






































Write-in vote ban
challenged in court
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ments on the rights of voters not only to
choose the candidate to fill an office, but also
“to associate in the electoral arena to enhance
their political effectiveness as a group”, An-
derson v. Celebrezze, 460 U.S. at 794. Such
association thereby promotes “diversity and
competition in the marketplace of ideas,” and
introduces new ideas and programs into the
political life of our nation. Id. See also
lilinois Election Board v. Socialist Workers
Party, 440 U.S. at 185-186.

As the courts below recognized, the frame-
work set forth in Anderson v. Celebrezze, 460
U.S. at 789, provides the appropriate means
for the Court to analyze restrictions on par-
ticipation in elections:

It must first consider the character and
magnitude of the asserted injury to the rights
protected by the First and Fourteenth Amend-
ments that the plaintiff seeks to vindicate. It
then must identify and evaluate the precise
interests put forward by the State as justifi-
cations for the burden imposed by its rule.
In passing judgment, the Court must not only
determine the legitimacy and strength of each
of those interests, it also must consider the
extent to which those interests make it nec-
essary to burden the plaintiff’s rights. Only
after weighing all these factors is the review-
ing court in a position to decide whether the
challenged provision is unconstitutional.

See also Normanv.Reed, ___US. .60
U.S.L.W. 4075, 4077 (Jan. 14, 1992). Nor-
man reaffirms that within the Anderson anal-
ysis “any severe restriction” must be “nar-
rowly drawn to advance a state interest of
compelling importance.” __ US.at__
60 U.S.LW. at 4077. See also, Eu v. San
Francisco County Democratic Central Com-
mittee, 489 U.S. 214 (1986) and Tashjian v.
Republican Party of Connecticut, 479 U.S.
208 (1986).

The Hawaii statutory scheme directly re-
stricts the rights of the voters by flatly pro-
hibiting a voter from casting a write-in vote
in all circumstances. Under the Hawaii
scheme, whenever a voter decides that the
choice of candidates on the pre-printed ballot
does not present an individual or platform
that he or she can or desires to support, that
voter must either choose one of the candi-
dates on the pre-printed ballot or accept de-
nial of the right to vote. Whether the voter’s
reason is based upon a late-developing issue,
new information concerning an issue or can-
didate, disgruntlement with the choices of-
fered on the pre-printed ballot or any other
concern that affects how an individual votes,
under Hawaii’s restrictions a vote cannot be
cast for anyone other than the candidates
listed by the state on the pre-printed ballot.

The prohibition on write-in voting in all
circumstances imposes a direct restriction on
the right of voters not only to vote for the
candidate of their choice when that candidate
is not one of the listed candidates, but also
on the voter’s right to associate with other
like-minded individuals and to express sup-
port for a candidate and for the goals that the
candidate represents. Indeed, the prohibition
forces a voter who desires to cast a vote, to
vote fora candidate listed or to forego voting:
a voter who seeks to vote as a means of
expressing rejection of the candidates on the
ballot is prohibited from doing so.

It is because the fundamental right to vote
is restricted, and the right of voters to engage
in political expression and association is re-
stricted, that a number of courts have found
the injury to these rights protected by the First
and Fourteenth Amendments to be “substan-
tial,” Canaan v. Abdelnour, 40 Cal.3d 703,
221 Cal.Rptr. 468, 477 (1985) and “of great
magnitude,” Dixon, supra, 478 F.2d at 782.

Write-in voting may well be a less likely
route to achieve election for a candidate than
listing on the pre-printed ballot. The practi-
cal difficulties associated with write-in vot-
ing turn upon a recognition that “realities of
the electoral process” require that a write-in
voter not only remember the name of the
candidate but also require him or her to “take
the affirmative step of writing it on the bal-
lot.” Anderson v. Celebrezze, 460 U.S. at
799 n. 26, quoting Lubin v. Panish, 415 U.S.
709, 719 n.5 (1974). See also Williams v.
Rhodes, 393 U.S. at 37 (Douglas, J. concur-
ring) (“[E]ven where operative, the write-ins
are no substitute for a place on the ballot™).
Nonetheless the option of the write-in ballot
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has been recognized by this Court. Srorer v.
Brown, 415 U.S. 724, 736 n.7 (1974) (In
holding constitutional a requirement that an
independent candidate had not been affiliated
with a political party for one year before
primary, noting that the write-in alternative
remained open.); Jenness v. Fortson, 403
U.S. 431, 438 (1971).

But the opportunity to cast a write-in vote
is not of diminished importance to the voter’s
ability to participate in the electoral process
because acandidate receiving such votes may
not have a great likelihood of success. As the
district court observed in Socialist Labor
Party v. Rhodes, 290 F.Supp. 983, 987 (S.D.
Ohio), aff’d in part, mod. in part sub nom.,
Williams v. Rhodes, 393 U.S. 23 (1968) “[a]
write-in ballot permits a voter to effectively
exercise his individual constitutionally pro-
tected franchise. The use of write-in ballots
does not and should not be dependent on the
candidate’s chance of success.” See also
Dixon v. Maryland State Administrative
Board of Election Laws, 878 F.2d at 781.
Indeed, when understood to require an affir-
mative actand commitment, casting a write-in
vote reflects an element of political partici-
pation, and an expression of political mes-
sage, that sometimes exceeds the simple act
of voting.

Nor is that right to participate in the elec-
toral process by write-in voting a right of
limited practical importance. First, as a gen-
eral matter, while write-in voting may infre-
quently result in the actual election of such
a candidate, individuals are elected as write-
in candidates. For example, in November
1991 an individual was elected to the Albany
County Legislature in New York, N.Y. Times,
Nov. 10, 1991, § 1 at 42, col. 1, in 1990 an
individual was elected to the Prince Georges
County Council in Maryland, The Washing-
ton Post, Nov. 11, 1990, at C1, and according
to one report, 40 write-in candidates were
elected in Indiana in 1990. 21 Election Ad.
Rep. Jan. 21, 1991, No. 2, at 3. Similarly,
four write-in candidates have been elected to
Congress in the last 40 years; Strom
Thurmond to the Senate in 1954, Dale Alford
to the House of Representatives in 1958, Joe
Skeen to the House of Representatives in
1980 and Ron Packard to the House of Repre-
sentatives in 1982. 12 Election Ad. Rep.,
Nov. 22, 1982, No. 22, at 1-2; 38 Cong. Q.
Weekly Report 3319 (Nov. 8, 1980). Indeed,
in 1964, the Republican primary in New
Hampshire “was won with write-in votes by
aman who hadn’t announced [his candidacy]
at all, Henry Cabot Lodge.” 2 W. Manches-
ter, The Glory And The Dream, A Narrative
History of America 1932-1972, 1256 (1973).

Second, supporters of write-in candidates,
including those supported by the SWP, utilize
the write-in mechanism with some frequency
not only as the means of voting for the
candidate of their choice but as a means of
associating together in a publicly expressive
fashion.? For example, the Presidential can-
didate supported by the Socialist Workers
Party in 1988 appeared on the ballot in 16
states; in the remaining states write-in voting,
where available, was the only means of vot-
ing for the candidate.3 In the same year, the
Socialist Workers Party supported 43 other
candidates in 24 states and the District of
Columbia of whom only 11 were listed on
the ballot. In 1989, the Socialist Workers
Party supported 18 candidates for local elec-
tion in 9 states and the District of Columbia
of whom 8 were listed on the ballot. In 1990
the Socialist Workers Party supported 175
candidates in 23 states including the District

2.The anonymity of the ballot as a means of
expressing support for particular groups and ideas
make the opportunity to cast a write-in vote
particularly meaningful for supporters of groups
that historically have suffered harassment
beacause of their association with particular po-
litical viewpoints. See Tashjian v Republican
Party of Connecticut, 479 U.S. at 215 n.5. See
also, Brown v Socialist Workers ' 74 Campaign
Committee (Ohio), 459 U.S. 87 (1982)

3.The Socialist Workers Party has supported
Presidential candidates in every Presidential elec-
tion since 1948. The SWP’s Presidential ticket
was on the ballot in 9 states in 1964; 19 states in
1972; 28 states in 1976; 27 states in 1980; and
24 states in 1984. See, The Militant, Oct. 26, 1964,
at 4; id., Oct. 29, 1976, at 6; id., Oct. 31, 1980,
at 12; id., Nov. 16, 1984, at 3. Write-in voting,
where available, was the only means of voting
for these candidates in the remaining states.
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James Warren, Socialist Workers 1988 presidential candidate (at podium). SWP has
run candidates for municipal, county, state, and federal offices since 1938.

of Columbia of whom 11 were listed on the
ballot in 9 states. Of the remainder, 17 at-
tained “official” write-in status under the
applicable statutes. See The Militant, Nov.
4, 1988, at 3; id., Nov. 10, 1989 at 14; id.,
Nov. 9, 1990, at 13,

The frequency of use of the write-in can-
didacy, along with the occasional actual elec-
toral success of such candidates, illuminates
the importance of the write-in for electoral
participation. The ability to cast a write-in
vote is of essential importance to those of
dissenting and minority views, and those who
choose to reject the candidates on a particular
ballot and the positions represented by them.
The Hawaii ban frustrates the ability of these
voters who would otherwise cast a write-in
vote to participate in the electoral process.

That the Hawaii scheme does so in a
manner which is both absolute and unyield-
ing is obvious from the complete prohibition
of Hawaii law. That it does so without any

Write-in voting has
particular importance
for those with minority
or dissenting views.

sufficient justification is apparent if only
because the broad prohibition on write-in
voting imposes far too wide a restriction than
is justified by the various interests and is not
narrowly drawn to advance a state interest of
compelling importance. For example, the
asserted interest in protecting against so
called “sore loser” candidacies could be
served by a narrower and more focused reg-
ulation. The interest in preventing party raid-
ing is not a concern in a general election and
is not a serious concern in an open primary
such as Hawaii’s. It therefore is insufficient
to justify the broad prohibition. See Tashjian
v. Republican Party of Connecticur, 479 U.S.
at 219 and n.9 (recognizing the “‘continuing
difficulty of proving that raiding is possible”
but expressing no opinion as to whether that
difficulty “attenuates the asserted state inter-

est in preventing the practice™).

