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National antiwar actions:

On April 20 nationally coordinated
protest actions against the government’s
austerity and war policies will take place
in Washington, D.C., Los Angeles, San
Francisco, and Seattle.

Sponsored by the April Actions for
Peace, Jobs, and Justice coalition—a
broad coalition of labor, peace, church,
and community organizations—the four
themes of the April 20 actions are the
following: end U.S. intervention in Cen-
tral America and the Caribbean; freeze
and reverse the arms race; jobs and jus-

tice; and end U.S. support to the apart-
heid regime in South Africa.

. Actions in Washington, D.C., on
April 19-22 include lobbying, civil-dis-
obedience protests, and religious serv-
ices.

The April 20 national actions offer
working people in this country a sorely
needed opportunity to respond to the
bipartisan attacks on our living stand-
ards through massive, independent pro-
tests in the streets.

President Reagan’s inauguration
speech and the new budget proposal
have made it clear that the ruling rich in

this country are fully determined to
drive back and reverse the gains made
through hard-fought struggles over the
past decades.

Reagan’s speech also served notice
that the U.S. government’s bipartisan
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aggression against the people of Central
America will increase in the coming
months. Plans are already under way in
the Congress to renew the overt funding
of the U.S.-backed contras seeking to

(continued on page 14)

Reagan budget strikes

By MARK HARRIS

Ronald Reagan has faith that the
Lord and his Scriptures are the moving
spirit behind his efforts to exorcise New
Deal demons and Vietnam ghosts from
both the public’s treasury and its con-
science.

While austerity may be heavenly, the
more ecarthly reality is that Reagan’s

budget will mark mean times ahead for
all but a chosen few. The rosy right-
winger in the White House bubbles with
enthusiasm for a Raw-Deal budget that
will slash some $51 billion from social
programs,

The Pentagon, however, is going
upscale in a big way. The military
machinery will be gassed up with

Women’s Day 1985.
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raw deal

another $30 billion to a record $277.5
billion. By 1990, if Reagan gets his way,
military spending will top $400 billion.

Brutality will get a boost with
Reagan’s request to jack up military aid
to Guatemala from $300,000 to $35.3
million. And $10.2 billion for 48 MX
missiles and 48 B-1 bombers is sure to
inspire a lot of happy hawks fluttering
around the Pentagon.

Veterans, however, will not be so
pleased. A “means test” will be imposed
to screen out those considered “too
wealthy” to receive treatment for non-
combat-related ailments.

Those who rely on Aid to Families
with Dependent Children will not find
life so cheerful, either, when assistance
is cut off after the youngest child
reaches age 16, instead of the current
age of 18. Welfare programs, including
child nutrition programs, stand to lose
$1.3 billion.

Medicare recipients will find they are
paying more for less—$4.2 billion less
than would have been spent under exist-
ing law. The Medicaid program, too, is
targeted for sharp reductions. School
lunch subsidies would be trimmed by
$200 million.

" Two million federal employees can
look forward to a 5-percent pay cut.
Cost-of-living pension increases will be
frozen for one year for 3.5 million civil-
ian and military retirees.

More than half of the Education
.Department’s programs face a funding

(continued on page 10)

All out for April 20!

U.S. steps up
pressure on
Nicaragua

By LARRY COOPERMAN

As the Nicaraguan government
announced emergency measures to
shore up its war-damaged economy, the
ClA-backed contra forces made impor-
tant moves to unify their campaign to
topple the democratically elected San-
dinista government.

On Feb. 8 Daniel Ortega, in a tele-
vised broadcast, denounced the acceler-
ation of U.S. war moves against the
Nicaraguans. President Ortega accused
the Reagan administration of trying to
be the ‘“prosecutor, judge, and hang-
man” of the Nicaraguan revolution.

The Ortega speech was given just two
days after Reagan, in his State of the
Union address, repeated his call for
renewal of overt funding of the Nicara-
guan contras. Nicaragua now devotes 35
to 40 percent of its budget to its increas-
ing defense needs.

At the present time, there are approx-
imately 10,000 contras operating within
Nicaragua’s borders, attacking impor-
tant economic targets,and terrorizing
the rural population.

In the face of this situation, Ortega
announced that $112 million out of a
budget of $280 million will be devoted
to fighting the U.S.-trained guerrillas.
Furthermore, Ortega pointed out that
the cost to Nicaragua of Washington’s
economic blockade of the past four
years is nearly $1.1 billion in lost credits
and exports.

Ortega also announced measures to
deal with the black market economy
that has thrived in Nicaragua. The

Linus Pauling
on Nicaragua.
See page 3

problem of the black market has been
described by Sandinista leaders as being
“worse than the contra war.”

The Sandinistas therefore moved to
devalue the cordoba by 50 percent and
to remove price subsidies on basic food-
stuffs. These are the most important
measures taken to deal with this situa-
tion since the enactment of a law last
year to ensure greater control over dis-
tribution of goods.

The price subsidies were originally
enacted to maintain basic foodstuffs at
prices affordable to Nicaragua’s work-
ers and peasants. They were removed in
order to decrease the number and
importance of speculators who would
buy the goods at subsidized prices and
then resell them at inflated black-mar-
ket levels. Ortega promised that severe

(continued on page 12)



Dr. Gross covers up for
New York police killings. . .

By CLIFF CONNER

NEW YORK—Dr. Elliot M. Gross is
the chief medical examiner for New
York City. His complicity in covering up
a string of notorious police homicides
has erupted into a major scandal,
sparked by a recent series of investiga-
tive articles in' The New York Times

(Jan. 27-30).
The articles revealed that Dr. Gross
had consistently falsified official

autopsy reports on people who had lost
their lives in police custody or while
being arrested. In all cases, Gross’ dis-
tortions were designed to absolve the
cops of any wrongdoing.

Dr. Gross’ most outrageous falsifica-
tions occurred in the cases of Michael
Stewart and Eleanor Bumpurs (see sto-
ries on this page). The blatantly racist
nature of these killings has provoked a
sustained outcry of protest from the
Black community—a fact that no doubt
influenced the Times’ decision to inves-
tigate and expose Gross’ cover-ups.

Since the Times articles appeared,
five investigations into Gross’ misdeeds
have  been launched—two by New York

City Mayor Edward Koch, one by New
York Gov. Mario Cuomo, one by New
York state’s attorney general, and one
by a federal prosecutor. At least two of
these inquiries could lead directly to

. « « Michael Stewart:

“A police van bearing the uncon-
scious body of Michael Stewart pulled
into Bellevue Hospital at 3:22 a.m. on a
warm September day in 1983.

“The doors swung open, and Mr.
Stewart was lifted onto a hospital gur-
ney. He had been hogtied—his ankles
bound together, pulled behind his back,
and tied to his hands with elastic cord.
His body—S5 feet, 11 inches tall, 143
pounds—was covered with bruises.

“Mr. Stewart, a 25-year-old Black
man, had been taken into custody by
white transit police officers who accused
him of writing graffiti in the subway.
His heart was not beating. Resuscitation
revived it, but he died 13 days later
without regaining consciousness.

“Within hours, New York City’s
chief medical examiner, Dr. Elliot M.
Gross, announced that there was no evi-
dence that physical injury had caused
the death. ”

—The New York Times, Jan. 28,
1985.

At the hospital Dr. Robert L. Wolf
had examined the comatose victim. “I
removed the sheets)” he said, “and it
was obvious that he had incurred
trauma to all major portions of his body
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without exception. I determined that the
most likely source of the wounds was a
beating.”

According to a transit-police spokes-
man, Stewart had written “three letters
on the wall, RQS, about a foot high”
with a felt-tip marker. The cops denied
beating Stewart; they claimed his inju-
ries resulted from his own violence and
their “restraining” him. They also
claimed they had found cocaine on Ste-

wart but were later forced to retract that -

charge.
Dr. Gross personally performed the
autopsy on Stewart. After six hours—an

indictments on criminal charges.

The case of Dr. Gross affords a rare
peek behind the curtain of secrecy that
ordinarily obscures the real social rela-
tions between the wealthy (white) ruling

unusually long time—he finished the
autopsy and went to his office to confer
with a transit police detective. After
emerging from this meeting he held a
press conference and issued a written
statement that said, ‘“The cause of
death is cardiac arrest pending further
study.. . .there was no evidence of phys-
ical injury resulting or contributing to
death.”

A month after Gross presented his
preliminary findings, he announced his
final official conclusions about Ste-
wart’s death. He said it resulted from an
“injury to the spinal cord’’-but he
refused to indicate what had caused the
injury. This would not contradict the
official police report that Stewart had

Leonard Freed
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class and their cops, on the one hanq,
and the oppressed Black and Hispanic
communities, on the other.

"The deadly collusion between New
York City’s police and chief coroner is
no aberration; it is part of the perma-
nent, systematic intimidation that racial
minorities in the United States face day
in and day out. What has been exposed
is simply one facet of the “justice” sys-
tem’s . institutionalization of racist
injustice.

In the last analysis, the real function
of the police in a capitalist society is not
to direct traffic or fight petty crime; it is
to defend the “right” of the ruling class
to exploit the working class. They are
the strike-breakers of last resort and the
occupying army that patrols the Black
and Latino communities to “keep them
in their place.”

As the ruling class’s armed guards of
the status quo, cops harbor a hostility to
the oppressed that comes with the job.

The unmasking of Dr. Gross’ white-
wash operation, however, indicates that
the ruling class’s power of repression is
not unlimited. The possibility of fight-
ing back was shown by the protest
activities that put the spotlight on the
killings Gross was trying to cover up.

The removal of Dr. Gross will not
stop the protests. The demands of the
Black community that the murderers of
Michael Stewart and Eleanor Bumpurs
be brought to justice deserve the full
support of all working people. |

R

hurt himself during the arrest. The
details of the autopsy itself, however,
refute this contention.

Finally, in the wake of the Times
articles and the announcement of five
separate investigations into his miscon-
duct, Gross admitted the possibility that
Stewart died from “injuries which could
have been inflicted by fists, by feet, by a
nightstick.”

The three transit cops who arrested
Stewart were indicted, nine months
after his death, on charges of man-
slaughter. The indictment was dismissed
on the grounds that one of the grand
jurors had acted improperly, but the
case is now before a new grand jury.—
C.C.

.

. . « Eleanor Bumpurs:

Eleanor Bumpurs was killed by two
shotgun blasts on Oct. 29, 1984. She
was four months behind in her New
York City housing-project rent—$96.25

a month—and six cops had come to-

evict her from her apartment.

The 66-year-old Black woman, who
had a history of mental iliness, became
upset, started yelling, and picked up a
kitchen knife. One of the cops leveled
his 12-gauge shotgun and simply blew
her away.

The police, as usual, claimed that the
shots were in response to a life-threaten-
ing situation. Relatives pointed out that
the 270-pound, arthritic grandmother
was physically incapable of attacking
the cops.

A key issue in the case is whether she
was hit by one or two shotgun blasts.
Dr. Jon S. Pearl, the medical examiner
who performed the autopsy, reported
the cause of death as “shotgun wounds
(two) of chest, hand, and lung.”

Dr. Elliott M. Gross, however, inter-
vened and ordered him to delete the par-
enthetical “two.”

His apparent motive was to bring the
report into accord with the police claim
that she had been hit only once.

Given that six cops invaded an
infirm, elderly Black woman’s apart-
ment and one of them gunned her
down, the number of shots might seem
somewhat irrelevant. The question,
however, was apparently of critical
importance to a grand jury that decided
to indict the cop who pulled the trigger,
Stephen Sullivan, for manslaughter.

According to the district attorney, if

MARCH 1985

Sullivan had fired but one shot, the
grand jurors would have been willing to
believe that he had acted in self-defense.
But the second shot, in their view, was
an indication of an unwarranted inten-
tion to kill the old woman. Gross was
obviously trying to weight the autopsy

report in the cops’ favor when he
ordered the number of shots deleted.
upped the ante in what was already a
Officer Sullivan’s indictment has
major political controversy. The cops
and the gutter press (spearheaded by the
New York Post) are mobilizing right-
wing sentiment to drop the charges
against the killer cop—a demand, in
effect, for open season against
Blacks.—C.C. ]
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By RALPH SCHOENMAN

Ronald Reagan, in his State of the Union address
on Feb. 6, promised “to proceed toward. . .a Second
American Revolution of hope and opportunity.”

The focus of Mr. Reagan’s “revolutionary” pro-
gram is “an historic reform of tax simplification for
fairness and growth.” ‘

The idea behind this plan, or so he would like us
to believe, is that all taxpayers will be treated more
fairly. Let’s look at the facts.

