Attorney Ramon Irizarry argued that
city and county election officials had de-
nied Garza the right to review voter reg-
istration records in order to challenge
their claim she lacked sufficient valid

petitions. Garza had submitted over
2,000 signatures, more than twice the
number needed.

In an earlier lower court ruling,
Judge Frances Cocchia had said that
Garza, a twenty-three-year-old garment
worker, would have had to have gone in-
to court the very same day she received
notice she was being denied a ballot
spot. In response to attorney Shelley Da-
vis’ plea that it took Garza time to se-
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Laura Garza (center foreground), Socialist Workers Party candidate for
mayor of Newark, pickets with supporters outside Hall of Records April 19.
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cure legal aid, Cocchia admitted that
the law was not written for workers, but
Democratic and Republican politicians
with full time staffs of lawyers.

More than a dozen Garza supporters
picketed outside the Hall of Records
April 19 to protest the ballot exclusion
and the undemocratic court ruling.

In announcing a vigorous write-in
campaign after the appeals court ruling,
Garza said: “This decision upholds the
attempt by Mayor Kenneth Gibson to
deny the right of the citizens of Newark
to hear real answers to the problems
they face. Gibson and the other Demo-
crats in the race have nothing to offer
except more cops and more misery.”

Campaign workers have mapped out
a vigorous round of campaigning on the
streets, door to door, and at antiwar ac-
tivities in the Newark area. The elec-
tion will be held May 11.

Part of this campaign will be to gain
media coverage. The New Jersey Afro-
American, a Black weekly, has already
carried front page coverage of the Garza
campaign.

More than 80 people turned out here
April 17 for a rally for Garza and Claire
Moriarty, SWP candidate for U.S. Se-
nate.

Gibson and City Council President
Earl Harris, also a mayoral candidate,
face trial on charges of dispensing a no-
show job to an 80 year-old former city
councilman and cop now living in Flori-
da.

“The corrupt practices of this admin-
istration are just one more example of
why workers need an alternative to the
Democratic and Republican parties,”
Garza said. “The whole point of my cam-
paign is that it’s time that working peo-
ple ran things instead of the parties of
big business. We need a workers and
farmers government that would put hu-

man needs before profits.”

In her remarks Claire Moriarty, an oil
refinery worker, spoke on the growing
movement against U.S. wars.

The rally drew twelve workers from
the Exxon refinery where Moriarty
works.

Among them was a worker who had
campaigned for Gibson when he became
one of the nation’s first Black mayors in
1970. Like many, he is now disillu-
sioned with Gibson, and was attracted
by publicity for Garza’s rally.
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W. Va. rally boosts miner’s ballot fight

BY CHRIS HORNER

CHARLESTON, W.Va. — In defiance
of both right-wing attacks and harass-
ment from state election officials, the
first socialist election campaign rally in
decades took place here the evening of
April 17.

About 50 people crowded into the
campaign headquarters to celebrate the
collecting of 13,800 signatures to place
West Virginia coal miner Bill Hovland,
a member of United Mine Workers of
America Local 2095 and the Socialist
Workers Party candidate for U.S. Se-
nate, on the November general election
ballot. In addition, 4,000 signatures
were collected for SWP candidate for
Congress in the 3rd District, Adrienne
Benjamin.

The rally marked the completion of a
five-week effort that surpassed its or-
ganizers’ most optimistic projections.
5,000 signatures are required for the Se-
nate race and 1,800 for the House seat.

During the course of the drive cam-
paign supporters met people in every
corner of this state — which ranks fifth
nationally in unemployment and where
factory-closings have become a weekly
event. These people were wide open to
seeing a fresh alternative on the ballot,
especially with a coal miner heading the
ticket. :

“Sure he should be allowed to run,”
was a common response. “The politi-
cians we've got now sure aren’t doing
any good.”