The court below was of the view that
Hawaii election laws “provide candidates
with considerable ease of access to the ballot”
and so if Burdick desires to vote for a par-
ticular candidate, that candidate need only
qualify under the Hawaii procedures. (Pet.
App. 11a.) Ease of access to the ballot for
candidates, even if true?, does not ameliorate
the frustration of the voter’s rights involved
here. While the rights of voters protected by
the Constitution and the rights of candidates
and political parties are intertwined in the
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4. Hawaii's ballot access requirements present
considerable obstacles and do not provide the ease
of access to the ballot seemingly contemplated by
the court below. For example, Hawaii's provision
for new political parties requires a petition signed
by 1% of the number of registered voters as of the
last general election to be submitted 150 days
before the primary, Haw. Rev. Stat. § 11-62. In
order to utilize the new party route, an individual
who might cast a write-in vote would be required
to so decide long before the primary, even longer
before the general election, and long before the
issues in a campaign become focused by the
electorate. See Anderson Celebrezze, 460 U.S.
780. Moreover, the process of forming a new party
involves a formal affiliation with that party. Such
affiliation requires a considerably different type of
commitment than the commitment of write-in
voters, and that commitment is an act of public
affiliation which may not reflect the interest of a
write-in voter who wishes to cast a write-in vote
for only one particular office. See Tashjian, 479
U.S.at 215n.5: ¢f. Developments In the Law-Elec-
tions, 88 Harv. L. Rev. 1111, 1167 n.79 (1975)
(individual voter may have one party of choice on
the state level and a separate national or local party
of choice.) Similarly, in order to qualify for the
general election ballot as an independent candidate
for an office other than president, a candidate must
run in the independent primary and either poll 10%
of the vote or out poll the primary winner in a
partisan campaign. Haw. Rev. Stat § 12-41(b).
Compare Munro v. Socialist Workers Party, 479
U.S. 189 (1986) (upholding Washington require-
ment of 1% of vote in the primary). Indeed, in
contrast to the Washington procedure in Munro, a
voter may only vote in a particular primary in
Hawaii. While perhaps not insurmountable, these
provisions are nonetheless considerable obstacles.

Join in defending the write-in vote!
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Write-in vote has long history, says ACLU

Printed below are excerpts from the brief
presented to the U.S. Supreme Court on
behalf of Alan Burdick, in his case opposing
the State of Hawaii's ban on write-in voting.
The brief was prepared by lawyers for the
New York Civil Liberties Union and the
American Civil Liberties Union.

The brief describes voting as “the critical
act of participation in a democracy,” and
explains that while giving or withholding a
vote to a particular candidate increases or
decreases the likelihood of that candidate
being elected, “this is just part of the meaning
and significance of a vote."” Through the
ballot, it continues, “voters express their pref-
erences to each other, to those presently
holding public office, to present and prospec-
tive candidates for public office, and to the
political parties which underwrite those can-
didacies. Voting is thus a complex act of
political participation, consisting at once of
expression, commitment and choice.”

The brief sums up: “This case involves the
most basic of constitutional rights — the
right of citizens to vote for individuals of
their choice . . . Hawaii officials deprive cit-
izens of the right to express their dissatisfac-
tion with the range of choices presented on
the ballot and to vote, instead, for individuals
of their own personal preference.”

In the first section of its argument, printed
here, the brief outlines the history of how the
write-in ballot, once the form in which all
votes were cast, was modified and tested in
a series of court cases following the appear-
ance of the first state-printed ballot papers.

* & %

1. HAWAII'S ABSOLUTE PROHIBI-
TION AGAINST WRITE-IN VOTING
SERIOUSLY BURDENS CONSTITU-
TIONAL RIGHTS OF ELECTORAL
PARTICIPATION AND POLITICAL
EXPRESSION

Write-in ballots did not become a matter
of note or democratic consequence until late
in the nineteenth century, when the system
of state-prepared ballots, commonly de-
scribed as the Australian Ballot system, was

first introduced in this country.! The idea of

a government-printed ballot was seen as a
progressive reform designed to reduce a va-
riety of fraudulent election practices. Its end
was to make elections better express the
actual, free choice of voters by increasing

1. The Australian Ballot was first introduced
in this country, in 1888, in connection with local
elections held in Louisville, Kentucky. Later that
same year, Massachusetts enacted a state-wide
law mandating a state-prepared ballot. By the
presidential election of 1892, “thirty-eight states
had passed Australian Ballot laws in one form or
another.” L. E. Fredman, The Australian Ballot:
The Story of an American Reform IX (1968).

voter secrecy, reducing the corruption of
party politics and protecting the integrity of
the process. One hundred years later, instead
of protecting voter choice, the state-prepared
ballot in Hawaii has become an impediment
to free choice.

Prior to the turn of the century, citizens
were sovereign over their voting preferences
as a matter of course. They were free to

b g

prescribed by statute a paper upon which
they signified their choice of officers.
The ballots might be written, printed,
partly written, partly printed, and any
sort of combination of persons who were
candidates might be printed or written
upon a ballot.

State ex, rel. Lafollette v. Kohler, 228 N.W.

895, 906 (Wis. 1930).

e T
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Election petitioning for Socialist Workers candidates. Write-in ballot was universal
voting method in United States until late 19th century.

prepare their own ballots, use preprinted tick-
ets offered by one of the political parties, or
alter the political parties’ tickets to suit their
personal preferences. In effect, all ballots
were write-in ballots. The Wisconsin Su-
preme Court summarized these freewheeling
ballot practices:

In the beginning the regulations were
few and simple. Persons went to the
voting places fixed by law and there
delivered to officers whose duties were

Hawaii vote ban challenged in court
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electoral context and “do not lend themselves
to neat separation”, Bullock v. Carter, 405
U.S. 134, 143 (1972), the rights of a voter
are not identical with that of a candidate or
of a political party.

Moreover, whatever the ballot access re-
quirements, whether a political party seeks
to qualify its candidate for listing on the
pre-printed ballot or a candidate seeks to do
so depends upon a choice of that political
party or candidate, rather than the decision
of a voter desiring to cast a write-in vote.
See, e.g., Eu v. San Francisco County Dem-
ocratic Central Committee, 489 U.S. 214,
225-226, n.15 (1989) (In rejecting argument
that participation in state-run primaries re-
flects the party’s support for each regulation
of the process, the Court recognized that “[a]
decision to participate in state-run primaries
more likely reflects a party’s determination
that ballot participation is more advantageous
than the altemnatives, that is, supporting in-
dependent candidates or conducting write-in
campaigns.”)

Whatever the reason for the choice
which may be made by a political party or
candidate, focus upon the course chosen
by a political party or candidate “ignores
the independent First Amendment rights™
id., of the voters. Indeed, the reason why
a candidate might not run in an indepen-
dent primary, or a new party might not be
formed 150 days prior to the primary date
are many and varied. The reasons may
range from the emergence of new issues,

the emergence of new information con-
cerning the candidates, the difficulties pre-
sented by the state statutory scheme or a
simple lack of resources at an early stage.
See,e.g.. Andersonv. Celebrezze, 460 U.S.
at 792 (footnote omitted) (“When the pri-
mary campaigns are far in the future and
the election itself is even more remote, the
obstacles facing an independent candi-
date’s organizing efforts are compounded.
Volunteers are more difficult to recruit and
retain, media publicity and campaign con-
tributions are more difficult to secure, and
voters are less interested in the cam-
paign.”) But whatever the reason, focus
upon that choice ignores the fundamental
rights of the voter.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth above, it is re-
spectfully requested that the decision of the
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit be
reversed.

Respectfully submitted.

EDWARD COPELAND
(Counsel of Record)

ERIC M. LIEBERMAN
RABINOWITZ, BOUDIN,
STANDARD, KRINSKY &
LIEBERMAN, P.C.

Counsel for Amicus Curiae

The broad adoption ofthe Australian Ballot
near the turn of the century reduced the dis-
order of the earlier system and blunted some
of the abuses that came with that disorder.
But, itwas quickly and widely recognized that
the Australian Ballot. if untempered by the
opportunity for voters to write-in the candi-
dates of their choice, would impose a narrow
regimentation on the right to vote which was
at sharp odds with the exercise of personal
sovereignty contemplated by democracy.
State court after state court heard the com-
plaints of voters frustrated in their choices at
the voting booth, and the vast majority re-
sponded by finding a right to cast a write-in
vote somewhere in state law. State constitu-
tions were occasionally the formal source of
this right, and a simple but eloquent vision of
free andequal political participation wasoften
the explicit_predicate of legal judgment in
these cases.”

In upholding write-in voting, many of
these courts spoke pointedly to the nature of
the right to vote and to the disenfranchise-
ment that would occur if citizens could not
vote “according to their own free and unre-
stricted choice.” Barr v. Cardell. 155 N.W.
312, 315 (lowa 1915). For example, in up-
holding write-in voting the Supreme Court
of Illinois observed:

It is claimed that section 14 prohibits
the voter from writing on the ballot the
name of a person who has not been
nominated . . . and that it is the intention

2. The supreme Judicial Court of Massachu-
setts summarized this judicial development at the
time.

In general. it may be said that the so-called
‘Australian Ballot Acts. in the various forms in
which they have been enacted in many of the
states of this country, have been sustained by the
courts, provided the acts permit the voter to vote
for such persons as he please. by leaving blank
spaces on the official ballot, in which he may
write, or insert in any other proper manner, the
names of such persons, and by giving him the
means, and a reasonable opportunity, to insert or
write in such names.

Cole v. Turner, 41 N.E. 681 (Mass. 1895). See
also Jackson v. Norris, 195 A. 576, 585 (Md.
1937).
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of the act that no vote should be cast for
a person who was not nominated. . . .
[1]f the construction contended for by
appellee be the correct one, the voter is
deprived of the constitutional right of
suffrage; he is deprived of the right of
exercising his own choice; and when this
right is taken away there is nothing left
worthy of the name of the right of suf-
frage — the boasted free ballot becomes
a delusion.