The Federal Income Tax was established in 1913
and labeled a “progressive” tax because it was grad-
uated upward in accordance with the ability to pay.
The more one earned, the more one was taxed. In
fact, it has never worked this way.

Still, Reagan has always been against the principle
of the thing. In 1962 he declared, “We have received
this progressive tax directly from Karl Marx, who
designed it.”

In 1978 Reagan promised to “lower the steeply
progressive rates on the upper brackets.”

In 1981 he cut taxes “evenly across the board” by
23%. The tax on unearned income was cut from
70% to 50%.

In an “across the board cut)” progress works in
reverse. The larger your income, the larger your tax
cut. Thus, in dollars, the 1981 tax cut meant that a
couple with taxable income of $15,000 a year
received a cut of $474 by 1984, but a couple with
taxable income of $200,000 received $25,632. In per-
centages, the richest received a tax cut of 3.5 times
the cut for the poorest.

Tax simplification entails a “modified” flat tax.
The modification for 1984 includes eliminating fed-
eral taxes on windfall oil profits, stock dividends
and interest, and further reductions on business and
investment profits. Ronnie Dugger reported in The
New York Times that these measures will “present
the rich with $80 billion more a year” (Oct. 4, 1984).

Under these tax simplification reforms, the “pro-
gressive” income tax has already been cut by 25%—
shifting the burden dramatically further to the work-
ing poor.

The 1913 law has never, in fact, been in effect.
Newsweek acknowledged this:

“In practice most upper-income Americans
take advantage of the myriad tax preferences
that have been written into the law over the
years—and so today it is entirely possible for a
wealthy taxpayer to pay little or no federal
income tax at all” (Dec. 10, 1984). '

Corporate contributions lowered

In the 1950s and 1960s corporate income tax gen-
erated 25% of all federal revenue. But by 1980 cor-
porate tax was down to 14% of federal revenue, and
by 1983 it had dropped to 6.2%.

Tax loopholes have virtually eliminated corporate
taxation in America. In 1981 Accelerated Cost
Recovery System (ACRS) was part of Reagan’s tax
bill. A system of super-accelerated tax write-offs for
corporate investment in plant and equipment, ACRS
combined with investment tax credits cost the federal
government more in lost revenue than the cost of all
federal social programs for the poor combined.

A study by Citizens for Tax Justice takes the top

HELLO, THIS IS YOUR GOVERNMENT
SPEAKING, WE'RE GOING 10 RETURN
ALL OF YOUR TAX MONEY BECAUSE
WERE GOING 10 STOP BUVING GUAS,
BOMBS AND CENTRRL AMERICAN
GOVERNMENT.
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250 non-financial corporations in the United States
and shows that they paid but 14% on declared
domestic profits of $291.4 billion. From 1981 to
1983 they saved $91 billion otherwise due to the fed-
eral government.

But if we look closely at these figures, the story is
even more revealing. Seventeen of the leading com-
panies with $14.9 billion in profit paid no federal
income tax at all for each of the three years (1981 to
1983). Instead, they received tax rebates and benefits
exceeding $1.2 billion. These rebates were earned
before Reagan assumed office and were awarded by
Carter.

Five of the top 17 paid zero or less taxes for each
of the three years. They are all major Pentagon con-
tractors with profits exceeding $10.5 billion. Boeing
earned $1.53 billion in declared profits and had a
negative tax obligation of $267 million—that is,
rebate entitlement which was converted into further

income.

General Dynamics had profits of $931 million and
had a negative tax of $71 million. Lockheed earned
over $1 billion and paid no taxes. Neither did Gen-
eral Electric or Grumman.

Of these, General Dynamics is the largest military
contractor in the United States. It has paid no fed-
eral income tax since 1972, although it has reported
profits of over $2 billion.

General Dynamics has been allowed to defer pay-
ment of more than $500 million in taxes from pre-
vious years. It has simultaneously “accumulated”
over $3 billion in “tax losses” which can be carried
forward on the books until 1998.

Tax avoidance

How is all this accomplished? The “legal” avoid-
ance of taxes and the tax-exempt dividends are the
result of a technique called “completed contract

accounting.”
This sleight of hand permits corporations with

long-term contracts to deduct expenses immediately

New tax plan boosts corporate theft

but to defer indefinitely reporting on any revenue or
profits to the Internal Revenue Service. The Treasury
dubs this subterfuge “interest-free loans.”

They are never paid.

Thus, General Electric had $6.5 billion in profit
over three years and claimed its tax rebate of $283
million, for an effective tax rate of minus 4.3%.
Contrary to all the contentions of supply-side econo-
mists, these inducements produced no new invest-
ment. Why should they? It is more profitable to
declare tax-free dividends. G.E. cut investment by
15% and increased dividends by 19.2%.

But defense contractors are not the only partici-
pants in this bonanza. Sixty-five corporations with
$450 billion in pre-tax profits paid zero taxes or less
over three years. They received outright tax subsi-
dies, bringing their “after-tax” profits to $3.2 billion
more than they made before taxes. They had a nega-
tive tax rate of minus 6.5%.

A further 128 corporations of the 250 largest paid
zero or less taxes and claimed an additional $5.7 bil-
lion in tax benefits on top of the $57.1 billion in pre-
tax profits earned during the years they paid no
taxes.

Wherever one looks one finds the same pattern.
Another 132 corporate giants paid fewer taxes than
an average working family—while earning $130.9
billion in profits.

Individual tax loopholes are equally inventive.
Tax shelters abound, allowing substantial deductions
for otherwise taxable incomes. Shelters such as real
estate or oil exploration permit immediate deduc-
tions of several times the cash investment itself.

The corporate rich earn fortunes from tax write-
offs alone. Chrysler Corp. earned $2.38 billion in
1984—triple its earnings in 1983. The big three auto
makers had a combined profit of $9.18 billion. Huge
bonuses were paid its executives, who sheltered their
earnings. These exceeded $135 million.

Chrysler, of course, had been subsidized by $1.2
billion in government-guaranteed loans, while work-
ers took pay cuts and pension funds were slashed.

Consequences for poor

David Stockman, Ronald Reagan’s budget direc-
tor, has decimated virtually every social program in
the domestic budget. Yet during the next four years
$1.11 trillion will be spent on military production.

What are the consequences for the working poor
in America? With federal subsidies shut off, the
building of low- or moderate-income housing at a
standstill, and minimal social support systems
slashed, ever-greater numbers of people will fall
below the poverty line.

Twenty million are officially hungry. Thirty-five
million are officially impoverished. And real income
is steadily declining for working Americans. Since
1968, income rose 24% while inflation soared 189%.

Ronald Reagan has promised a Second American
Revolution. What he means by this is clear: Take
from the poor to give to the rich. But in so doing, his
administration and the corporate ruling rich it serves
are creating the conditions for another kind of revo-
lution; one where the working poor will reclaim the
wealth that they have created and that is rightfully
theirs. B

Linus Pauling speaks out on Nicaragua

Linus Pauling, the recipient of the
Nobel Prize for Chemistry in 1954 and
the Nobel Peace Prize in 1962, is one of
the endorsers of the San Francisco
Spring Mobilization for Peace, Jobs,
and Justice. Socialist Action contacted
him about his trip last year to Nicaragua
and his views on the recent statements
by the Reagan administration on Cen-
tral America. _ :

Pauling explained that he was in Nic-
aragua for one week in July 1984. “The
Norwegian Parliament and the Norwe-
gian government as a whole decided to
send a ship laden with supplies to Nica-
ragua, he stated, “in order to help the
Nicaraguan people in their struggle for
democracy and against oppression. I
was asked to join other Nobel laureates
on this trip, called the Peace Ship.”

Asked about his impressions of the

gains made over the past five years in

the field of health care, Pauling noted
that “physicians now treat the poor
people under the health-care system and
are paid—reimbursed—by the state.”
He added, “I judge that what hap-
pened before the revolution, before the

"Sandinista fighters won, was that the

 “Now the poor
have healthcare”

poor people just didn’t get much in the
way of health care or physician services.
Now they do.” )
“We visited a hospital in Managua,’
he continued, “where [there were] sol-
diers who had been seriously wounded
in fighting the contras, the group set up

by the United States to harass the coun-
try.”

Pauling added, “This military har-
assment forces this small country, with 3
million people, to have an army of
200,000 soldiers.”

Pauling felt that the recent Reagan
declarations on Nicaragua were very
ominous and stated his hope ‘“‘that the
Congress may prevent the government
from providing the money [to the con-
tras).”

He noted, however, that millions of
dollars are being raised privately “by a
lot of rich right-wingers who support
the contras.”

Finally, referring to the large labor
support for the April 20 Spring Mobili-
zation, Pauling proudly noted: ‘“You
know, I am an honorary member of the
Longshoremen'’s union.”
—ALAN BENJAMIN

i
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New contract round
challenges Teamsters

By HAL LUNDFORD

NEW YORK—The Teamsters’ largest
contract, the National Master Freight
Agreement (NMFA), covering more
than 200,000 workers and involving 43
percent of all Teamster locals, will
expire on March 31.

The results of this contract round will
not only determine the wages, benefits,
job security, and conditions of freight
employees, and set the pattern for other

Hal Lundford is a member of I.B.T.
707.

Teamsters, but may also shape the union
for some time.

The division of the employers into
three separate groups threatens to break
up the national master contract, a gain
won by the union in 1964. Thus far,
however, Teamster officials have firmly
rejected any such breakup. They have
said that would not tolerate side deals
made by any local.

Representing the major carriers and
60 percent of the industry is Truck Man-
agement, Inc. (TMI). TMI is demanding
a two-tier wage structure. As well as
violating the union principle of equal

pay for equal work and threatening
present workers’ jobs, this is meant to
be a time bomb to undermine the union.

Rank-and-file Teamsters rejected this
in the form of a relief rider to the
NMFA over a year ago by an 88 percent
vote. Teamster president Jackie Presser,
however, appears once again ready to
concede on this key question.

TMI is also pressing to introduce
speedup through such tactics as produc-
tivity standards and elimination of cof-
fee breaks. It also wants to eliminate
unionized jobs by combining job classi-
fications and shifting work to non-
union subcontractors and subsidiaries
(double-breasting).

The union has the power to stop this

concessionary drive, preserve the
NMFA, restore the cost-of-living allow-
ance (given up in 1982), protect mem-
bers’ jobs, and organize the growing
non-union trucking sector—if the
bureaucrats would mobilize the ranks.
Presser, however, sees concessions as
necessary and truck drivers as too diffi-
cult to organize, because he is opposed

to informing and involving the member-
ship.

For example, in the big New York
freight Local 707, the members have
been told by the union that no informa-
tion on the issues in the freight talks was
available. Meanwhile, activists from
Teamsters for a Democratic Union
(TDU) were distributing contract bulle-
tins detailing the union proposals!

Nevertheless, around the country
freight Teamsters are organizing them-
selves on a rank-and-file level to win a
decent contract and fight management
harassment. Through the distribution of
TDU materials, tens of thousands of
drivers and dock workers are studying
the issues.

Where there is some union democ-
racy, as well as rank-and-file organiza-
tion, the members are turning out to
union meetings and passing motions
putting their local behind a decent con-
tract. They are warning that they will
reject any agreement that makes impor-
tant concessions and ignores their con-
cerns. |

Columbia clericals score
initial successes

By HARLAN F. STONE

NEW YORK—During the week
before their Feb. 4 strike deadline, the
Columbia clerical workers scored their
first victories against the university
administration.

The administration agreed to begin
“discussions” with elected representa-
tives of the Columbia local of District
65/UAW. The workers’ Extended Orga-
nizing Committee then elected a five-
person negotiating committee, which
met with representatives of the adminis-
tration on Jan. 30.

Out of this meeting came a ‘“memo-
randum of understanding.”

It contained several small but signifi-
cant concessions to the Columbia cleri-
cals. The administration agreed to rec-
ognize District 65 and begin
negotiations immediately upon NLRB
certification of District 65. It also prom-
ised that no changes in benefits would
be made without negotiations with Dis-
trict 65, and the grievance procedure
was improved.

This agreement was overwhelmingly
approved by the membership of the
Columbia local on Jan. 31. Showing lit-
tle confidence in the good will of the
administration, the clerical workers also
voted to authorize strike action if
Columbia failed to abide by the agreee-
ment.

A little over a week later, on Feb. 11,
the NLRB upheld District 65’s victory in
the May 1983 representation election.
Within days the university administra-
tion recognized District 65 and began
discussions to prepare for the negotia-
tion of the first contract for Columbia’s
1100 clerical workers.