Support went well beyond agreement
with the socialists’ right to be on the bal-
lot. Petitioners came across increasing
numbers of people who have begun to
ask, “What is socialism? What do you
stand for?” Many agreed with the plat-
form, 20,000 copies of which were
handed out. Others weren’t sure yet but
wanted to know more: “I don’t know
much about socialism, but I sure know
capitalism isn’t working.”

State officials scared

It is exactly this response by thou-
sands of West Virginia working people
that has Democratic and Republican
politicians here running scared. Acting
as their point-man, Secretary of State A.
James Manchin recently mounted a ma-
jor campaign in the media branding
SWP petitioners “unethical and mis-
leading.” Officials even tried to threaten
people with jail if they signed the social-
ists’ petitions but also voted in the De-
mocratic or Republican primaries.

Putting muscle behind their words,
state politicians unleashed their police.
Socialists counted 25 separate incidents
of police harassment during the drive,
ranging from cops staring over the
shoulders of petitioners as they talked
to potential signers to threatening peti-
tioners with arrest for campaigning at
public-access shopping malls and super-
markets.

Most ominously, the campaign
~ whipped up by state politicians created
an atmosphere that has emboldened
right-wing goons into escalating their
attacks against the SWP headquarters
and Militant bookstore here.

In the pre-dawn hours of April 17 four
shots were fired through the windows
and door of the storefront office, located
on a busy street three blocks from the
State Capitol building and the Gover-
nor’s mansion. Taking place the very
day of the campaign rally, it was a clear

warning to anyone planning to attend.

that they should think twice.

This was the fifth attack since the
headquarters was opened five months
ago. Large plate glass windows have
been repeatedly smashed.

Socialists have won broad support
against the attacks, including three ma-
jor editorials in the state’s leading daily,
the Charleston Gazette, over the past
three months. Feeling the pressure,
Manchin himselffelt compelled toissue a
statement on April 20, hypocritically
and piously denouncing the attacks as
“un-American and uncalled for.”

In her speech opening the April 17

rally, congressional candidate Adrienne
Benjamin made it clear why Bill Hov-
land’s and her campaign is under fire.
“The people who run this state don’t
want a coal miner on the ballot. They
are afraid of the example it sets. They
are afraid the example could catch on
and lead to the formation of a labor par-
ty based on the unions.”

One of the evening’s most popular
speakers was CIliff Bryant, a former
miner and retired rail worker in his 70s
who comes from Cabin Creek, West Vir-
ginia. Bryant, who has been waiting
since the late 30s for socialists to run for
office again in this state, told the au-
dience: “The political mix-up is that the
Socialist Workers Party is called a
third party. The fact is, you are the se-
cond political party. What there has al-
ways been is one political party, which
is a two-headed monster, one part called
Democrat and the other called Republi-

”

can.

Chuck Hollowell, an area Profession-
al Air Traffic Controllers Organization
(PATCO) leader, was greeted with pro-
longed applause. “It’s good to be among
friends,” he said. “I'm sure I won’t be in-
vited to any Democratic or Republican
campaign rallies.” After describing
PATCO’s ongoing struggle, Hollowell
expressed his frustration with Demo-
cratic “friend of labor” politicians like
West Virginia Senator Robert Byrd who
repeatedly answered his appeals for
support by saying, “There’s nothing I
can do.”

Support from miners

John Hawkins, a national leader of
the SWP and a Pennsylvania coal min-
er, pointed out that “there is already a
political party in existence that has
broken with Democrats and Republi-
cans and charted a course that is an ex-

ample for the entire labor movement —
the National Black Independent Politi-
cal Party.”

Bill Hovland, the evening’s main
speaker, was introduced by fellow
United Mine Workers member Dave
Nine. Nine, who has worked under-
ground for 30 years, first got to know the
Socialist Workers Party last fall
through members who work with him at
the Blacksville #2 mine in the northern
part of the state. Now he is campaigning

for Hovland.