Sanner v. Patton. 40 N.E. 290, 292-93 (Il1.
1895).3 Moreover, other state courts, during
this period, assumed the right to cast a write-
in ballot to be beyond dispute even as they
addressed other election law issues. For ex-
ample, the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania,
in reviewing a challenge to the format of
Philadelphia’s printed ballot, accepted write-
in voting as an inherent feature of a fair
electoral process:

Unless there was such provision to
enable the voter not satisfied to vote any
ticket on the ballot, or for any names
appearing on it, to make up an entire
ticket of his own choice, the election as
to him would not be equal, for he would
not be able to express his own individual
will in his own way.

Qughton v. Black, 61 A. 346, 348 (Pa.
1905). The California Supreme Court, in re-
solving an election controversy over certain
disputed ballots, similarly noted in passing:

Under every form of ballot of which
we have had any experience the voter
has been allowed — and it seems to be
agreed that he must be allowed — the
privilege of casting his vote for any
person for any office by writing his name
in the proper place.

Patrerson v. Hanley, 136 P. 821, 823 (Cal.
1902).

These opinions exemplified a broad
recognition among the state courts that
some write-in ballot opportunity is essen-
tial to free and fair political participation
among citizens who have widely diver-
gent political values and goals. More re-
cent state court decisions have confirmed
these earlier judgments. As the Supreme
Court of Florida Court observed: “We
believe the right of each elector [to vote|
for a write-in candidate is as important
now as it was in 1893." Smith v. Smathers,
372 So.2d 427, 429 (Fla. 1979).

This Court, while never considering di-
rectly the question of a federal constitutional
right to a write-in ballot, has recognized the
importance of the write-in ballot as a release
from the constraints of ballot access require-
ments. Storer v. Brown, 415 U.S. 724, 736
n.7 (1974); Jenness v. Fortson, 403 U.S. 431,
438 (1971). And., as noted above, the Court
of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit has recently
found a federal constitutional right to cast a
write-in vote inherent in this Court’s juris-
prudence. Divon, 878 F.2d 776.

What unites this widely shared and durable
understanding of the political process — and
distinguishes it from the decision below by
the Ninth Circuit — is a recognition that vot-
ing involves far more than the static choice
among candidates listed on a ballot. Elections
are a dynamic part of political discourse and
growth within ademocratic community; they
are “a rallying point for like-minded citi-
zens.” Anderson, 460 U.S. at 788.

Voters associate with each other and with
candidates “for the common advancement
of political beliefs and ideas [in] a form of
‘orderly group activity ’ protected by the First
and Fourteenth Amendments [citations omit-
ted].” Kusperv. Pontikes, 414 U.S, 51, 56-57
(1973). And, indeed, this Court has noted
that this form of political association and
expression is deserving of constitutional pro-
tection even if it is not likely to result in a
successful electoral outcome. /llinois Elec-
tions Bd. v. Socialist Workers Party, 440 U.S.
173, 185-86 (1979). Participation in the pro-
cess is as important as directly affecting the
result because “an election campaign is a
means of disseminating ideas as well as
antaining political office.” Id. at 186.

3. During the period shortly after the introduc-
tion of the Australian Ballot, numerous state
courts upheld write-in voting either as matter of
statutory interpretation or constitutional entitle-
menl. See. e.g.. Barr v. Cardell, 155 N.W. 312:
Snortum v. Homme, 119 N.W. 59 (Minn. 1909);
Mayor of Jackson v. State, 59 So. 873 (Miss.
1912); Park v. Rives, 119 P, 1034 (Utah 1911);
Littlejohn v. Desch, 121 P. 159 (Colo. 1912).

The Militant 15



—MILITANT LABOR FORUMS

CALIFORNIA

Los Angeles

Socialist Educational Conference. Feb. 15-16
Talks on the origins of women's oppression, eye-
witness report from South Africa; the deepening
cnisis of world capitalism. All events at 2546 W
Pico Blvd, Formore information; (213) 380-9460).

MARYLAND

Baltimore

Malcolm X: The Man and His Ideas. Speaker:
John Gaige, Socialist Workers Party National
Committee, member of Amalgamated Clothing
and Textile Workers Union. Sat. Feb. 22, 7:30
p.m. 2903 Greenmount Ave. Donation: $3. Tel:
(301) 235-0013.

MASSACHUSETTS

Boston

Malcolm X and the Fight for Justice Today.
Video showing. Speaker: representative Socialist
Workers Party. Sat., Feb. 15, 7:30 p.m. 605 Mas-
sachusetts Ave. Donation: $3. Tel: (617) 247-
6772.

MIAMI, FLORIDA

Cuba: Challenges Facing
the Revolution in a
Changing World.

Speaker: Mary-Alice Waters, just re-
tumed from Havana Book Fair, editor of
New International. Sun., Feb. 16, 5 p.m.
Dinner at 4 p.m. Donation: forum, $3;
dinner, $3. 137 NE 54th St. Tel: (305)
756-1020.

MICHIGAN

Detroit

Grant Political Asylum to Haitian Refugees.
Speaker: David Alvarez, Young Socialist Alli-
ance. Sat., Feb. 15, 7:30 p.m. 501912 Woodward
Ave. Donation: $3. Tel: (313) 831-1177.

MINNESOTA

St. Paul

JFK: Myth Vs, Reality. The Truth About the
Cuban Missile Crisis and the Vietnam War.
Speaker: Joey Rothenberg, Socialist Workers
Party, member United Transportation Union
Local 1000. Sat., Feb. 15, 7:30 p.m. 508 N Snell-
ing Ave. Donation: $3. Tel: (612) 644-6325.

MISSOURI

St. Louis

Malcolm X: His Message for Today. Video
and speakers. Sat., Feb. 15, 7:30 p.m. 1622 S
Broadway. Donation: $3. Tel: (314) 421-3808.
Caterpillar Strike: 16,000 Workers Battle
Corporate Giant. Speaker: Andrea Gonzilez,
member United Auto Workers Local 325. Sat.,
Feb. 22, 7:30 p.m. 1622 S Broadway. Donation:
$3. Tel: (314)421-3808.

NEW JERSEY

Newark

Malcolm X Speaks. Speaker: Ray Parsons,
Young Socialist Alliance. Sat., Feb. 15, 7:30
p.m. 141 Halsey St., 2nd floor. Donation: $3.
Tel: (201) 643-334].

NEW YORK

Manhattan
Stop the Forced Repatriation of Haitian Refu-
gees! Sat., Feb. 15, 7:30 p.m. Speakers to be

announced. 191 7th Ave. Donation: $4. Tel:
(212) 727-8421,

NORTH CAROLINA

Greensboro

Malcolm X and the Fight Against Racism.
Sat., Feb. 22, 7:30 p.m. 2000-C South Elm-Eu-
gene St. Donation: $3. Tel: (919) 272-5996.

OHIO
Cleveland

Regional Socialist Educational Conference.
Feb. 29-March 1. 1863 W 25th St. For more
information: (216) 861-6150,

Cincinnati

Malcolm X: His Meaning for Today. Speaker:
James Harmis, Socialist Workers Party. Sun., Feb.
23, 5 p.m. Hirsch Community Center, 3630
Reading Rd. Donation: $3. Tel: (513) 221-2691.

PENNSYLVANIA

Philadelphia

Malcolm X: His Revolutionary Legacy . A
panel discussion. Sat., Feb. 15, 7:30 p.m, 1906
South St. Donation $3. Tel: (215) 546-8218.
South Africa: New Stage in the Struggle to
End Apartheid . An eyewitness repont by Derek
Bracey, National Organizational Secretary of the
Young Socialist Alliance, attended African Na-
tional Congress Youth League Conference in
December. Sat., Feb. 22, 7:30 p.m. 1906 South
St. Donation: $5. Tel: (215) 546-8218.

TEXAS

Houston

Out of Control. Deteriorating Safety in the
Petrochemical Industry. A video produced by
the OCAW and Organizing Media Project. Sat.,

Japan-bashing gets mixed results

BY SETH GALINSKY

As economic rivalry between Japan and
the United States has sharpened, the rulers of
these two imperialist powers have stepped
up their efforts to convince working people
in each country to back the capitalist class in
the country where they live.

Butdespite theireffortsmany U.S. workers
are just not buying the “buy American™ cam-
paign.

During a debate in the Japanese Parlia-
ment February 3, Prime Minister Kiichi
Miyazawa blamed the U.S. economic crisis
on U.S. workers .

“1 have thought for some time that they
may lack a work ethic,” Miyazawa stated.
He suggested the workers in the United
States had forgotten how “to live by the
sweat of their brow.”

Taking advantage of the Japanese prime
minister's comments, White House spokes-
man Marlin Fitzwater sought to pose as a
defender of working people in the United
States.

“I would say that the American work
force is second to none, that the American
work ethic is legendary and has promoted
the greatest prosperity in the world and
throughout the world,” Fitzwater said.
Miyazawa’'s words should stir “the rages in
all of us that want to compete and show
we're the best work force there is,”

Virtually every Democrat and Republican
in the 1992 U.S. presidential contest has
jumped on the anti-Japan bandwagon.

Senator Robert Kerrey, a Democratic
contender, has used Japan-bashing in what
Time magazine calls an “artfully contrived
TV spot.” In the ad, Kerrey is depicted
guarding a hockey net while warning the
Japanese that “if we can’t sell in their mar-
ket, they can’t sell in ours.”

Liberal Democrat Thomas Harkin wamns
Tokyo, “We're going to reduce our trade
deficit with you, Japan, down to zero in five
years. Two ways you can do it: buy more or
sell us less.”

William Clinton, the front runner in the
Democratic race, makes sure to get his jabs
in. “When the Japanese Prime Minister
said that he felt sympathy for the U.S..”
Clinton says, referring to earlier comments
by Miyazawa, “it made me sick. If I'd been
there with him I'd have thrown up t00.”

Right-wing Republican Patrick Buchanan
has accused the George Bush campaign of
looking “like a wholly-owned subsidiary of
Japan Inc.” and refers to the Japanese people
as “Japs.”

Many U.S. businesses are promoting a
“Buy American” effort. Monsanto Chemical
Corp.isofferingeach of its 12,000 employees
$1.000 to buy or lease a new *“American” car.
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Other companies are following suit. But
none have agreement on what exactly is an
“American car” in the first place.

Bonnie Bell Cosmetics of Cleveland has
its own Buy American campaign but says
that “a car made in the U.S. by a foreign-
owned corporation doesn’t qualify.”