Almost all of the clerical workers
understand that the university’s conces-
sions and the NLRB’s relatively speedy
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action on the Columbia case were the
results of their own activity; of the dem-
onstrations, rallies, and other strike
preparations in the month leading to
Feb. 11. Many activists realize, how-
ever, that these victories are only the
first round in a prolonged battle for a
decent contract.

The Columbia local has already
begun to take the offensive. The Mem-
bership Committee is presently charged

with the task of signing up hundreds of
new members. If it models itself on the
Contract Committee that existed at
Yale, the Membership Committee can
play an important role in organizing
and mobilizing the rank-and-file clerical

workers.

During the strike, the Contract Com-
mittee was the backbone of rank-and-
file participation on the picket line and
at demonstrations, sit-ins, and the like.
The existence of such a body at Colum-
bia could organize the power of the
rank and file and prepare for the sort of
actions that will be needed to win a
decent contract. |

B. N. Railroad in head-on
collision with union

By MISHA FOX

MINNEAPOLIS—In June 1984 two
trains on the Burlington Northern Rail-
road collided head-on in Minnesota.
The BN’s dispatch office had sent the
trains hurtling toward each other at a
combined speed of over 90 miles an
hour. Three railroad employees were
killed in the disaster.

To this day the Burlington manage-
ment refuses to accept any responsibility
for the accident. The company and rep-
resentatives of the Federal Railroad
Administration charged last summer
that the victims had been operating
under the influence of alcohol.

A recent report issued by the FRA,
however, states that high alcohol levels
in the blood of the victims was due to
decomposition of their bodies following
the crash.

Lately, the company has shifted the
entire blame onto Joe Ceaser, the dis-
patcher who was on duty at the time of
the collision. Ceaser, an 11-year clerical
employee of BN and a member of the
Brotherhood of Railway and Airline

Action/Anne Zukowski
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Wives of rail workers protest Burlington Northern’s safety violations.
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Clerks, has been fired from his job.

“Firing Joe Ceaser will not stop acci-
dents on the BN’ union activists in the
Inter-craft Association of Minnesota
(ICAM) write in their newsletter. “Only
by instituting. adequate training proce-
dures and upgrading the tracks and
equipment will accidents be prevented.”

The newsletter cites 635 BN accidents
in 1982 alone, including 77 collisions
and 447 derailments. Over 100 people
died in these incidents.

ICAM states that the June collision
was the result of massive cost-cutting
measures that put company profits

ahead of safety. Joe Ceaser was rushed
through a sped-up training course and
was working only his second unsuper-
vised tour of duty as a dispatcher on the
day of the crash.

ICAM points out that several dis-
patcher positions had been consolidated
shortly before the accident, and even
experienced dispatchers were having
problems with the increased workload
in unfamiliar territory. .

Trade unionists and their families
have organized protest rallies and picket
lines to protest Burlington Northern’s
dangerous cutbacks. They have already
forced the hiring of some additional dis-
patchers, additional training, and the
continual staffing of outposts slated to
be shut down. Now they are demanding
that Joe Ceaser, a “sacrificial lamb,’ be
returned to his former job as a clerk. l

Hispanic hotel workers strike

By DAVE ROBERTS

LOS ANGELES—Forty-eight house-
keeping and laundry workers walked off
their jobs Jan. 16 at the Burbank Holi-
day Inn near Los Angeles. They are pro-
testing wage cuts, increased workloads,
and harassment from a racist employer.

The wage cuts and increased work-
loads are the result of a sweetheart con-
tract signed by Sam Nuckolls, business
agent for Local 531 of the Hotel and
Restaurant Employees Union, and
Joseph Perry, owner of the Glendale,
Burbank, and Long Beach Holiday
Inns.

The contract was negotiated behind
the backs of the maids and laundry
workers. They were never told what was
in it. They found out, however, soon
after the contract was ratified by the
reluctant workers.

Health insurance was canceled in the
new contract, wages were cut from
$3.90 to $3.40 an hour, and the work
load was raised from 16 to 18 rooms to
be cleaned each shift. The unhappiness
of his employees upset Joe Perry. He
decided to meet the problem head on—
by hiring a new crew.

He instructed Gloria Tartagliane, the

executive housekeeper, to hand out
warnings to as many of the maids as
possible so they could be fired. He told
her that he wanted to hire 20 new work-
ers. When she refused, she and two
assistants were transferred to the Glen-
dale hotel. They refused the transfers
and were fired. o

Hearing of the threatened transfers,
28 maids and laundry workers walked
off the job. They demanded that the
transfers be rescinded in writing and
that other grievances be settled.

Business Agent Nuckolls now
appeared to ‘“represent” his union
members. He told them they had better
get back to work right away as they
were in violation of the contract. It con-
tained a clause banning strikes, he said.

When questioned by the press about
his workers’ grievances, Joe Perry said,
“l ain’t saying nothing. Silence is
golden.”

The union has filed a grievance
against the hotel but is doing nothing
else to support the strikers. The 28
women feel that the union as well as the
boss is against them. They need strong
community support and- the help of
other unions to bring this fight to a suc-
cessful conclusion. [ |



Steelworkers demonstrate in Pittsburgh against Reagan.

Mon Valley tells U.S. Steel:
‘We have a right to a future’

By BETH BOERGER and PAUL LE BLANC

DUQUESNE, Pa.—On a snowy Jan. 28 evening,
almost a thousand people—steelworkers with their
families and friends—gathered together in a
Duquesne church. They were there because they
refused to accept the idea that the U.S. Steel Corp.
could simply be allowed to decide whether or not the
steel communities of the Monongahela-Ohio Valley
would have a future. They believed that the working
people who make up those communities should have
something to say about their own future.

Organfzcd by the Tri-State Conference on Steel
and United Steel Workers of America (USWA) Local
1256, the gathering focused on the situation at U.S.
Steel’s Duquesne Works.

In late 1983 the Duquesne Works won an indus-
try-wide productivity award; the blast furnaces and
basic oxygen shop at Duquesne were considered

“Come on and stand,
you’re never gonna
crawl to a victory”

e

some of the most modern and productive facilities in
the area. But there was a problem for the company.
Aware of the plant’s profitability, the members of
USWA Local 1256 refused to agree to “giveback”
concessions demanded by U.S. Steel.

A few months later, the company closed the
Duquesne Works and in October announced that it
would soon begin to dismantle the “hot end” of the
works, known as Dorothy Six, the largest blast fur-
nace in the Mon Valley. Under the leadership of the
Tri-State Conference, union and community activists
threatened to occupy the facility in order to prevent
its destruction.

U.S. Steel then agreed to hold off on demolition
plans until the completion of a feasibility study
sponsored by Tri-State, in conjunction with USWA,

the city of Pittsburgh and other municipal govern-
ments, and Allegheny County officials. At the Jan.
28 mass meeting, the results of the feasibility study
were presented by Michael Locker of Locker-
Abrecht Associates, the New York City firm that
conducted the study.

A “Steel Valley Authority”

The Tri-State Conference on Steel was organized
in 1979, when union, community, and religious
activists from Youngstown, Ohio, allied themselves
with local union and religious forces in Pittsburgh’s
Mon Valley. The group has been developing a plan
for a “Steel Valley Authority;” modeled on the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority of the 1930s. The “SVA”
would use the power of eminent domain to place the
local steel industry under community and worker
ownership.

The Locker-Abrecht feasibility study is significant
because it argues that a $24-million investment (not

-$500 million as claimed by U.S. Steel) could ensure

the profitability of the Duquesne Works. It would do
this without any antiunion “giveback” concessions
in wages and benefits and in a manner that would
bolster production at other steel mills in the region.

What is becoming clear, however, is that U.S.
Steel is not interested in maintaining a profitable
steel industry in the Mon-Ohio Valley. By disman-
tling it, the corporation would be in a position to
deal a fatal blow to a proudly organized, highly
unionized sector of the labor force and to chase after
bigger profits elsewhere.

Unity and determination

The Jan. 28 mass meeting at Duquesne was
opened with a song by Mike Stout of USWA Local
1397: “Come on and stand / Get off your knees /
You’'re never gonna crawl / to a victory.”

The words reflected the mood of the crowd. Not
only are they a challenge to continued action, but
they also reflect a recognition of the struggle the
people of the Mon-Ohio Valley have already been
through.

Leon Lynch, international vice president of the

Sacialist Action. Joe Ryan

USWA, congratulated the steelworkers of the Mon
Valley for their “esprit de corps)’ stating it was “the
fight coming out of the valley” that convinced the
International to back Tri-State in funding the feasi-
bility study and to provide a $20,000 grant to winter-
ize the Dorothy Six blast furnace.

Mike Bilscik, president of USWA Local 1256 at
the Duquesne Works, encouraged the community to
join with the union in maintaining a ‘“gate watch” at
the mill, establishing a phone tree which would “be
able to get 2000 people called and into the mill
within an hour to stop the demolition.”

Jim Benn, speaking for the Tri-State Conference
on Steel, told the crowd that the meeting marked
“the end of neutrality.”

“What we’re doing tonight,” he said, “is setting
the stage for plant-shutdown fights across the coun-
try. If we don’t go into the streets, committed to
fight, and say how we feel, we’re going to lose.”

Speakers from the community, including the pres-
ident of Duquesne’s NAACP, expressed strong sup-

t. . .
por Working people in motion

Although all the speakers emphasized the themes
of unity and determination, it was obvious that not
all shared the same vision of a worker-community-
controlled industry put forth in the Tri-State plan.

The Locker-Abrecht study emphasizes the need
for “innovative management practices” and close
cooperation between labor and management. It sug-
gests that the public authority might serve primarily
as a mediator between company and community. In
line with this scenario for the reopening of the plant,
the feasibility study suggests how the Duquesne
plant could be profitable in a “free-market * setting.

The Tri-State plan, on the other hand, specifically
stresses the concept of worker-community control
and emphasizes that the steel produced by the Steel
Valley Authority could be sold to the federal govern-
ment for use in public projects such as rebuilding
bridges and roads.

But Tri-State organizers stress repeatedly that fea-
sibility studies alone will accomplish nothing. They
argue that only solid grass-roots organizing, spear-
headed by the unions, can generate positive solutions
to the economic crisis.

It is not clear, at this point, what direction the Tri-
State campaign will ultimately take. What is clear is
that it has generated tremendous enthusiasm in the
Mon-Ohio Valley, and significant numbers of work-
ing people are in motion to shape their own
future. |

Speakers platform at Tri-state steel-
workers’ conference. From left to right:
Mike Bilscik, president, USWA Local
1256; Tom Michlovic, state assembly-
man; Mike Stout, grievanceman, USWA
Local 1397; and Leon Lynch, interna-
tional vice president, USWA

Auto workers end strike
against AP Parts Co.

By SHIRLEY PASHOLK

TOLEDO, Ohio—On Feb. 10
United Auto Workers Local 14 decided
to end its nine-month strike against AP
Parts by a vote of 254-72. .

The company forced a strike on May
2 by cutting wages $5.84 per hour and
imposing severe work-rule changes that
the union had turned down after its con-
tract expired on March 4.

The new contract provides for an
average hourly wage of $10.25, with
raises of $1.50 over the next three years.
A $2.05 cost-of-living increase, how-
ever, is suspended until the final year of
the contract.

Although the company’s initial offer
would have gutted the retirement plan,

the new contract provides for the same
pension plan as the previous one. Other
benefits are roughly comparable.

Company spokespeople have referred
to a projected work force of approxi-
mately 50 percent of the 450 who were
employed prior to the strike. So far, less
than one-third of the strikers are back at
work.

One feature of the new agreement
that upset many of the strikers is the
company’s insistence on imposing sus-
pension—ranging from one week to six
months—on those strikers who they
allege have been guilty of picket-line
misconduct.

Throughout the strike, Toledo UAW
members demonstrated their support.

Successful plant-gate collections, result-
ing in large quantities of food and tens
of thousands of dollars, helped stop the
company from starving the strikers back
to work.

On May 21 some 3000 UAW mem-
bers rallied at the AP Parts gate. This
demonstration was attacked by the
police, and 41 protestors were arrested.
Unfortunately, the UAW leadership lim-
ited its support to legal assistance.

No public campaign was mounted to
defend these victims. Those tried have
been found guilty and received fines,
suspended sentences, and/or placed on
probation. In addition, a second
planned rally was called off when the
company agreed to resume talks in
June.

At the Labor Day parade, the AP
Parts contingent was one of the largest
and most spirited. Many other marchers
carried signs announcing their support

for the strikers.