Hovland'’s speech sent a clear message
to state officials that the socialist cam-
paign does not intend to be intimidated
or muzzled. “The petitioning drive was
not the end but just the beginning. In
1982 we’ll be making history. The SWP
will be on the ballot in West Virginia,”
he declared.

Campaign supporters pledged over
$3,500 at the rally to finance the next
stage of the campaign.

Adrienne Benjamin, candidate for 3rd Congressional District, and Bill Hov-
land, candidate for U.S. Senate, told rally that their campaign would not be
intimidated or muzzled by state government and cops.

S. Africa tied to Seychelles coup attempt

BY STEVE BRIDE

A former South African intelligence
agent is reportedly telling officials in
the Seychelles Republic that the apart-
heid regime was behind a botched coup
attempt there last November.

According to the April 22 New York
Times, these officials say the ex-opera-
tive, Martin Dolinchek, has admitted
South Africa gave arms and logistic sup-
port to the white mercenary army that
tried and failed to unseat the Seychelles
government.

Authorities plan to have Dolinchek,
who was captured in the Seychelles
right after the abortive coup, repeat all
this at an upcoming trial of six others
being held for their part in the attempt.

The Seychelles are a group of 92 is-
lands in the Indian Ocean, 1,000 miles
east of Africa. They are considered stra-
tegic because they are within military
reach of Africa, India, and the Persian
Gulf. They also command the main ship-
ping lane for tankers leaving the Per-
sian Gulf.

The present government, headed by
President France Albert René, came to
power in 1977 after toppling dictator

James Mancham, who had close ties

with the South African regime.

Since taking office, the René govern-
ment has:

® Instituted a minimum wage, a
housing program, free education and
health care, and old-age and unemploy-
ment benefits.

® Been active in the Nonaligned
Movement.

@ Supported various African libera-
tion movements, most recently in an ap-
peal to South Africa to spare three
members of the African National Con-
gress who are sentenced to die in that
country.

® Called for dismantling the U.S.
military base on nearby Diego Garcia
Island.

In connection with the latter, Wash-
ington has accused René of turning the

Seychelles into a Soviet outpost.

René, meanwhile, has accused impe-
rialism of mounting three attempts to
reinstall Mancham.

In November’s try, 50 or so mercenar-
ies arrived at Victoria Airport in the
Seychelles, posing as a rugby team de-
livering Christmas presents to disabled
children. Trouble began when a customs
officer noticed a gun barrel poking out
from amongst the toy trucks.

A 20-hour shootout ensued, at the end
of which 45 of the mercenaries comman-
deered a plane and made for South Afri-
ca. International protest later forced the
apartheid government to bring charges

against them.

According to Dolinchek, he told South
African authorities well in advance that
a coup was in the works, and they of-
fered to provide backup.

In fact, South African press reports
indicate Dolinchek himself was sent by
that country’s National Intelligence
Service to the Seychelles to be of what-
ever help he could. They also assert that
details of the plot were arranged the day.
after a dinner party for high-level intel-
ligence officers.

The mercenaries left behind in the
Seychelles now face trial on treason
charges. i

Cops go free in Texas murder case

BY LEE OLESON

DALLAS — An all-white jury on
April 17 acquitted three Limestone
County police of “negligent homicide” in
the drowning of three Black youth at
Lake Mexia last year.

The three teenagers were arrested by
police on marijuana charges during a
heavily attended celebration of June 19,
the anniversary of the emancipation of
slaves in Texas in 1865.

After the arrests, the cops put the
three teenagers aboard a small boat,
which lacked safety equipment. The
boat, overloaded by some 450 pounds,
capsized and the three Black youths
drowned.

Under Texas law, “negligent homi-
cide” is a misdemeanor punishable by a
year in jail or a $2,000 maximum fine.

The Dallas jury also declined to find
the three cops guilty of violation of the
Texas Water Safety Act, a law punisha-
ble only by a fine.

Attorneys defending the cops made
open racist appeals to the jury.
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