William Lippy, a surgeon from Warren,
Ohio, who is offering $600 to each of his
35 employees who buys an American car,
disagrees. He includes Ohio-made Hondas
in his offer, but not Kentucky-made
Toyotas.

Detroit-based Franklin Bank allows Ford,
GM. or Chrysler-made autos, even if they’'re
made in Mexico. That's OK, a bank spokes-
person says, because “the profits go to an
American company.”

A Toyota dealership recently placed an
advertisement in the New York Times, of-
fering “Toyotas built in America, for
Americans, sold & serviced by Ameri-
cans.”

“A General Motors car can have more
Japanese components than a Japanese car,”
noted one Rand Corporation analyst.

The New York Times interviewed long-
shoreman Ron Thornberry. The Seattle dock
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worker told the paper that he worries that
Japan-bashing could result in lost jobs. Jap-
anese companies are the number one custo-
mer where Thomberry works and trade with
Japan is key in the Pacific Northwest.

“I'm personally not that happy with what
they've been saying about our workers in
Japan,” he says, “but I do know that if Amer-
ica were to have some sort of protectionism
against them, it would kill us,”

One sign of feelings toward Japan is the
reaction to a proposal by the president of
Nintendo, a Japanese video game company,
to buy 60 percent of the Seattle Mariners
baseball team.

Local opinion polls show strong support
for the deal, which would allow the team to
remain in Seattle, in spite of opposition to
the proposal from many of the owners of
other major league baseball teams.

If car sales are any indication, govemn-
ment-corporate Japan-bashing is not having
much impact.

The most recent figures for January show
that Japanese cars have continued to gain in
their share of the U.S. market at the expense
of the Big Three — General Motors, Ford,
and Chrysler.
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Malcolm X: The Man and His Ideas. A video
presentation. Sat., Feb. 22, 7:30 p.m. 4806 Al-
meda. Donation: $3. Tel: (713) 522-8054.

UTAH

Salt Lake City

Police Brutality. What We Can Do To Fight
Against Cop Violence. Sat., Feb. 22, 7:30 p.m.
147 E900 S. Donation: $3. Tel: (801) 355-1124,

WASHINGTON

Seattle

Socialist Educational Conference. The De-
pression, Crisis of Capitalism, and Prospects
for Revolutionary Change. Feb. 15-16. Talks
on the origins of women's oppression; the myth
of race; eyetwitness report from South Africa;
the deepening crisis of world capitalism. All
events at 1405 E. Madison. For more informa-
tion: (206) 323-1755.

CANADA

Montreal

Malcolm X. A video presentation. Sat., Feb. 15,
7:30 p.m. 6566, boul. Saint-Laurent. Donation:
$4. Tel: (514) 273-2503.

SOCIALIST EDUCATIONAL CONFER-
ENCE: The Depression, Crisis of Capitalism,
and Prospects for Revolutionary Change. Sat.
Feb. 29, and Sun., March 1. For more informa-
tion: (514) 273-2503,

Toronto

Malcolm X In Today’s World. Video and dis-
cussion. Sat., Feb. 15, 7:30 p.m. 410 Adelaide St.
W, Suite 400. Donation: $4. Tel: (416) 861-1399.

ICELAND

Reykjavik

Communist Manifesto. Class on part 2. Sat.,
Feb. 15. 12 noon Klapparstig 26. 2nd floor. Do-
nation: $3. Tel: (91) 17513.

Korea: Struggle for Reunification. Speaker:
Estelle DeBates, Young Socialist Alliance na-
tional cochairperson. Thurs., Feb. 20, 8 p.m.
Klapparstig 2b. 2nd floor. Donation: $3. Tel:
(91) 17513.

NEW ZEALAND

Auckland

One year After the Gulf War: No New World
Order but a Global Depression. Speakers: Ruth
Gray, Communist League candidate in Auckland
Regional Council by-election; James Robb, Com-
munist League candidate in Tamaki by-election.
Sat., Feb. 15,7 p.m. 203 Karangahape Rd. Dona-
tion: $2. Tel: (9) 793-075.

Continuing Turmoil in Fiji. Speakers to be
announced. Sat., Feb. 22, 7 p.m. 203 Kara-
ngahape Rd. Donation: $2. Tel: (9) 793-075.

Christchurch

Malcolm X. Speaker: Stuant Needham, Com-
munist League. Sat. Feb. 22, 7 p.m. 593a Co-
lombo St. Tel: (3) 656-055.

Wellington

The Tamaki By-election: Deepening Divisions
in New Zealand Capitalist Politics. Speakers:
Communist League election candidates Ruth
Gray and James Robb. Sat., Feb. 22, 7 p.m. 23
Majoribanks St., off Courtenay Pl. Donation: $5
(includes supper). Tel: (4) 384-4205.
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575, Col. Roma Sur. Mexico DF.
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gahape Road. Postal Address: P.O. Box 3025.
Tel: (9) 793-075.

Christchurch: 593a Colombo St. (upstairs).
Postal address: P.O. Box 22-530.Tel: (3)656-055.

Wellington: 23 Majoribanks St., Courtenay
Pl. Postal address: P.O. Box 9092. Tel: (4) 384-
4205.

SWEDEN

Stockholm: Vikingagatan 10. Postal code:
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— GREAT SOCIETY

Not to hurry — In January, the
government began bestowing citi-
zenship on Filipinos who served in

the U.S. armed forces in World War
[I. They were first promised citizen-
ship at the time of the war, a half
century ago.

Sharing the burden — TWA
workers have been hit with give-
backs to help save “their” bankrupt
airline. Meanwhile, TWA's top dog,

Carl Icahn. is still sitting on his per-
sonal fortune of more than half a
billion and will, of course, retain his
20-room French-style chateau —
and the two neighboring houses he
bought to ensure his privacy.

Free-market blues — To obtain
hard currency, the former Soviet
states are dumping platinum, gold
and other key products on the world
market, driving down prices at a bad
time. Observed one analyst: “When
your chief competitor goes out of
business, that’s supposed to be good
news. . .. But when the Soviet
Union died, a lot of commercial
victors around the world caught a
bad cold.”

Next, Rasputin — Van Cleef

and Arpels, purveyors of jewelry
and other collectibles, is offering a
men's toilet water, Tsar — “classic,
masculine, enduring” —a 100 ml
spray bottle, $58.

That’s the spirit — With half a
billion still missing from the late
Robert Maxwell’s collapsed media
empire, and assets frozen, his two
sons seem up the creek. One hopes
to sell his $3 million London home.
Declared his spouse: “Naturally I'm
worried about the future.... My
husband doesn’t have a job.” But,
she firmly added. “We have four
children who are all healthy, so you
have to put everything in perspec-
tive.”

You’re sure? — According to a

carefully researched study pub-
lished in the New England Journal
of Medicine, the more money a mag-
azine makes off cigarette ads, the
less likely it is to write about the
dangers of smoking.

Lethal weapon — According
to the publication Adhusters. co-
caine takes 2,000 U.S. lives a year,
while tobacco claims 346,000.
“The crack industry’s methods,” it
says, “are well documented: vio-
lence, guns, terror and intimida-
tion. And tobacco companies?
They just advertise.”

They turned down the heat? —
Canadian taxpayers may be irritated
that in the first nine months of 1991

it cost $350,000 to maintain the of-
ficial homes of Prime Minister Brian
Mulroney and Opposition leader
Jean Chrétien. But it's comforting
that this is down from $500,000 for
the last six months of the previous
year,

Waste not, want not — When
you brush Fido, don’t toss the hair.
Send it to Hair Today. Yam Tomor-
row. They'll convert it into yarn and
knit it into a sweater. $200.

Also. He created the necktie —
“God gave us bosses and they are
supposed to lead us.” — John Bar-
bagelata, a San Francisco politico,
arguing against the notion of legis-
lation barring employers from im-
posing unreasonable dress codes.

New Zealand farmers fight processing monopolies

BY JAMES ROBB

AUCKLAND, New Zealand — Two dis-
putes involving threats of legal action against
farmers in this country have served to high-
light the exploitation of working farmers by
the processing monopolies that buy their
product.

A Dec. 9, 1991, meeting of 60 sheep farm-
ersat Hedgehope. Southland, voted to boycott
South Island meat companies. withholding
their stock from sale until the companies
offered a schedule price comparable to what
was paid at the same time the previous year.
The schedule price is what the farmers receive
when they sell their stock for slaughter.

The following day another meeting of 20
farmers at nearby Kaiwera voted to join the
boycott. Altogether over a hundred farmers
joined the action.

The schedule price for a 12 kilogram lamb
in December was NZS$19, compared with
NZ$30 a year earlier.

Gavin Evans, a spokesperson for the
Hedgehope farmers, pointed out that the ex-
port prices for meat were comparable to what
they had been a year earlier. The reduced
schedule price “can’t all be explained by
market forces,” he said. “It is the debt burden
camried by the companies, which they are
shifting onto farmers.”

One company, the Alliance group, domi-
nates meat processing in the South Island of
New Zealand. In July 1991 the company clo-
sed two large meat works and cut back others,

Denver police te

BY SETH GALINSKY

Denver police shot cannisters of tear gas at
anti-Ku Klux Klan protesters January 20.
Scores of the 1,000 demonstrators were
treated at the scene after being overcome by
the gas. Some were beaten by the police.

The police attack began near the state cap-
itol building. More than 10,000 people, who
earlier in the day had marched through east
Denver to commemorate Martin Luther King
Day, had gathered near the capitol for a wrap-
up rally. Just a block away 100 members of
the Klan were holding a rally of their own.

The Klan leaflet promoting the event slan-
dered King claiming he was *“a member of 62
Communist Fronts. He openly incited vio-
lence under the banner of ‘non-violence.’

argas anti-Klan rally

e

laying off 1,400 meat workers. The resulting
reduction in killing facilities further limited
competition among the meat companies.

Owen Jennings, president of Federated
Farmers, an organization dominated by cap-
italist farmers, opposed the boycott.

In late December, Gavin Evans received
avisit from a representative of the Commerce
Commission. The commission is a govern-
ment body with statutory powers under the
Commerce Act to investigate complaints of
unfair trading and monopoly price fixing.
The commission warned Evans that the boy-
cott may be in breach of the Commerce Act.
The boycott was called off January 8.