Even though the company continued
to stall on negotiations and scabs
remained in the plant, UAW officials
refused to mobilize this potential sup-
port. Instead, they limited their public
activity to two full-page newspaper ads
answering company accusations.

Although the new contract still
includes some serious concessions, it
shows what can be accomplished when
workers stand up and fight against the
bosses’ takeback demands. This strike
also demonstrated the tremendous
potential of labor solidarity. Despite
continued unfavorable publicity in the
Toledo big-business media, area workers

clearly saw this fight as their own.

If the UAW officials had not suc-
ceeded in calling off subsequent rallies
and returning to business-as-usual
closed-door negotiations, much more
could have been won. [ ]
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Building April 20 across the country

San Francisco. ..

SAN FRANCISCO—The Spring
Mobilization for Peace, Jobs, and Jus-
tice coalition, which is building the
April 20 demonstration in this city, has
been endorsed by all seven of the San
Francisco Bay Area AFL-CIO labor
councils; the International Longshore
and Warehouse Union (ILWU); the larg-
est Teamster local in the area; the
majority of the city council members in
San Francisco; and hundreds of reli-
gious, community, peace, and student
organizations.

The extent of labor support for the
April 20 action is unprecedented. The
Santa Cruz Labor Council, for instance,
has chartered a 4000-seat passenger
train to transport unionists and commu-
nity activists the 70-odd miles to San
Francisco.

“This is perhaps the broadest coali-
tion of labor and community groups
ever put together in this area)’ said Al
Lannon, president of Local 6, ILWU,
who serves as co-chairman of the mobi-
lization.

Regularly scheduled Saturday work-
ing-committee meetings of the coalition
have been well-attended as the momen-
tum of the action continues to grow.
Two ‘benefit cocktail parties, a dance,
and a music concert are being organized
to help raise the $60,000 budget.

Office space, equipment, printing
facilities, and several thousands of dol-
lars in donations have already been
received from the ILWU, the Service
Employees International Union, the
International Molders Union, the Cali-
fornia Federation of Teachers, and the
Painters union.

Three paid staff members are helped
by several other full or part-time volun-
teers. Community Latino organizations
have provided a staff person to specifi-
cally concentrate on involving Latinos
in the demonstration. Similiar efforts
are being made to involve the Black
community; lesbians and gays; and
women’s, studént, and religious organi-
zations.

Special events and materials are also
being prepared to encourage the forma-
tion of contingents in the demonstra-
tion. For example, a Labor Speak-Out
against the War in Central America and
Apartheid is being proposed for March
21, and coordinated campus actions are
being suggested for April 11. In addi-
tion, the coalition will seek to
strengthen its links to religious organi-
zations when a delegation meets with
San Francisco Archbishop John Quinn.

The coalition has established head-
quarters at the SEIU offices at 240
Golden Gate Ave., San Francisco
94102. For further information call
(415) 771-0882—CARL FINAMORE B

New York. ..

NEW YORK—The building by the
New York April Actions Coalition of
the April 20, Washington, D.C., dem-
onstration and of the events associated
with it is picking up momentum.

The second meeting of the steering
committee of the coalition was held on
Feb. 13 at the headquarters of District
65 of the United Auto Workers union.
As at the first meeting, over 100 mem-
bers of local trade unions and Central
American solidarity, peace, anti-apart-
heid, Black, and Latino organizations
were present.

After discussion, it was agreed that
all events of April 19-22 will be
described in a bilingual leaflet but that
the April 20 demonstration will be high-
lighted, as this action will undoubtedly
draw the largest number of people.

It was announced that the coalition
has already secured the endorsement of
several labor leaders from the New York
area. Other prominent endorsers

include the Rev. William Sloane Coffin,

City Council member Ruth Messinger,
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and New York Assembly member Frank
Barbaro.

The next meeting of the steering com-
mittee, the decision-making body of the
coalition, will be on March 6 at 7 p.m.
in the headquarters of District 65, 13
Astor Place, second floor. All interested
individuals and organizations are wel-
come to attend.

Those seeking information or wish-
ing to participate in the work of the coa-
lition may call or write the New York
April Actions Coalition, 19 West 21st
St., New York, N.Y. 10010. Tel. (212)
242-1040 or 673-1808.

—PAUL SIEGEL u

Los Angeles. ..

LOS ANGELES—The Los Angeles
April 20 Coalition was formed last Jan.
31 at a meeting here attended by 125
activists. Participants came from a wide
range of peace organizations, labor
unions, Central America solidarity

groups, and socialist organizations.

The coalition is planning a march on
April 20 along Broadway in the Latino
community, culminating in a rally at
City Hall. It also adopted the four sets

A third coalition meeting is sched-
uled for Feb. 23 with the purpose of
organizing outreach to the labor move-
ment and to the students.
—MARGA RET KELLEY |

Chicago. ..

CHICAGO—More than 150 people
gathered here for a planning conference
to launch a local coalition to build the
April 20 demonstration in Washington,
D.C. The meeting, held on Feb. 5, was:
attended by representatives of nearly all
the major Central America solidarity
groups and nuclear-freeze forces as well
as a wide cross-section of religious and
peace activists.

The meeting heard keynote speeches
on the four main themes of the Spring
Mobilization given by Monsignor John
Egan of the Archdiocese of Chicago;
Carol Larson, co-pastor of the
Wheadon United Methodist Church;
Joe Mariano of the National Peoples
Action; and Allan Howe, director of the
North Shore Peace Initiative.

Endorsers of the action include such
groups as the Free South Africa Move-
ment, Committee for a Sane Nuclear

Dave Meggyesy, representative of the National Football Association,

speaking at April 20 press conference in San Francisco

City Hall on Feb. 5§

of demands of the April Actions for
Peace, Jobs, and Justice in Washington,
D.C.

Most proposals for other demands
were rejected by the participants, but
there was agreement to add support to
rights of undocumented workers, an
end to deportation of Central American
refugees, and support to the sanctuary
movement. These were considered par-
ticularly important for the action in Los
Angeles, where there is a large popula-
tion of refugees from Central America.

To implement the plans of the April
20 coalition, several work committees
have been meeting. In addition, meet-
ings to build the Los Angeles action
have taken place in San Diego, and
there are plans underway for participa-
tion from numerous cities in Arizona.

The Los Angeles April 20 Coalition
can be contacted c/o WILPF, 4603
Prospect Ave., Los Angeles, CA
90027.—MARC BEDNER |

Cincinnati. ..

CINCINNATI—The second meeting
of the Cincinnati April Actions for
Peace, Jobs, and Justice coalition took
place on Feb. 9 with the participation of
representatives from the Central Ameri-
can Task Force, CARE, the NBIPP, the
Organization of Arab Students, as well
as various unionists and community
activists. .

The coalition is planning to send a
large contingent to the April Actions in
Washington, D.C., on April 19-22, Sup-
porters of Socialist Action have urged
an all-out mobilization for April 20 and
have advocated that the decision-mak-
ing in the coalition be on the basis of
‘“‘one person, one vote” as opposed to
‘“one group, one vote.”
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Policy, Chicago CISPES, and Clergy
and Laity Concerned.

The coalition can be reached at the
following temporary address: 17 North
State, Rm 908, Chicago, 11 60602. Tel.
(312) 346-9671 or 227-2720.
—CARRIE HEWITT [ ]

Cleveland. ..

CLEVELAND—Last November,
representatives from trade unions, reli-
gious groups, community organizations,
and peace groups met to form the Peace
Action Coalition of Northeast Ohio.

Several coalition meetings have been
held, with the participation of groups
and individuals from Akron, Cleveland,
and Youngstown. Plans are underway to
send a chartered plane and several buses
to the April 20 demonstration in Wash-
ington, D.C.

To help build the national demonstra-
tion, a town meeting will be held on
March 3. The featured speakers include
USWA International Vice President
Leon Lynch, Minister Counselor of the
Nicaraguan Embassy Francisco Camp-
bell, and Ohio Freeze Field Coordinator
Helen Seidman.

The Labor Task Force sent a letter
signed by USWA Local 2265 President
Joe Lindenmuth and UAW Local -122
President Bill Bon to local unions urg-
ing them to invite speakers to union
meetings, endorse, and send people to
the demonstration.

The religious, youth, women’s, and
Black task forces have also been heavily
involved in outreach activities. On Feb.
22 members of the Peace Action Coali-
tion will picket outside the South Afri-
can consulate.

In Toledo, a letter signed by promi-
nent figures in the peace and labor

movements urges attendance at a found-
ing coalition meeting Feb. 23. Current
plans are to send at least two buses to
the Washington demonstration.

—SHIRLEY PASHOLK |

Ann Arbor. ..

ANN ARBOR, Mich.—The Univer-
sity of Michigan chapters of the Latin
American Solidarity Committee
(LASC), Faculty for Human Rights in
El Salvador and Central America
(FACHRES-CA), Michigan Alliance for
Disarmament (MAD), and the Puerto
Rican Solidarity Organization have all
endorsed the April 20 demonstration in
Washington, D.C., as the culmination
of winter-term 1985 activities against
U.S. intervention in Central America.

In January LASC organized several
demonstrations against CIA recruitment
on the University of Michigan campus,
and MAD held a two-day ‘“Conference
on Deadly Connections” among nuclear
war, interventionism, and social
oppression.

On Jan. 31 over 150 people attended
a FACHRES-CA talk by Professor
Tommie Sue Montgomery of Dickinson
College on “El Salvador: Five Years of
Civil War.”

Ms. Montgomery spent many months
among the guerrillas in the liberated
zones of El Salvador as well as in Nica-
ragua.

A few days later, on Feb. 4, hundreds
attended a debate between Peter Rossett
of LASC and Lt. Col. James Sivells of
the U.S. State Department on the nat-
ure of U.S. intervention in Nicaragua.
Shortly afterwards, LASC announced
plans for a “Central America Week” to
be held in late March.

{: _ALAN WALD n

Houston. ..

HOUSTON—A broad coalition of
forces met here on Feb. 13 to establish a
Coalition for a Texas Spring Mobiliza-
tion. A series of peace, solidarity, stu-
dent, and Hispanic organizations
decided to call for a regional demon-
stration in Houston on April 20 in sup-
port of the four demands put forward
by the national April Actions coalition.

The coalition will work with groups
and individuals in Austin, Dallas, San
Antonio, and the Valley to build this
demonstration. In addition, the coali-
tion will focus its efforts to mobilize
around some issues especially important
to Texas. These include the deportation
of Central American refugees, the per-
secution of sanctuary workers, and the
participation of Texas National Guard
units in the April maneuvers on the
Honduras border with Nicaragua and El
Salvador.

For more information on the April
20 demonstration call (713) 529-0446.—

DAVID ROSSI |
Boston. ..
BOSTON—The Boston April

Actions for Peace, Jobs, and Justice
coalition is mobilizing for the Washing-
ton, D.C., actions. The initial endorsers
include various union locals and peace
and “solidarity organizations. Discus-
sions are still under way as to whether
or not priority for buses and publicity
will be given to the April 20 national
demonstration.

With just a few weeks left before the
action, the task remains to broaden the
coalition and to do massive outreach
work. An important step in this direc-
tion will be the mass leafleting sched-
uled for March 23, 24, and 30.

The outreach task force meets every
other Saturday at the Old Cambridge
Baptist Church, 1151 Massachusetts
Ave. The next meeting is scheduled for
March 2. For more information call
(617) 491-4214. —DAVE WALSH |



International Women’s Day

Catholics join abortion debate

By DIANNE FEELEY

Raped by three men on a country
road in Georgia, a woman—alone and
without money—tried to get an abor-
tion. Her unsuccessful attempt to obtain
an abortion in 1969 led to a lawsuit that
eventually resulted in the 1973 U.S.
Supreme Court decision legalizing abor-
tion, the famous Roe vs. Wade case.

What led this individual woman,
alone and powerless, to decide that she
would not accept society’s rules, that
she must attempt to change them? Was
she aware of the thousands of other
women who were waging the same
fight?

Did she know about the women who,
throughout U.S. history, have fought to
control their own reproductive lives—
against the authorities who closed down
birth-control clinics, who harassed med-
ical workers daring to provide effective
advice, who arrested and imprisoned
doctors performing abortions for
women desperately needing them.

The fact of the matter is that by the
late 1960s the combination of women’s
continued entry into the work force,
along with the development of the civil
rights and anti-Vietnam War move-
ments, created the climate in which
women began to participate as actors in

history. The gap between society’s view .

of a woman’s role as wife and mother
and the discrimination women faced in
every avenue of their lives became
apparent to larger numbers of women.
They began to fight back.