Meanwhile, in Northland, two share-
milkers and the owners of the farms on which
they work have been brought before the
courts on five separate occasions to face
injunctions brought by the Northland Dairy
Company (NDC).

Among New Zealand's 21,000 dairy farm-
ers there are 3,000 sharemilkers. Sharemilk-
ers own the cows but not the land, paying a
fixed percentage of their milk 1o the farmer
whose land they graze.

The dispute in Northland is between two
capitalist processors. Fresh milk supplies for
the local market are a lucrative part of the
business for dairy processors, since the min-
imum retail price of milk is legally fixed at
the artificially high level of NZ$1.20 per liter.
In the Northland-Auckland-Waikato region,
which is the country’s principal dairy region,

Kay Porterfield
Over 1,000 people, protesting a small Klan rally, were attacked by Denver police.

“Still a cowardly spineless Congress voted
to make King's birthday a national holiday.
This is the outrage of the century.”

When the counterdemonstrators gathered
near the Klan rally, the cops put the racists
into a school bus. The police claim that the
Klan opponents began pelting officers with
snowballs and bottles.

“I think the police are really instigating it
to some extent,” spectator Dave Koko told
the Los Angeles Times. 1 was standing up
on the hill and the police just started pushing
people back and gassing people.”

During the confrontation a police car was
overtumned. The cops arrested 21 protesters
on misdemeanor charges.

town milk supply is dominated by one com-
pany, the NZ Dairy Group.

Flavored milk is not subject to the same
price controls. In December, the Woolworth's
supermarket chain set up its own town milk
supply, marketing at $1 per liter a range of
flavored milk products, including what they
describe as “milk-flavored milk.” They ob-
tained their supplies from their own process-
ing company, Fresha Valley Processors,
which in turn was supplied by the two North-
land dairy farms.

The Northland Dairy Company, a subsid-
iary of the NZ Dairy Group. which the two
farms had previously been contracted to sup-
ply, responded with a series of legal and
extra-legal moves.

One of the farms was blockaded by an
NDC vehicle that physically prevented the
Fresha Valley tanker from leaving the farm.
At the other farm, the police were called
when an NDC tanker took the milk out of
the farm’s storage tanks against the farmer’s
wishes, The milk was returned to the farm.

The NDC also repeatedly took out legal
injunctions to prevent the farms from sup-
plying Fresha Valley. On one occasion, when
a successful injunction interrupted supply,
4,000 liters of milk had to be dumped. Sub-
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By Farrell Dobbs — Current thinking in
Washington about stiffening the Kennedy-
Landrum-Griffin Act has been summed up
by A.H. Raskin, of the New York Times
editorial staff, who is in a good position to
get the facts. "The federal government, which
passed a law less than a decade ago to insure
more democracy in unions,” he wrote on Jan.
8,"is beginning to worry now about too much
democracy in unions.”

It calls to mind the Socialist Workers
Party’s analysis of the law when it was passed
in 1959. When capitalist politicians pretend
concern about bureaucratic abuses of democ-
racy within the unions, the SWP said the real
aim is to raise false hopes that the rank and
file can rely on the govemment to uphold
their rights. It is a trick designed to get
workers 1o accept govemment intervention
in intermal union affairs.

Although not a sponsor of record, John
F. Kennedy was a principal architect of the
measure. This law tightened the provisions
of the Taft-Hartley Act and extended them.
Communist Party members were barred
from union office, as were people con-
victed of felony charges, which may well
have resulted from capitalist frame-ups
during class struggles. (Later on the U.S.
Supreme Court voided that part of the law.)
Provisions were made for government su-
pervision over the election of union offi-
cers, stewards, etc. Dissident members
were encouraged to sue the union and its
officers in the capitalist courts.

The Secretary of Labor was given sweep-
ing powers to investigate intemal union af-
fairs. The law was designed to regulate gen-
eral union procedures, including strike au-
thorization and contract ratification. Under
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sequently, the farms have been legally re-
structured to evade the injunctions, with the
sharemilkers employed as wage laborers,
and supplies to Fresha Valley have resumed.
A further court hearing is set for February 5.

The dispute has drawn attention to the
monopoly control of dairy processing which
dairy farmers are locked into. Most of the
dairy processing companies originated as
small farmer-owned cooperatives, which at
one time dotted the countryside. While many
dairy farmers still have substantial share-
holdings in them, the co-ops have evolved
into large capitalist corporations.

Dairy farmers are obliged under dairy
regulations to supply a particular processor
for a whole season (August to May). Part of
the rice is paid to them on delivery of the
milk, then at the end of the season the dairy
companies “top up” the price with an addi-
tional payment based on the co-op’s profits.

Following their latest court victory, the
Woolworth’s chain announced plans to ex-
pand their operations nationwide, saying
they had plenty of farmers willing to supply
them.

James Robb is a member of the Food and
Textile Workers Union.

the Kennedy-Landrum-Griffin Act the gov-
emment can put a political cop in any union
hall, committee room or other working quar-
ters. Such is the monstrous invasion of union
autonomy that is palmed off as a “bill of
rights” for rank and file workers.

According to Raskin's Jan. 8 article, “The
Govemnment’s labor trouble-shooters esti-
mate that about one-tenth of all their active
cases now involve situations in which the
union rank and file spurns agreements its
leaders consider good enough to accept. ..
Already some experts are talking about the
necessity for giving absolute authority to
local and international union officers as in-
surance against the junking of agreements
made in good faith.”
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During World War [, the Bethlehem Steel
Corporation made enormous profits on gov-
emment shipbuilding contracts. After the
war, the govemment instituted suit for resti-
tution of some of these profits, on the grounds
that they were extortionate and obtained
under ““duress.”

In the midst of World War I1, the U.S.
Supreme Court on Feb. 17 finally handed
down a decision in the 20-year-old case
not only denying the government’s claim,
but granting Bethlehem an additional
$3.800,000 bonus claimed by the company
in a counter-suit. The argument of the
court majority was that if the government
hadn’t wanted Bethlehem to make such
huge profits, it should not have issued the
contracts.

The decision is a go-ahead signal for the
war profiteers. The Supreme Court says that
war profiteering is O.K. if the corporations
can “get away with it,” if they do it “openly”
and with the full knowledge, consent and
connivance of the government.
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—EDITORIALS

Parole now for Mark Curtis!

The scope of the victory in Mark Curtis’s lawsuit against
the Des Moines police department is underlined by what
was said in the court ruling and in the Des Moines Register's
February 5 editorial.

*“The court concludes that plaintiff proved by a prepon-
derance of the evidence that he is entitled to damages,” ruled
federal judge Charles Wolle. “Reasonable officers confront-
ing the situation Wolf and Dusenberry faced would not have
believed that it was necessary to strike a plaintiff in the face
and groin — and pummel him bloody — in order to remove
his pants.”

“Judge Charles R. Wolle said the *battery” was not nec-
essary to accomplish police department objectives and was
in violation of Curtis’s constitutional rights,” noted the Des
Moines Register editorial. “The police department’s internal
affairs unit investigated Curtis’ allegations at the time and
found no wrongdoing by the officers, suggesting that they
were operating in accordance with departmental policy. If
that’s the case. that policy is badly in need of revision.”

These are powerful statements, and they throw completely
into question the faimess of the trial that led to Curtis’s
conviction on rape and burglary charges in 1988.

A federal court has established — despite the denials by
the cops involved, Police Chief William Moulder, and city
officials — that Mark Curtis was brutally beaten by the two
cops. As a result, “he sustained loss of some bodily functions
for about three weeks,” the judge said. “The pain, emotional
distress, and disability caused by his injuries lasted until the
wounds finally healed several months after the incident.”

The cops who carried this out clearly exceeded their
authority and on top lied about the whole affair. The same
city authorities who maintained all along that the cops
actions were quite in order helped ensure that Curtis was
prevented from placing before the jury the facts about his
beating.

Curtis has now been vindicated on the facts about the
beating. Fewer people than ever will now believe the cops’
claims that they remained silent, while they were laying into
Curtis. This tale was their response to Curtis’s charge that
they told him he was a “Mexican lover, just like you love
those coloreds,” as they beat him up.

Curtis was convicted and sentenced to 25 years in jail on
the word of a cop, Officer Joseph Gonzalez. Gonzalez had
a proven record of lying, according to an official report of
the Des Moines Police Department. He had been suspended
and put on probation for a year for falsifying a police report
and brutalizing a suspect.

But Curtis was prevented from presenting this vital evi-
dence before the jury.

Who will now believe that the cops are not equally capable
of lying to guarantee Curtis’s conviction?

The challenge of unraveling the Curtis frame-up and
getting him out of jail comes in the context of many other
fights, and indeed some victories, against police violence
and state terror the world over.

It is no accident that the ruling on Curtis’s lawsuit came
in the middle of deep outrage and ongoing protests against

the beating of Larry Milton by the Des Moines cops last
December.

The trial of four Los Angeles city cops who were filmed
beating Rodney King last summer is also getting under way,
In New Jersey the families of several victims of police
murders are continuing their fight for justice. The trial of
Teaneck cop Gary Spath who in 1990 killed Philip Pannell,
a Black teenager. is unfolding.

The two cops that beat hitchhiker Bobby Jewett to death
in West Palm Beach. Florida, in 1990, were fired January
31. They had been acquitted by a jury trial last year. Angry
demonstrations followed that verdict. The assistant police
chief in West Palm Beach was also suspended for covering
up the investigation of Jewett's death.

Last year the Birmingham six, a group of Irish men, were
freed in Britain after it was proven that the evidence used
for their conviction was false. They were jailed for life in
1975, based on forensic evidence the government said
proved they had handled explosives. It was shown that the
British government lied in that case. This victory followed
the collapse of the frame-up of the Guilford Four in 1989.
Convicted for allegedly carrying out bombings, the four
were freed after it was shown the police had fabricated the
evidence,

In El Salvador officers and soldiers of the Salvadoran
army were arrested for the assassination of six Jesuit priests.
Police and army involvement in murders and other human
rights abuses there is well-known, Hundreds of political
prisoners have been freed over the last several years.