The rise of the women’s movement in
the 1970s resulted in two concrete
gains—the legalization of abortion and
the introduction of affirmative action
programs. Many of us who participated
in the fight around these issues did not
regard the legal victory as the culmina-

tion of the struggle. Rather we saw the
law as a weapon to help us wage the real
fight—the battle over implementation.

Minority becomes majority

In the 1960s many told us that it was
impossible to win abortion rights, that
the majority opposed such legalization.
But the more we fought, the more we
explained women’s need to control our
reproductive lives, the more we demon-
strated, the faster opinion polls began
to shift in our direction. That is how a
minority became the majority.

Of course the law was never fully
implemented. Most hospitals simply
refused to set up the facilities.-Nonethe-
less, more than 1.5 million legal abor-
tions are performed each year. This fig-
ure is estimated to be about the same as
the number of illegal abortions per-
formed annually prior to the Supreme
Court decision.

But the legalization has meant that
abortion is performed earlier in a wom-
an’s pregnancy (more than 90 percent
are performed within the first 12 weeks
of gestation). This has significantly

. reduced the risk to a woman’s health

and life.

Over the past dozen years legal chal-
lenges have attempted to whittle away
the U.S. Supreme Court decision. The
attempt to limit the law was based on
the right wing’s strategy to deny abor-
tion to the most vulnerable women—the
women on welfare and the teenagers.

Its tactic was to divert the debate
from the issue of the individual wom-
an’s right to make her own choice to the
rights of the fetus and to the question of
whether society should pay for a welfare
woman’s alleged sexual promiscuity.

Today the right wing is on a roll. It
has succeeded in getting some doctors to

stop performing abortions. It has suc-
ceeded in forcing some hospitals to stop
providing abortion services. It has suc-
ceeded in closing some clinics. It won
this round of the fight to outlaw Medi-
caid abortions for welfare women, and
today only a dozen states fund such
abortions.

Diverse opinions among Catholics

A new element on the political scene
is the emergence of the Catholic clergy
and laity—led by nuns who have been
influenced both by liberation theology
and the women’s movement. They chal-
lenge the right wing by a simple state-
ment of fact: There is a diversity of
opinion on the issue of abortion.

An Oct. 7, 1984, New York Times ad,
signed by 24 nuns and more than 50
other members of the Catholic clergy
and laity, called for a dialogue within
the Catholic community. Sponsored by
Catholics for a Free Choice, the ad
stated the belief that Catholics “should
not seek the kind of legislation that cur-
tails the legitimate exercise of the free-

dom of religion and conscience or dis-
criminates against poor women.”

The signers did not take a position on
the issue of abortion but merely noted
that a diversity of opinion does exist.
They cited data compiled by the
National Opinion Research Center that
indicated that only 11 percent of Catho-
lics surveyed disapprove of abortion
under all circumstances.

The ad stated that those Catholics
who publicly dissent from ‘hierarchical
statements and explore areas of moral
and legal freedom on the abortion ques-
tion should not be penalized by their
religious superiors, church employers,
or bishops.”

It concluded by calling upon all
Catholics to affirm the statement.

Vatican’s threats against clergy

Within a month the American bish-
ops, at their annual meeting, blasted the
signers for saying there are diverse
views. And two weeks later the Vatican
threatened the clergy and nuns who
signed the ad with expulsion from their
orders unless they renounced the state-
ment.

Forty of the signatories responded by
noting that the approach of the Vatican
stifles discussion and creates ‘“the
appearance of consensus where none
exists.”

Everyone expects this controversy to
be a protracted fight. The Vatican has
not given a deadline for compliance,
and the signers of the New York Times
ad, who have a variety of opinions on
abortion, will be drafting a statement
stressing the right of dissent within the
Church, which will then be circulated in
an effort to elicit wide support.

A group of the initial ad signers plan
public hearings on women’s issues from
a Catholic perspective in Washington,
D.C., on March 4-5. At the same time a
committee of Catholic bishops, assigned
to draft a pastoral letter on women and
the church, will be holding closed hear-
ings.

Meanwhile, the National Coalition of
American Nuns published a statement
that rejects discussions on abortion that
include no—or only token—women. It
flatly rejects “the attitude which denies
personhood to the woman and bestows
it on the fetus” and insists that ‘“no
woman should be impregnated against

her will.”

It points out that any criminalization
of abortion would leave poor women
“to the mercy of amateurs.”

Further, it rejects the implication that
unwanted pregnancies are the result
“either of irresponsibility on the part of

(continued on page 8)

International Women’s Day, celebrated since the beginning of this century, has
recently re-emerged as a symbol of international solidarity among women.

The idea of a special day for women originated among women socialists. In
1910, at the Second International Conference of Socialist Working Women, Clara
Zetkin from the German Social Democratic Party, proposed an annual celebration.
Four years later, on March 8, Zetkin led thousands of women in a massive demon-
stration against Germany's rush toward World War I and against Rosa Luxem-

burg’s arrest and conviction.

March 8 was chosen in commemoration of the women garment workers’ strike
of 1908. On that day the women swept through New York City’s lower East Side
protesting sweatshop conditions and demanding the vote.

In 1917 it was a March 8 demonstration by striking women textile workers in St.
Petersburg that sparked the Russian Revolution.

The Socialist Action FORUM celebrates International Women’s Day of 1985
with reports from around the world of women’s growing power and participation
in the struggle for social justice and freedom—for themselves and all working peo-

ple.—THE EDITORS
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South African women
resist apartheid’s
triple oppression

By NANCY GRUBER

Thandi Modise has been in prison in
South Africa since October 1979. The
21-year-old guerrilla fighter was accused
of propagating the aims of *a banned
organization, the African National
Congress (ANC); of possessing a
machine gun and explosives; and of
conspiring to commit arson and sabo-
tage. She was sentenced to an eight-year
term under the Terrorism Act.

Thandi was five months pregnant
when she was arrested. During deten-
tion she was repeatedly beaten, denied
pre-natal care, and kept in solitary con-
finement. At the time of her sentencing
in November 1980, her baby daughter
was eight months old.

Mamphela Ramphele was placed
under a banning order in April 1977,
after having been arrested and detained
for 139 days under the Internal Security
Act. Dr. Ramphele, at the age of 27,
was a leader in the development of med-
ical facilities alternative to those availa-
ble under apartheid. At the time of her
arrest she was superintendent of the
Zanempilo Health Centre near King
Williams Town. The center had been
established to provide essential health
services to rural areas of the Ciskei ban-
tustan.

Mamphela worked with the Zimele
Trust to aid released political prisoners
and collaborated with Steve Biko, the
young Black nationalist who was killed
in detention in September 1977. This, in
addition to her humanitarian work in
the clinic itself, brought down the wrath
of the South African government.

In April 1977 she was banished to
Lenyenye township, a remote village

over 600 miles from King Williams
Town. Under her banning order she may
not leave it even to visit two medical
outstations in the countryside or to take
patients to the hospital in nearby Tza-
neen.

Yet she continues with her medical
work among the most oppressed of the
African population—those who have
been forcibly transported to the bantus-
tans, the so-called “homelands” for 21
million Blacks.

The structure of apartheid

Under the pernicious apartheid plan,

-the huge majority of South Africans

must live in these areas that comprise
only 13 percent of the land surface of
the country, while the remaining 87 per-
cent is controlled by the 4.6 million
whites.

Apartheid has been constructed on a
series of laws enacted by the Nationalist
government since 1950. First came the
Prohibition of Mixed Marriages Act,
followed by the Immorality Act, which
made any sexual contact between two
people of different races a felony. The
Bantu Education Act ended Black
access to white universities. The Popula-
tion Registration Act required the regis-
tration of all South Africans by race.

Finally, the Group Areas Act and the
Urban Areas Act, by eliminating the
right of any but whites to own property,
by dictating that people of each racial
group must live in separate communi-
ties, and by prohibiting most Blacks
from living in urban areas, created the
vicious and inhuman circle in which
Black South Africans are trapped today.

In this dehumanizing system, all suf-
fer. But the women undergo a triple
oppression. Beyond the subjection to

. .  Catholics

(continued from page 7)
women or girls or of their licentious
behavior.”

These nuns are an important acquisi-
tion to the struggle for women’s rights
as they broaden and deepen the debate,
forcing open a discussion on how peo-
ple make responsible choices.

It is also important to remember that
the struggle for women’s rights occurs
within the framework of a particular
economic climate. The attack on women
is not limited to the single issue of abor-
tion rights. The attack on women paral-
lels the attack on working people, on
Blacks, Hispanics, students, gays, the
disabled, the elderly.

It is a broadside fight to reverse the

8 SOCIALIST ACTION

gains of the 1960s and 70s, to reverse
the Vietnam syndrome, to drive down
the living standards of working people
and the poor, to pulverize and atomize
the American people, to teach them
they must accept their fate. The fanati-
cal rhetoric of the right wing is the per-
fect rhetoric for the ruling-class auster-
ity drive.

President Ronald Reagan’s address
to the anti-abortion rally held Jan. 22 in
Washington, D.C., symbolizes this fact.
But unlike the crusade that drove
women from their jobs in industry after
World War II under the mask of the
feminine mystique, today’s campaign
against women will not succeed. And it
is a more violent campaign precisely
because it is linked more cruelly to the
crisis of capitalism itself. |
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savage white racism and to exploitation
as workers (one out of every three Black
workers in South Africa is a woman),
women suffer special discrimination.
They are denied even the limited legal
rights of South African men. The South
African Bantu Administration Act No.
38, of 1927, as amended, reads: “...a
Bantu (South African Black) woman
who is a partner in a customary union
and who is living with husband, shall be
deemed to be a minor and her husband
shall be deemed to be her guardian.”

Under the Urban Areas Act, the only
people permitted to live in the urban
areas are those who can prove either
that they were born there, that they
have lived there for 15 years, or that
they have worked for the same
employer for 10 years. The cruelest
effect of this act has been the near-total
destruction of family life in South
Africa.

Most women cannot live or work in
the urban areas where their husbands
are employed. Either they are exiled in
the “homelands)” where they bear the
complete responsibility for bringing up
the children and see their husbands only
once a year. Or, since families cannot
survive on the wages paid to male work-
ers, the women must go to work in the
most menial and worst-paying jobs.
With no childcare available, children
must be sent to live with friends or rela-
tives in the bantustans. And the separa-
tion of the family is complete. -

Most Black women can find jobs
only in domestic service or agriculture,
although the number of women in
industry has grown in recent years as
they are being used to replace men at
lower wages. Of the 175,000 (1981 sta-
tistics) female members of the Trade
Union Congress of South Africa, the
vast majority work in the garment
industry, where in 1979, they were paid
one-fifth less than the minimum wage.

The Garment Workers’ Union, how-
ever, which is female dominated and
led, has long been in the forefront of
the struggle for racial equality within
the union. As long ago as 1944, the
union won a Supreme Court ruling that
meant that Black women were entitled
to the same wages and conditions as
whites working in the industry.

The Trade Union Congress has also
been working to improve the lot of
women workers, calling for an end to
discriminatory wage rates, for maternity
leaves, and for childcare centers.

Although Thandi Modise and Mam-

abortion.”

plays in the background.

brain to receive the information.”

with a stick, it responds too.”

_narration.

.'....l................l.......ll......0.....0.Q...0....0‘......0.......‘0.0Q....C'...

A well-publicized new film, “The Silent Scream)’ purports to show a 12-
week old fetus grimacing in pain as it is aborted by the suction process. In his
State of the Union address, President Reagan said, “If every member of Con-
gress would see that film, they would move quickly to end the tragedy of

The film shows the image of a fetus revealed by means ot high-trequency
sound waves. “A child is being torn apart by the unfailing instruments of
abortion)’ narrates gynecologist Dr. Bernard Nathanson, as ominous music

Although the “scream” of the film’s title is “metaphorical;” Dr. Nathanson
stated on the ABC Nightline show, “This child is clearly in agony.”

Leading pediatric neurologists and neuroembryologists dispute Nathan-
son’s contention. “To make a statement that the fetus feels pain is a totally
ridiculous statement’’ says Dr. Edwin Meyer, chairman of pediatric neurol-
ogy at the Medical College of Virginia. “Pain implies cognition. There is no

Meyer and others explain that the nerve-cell pathways that enable an
impulse to travel from sensors in the brain back to the muscle do not begin to
develop in the fetus until at least 24 weeks.

A fetus of the age of the one allegedly shown in “The Silent Scream” is
only capable of “a primitive survival response like a lower animal}’ maintains
Dr. Hart Peterson, acting chairman of pediatric neurology at New York Hos-
pital at Cornell Medical Center. “If you take out an earthworm and poke it

The National Organization of Women is encouraging its members to view
“The Silent Scream” in order to “demystify it for the general public.
Nanette Falkenberg, executive director of the National Abortion Rights
Action League, suggests that people view the film without Dr. Nathanson’s

“1 don’t think you see what Bernie Nathanson says you see,” Falkenberg
said. “He draws conclusions based on his belief systems that are not
grounded in fact.” —MICHAEL SCHREIBER |

phela Ramphele are representative of a
new strain of activism among the
women of South Africa, they have
inherited a struggle which began more
than 70 years ago. In 1913 a group of
women launched a massive anti-apart-
heid demonstration that served as the
model for later demonstrations.

Five years later, with the help of the
African National Congress, the Bantu
Women’s League was founded and then
replaced in 1936 by the National Coun-
cil for African Women. In 1943 the
ANC Women’s League was established
with the goal of educating and mobiliz-
ing women of all racial groups into the
struggle.

The Federation of South African
Women was created in 1954 out of the
Women’s League and other smaller
organizations, with the stated aim of
“struggling for removal of all laws, reg-
ulations, conventions, and customs that
discriminate against us as women.”

‘Then on Aug. 9, 1956, the spirit of
resistance among Black South African
women erupted in a demonstration—
20,000 strong—of women from all over
South Africa. The national march was
organized to protest the extension to
women of the hated pass laws. These
laws require all African men to carry an
identification document at all times and
to produce it on demand, on pain of
arrest.

The women converged on the govern-
ment buildings in Pretoria, demanding
to see the prime minister. Hundreds of
thousands of signatures on petitions
were left in his office. After a silent vigil
of 30 minutes, the women’s voices
resounded through the city in an old
Zulu refrain: “Now you have touched
the women, you have struck a rock, you
have dislodged a boulder, you will be
crushed.”

The valiant resistance of the South
African women has grown since that
Aug. 9 (the day now celebrated as South
African Women’s Day), despite continu-
ing imprisonments and bannings. In
1981 at least 15 women political pris-
oners were known to be serving senten-
ces. They are subjected to harsh treat-
ment, solitary confinement, eensorship
of all reading materials—complete iso-
lation from the outside world and each
other.

In the face of such ruthless repres-
sion, however, the raised clenched fists
of the women and their, cry of
“Amandla!” (Power) is changing the
South African political landscape. |

Doctors refute “Silent Scream”
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Nicaraguan women:

AMNLAE leader hails
gains of revolution

By MARGARET MORA

Margaret Mora, a member of Social-
ist Action, has recently returned from
Nicaragua where she interviewed Rosa-
maria Mendoza, a member of the Zonal
Executive Committee of the Luisa Ame-
lia Espinoza Nicaraguan Women’s
Association (AMNLAE). An abridge-
ment of that interview is published
below.

In Masaya we met with Rosamaria
Mendoza, who described the AMNLAE
organization to our group. AMNLAE
work committees exist in the barrios,
factories, and hospitals. There may be
anywhere from 50 to 200 members,
depending on the size of the barrio.

AMNLAE is an autonomous organi-
zation, Mendoza told us. It has rela-
tions with the Sandinista Defense Com-
mittees, Fetsalud, ANDEN (the
national teachers’ union), and the
FSLN. Women from parties other than
the FSLN can participate.

There are members from the Socialist
Party, the Communist Party, and the
Conservative Party, for example. It
doesn’t matter what one’s political affil-
iation is as long as it is understood that
the main reason for this organization is
the struggle for the rights of women.

Mendoza argued that women’s rights
can only be won within the overall
struggle for liberation taking place in
‘Nicaragua. One important arena in the
struggle is the labor movement.
AMNLAE attempts to make union
leaders more aware of the needs of
women and to convince the unions that
it is in their interests to fight for the
rights of women.

To achieve this goal, AMNLAE
knows that it will also have to convince
women to become participants in the
unions. They know that to change old

“Women make up
over 70% of militias
In Nicaragua”™

customs and sexist attitudes is a long
process. Nevertheless, the feeling is that
women have advanced substantially and
that everyone’s consciousness is broad-
ening in terms of the role women are
playing in the revolution.

To demonstrate these advances, Men-
doza told us that 60 percent of the liter-
acy-campaign workers were women.
Eighty percent of the healthcare work-
ers in the hospitals during the course of
the revolution were women. Women
make up 70 to 80 percent of the militias.

According to Mendoza, AMNLAE
has successfully promoted the imple-
mentation of laws that benefit women
in regard to marital relations, maternity
leave, and legal rights over children.

Women should control their own bodies '

In regard to contraception and abor-
tion Mendoza told us that AMNLAE
supports the idea that women should
control their own bodies. A major prob-
lem, however, is the lack of supplies like
contraceptives. Because of the U.S.
blockade, these supplies do not reach
women who would be interested in
using them.

The AMNLAE representative
pointed out that her group does not
advocate contraception to limit popula-
tion since the country is sparsely popu-
lated, especially on the Atlantic coast.
AMNLAE is more concerned with

women giving birth under better condi-
tions than with the question of birth
control.

We were told that at this time abor-
tion is considered a personal matter, but
it is still prohibited by a law left over
from Somoza’s time. The anti-abortion
law and many other laws were not over-
turned, according to Mendoza, because
moving too fast would have caused
anarchy in the country. If Nicaragua
were not under fire, the people would
have time to analyze some of these laws
and transform them.

The question of the military draft
was raised. Someone in our group
wanted to know if the draft should
apply to women in order to promote
equality. Mendoza explained that when
the Sandinista army presented the pro-
posal for the military service law,
AMNLAE demanded the right of
women to participate in the military.

After all, women had not just partici-
pated, but had led in combat during the
struggle to destroy the Somoza dictator-
ship. The law therefore reflects the sen-
timents of AMNLAE, and the “volun-
tary registration” of women is
sanctioned.

The AMNLAE representative went
on to explain that some things cannot be

o , o

“Nicaragua: No Pasaran.”

seen as only black or white. For exam-
ple, only men between the ages of 17
and 24 are drafted, even though the law
calls for all men to be drafted. The cus-
toms of the people, as well as the divi-
sion of labor must be taken into consid-
eration.

In organizing the defense, the pro-
ductive areas have to be affected as little
as possible. There are tasks that women
can organize better—the local militias,
for example. We were also told, how-
ever, that there are also large numbers
of women organized in the military
defense, in the reserve, in the Ministry
of the Interior, and in the Sandinista
police.

Mendoza concluded by urging that
Americans be made aware of the fact

Nicaraguan militia members in training. Scene from the film

that part of their tax money is used to
kill Nicaraguan people. She pointed out
that the uniforms of the mercenaries
have labels that say ‘“Made in the
U.S.A.”

The rifles and explosives that are cap-
tured say “Made in the U.S.A.”

She assured us, however, that the
Sandinista Front has always tried to
point out to the people that the U.S.
government is not the same thing as the
American people.

For our part, we left determined to
justify this faith in the difference
between the government and the people.
It is the American people who must
build a strong anti-intervention move-
ment in the United States to stop the
murder of the Nicaraguan people. ||

AMNLAE marks 7 years
of relentless commitment

By CHARLOTTE JONES

The organized women’s movement in
Nicaragua, which celebrated its seventh
anniversary last September, has grown
out of an unusual combination of fac-
tors.

Women have, first of all, played a
crucial economic role in the country.
Women comprise 40% of the urban
labor force, although they account for
only 14%of industrial workers. An esti-
mated 25% of rural workers are
women. In Managua, 49% of all fami-
lies have women heads, 85% of whom
work (Source of statistics: Nicaraguan
Institute of Statistics and Census).

Women are often “the first to be
affected by unemployment, inflation,
and shortages)” Gloria Carrion, general
coordinator of the Nicaraguan Women’s
Association (AMNLAE), told Margaret
Randall (“Sandino’s Daughters,” New
Star Books, 1981). Frequently they
“face the task of holding the family
together when the men lose their
jobs....A large percentage of Nicara-
guan women have been left alone with
their children.”

It is these conditions, Carrion con-
cludes, which have compelled women to
become involved in the revolution.
Working-class and peasant women have
had to fight for their very existence, and
the intensity of their engagement is a
result primarily of “their class condi-
tion.”

In 1977, following a few abortive
attempts to form a women’s organiza-
tion, the Sandinista Front launched the
Woman’s Association to Confront the
National Situation (AMPRONAC).
Originally composed of 70 professional
women, AMPRONAC was soon broad-
ened to include women from a wide
range of backgrounds.

According to the Oct. 11, 1984, Bar-
ricada Internacional, these women came
to the conclusion that ““in order to solve
their own problems, they also had to

work toward solving those of society as
a whole?’ and that the first necessity was
the overthrow of the dictatorship.

AMPRONAC, with 8000 members
by the end of the war, set up “safe
houses” to hide guerrillas and equip-
ment, administered first-aid in clandes-
tine clinics, prepared secret arms and
food caches, and distributed revolution-
ary propaganda.

After the triumph of the revolution,

the organization took the name of t1e
first woman FSLN member to die in the
struggle. It became the Luisa Amanda
Espinosa Nicaraguan Womens Associa-
tion (AMNLAE).

‘Today AMNLAE has 30,000 mem-
bers. It includes women from all over
the country and from different situa-
tions, but Gloria Carrion reports that
the membership is still composed pre-
dominantly of working-class and peas-
ant women. Today, she says, the “tasks
of women and of the Revolution are one
and the same....Women’s specific
demands are also the Revolution’s
demands.” - n

British miners’ wives testify

The following is an interview with
Sheena  Stapleton and  Margaret
Coulson of the British Women’s Com-
mittee Against Pit Closures. It was con-
ducted last December in Switzerland by
La Breche, the newspaper of the Swiss
section of the Fourth International.

La Breche: What are your daily
activities like?

Margaret Coulson: Every day, 15 to
20 women prepare more than 200 meals.
We organize meetings and demonstra-
tions in order to collect money and
clothing.

La Breche: Why did you begin to
organize yourselves?

Sheena Stapleton: We were compel-
led by the desperate situation in which
we found ourselves. We called all the
women in the town to an emergency

" gathering. At first, only a few women

were present. Now almost everyone par-
ticipates, whether they are housewives,
working women, or unemployed. We
understood that we had to unite to
break down the barrier which separated
us from men and that we could not con-
tinue to deal with accumulating prob-
lems individually.

La Breche: How do you coordinate
with other wives’ groups?

Stapleton: Our villages are quite
close together, and we can meet easily
without any formal structure. We dis-
cuss things over a cup of tea. Every-

where wives have had the idea of orga-
nizing themselves to support the
strikers.

La Breche: What relations have you
had with other groups in the women’s
movement?

Coulson: The Greenham Common
women have met with the miners’
wives....What is important is that
women are up in arms. Some are strug-
gling against the threat of war. We our-
selves came here to provide testimony
about the strike that we are conduc-
ting. .. We all represent the same strug-
gle: that of women. All of us must fight
for representation everywhere in order
to spread our ideas.

La Breche: How have the men
reacted?

Sheena: They understood that our
participation was necessary for their
survival and the success of the strike. At
night, they are on the picket lines. By
day, we organize the life of the commu-
nity. We prepare the collective meals; we
attend meetings... The men have to
learn to take care of the children and
the household. They do it very well, and
they say that they enjoy it. The roles are
completely reversed—which is not so
extraordinary if you start from the
assumption that we are completely
equal.

Coulson: I would like to repeat that
for the wives, for us, nothing will be the
same as before. And, as for the men—
what would they do without women? W
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» Duartelfa-right dispu?e

rocks El Salvador elections

By LARRY COOPERMAN

The upcoming legislative elections in El Salvador
have provoked a confrontation between the Chris-
tian Democratic Party, which controls the presi-
dency, and the far-right parties, which control the
Legislative Assembly.

Following reports that the U.S. Embassy in El
Salvador was backing the far-right parties in elec-
tions scheduled for late March, President Duarte, a
Christian Democrat, complained that he would pro-
test the U.S. support for his adversaries. “It is
unheard of that functionaries of the Embassy of the
United States could give these sorts of declarations)’
protested Duarte.

~Though embassy spokespeople denied Duarte’s
accusations, a number of Western diplomats and
U.S. Embassy sources have confirmed them. The
U.S. government is left in the embarrassing position
of supporting parties that bear much of the responsi-

bility for the activity of the notorious death squads.