Recent revelations in Puerto Rico about the existence of
death squads, which the U.S. government helped to organize.
are vindicating the claims by independence fighters that they
were terrorized for their political beliefs. And the charges
of state terror by the victims of successive Stalinist regimes
in the former Soviet Union have also been proven true to
millions around the world.

Working people who are victims of police brutality,
frame-ups, and state terror are getting a wider hearing than
ever in their fight for justice.

The key points in Judge Wolle's ruling and the Register’s
editorial should raise serious doubts about whether Mark
Curtis received a fair trial in 1988. All those concerned about
the pursuit of truth should be asking for a new trial, whether
or not they are convinced about his innocence.

Mark Curtis deserves parole now. He has already been in
jail more than a year over the average time served by lowa
prisoners on the third degree sexual abuse charge he was
convicted of. Prison authorities concede that his conduct,
job performance, and security reviews are excellent.

This is the time for all supporters of Curtis’s fight for
justice to rally around the campaign launched by the Mark
Curtis Defense Committee to win his freedom. Circulate as
broadly as possible the judge’s ruling along with the articles
and editorials in the Des Moines Register! Support the
defense committee 's efforts to raise funds to get out the truth
and help finance Curtis’s appeal of his conviction 10 the
federal courts! Parole for Mark Curtis now!

Many immune to Japan-bashing

When Japanese prime minister Kiichi Miyazawa says that
U.S. workers “lack a work ethic™ and have forgotten how
“to live by the sweat of their brow™ he is simply saying out
loud what the capitalist rulers both in Tokyo and Washington
think about workers everywhere.

The New York Times remarked that Miyazawa's state-
ments “echoed comments often heard in the United States.
But they also reflected a widely held view here that funda-
mental problems in the American workplace, rather than just
a cyclical downturn, have led 1o shoddy products and ulti-
mately to national economic decline.”

When the Times refers 10 a widely held view, it is referring
to the U.S. capitalist rulers, who want their employees to
work harder for less, and who have been driving to achieve
just that for well over a decade now.

The White House immediately took advantage of
Miyazawa's disparaging remarks. George Bush’s White
House spokesman Marlin Fitzwater made an appeal to U.S.
workers, saying that the Japanese prime minister’s words
should stir “the rages in all of us that want to compete and
show we’re the best work force there is.”

Information released by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics February 5, confirms what many workers already know
in the marrow of their bones: The United States has already
entered a depression and it has nothing to do with Miyazawa.

e By the end of 1991 there were 11.3 million families
with no members working. This is 425,000 families more
than last year.

e Of the 32.2 million families with children under 18
years of age, 2.4 million had at least one unemployed parent,
an increase of 330,000 in the last year.

¢ Unemployment — including those officially charac-
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terized as “discouraged” workers — is now more than 10
percent nationally.

What these figures alone don't show is the cumulative
effect on working people of years of tightening economic
squeeze and bosses” attacks on our living standards. Workers
and working farmers are being pushed into poverty in the
United States by the drive for profits of the owners of capital.
Massive layoffs, the closing of steel mills, pink slips to
govemment employees, and demands for concession con-
tracts as in the Caterpillar strike are a daily occurrence.

The absurdity of Japan-bashing is highlighted by the
trouble one U.S. city had rying 1o decide on what model
dirt excavator to buy. The town board in Greece, New York,
had voted against buying a used Komatsu in favor of an
*American-made™ one.

The board later leamed that the John Deere model under
consideration had been made in Japan and the Komatsu
vehicle was built in the United States.

While many working people are still taken in by Japan-
bashing, others are becoming immune. Longshoremen in
the Pacific Northwest know that trade and commerce is
international and that joining in a campaign against Japan
will not help dock workers find jobs. Striking auto workers
at Caterpillar know from personal experience that it is not
the Japanese bosses who are trying to force a concession
contract down their throats, but the home-grown ones.

The capitalist owners want to whip up the workers in their
respective countries to help defeat their imperialist rivals.

But as the crisis deepens, more and more working people
will come to the realization that their allies are other workers
around the world.

This column is devoted to a discussion with our readers
— printing remarks, questions, suggestions, and other
comments sent to the Militant. Where possible we will
take up issues raised in notes and letters as a way to help
clarify and expand on the coverage in the paper.

* * =

Fred Feldman makes the point in today s letter section that
large numbers of workers in the United States remain suscep-
tible to the notion that “mysterious powers beyond our con-
trol” are the driving forces in the bigevents of history, whether
these take the form of ““conspiracies”™ or some other forces.

In this column we had stated, **Working people know . . .
fromexperience: being on picket lines and in protest activity:
random cop beatings and government spying; Washington's
death squads in Puerto Ricoand elsewhere — [that] thecom-
plete corruption. brutality. and violence that exists is inherent

DISCUSSION WITH
OUR READERS

incapitalismitself.” Many liberals, onthe otherhand, see such
events as solely the result of ““a right-wing conspiracy: a mur-
der [inthe case of the Kennedy shooting | hatched by ashadow
govemment and sinister forces out of control.”

Many forces in society — either connected with or di-
rectly representing the capitalist rulers — do indeed carry
on their operations as secretly as they can get away with,
But conspiracy theories become a substitute for recognizing
that capitalism through its everyday workings generates all
the exploitation, oppression, and violence that workers
confront in their lives.

Oliver Stone’s movie JFK portrayed Kennedy as a “good
man” heading up capitalist politics, who could or would
have avoided the Vietnam War and many of the evils that
occurred following his assassination. The assassination itself
is “explained” in the movie by ascribing it to a gigantic
conspiracy of evil forces ranging from the Mafia to the
owners of military industries and to the CIA. This coincides
with the liberal view that the structure of this society is
fundamentally sound, that it only needs the “right person™
at the top to make it all work well for everybody, and that
a liberal-minded administration, backed up by generous
welfare measures, will end the poverty, war, and injustice
that unfortunately persist.

Many ultrarightists cherish similar notions of “conspira-
cies” lying behind problems they see in society. Often they
see these as being caused by one particular category of
capitalists — usually those dealing with banking or finance.
This is where the nghtist theories about “Jewish conspira-
cies” fiL.

Communists have to provide clear rebuttals of all such
erroneous ““conspiracy” theories, which only cloud workers*
ability to see the problems of capitalism as a whole and the
need and possibility to do away with it.

* * *

Stansfield Smith criticizes the Milizant’s discussion of
Anita Hill's charges against Clarence Thomas and the
Kennedy-Smith rape trial. He writes that. in cases where a
man abuses a woman and there are no other witnesses, the
woman is “defenseless,” since in any trial or hearing it is
her word against the man’s. He complains that “the man is
innocent until proven guilty,”

The Militant, in its articles and columns, defends the
presumption of innocence in every case where criminal
charges are laid, and we see no reason to make an exception
to this where the charge is that of sexual abuse,

The case of Mark Curtis is but one example of the
importance of an objective weighing of every piece of
evidence to guarantee a fair trial. In Curtis’s case, no
forensic evidence was found connecting him with the
alleged victim. His height, clothing, and other such
features did not match the description of her attacker
given by the alleged victim from the time of Curtis’s
arrest to the trial itself. Crucial to his conviction was
the testimony of a cop who had a record of lying — a
record Curtis was prevented from presenting to the jury.
Equally important was the fact that Curtis was pre-
vented from informing the jury that he had been bru-
tally beaten by the cops — a point on which, four years
later, he has now been vindicated. Simply knowing
these crucial facts would have led jurors to more seri-
ously question the testimony of the cop on whose word
Curtis was found guilty.

All these points are vital to the recognition that Curtis
did not receive a fair trial,

But all this would be entirely beside the point if the
presumption of innocent until proven guilty did not apply.

This presumption was a part of the democratic gains that
accompanied revolutionary struggles over many centuries
against feudal despotism. Prior to that, innocent people who
displeased the authorities in any way were often charged
with a trumped-up offence and assumed to be guilty until
they achieved the often impossible feat of “proving” that
they did not do it.

The right to be assumed innocent until proven guilty is
a precious conquest of all the oppressed and exploited.

* * *

A correction: Due 1o a layout error in the last issue, seven
words disappeared from theend of the page S article *U.S. be-
gins forced repatriation of Haitians.” The final sentence
should read: “The true intent of the administration’s policy to-
ward Haitian refugees was made crystal clear only two days
later whenthe Supreme Courtcleared the way for Washington
to begin forcing thousands of refugees back to Haiti.™




Texas garment workers celebrate strike victory

This column is devoted to re-
porting the resistance by working
people to the employers’ assault
on their living standards, working
conditions, and unions.

Working people around the
world are involved in skirmishes
over speedup, forced overtime,

strikers were mainly Mexicans liv-
ing in El Paso or neighboring Ciudad
Judrez, Mexico.

One sewing shop was occupied
by strikers, and production at the
others was reduced to a small frac-
tion of normal. Food donations and
other support from the area unions,

ON THE PICKET LINE

layoffs, and attacks on health and
safety benefits. Some unionists
faced with sharp takeback de-
mands, lockouts, and union-bust-
ing moves by the employers have
gone on strike to force the bosses
to back down.

We invite you to contribute
short items to this column as a way
for other fighting workers around
the world to read about and learn
from these important struggles.
Jot down a few lines to let other
Militant readers know about what
is happening at your workplace or
in your union. If there is an inter-
esting political discussion going on
at work, we would like to hear
about that too.

Members of the International
Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union
(ILGWU) El Paso, Texas have won
a historic first contract after eight
months on strike.

More than 150 workers went on
strike last May at four shops pro-
ducing jeans under contract for the
Los Angeles-based DCB Apparel
Group. Conditions in the shops were
terrible, and the employers fell
weeks behind in paying wages. The

churches, and community groups
were organized with help from La
Mujer Obrera (the Working
Woman) Project in El Paso.

Strikers also traveled to Los An-
geles and other cities to promote a
consumer boycott. They eventually
succeeded in getting DCB clothing
off shelves at Macy’s, J.C. Penney,
and Sears stores. DCB finally agreed
to negotiate with the union in De-
cember.

The new three-year contract
provides for a 25-cent wage in-
crease, health insurance, and a
week of paid vacation each year.
A key provision makes DCB re-
sponsible for payment of wages
by its contractors.

Strikers and their supporters cel-
ebrated their victory January 18 ata
rally held in the main plaza in down-
town El Paso. Participants then
marched a short distance to the main
cathedral in El Paso where a mass
was held in their honor.

Upon learning of this victory,
nonunion garment workers, as well
as workers from other industries, are
approaching the ILGWU to help
them out.

While the issue of the back pay

owed the former strikers is not yet
resolved, the strikers® victory has
spurred Texas state authorities to
step up their interviews with indi-
viduals about how much money is
owed each of them.

“This has opened the door to the
union here, not just to garment work-
ers,” reported [LGWU staff member
Isidoro Basurto. “This is the first
victory coming out of a fight that
people have seen here in over 20
years.”

In a telephone interview, Carmen
Dominguez, representative of La
Mujer Obrera Project, said that,
while she had not seen the contract
negotiated, “if it were one in favor
of the workers, it was a good start.”

She added, “The fight for the con-
tract did not end the struggle, but
was just one phase, one step in the
fight to better the lives of the gar-
ment workers.”

Belgian auto workers
discuss Cuba solidarity

Twenty-five members of the
General Federation of Labor of
Belgium who work at the
Volkswagen auto assembly plant
in Brussels met with Juan Antonio
Blanco at the union’s office Janu-
ary 13. Blanco is a professor at the
University of Havana and a sup-
porter of the Cuban Communist
Party. He made a two-week tour
of Belgium on the invitation of the
Friends of Cuba organization.

Blanco spoke about the role of the
working class during 32 years of the
Cuban revolution and the place of
the unions in managing the plants.
He also discussed the role of the
workers movement in inventing and

—LETTERS

Stop police brutality

I have been a peace-loving
school teacher for 34 years and
have believed in liberty and jus-
tice for all! Now that [ am retired,
I find myself with a new mission
in life. I must try to stop “Ge-
stapo” police brutality. Brutality
unchecked can spread and who
will be next?

For years police have been beat-
ing Blacks, Spanish, Haitian, and
Homeless people. This is not right!

My son, Bobby Jewett, was
beaten to death on Nov. 24, 1990,
hiking home from McDonald’s in
West Palm Beach. A four volume
Internal Affairs Investigation ad-
mitted to violation of forty depart-
mental rules. But they did not
admit to use of excessive force by
undercover policemen Rollins
and Thurlow. Bobby had his lar-
ynx broken in three places and the
hyoid bone in the neck broken in
two places, plus nine broken ribs
on left side, a torn heart, contusion
to lower lobe of left lung, swollen
eye, and crushed hemorrhaging
testicles. How beat up or dead do
you have to be to have had exces-
sive force used?

Mark Curtis was beaten and ar-
rested. He is serving a 25 year sen-
tence on framed up charges. This is
not right!

There is hope that Mark Curtis
will be exonerated. My only peace
of mind is my faith that “To be
absent of body, is to be present with
the Lord.” I'm sure Bobby is in a
better place.

My -ancestor, Major Nicholas
Broughton, fought with George
Washington to help found this coun-
try. It was never meant to be a police
state. We were founded to get away
from tyranny. However, it seems that
with the powers of the police and
the laws that protect them, we are
heading into tyranny again!

Hopefully, it is not too late. We
need better educated police with
more training and empathy. Po-
licemen should not “stick up” for
rogue cops as they give all police-

men a bad image!

I pray for justice for all!
Louise Jewett
West Palm Beach, Florida.

Capitalism, conspiracies

lenjoyed Seth Galinsky's January
24 response to the latest portrayal of
John F. Kennedy as a peacemaker
and fighter for human rights in the
movie “JFK.” Kennedy was a racist,
sexist, imperialist exploiter with
plenty of blood on his hands —a
typical U.S. president.

But I think the January 31 column
overshot the mark by asserting that
“working people know. . . from ex-
perience” that capitalism, not any
conspiracy, is the cause of our prob-
lems. If that were true, wouldn’t
Oliver Stone be making much less
money from “JFK?” If union picket
lines, beatings by cops, and partici-
pation in protests has immunized us
against conspiracy theories, why de-
bate the issue?

But as long as workers have not
had the opportunity to achieve a
broad, working-class political out-
look I think that daily life under
capitalism sends us mixed signals
about the role of conspiracies.

The workings of capitalism spon-
taneously generate lots of conspira-
cies, from price-fixing by groups of
capitalists to secret operations at the
highest levels of government.

By its very nature, capitalist de-
mocracy functions in a way that can
appear, to perfectly rational people,
as a conspiracy against working
people. Behind a facade of majority
rule, a few dozen billionaire families
set policies that are often vastly dif-
ferent from what their political ser-
vants seem to be advocating in pub-
lic.

Most workers in the United States
today have had little opportunity to
learn from life that working people,
not mysterious powers beyond our
control, are the fundamental makers
of history.

More class-struggle experiences
and more discussions arising out of
those experiences, will be needed

before it becomes evident to most
workers that worsening conditions
result from the capitalist system as
a whole and not just aspects of the
system or the incompetence, greed,
or sinister intentions of the rulers.
Experience, discussion, and study
will convince a widening vanguard
layer of workers that what is needed
is not a Second Coming of Kennedy
or rooting out alleged conspirators
but massive struggles to place the
working class and exploited farmers
in power.
Fred Feldman
Brooklyn, New York

Women’s oppression

Your articles on the Kennedy
Smith rape trial and the Thomas-Hill
sexual harassment hearing have left
me confused.

Prior to the hearings it was fair to
say the Senate Judicial Committee
did not care whether Thomas har-
assed Hill or not (and probably still
doesn’t). So, even though, as I heard,
Hill followed all the procedures the
EEOC (Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission) outlined to fight
sexual harassment, she was still vic-
timized.

Before the Kennedy Smith rape
trial it seemed fair to say the trial
would only affirm that wealth buys
innocence. And it seems it did.

The Militant wrote [11-15-91]
*While it is definitely not out of the
realm of possibility that Thomas did
indeed abuse Hill in the manner de-
scribed, her allegations were not di-
rectly corroborated by any witnesses
totheevents. Basedonthe ‘evidence’
presented it is impossible to deter-
mine who was telling the truth."”

The Militanr also wrote [12-27-
91], “Smith did get a fair trial, one
where his innocence was presumed.
The burden of proof was kept
squarely on the state and the evi-
dence it could supply concerning the
charges.”

I did not watch the Smith trial,
but I understand it was similar to the
Thomas hearings in this respect: a
woman’s word claiming she was

producing the spare parts necessary
to keep production going.

Afterthe meeting several workers
agreed to form a group that will
develop solidarity with the Cuban
revolution in the factory.

Nearly 7,000 workers at the Brus-
sels Volkswagen plant produce
1,000 cars daily. mainly for the Ger-
man market. After the reunification
of Germany, many former East Ger-
mans bought secondhand West Ger-
man cars while many West Germans
bought new cars. This temporary but
steep increase in sales led to a de-
mand for Saturday work by the boss.
The company threatened to reduce
production if Saturday work was
refused.

After a financially attractive offer
was provided in which workers
would get one paid holiday plus a
double-time wage for each Saturday
worked, the proposal to work two
Saturdays at the end of 1991 was
accepted by a 55 percent majority.
At the beginning of 1991 workers
waged an unsuccessful four-day
strike to reduce the workweek from
37 to 35 hours.

Cleveland health-care
workers launch strike

Eighty members of Service Agen-
cies Employees Union District 1199
in Cleveland struck January 23 in a
dispute over wages, health care, and
work rules.

The unionists work at the Murtis
H. Taylor Multi-Service Center,
which provides aid-for the mentally
ill, family health care, adult educa-
tion, and other community services
in the heart of Cleveland’s Black
community.

“With the closing of mental health
hospitals many of those in need have
been dumped back into this commu-
nity,” said Napolean Harris, presi-
dent of the striking local. “The man-
agement here has acallous and caus-
tic attitude toward providing mental
health services.”

The union is asking for 5 percent
pay raises for each of three years in
the new contract, and wants the cen-
ter to pay a fixed percentage of fam-
ily health-care payments. "Right
now I'm paying 60 percent of what
it costs 1o maintain insurance cover-
age for my family,” said striker Terri
Golston.,

“We hired you, not your fami-
lies,” the center’s executive director
told employees. Strikers explain that
since the family coverage plan is so
expensive — almost $300 per
month — only three of 80 people in
the bargaining unit cover their fam-
ily through the plan.

On the moming picket line, strik-
ers carried signs stating, “Health
care — so families can get care™ and
“Money is not an issue —its a
need.”

The following people contributed to
this week’s column: Dan Dickeson,
member of International Ladies'
Garment Workers' Union (ILGWU )
Local 44, and Barry Fatland, mem-
ber of ILGWU Local 512 in Los
Angeles; Ludo De Witte, member of
the General Federation of Labor in
Brussels, Belgium; Don Mackle,
member of United Steelworkers of
America (USWA) Local 1170, and
Michael ltalie, member of USWA
Local 14919 in Cleveland.
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U.S. slave ship returning Haitian refugees to Port-au-Prince.

sexually abused vs. a man's word
that he didn’t do it. There were no
witnesses — in such cases the man
is presumed innocent until proven
guilty, and here guilt was not proven.
The implication of your position is
that if a man abuses a woman and
no one sees it, the woman can have
no expectation of ever being able to
prosecute him. Legally then, in such
situations, she is defenseless.
Stansfield Smith

Los Angeles, California

Suggestions

Excellent article on JFK movie.
Again, excellent on coverage of po-
lice brutalization of Blacks and Lati-
nos. Some suggestions: |. Less rhet-
oric, more facts and figures. 2. You
keep using “polarization™ when you
describe a swing to the right. There
has been no sign of a leftward swing.
3. Spend some space on the home-
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less and those unemployed and on
welfare. 4. Calling for a “national™
revolution in South Africa is
strange. This is a modem, white-set-
tler, imperialist country. You
couldn’t call for a national revolu-
tion in Canada because of their treat-
ment of Indians, or in New Zealand
or Australia because of their
(mis)treatment of the indigenous
people. 5. Where is your coverage
of the most important trade union
story in many years—the Team-
sters.

R.D.