The dispute between Duarte and the far right has
become exacerbated in recent weeks as the executive
branch of the government, controlled by Duarte,
battled the decisions of both the Legislative Assem-
bly and the Supreme Court.

After Duarte vetoed an election law approved by
the Assembly, the Supreme Court ruled his action
unconstitutional. The original election law favored
the ultraright parties by allowing them to form a
coalition and continue to list the coalition candidates
separately under their own symbols.

U.S. maneuvers

The U.S. Embassy wants to preserve the existing
rivalry between the different branches of govern-
ment because it fears the consequences of allowing
that struggle to take place in an uncontrolled manner
outside of governmental institutions.

While the primary victims of the far right have

been the nearly 50,000 workers and peasants who
opposed both the Duarte regime and the far-right
parties, many Christian Democratic elected officials
have also been found assassinated by the death
squads.

In the past, the U.S. Embassy has thrown its sup-
port squarely behind Duarte. This policy was neces-
sary in order to garner additional international sup-
port behind the Salvadoran government. It was also
designed to try to either drive a wedge into the
FMLN by holding out the possibility of a negotiated
settlement to the civil war or, if that should fail, to
gain support among war-weary sections of the popu-
lation.

Far from bringing peace, Duarte’s policy has led
to the acceleration of the air war against FMLN-con-
trolled areas. Civilian casualties under Duarte’s pres-
idency have.actually increased.

The breakdown in the negotiations with the
FMLN has been a serious blow to Duarte’s position.
The diplomacy involved greatly concerned the far
right, while the failure of the effort dashed the hopes
of many of those who had supported Duarte because
of his stance on negotiations. Duarte now demands
that the FMLN lay down its arms as a prior condi-
tion for future talks.

Crisis of system

The crisis of the Salvadoran political system is
reflected in the rise of assassinations of both far-
right and Christian Democratic officials. One Salva-
doran newspaper suggested that the Christian Demo-
crats have formed “green brigades” in order to
counter the activity of the far-right death squads,
particularly in light of the assassination of an
ARENA official.

Furthermore, the relative “restraint” practiced by
the death squads immediately prior to and after
Duarte’s election, hailed by the Western press as
proof of a “democratic transition” in El Salvador,
seems to have been ended by the resumption of
death-squad threats against Salvadoran unions and
the Human Rights Commission.

The conflict between Duarte and the far-right mil-
itary leaders is only moderated by the advantages the
military gains from his presence. As one Salvadoran
political analyst quipped: ‘“Duarte is the man who
has been able to open the coffers of the [U.S.] Con-
gress, and the military realizes that. They won’t get
rid of the goose that is laying the golden eggs. He’s
the democratic facade so everybody doesn’t have to
worry....”

The impossibility of real democratic reforms in El
Salvador is just one additional reason why the U.S.
government will ultimately have to choose between
allowing the revolution to succeed or directly inter-
vening with its own troops. n

.

. . . Reagan budget

(continued from page 1)

freeze. Student aid would be cut by $2.3
billion and loans limited to families with
annual incomes under $32,500—a mea-
sure that University of California offi-
cials estimate could render as many as
one-third of their students now receiv-
ing aid ineligible.

Further cuts include a $2-billion
markdown for urban aid and housing
programs. Fees for national parks
would rise 153 percent while purchases
of new park lands would end. Funds for

the Environmental Protection Agency -

would be frozen. Mass-transit subsidies
would be cut by $800 million. Govern-
ment support for AMTRAK would end.

Spending cuts would eliminate jobs
in occupational and mine safety pro-
grams and in the Federal Contract
Compliance Program, which is sup-
posed to enforce laws barring federal
contractors from discriminating against
women and minorities. Some programs
face outright elimination. These include
the Small Business Administration,

Legal Services Corporation, and the Job .

Corps. And the list goes on.

Democrats play dead

The Democratic Party, for its part,
answered Reagan’s State of the Union
speech defending his budget by way of a
televised parade of Democratic voters
explaining why they voted for Reagan.
This self-abasing response was appar-
ently intended to show that the Demo-
crats can learn from their mistakes.
House Speaker Thomas P. O’Neill Jr.
noted that the budget “deserves the seri-

ous consideration of the American peo-
ple.”

As for the “moderate” Republicans,
Senate majority leader Robert Dole (R-
Kansas) is proposing a plan that would
combine cutbacks in proposed military-
outlay increases with a one-year freeze
on social security cost-of-living adjust-
ments, which is not included in the
Reagan budget. Dole has decided not to
call his plan an ‘‘alternative” to the
president’s.

While much is being made of
demands in Congress to tone down the
more extreme aspects of the Reagan
budget, the debate in Congress, in fact,
will result in little more than an object
lesson in democracy—big-business style.

“Administration officials contend)”

as Paul Bluestein and Laurie McGinley

observe in The Wall Street Journal (Feb. -

4, 1985), “that the real differences over
military outlays aren’t as great as the
rhetoric suggests. In the end, they note,
the administration and Congress have
always compromised.”

As other observers have noted, the
budget may arrive “dead on arrival)’
but it’s “destined for adoption.”

Congressional liberals, that is, can be
expected to vent their outrage in some
ritualized and therapeutic chest-thump-
ing. In turn, some programs may be
saved from the guillotine, military
spending increases trimmed ever so
slightly, and the media will hail the
humanity of it all.

But the end result will remain the
same—an unsavory recipe for a bloated
Pentagon and malnourished social serv-
ices. There won’t be any pretense of a
public debate, of course, over the bil-
lions of dollars earmarked for U.S.
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intelligence activities and top-secret
weapons that don’t even appear in the
budget.

Welfare for the rich

It is hardly surprising then, despite
the clamoring for a balanced budget,
that the current fiscal-year deficit will
still top $180 billion. A less-mentioned
factor contributing to the swelling defi-
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“I hate to see people going hungry like that—
waiter, can we move to another table?”

cit is the second-largest item in the
budget—$198.8 billion for interest on
the national debt.

This debt is primarily owed to finan-
cial institutions, corporations, and
wealthy individuals but is paid for by
millions of working taxpayers. It goes
without saying that the role of interest
payments as the Great Redistributor of
the nation’s wealth is not something the
Great Communicator is inclined to com-
municate.

Military spending and interest pay-
ments on the national debt together

constitute over 40 percent of the federal
budget. They are also the fastest-grow-
ing budget items. Clearly, Reagan’s real
concern is not so much bringing down
the deficit as it is continuing the bounti-
ful corporate profits of recent years.
And that requires pumping up the mili-
tary force to defend the system, both
here and abroad.

Corporate leaders are, nonetheless,
showing increasing concern that the spi-
raling budget deficit could throw a
wrench into the wheels of economic
recovery. Their dilemma is that military
spending, the prime cause of the
expanding deficit, is also the engine of
the big-business profit bonanza.

Reagan’s tax ruse

Despite the administration’s squawk-
ing denials, it is likely that a tax
increase, under the ruse of a “simplifi-
cation” plan, will be introduced along
with cuts in social programs. Of course,
Reagan can be believed when he says
that he opposes any increase in corpo-
rate taxes.

Military spending, interest payments,
and corporate profits—the vast wealth
of these big-ticket items offer a glimpse
of the potential ability of our society to
provide an abundant life for all. But the
key to unlock that potential requires
that the present capitalist structure give
way to a society oriented toward the
human needs of the working majority.

Such a proposal is certain to pro-
voke a howl from business circles
spoiled by their free ticket on the two-
party express. But Reagan’s no-frills
flight to a born-again economy will
hardly lead to heaven on earth for the
rest of us. And in the long run that may
well prove their undoing. |



By NANCY GRUBER

The trial of the four security men
accused of having murdered pro-Soli-
darity priest, the Rev. Jerzy Popielusko,
ended on Feb. 6. The two highest-rank-
ing officers were sentenced to 25 years
each and the others to 14 and 15 years.
But the conclusion has provided far
more questions than answers.

The overriding question remains:
How far up the regime’s hierarchy does
responsibility for the priest’s assassina-
tion extend, and where does the coverup
end?

In pre-trial interrogations, both of
the lower-ranking defendants, Leszek
Pekala and Waldemar Chmielewski,
implicated an unnamed vice-minister of
Internal Affairs in the crime. Rapidly
seeing the error of his ways, Pekala,
during the trial a few days later,
announced: “To involve a vice-minister
in this affair is absurd.”

For his part, Chmielewski then
claimed to have'made the whole thing
up.

Lt. Pekala testified that he was
ordered to kill the priest by his superior,
Capt. Grzegorz Piotrowski, who
assured him that “the order had come
from very high up. . ..The plan has been
approved by the superiors.”

Limiting the circle of blame

Piotrowski, in his turn, admitted to
anger at the “illegal” activities of such
activist priests as Popieluszko in sup-
port
advocacy of underground schools to
build, in Popieluszko’s words, “‘cadres
for future uprising.”

He nonetheless shifted the responsi-
bility still higher. «

He recalled a meeting with Col.
Adam Pietruszka, the fourth and high-
est-ranking defendant, who told him:
“We have to take decisive action. We
have to*shake them [Popieluszko and
the Rev. Stanislaw Malkowski, another
activist priest] so hard that it leads right
up to a heart attack.”

Piotrowski reported, however, that
he was convinced that Pietruszka was
carrying out decisions from still higher
up.

Pietruszka, in due course, hauled in
his own superior, Gen. Zenon Platek,
an official of the Ministry of Interior,
claiming that Platek had obstructed an
inquiry into the murder—a charge that
Platek’s testimony did nothing to
reverse.

Finally, Jan Olszewski, one of the
lawyers representing Popieluszko’s fam-
ily, raised the question in his summation
as to who could have had the most
interest in lighting this “fuse” to rekin-
dle social unrest in Poland. By denying
any Polish interest in making Poland a
“land of misery, despair, and terror;” he
seemed to imply that such an interest
could be found in the Soviet Union.

In rebuttal, the prosecutor Leszek
Pietrasinsk, vigorously denied that the
crime was instigated from any quarter
higher up than Col. Pietruszka and
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Polish trial highlights
crisis of regime

placed all responsibility on the heads of
the four defendants, especially Pio-
trowski.

In a flagrant example of blaming the
victim for the crime, however, Pietra-
sinsk, in his three-hour summation, also
accused the murdered priest of having
“taken extreme positions that gave rise
to no less an extremism culminating in
the crime.”

He listed among Popieluszko’s felo-
nies: casting doubt on the “legitimacy
of the government;” spreading anti-gov-

¢ ernment propaganda; and hiding in his

apartment thousands of envelopes
stuffed with dissident newsletters,
dozens of 9-millimeter bullets, three
tear-gas grenades, and printing ink (7he
New York Times, Jan. 30, 1985).

Crisis of regime continues

What is made clear from the trial in
Torun is the continuing crisis of the Pol-
ish regime. It was the anger of the Pol-
ish workers which compelled the Cen-
tral Committee of the
Communist Party to adopt a resolution
on Oct. 27, condemning the assassina-
tion in the ‘harshest terms. It was the
500,000 angry partisans of Solidarity
demonstrating at Popieluszko’s funeral
on Nov. 3 that forced Gen. Wojciech
Jaruzelski to fire the minister of the

Interior and assume control of the
department himself.

The regime, increasingly menaced,
continues to attack Solidarity activists.
In Gdansk, Andrzej Gwiazda has been
sentenced to three years in prison; in
Szczecin, Zadzislaw Podolski has been
protesting his imprisonment with a hun-
ger strike; Edmund Baluka and Jan
Kostecki have been indicted again; in
Silesia, an unemployed militant has
been sentenced for “social parasitism.”

The results of the trial were clearly
foreseen in a statement made by the
leadership of Solidarity on Oct. 19:

“The kidnapping and assassina-
tion of Father Popieluszko were
directed essentially against all
those who found faith and
strength in his words. They wished
to get at Solidarity....The crime
was decided upon in the Ministry
of Interior and executed by secu-
rity functionaries. The govern-
ment of Poland is directly respon-
sible for the activity of its
ministers. No declaration of inno-
cence will change that.. ..

“The people who today are
supervising the inquest and
informing us of its conclusions are
the very same as those who bear
the responsibility for the assassi-
nation.. .. In reality, the inquest
will aim to limit the circle of
blame to those who simply exe-
cuted the assassination, to cover
footsteps, and to disinform soci-
ety. When the occasion presents
itself, a new campaign will be
launched against the militants of
Solidarity and the unsubdued
priests.”