Canoga Park, California

The letters column is an open
forum for all viewpoints on sub-
jects of general interest to our
readers. Please keep your letters
brief. Where necessary they will
be abridged. Please indicate if you
prefer that your initials be used
rather than your full name.

The Militant 19



we MILITANT

Caterpillar workers d

BY YVONNE HAYES
AND K.C. ELLIS

YORK, Pennsylvania — Some 1,300
workers at the Caterpillar plant here, mem-
bers of United Auto Workers Local 786, held
a membership meeting and rally February 2
to discuss the current stage of their fight for
a contract. Also present were invited guests
from York-area unions and some members
of UAW locals at Caterpillar plants in Peoria
and Decatur, Illinois.

Caterpillar, the world’s largest producer of
earth-moving equipment, is demanding mas-
sive concessions, including a two-tier wage
structure, restrictions on seniority rights, and
fees for medical benefits.

To pressure the company to negotiate, the
union called a selective strike of 2,400 work-
ers in East Peoria and Decatur in November.
Caterpillar retaliated, locking out more than
6,000.

The 1,700 workers at the York facility,
which has continued to operate, have been
threatened with the permanent closure of the
plant. Five hundred have been laid off since
November.

The February 2 meeting, one of a series
throughout the Caterpillar chain, was organ-
ized toreport tothe membershiponthe current
stage of the fight and build support for the
locals on strike. A majority of the Local 786
members have contributed financially to the
strike. Many have pledged $35 a week to
“adopt a striker.” The keynote speaker at the
York event was Bill Casstevens, international
secretary-treasurer of the UAW,

Coming out of the meeting, workers ex-
pressed their determination to see this fight
through. “We're going to hang in,” said one
Local 786 member. “We don’t have much
choice.”

“This is nothing new,” said another. “Cat
[Caterpillar} has always been hard to bargain
with.

“Casstevens told them we had always
been the most cooperative, that we had
excelled in production here.”

“The workers were showing them ways to
save money but the company destroyed ESP
[Employee Satisfaction Process],” the union-
ist continued. “Now they’re looking for a
scapegoat.”

“ESP —1 call it Eliminate Shop Person-
nel,” another worker said. “Cat is a rich
company and they want to keep it that way,
They’re part of a movement to destroy union-
ized labor.”

The threat to close the York plant “some-
time in the next three years” has created an
“overwhelming fear factor,” said a UAW

Thousands attend Havana’s
International Book Fair

BY MICHAEL BAUMANN
AND MARY-ALICE WATERS

HAVANA, Cuba — Tens of thousands
visited the opening days of Havana’s Fifth
International Book Fair, which began here
February 4.

Heavy rains and the worst flooding in
recent memory in low-lying areas of the
capital failed to dampen the enthusiasm with
which Cuban students, working people, and
professionals headed for the book fair. The
fair provides an opportunity both to view
works recently published around the world
and to buy copies of works newly published
in Cuba.

Paper, ink, and electricity to keep lights
burning and presses running have been in
increasingly short supply during the last year
and a half as trade with the former Soviet
bloc has virtually ground to a halt.

Many fewer books are published today
than in the past. Those that are published are
printed in smaller quantities and sold at
higher prices. Although many of the new
titles can be read at libraries, it is often
difficult to obtain a personal copy of a pop-
ular book.

Publishers from some 25 countries are
participating in the fair this year, roughly
one-third fewer than at the previous fair in
1990. Mexico, Spain, and Cuba are providing
the lion’s share of exhibitors. Other exhibi-
tions include books and publishers from Ar-
gentina, Brazil, Britain, Chile, Egypt, Fin-
land, France, Greece, India, Japan, Libya,
Nicaragua, Palestine, Peru, Uruguay, Vene-
zuela, and a number of international organi-
zations.

Also taking part are publishers from Rus-

sia, China, Hungary, Yugoslavia, the Demo-
cratic Republic of Korea, and Vietnam, al-
though most have smaller booths than in
previous years. The display sent by the Rus-
sian republic — consisting of children’s
books, novels, and books on art — encom-
passed about one-tenth the space exhibitors
from the ex-Soviet Union required at the
previous fair,

The fair this year is open to the general
public. With the closing time extended to
8:00 p.m. it is possible for working people
to stop by after work. The waiting lines to
get in are always long.

One popular booth at the fair is that of
Pathfinder Press, staffed by an intemational
team of representatives from Australia, Can-
ada, and Sweden.

Drawing crowds is a full-color reproduc-
tion of the Pathfinder Mural, a six-story-high
piece of outdoor art painted on the side of
the publisher’s New York offices. The mural
depicts the central authors Pathfinder pub-
lishes — ranging from Karl Marx to V.I
Lenin, Leon Trotsky, Emesto Che Guevara,
Fidel Castro, Malcolm X, and Nelson Man-
dela — and serves as a quick introduction to
its work.

Many express disappointment upon leam-
ing the books are not available for sale in
Cuba. This is particularly true in regard to
two of Pathfinder’s recent titles in Spanish,
La Revolucion Traicionada [The Revolution
Betrayed] by Leon Trotsky, and Nueva Inter-
nacional no. 2, presenting an exchange of
views on Che Guevara's writings on politics
and economics in the transition to socialism.
Many others eagerly ask for works by Mal-
colm X and Nelson Mandela in Spanish.

Militant/Y vonne Hayes
Caterpillar workers in York, Pennsylvania, meet and discuss current stage of fight.
Caterpillar is ‘part of a movement to destroy unionized labor,’ said one worker.

member. “The company is trying to hang us
on a fence and drive a wedge between us and
the union.”

Local members have been receiving mail-
ings and phone calls from the company.

iscuss strike

“Yeah, we've been getting SCUD attacks
since February. I've got a stack of company
propaganda this high,” said one auto worker,
spreading his fingers wide enough to hold a
large telephone book.

A protest of about 75 people, mostly
women sporting yellow ribbons was held
outside the fairgrounds where the meeting
took place. “UAW Wives Say Cass
[Casstevens] Negotiate Now to Save Our
Husbands’ Jobs,"” read their banner. Workers
said the participants were mostly Caterpillar
office workers and their families.

Local 786 members report that the news
media carry regular attacks on the UAW
leadership, particularly Casstevens. A group
of local business people has been formed
called Catnip — Caterpillar Necessary in
Pennsylvania.

Seventy-five workers from area unions
gathered outside the meeting hall to show
their support to the Caterpillar workers.

“If we lose this, it's going to be the whole
way down the line,” said a woman who
belongs to United Steelworkers of America
Local 7687. “Why should it always be the
little guy who has to give? If the companies
would give. we might see our way clear, too.
But we've already paid more than our dues
— joblessness, homelessness.”

“It’s like a stepping stone for all the
unions,” another worker said. *Somewhere
along the line someone is going to have to
stand up and fight.”

K.C. Ellis is a member of UAW Local 1609
in Philadelphia. Yvonne Hayes is a member
of United Transportation Union Local 454,
currently on layoff from Conrail.

Puerto Rico hearings continue
on murder of political activists

BY MARTIN KOPPEL
AND SUSAN APSTEIN

SAN JUAN, Puerto Rico — Public atten-
tion here remains focused on the current
Puerto Rico Senate hearings that are inves-
tigating the 1978 police murder of two young
proindependence activists. The hearings,
which resumed January 28 after a recess of
several weeks, have put a spotlight on the
role of U.S. and Puerto Rican government
officials in planning, carrying out. and cov-
ering up the murders.

In the last week the Puerto Rico Senate
Judiciary Committee has questioned former
police superintendent Roberto Torres
Gonzalez and former deputy police superin-
tendent Desiderio Cartagena about their in-
volvement in the case. The two, who were
the top police officials at the time of the
killings, have contradicted their own and
each other’s testimony.

Carlos Soto Arrivi, 18, and Amaldo Dario
Rosado, 24, were ambushed and killed after
surrendering to as many as 20 cops at a
remote mountaintop called Cerro Maravilla
on July 25, 1978. They were lured there by
undercover cop Alejandro Gonzdlez Malavé.

Following Senate hearings in 1983, ten
police officers were convicted of perjury and
two were convicted of second-degree mur-
der, But the question remained unresolved:
who ordered them to pull the trigger and who
organized the cover-up?

At the current hearings the Senate inves-
tigator presented several reports sent by the
undercover cop 1o the police department as
early as July 5, 1978. The reports detailed
plans for the entrapment of the youths.

Evidence at the hearings indicates that
police officials Cartagena and Torres Gon-
zélez briefed then govermnor Carlos Romero
Barcel6 several times in June and July about
the planned operation, including in a meeting
with the govemor the day before the murders,
Romero has previously stated he was only
“generally informed™ of the police plan.

More facts about the FBI's involvement
in the Cerro Maravilla case have also been

confirmed. Cartagena testified January 29
that he twice called FBI agent John
Hinchcliffe in the hours before the killings
to report on the police operation.

It was also revealed that the FBI trained
the Puerto Rico police in counterinsurgency
tactics in the late 1970s. Senate investigators
made public the text of a secret 1978 “Internal
Defense Plan" signed by Romero. The coun-
terinsurgency manual calls for “the elimina-
tion or neutralization of insurgent leadership
and infrastructure” in Puerto Rico.

Several of these FBI-trained cops, led by
the chief U.S. marshall on the island, formed
a death squad that targeted independence
supporters and other government critics.
Some of these cops also took part in the Cerro
Marravilla assassinations.

FBI harassment of independence support-
ers did not stop in 1978. Puerto Rican histo-
rian Juan Manuel Delgado recently reported
that FBI agents allegedly looking for terror-
ists have come to his home several times in
the last year, including three weeks ago. The
federal cops also paid intimidating visits 1o
his landlords, causing him to be evicted more
than once.

The Senate hearings on Cerro Maravilla
are expected to continue through March,
More than half of Puerto Rico’s viewing
audience is watching the live televised broad-
casts.

‘Militant’ reporters
in Puerto Rico

Militant correspondents Martin Kop-
pel and Susan Apstein traveled to San
Juan, Puerto Rico, to report on the
Puerto Rican Senate Judiciary commit-
tee hearings into the 1978 police assas-
sination of two independence support-
ers. Donations to help cover the costs -
of this reporting trip are welcomed.
Send your contribution to the Milirant,
410 West St., New York, NY 10014.
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