Confirming Solidarity’s predictions,
Jaruzelski, in a Feb. 12 news conference
in New Delhi, assured the world that
there were no “traces” of a conspiracy
beyond the four accused men. He then
added, “I should like to inform those of
you who perhaps do not know it yet
that Solidarity as such does not exist in
Poland.”

|

Polish™

called by Solidarity for Feb. 28.

Solidarity heads arrested again

On Feb. 13 seven Solidarity leaders were arrested by the Polish police as
they were meeting in a Warsaw apartment to plan a 15-minute national strike

Those arrested include Lech Walesa, who was immediately released;
Bogdan Lis of Gdansk; Wladyslaw Frasyniuk of Wroclaw; and Adam Mich-
nik of Warsaw. Lis and Michnik were released under an amnesty“last year and
are being investigated for endorsing the strike appeal.

The strike was called to protest the rise in food prices decreed by the gov-
ernment as part of an austerity package agreed to in consultation with the
International Monetary Fund. Poland owes $28 billion to the imperialist
banks and is currently negotiating its readmission into the IMF.

In a recent article published by Poland’s major underground newspaper,
Zbigniew Bujak, president of Solidarity’s Provisional Coordinating Commis-
sion (TKK), stated that “Solidarity will oppose any IMF program that would
result in attacks on the living standards of the population.” ' [ ]

Fourth International holds 12th World Congress

The 12th World Congress of the
Fourth International was held last
month. Delegates and fraternal observ-
ers from nearly 60 countries arrived to
take part in the deliberations of the
highest body of the world Trotskyist
movement.

Resolutions were adopted covering
the major world events since the last

World Congress in 1979. In particular,
resolutions entitled “The Central Amer-
ican Revolution” and ‘“Revolution and
Counterrevolution in Poland” were
passed by large majorities.

The World Congress also voted to
approve a programmatic statement of
the importance and necessity of socialist
democracy in post-capitalist societies.
This document, “Socialist Democracy

and the Dictatorship of the Proletariat]’

had originally been submitted to an
indicative vote at the 1979 World Con-
gress. Given the events in Poland and
Nicaragua, several additions were made
taking into account the experiences in
those countries.

The congress analyzed the current
political situation and approved the
“Theses on the International Situa-
tion.”

The report by Ernest Mandel stressed
the idea that the working class’s capac-
ity for struggle remains intact despite
the effects of the austerity policies of
the ruling classes in the imperialist and
underdeveloped countries.

Finally, a world-movement-building
resolution was approved which pro-
jected the involvement of a broader
layer of members of national organiza-
tions in the work of building the Inter-
national. The report approved by the
World Congress called for more fre-
quent meetings of the International’s
leading bodies to further enhance the
functioning of the world movement.

SOCIALIST ACTION MARCH 1985

The major controversy that took
place at the World Congress centered
around the evolution of the U.S. Social-
ist Workers Party. Since the 1979 meet-
ing of the world movement, the SWP
has abandoned the theory of permanent
revolution, which has long been consid-
ered the essential theoretical framework
of the Trotskyist movement.

The World Congress voted by a large
majority to reaffirm the validity of the
theory of permanent revolution in the
light of recent world events. The revolu-
tion in Nicaragua was seen by a major-
ity of the delegates as evidence that only
a working-class regime in power can
accomplish the basic task of distributing
land to the peasants—breaking up the
power of the old landowning classes—
and proceed to the accomplishment of
more directly socialist tasks, such as the
placing under state control of foreign
trade, natural resources, investment,
etc. In this sense, Nicaragua was seen as
a country in transition from capitalism
to socialism.

Furthermore, in view of the political
expulsions from the SWP, the World
Congress noted that its U.S. sympathiz-
ing organization had been split into
three component parts: the SWP,
Socialist Action, and the Fourth Inter-
nationalist Tendency. Each of the three
organizations would enjoy full rights
within the Fourth International within
the limitations of reactionary U.S. legis-
lation. ]
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By ALAN BENJAMIN

It came as no surprise when Tancredo
Neves, the opposition candidate of the
Democratic Alliance, was chosen to be
Brazil’s next president by an electoral
college last Jan. 15.

By an expected high margin, 480 to
180, Neves defeated Paulo Salim Maluf
of the Democratic Socialist Party
(PDS), Brazil’s ruling party. Neves’ vic-
tory was guaranteed as of last Septem-
ber, when a wing of PDS senators and
deputies joined the main capitalist
opposition party, the Brazilian Demo-
cratic Movement Party (PMDB), to
form the Democratic Alliance.

But the 60 million registered voters, a
large percentage of whom had taken to
the streets last spring to demand direct
presidential elections, were excluded
from participating in this vote. The
same electoral college that selected
Neves had chosen Brazil’s last five mili-
tary presidents. One-third of the sena-
tors in the college, in fact, were directly
appointed by the dictatorship.

Not a step toward democracy

The selection of Neves, the first civil-
ian to become president in 21 years, has
been hailed by the media as a great vic-
tory for democracy in Brazil. This,
however, is not the case.

The military rulers, confronted by
mass protests against the regime, felt it
necessary to return to the barracks in
order to prevent a major social explo-
sion in the country. They carefully pre-
pared a stable transition to a civilian
president of their choosing—a president
who would respect the fundamental
institutions set up by the dictatorship
over the last two decades. Both Neves
and Maluf were totally acceptable can-
didates to them.

The true character of this transition
was best described in a resolution on the
elections adopted at the Dec. 12, 1984,
Sao Paulo convention of the Workers
Party (Partido dos Trabalhadores—
PT). The resolution states:

“By means of intimidation,
jailings, and negotiations with the
Democratic Alliance of Tancredo
Neves, the military dictatorship
was able to reach a compromise
[in the process of succession]
which woulid allow it to return to
the barracks while still maintain-
ing military domination over the
country.

“The pledges by Tancredo to
maintain the SNI [National Intelli-
gence Service], the LSN [Law of
National Security under which any
person can be detained without a
trial], the National Security Coun-
cil, and the core of the repressive
apparatus and legislation clearly
signify the continuity of the mili-
tary regime.”

Dante de Oliveira amendment

The indirect presidential vote was a
violation of the most fundamental con-
cept of democracy: majority rule. Last
March and April, 15 to 20 million Bra-
zilians demonstrated in the streets of the
nation’s major cities in support of a
constitutional amendment proposed by
Dante de Oliveira, a deputy of the
PMDB. This amendment would have
mandated immediate direct presidential
elections.

The mass character of these demon-
strations—the largest ever in Latin

Brazil holds fraudulent elections;
Workers Party calls for boycott

America—created a situation where 62
percent of the deputies in the national
assembly voted on April 25, 1984, for
the Oliveira amendment. This included
most of the bourgeois politicians in the
PMDB.

But because of the dictatorship’s con-
stitution, which requires a two-thirds
vote for any amendment to pass, the
Oliveira amendment failed. The will of
the majority of the Brazilian people was
therefore ignored.

Once the amendment failed, all the
bourgeois opposition forces caved in to
the pressures of the military, voting in
the fall of 1984 to recognize the elec-
toral college and the indirect elections
set up by the Figuereido government.
Only the PT and the United Confedera-
tion of Workers (CUT) continued to
raise the banner of immediate direct
elections against the transition orga-
nized by the government.

Pressures within the PT

The PT became the only political
force in Brazil to denounce the illegiti-
mate Jan. 15 elections. It called for
large protest demonstrations on the day
of the vote. Other left parties, such as
the pro-Moscow PCB and the pro-Alba-
nian PC do B, supported Neves’ candi-
dacy, hoping thereby to be granted legal
status by the civilian government.

But the pressure to accept the transi-
tion plan of the dictatorship was also
felt within the ranks of the PT itself. Of
its eight members in the electoral col-
lege, two supported the Neves candi-
dacy. This included Airton Soares, the

leader of the PT’s parliamentary frac-
tion.

At the December Sao Paulo conven-
tion of the PT, the 1268 delegates voted
overwhelmingly to exclude from the PT
the deputies who were unwilling to
abide by the decisions of the party.

Sovereign constituent assembly

It is clear that none of the problems
confronting Brazil’s working class can

A

accept slight wage increases in exchange
for. an eventual recognition of trade
union autonomy.

The official inflation rate, though, is
224 percent. It is also estimated that
nearly 40 percent of the 55 million
working-age Brazilians are either unem-
ployed or underemployed. The mini-
mum wage per month is $80. Neves’

‘proposals are not likely to gain a
friendly hearing from the exploited and
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be resolved by the new civilian presi-
dent. In addition to respecting the pri-
macy of the army in the state institu-
tions, Neves has declared that he will
promptly pay the interest on the debt to
the imperialist banks. This represents
annual interest payments of $12 billion.

Neves has also indicated that he will
pursue the harsh austerity policies dic-
tated by the International Monetary
Fund. He hopes, however, to reach a
“social pact” with the unions, whereby
the unions will agree not to strike and to

Luis Inacio da Silva (Lula), president of the PT, and Cleusa Turra,
a leader of the Brazilian student movement and a candidate in 1982
to the city council of Sao Paulo

.Nicaragua

(continued from page 1)

measures would be taken against “spec-
ulating shopkeepers” who “robbed the
people of billions of cordobas.”

U.S. propaganda campaign

As the Nicaraguan people prepared
for additional sacrifices, the Reagan
administration released a new white
paper reiterating its claim that the
Soviet Union was fomenting revolution
in Central America.

This new U.S. propaganda campaign
comes at a time when Congress is about
to reconsider its decision not to supply
overt funding for the war in Nicaragua.
It also coincides with the beginning of
the Big Pines III maneuvers in Hondu-
ras. Scheduled to run through the mid-
dle of April, these maneuvers will be the
broadest the U.S. government has con-
ducted in Central America in the recent
past.
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oppressed of Brazil.

The PT convention in Sao Paulo put
forward a class-struggle program which
offers the Brazilian workers a clear
political perspective for the coming per-
iod.

Having outlined its platform of
immediate and democratic demands,
the PT resolution goes on to call for a
free, democratic, and sovereign constit-
uent assembly. ‘“We must prioritize the
organization and unification of the
struggles and movements;’ the resolu-
tion states, “in order to bring together a
constituent assembly with the greatest
freedom, representativity, and democra-
cy...where the workers themselves can
dlrectly participate in the drafting of the
laws.”

The resolution continues, “We must
also state clearly that the PT will con-
tinue to struggle to transform the exist-
ing political, social, and economic order
given that our objective is the construc-
tion of a socialist society.”

It can be expected that the Brazilian
workers and peasants will grant the new
civilian president a short respite. But as
it becomes evident that Neves has noth-
ing to offer but more austerity and
repression, the massive struggles against
the regime will inevitably resume.

The PT’s consistent commitment to
the struggle for democracy and its role
in mobilizing the workers at the point of
production have already provided—and
will continue to provide—millions of
working people in Brazil with the neces-
sary lever to win their most heart-felt
demands.

The new white paper provides the
ideological backdrop to the increased
U.S. military and economic pressure on
Nicaragua. It claims that, in Nicaragua,
“the mask of Sandinismo has slipped
away...What is revealed is the mask of
Communism.”

One government offical, who,
according to The New York Times, is
familiar with the intelligence used' to
prepare this white paper, noted that
“Sometimes they make more out of
intelligence information than is war-
ranted, in my view.” ’

In fact, the new white paper, like pre-
vious ones, fails to document its numer-
ous assertions or even reveal the source
of its information.

Rather, it is designed to provide
flimsy cover to the U.S. military
buildup in the region and to the corres-
ponding withdrawal from bilateral talks
with the Nicaraguans in Manzanillo,
Mexico. Instead, the U.S. government
has sponsored talks among the contras

to produce an agreement aimed at uni-
fying a factionally divided counterrevo-

lutionary army.

An agreement between Arturo Cruz,
Alfonso Robelo, Eden Pastora, and
Adolfo Calero is expected to be worked
out soon, in which the composition of a
government that would take power if
the Sandinistas are defeated would be
established.

The four leaders represent the full
spectrum of the opposition to the San-
dinistas, ranging from Cruz, who was
the leader of the legal bourgeois opposi-
tion to the Sandinistas within Nicara-
gua, to Calero, whose Nicaraguan Dem-
ocratic Front is dominated by the
remnants of former dictator Anastasio
Somoza’s National Guard.

In the present situation, the Nicara-
guans are resigned to a difficult and
long battle against U.S.-organized sabo-
tage and violence. As President Ortega
said when asked how he would fight the
contras: “There is no other road left for
us except to continue fighting.” n



On Feb. 10, 1980, a national congress
of 400 delegates representing 20 unions
from 17 states of Brazil officially
launched the Workers Party (Partido
dos Trabalhadores—PT).

Having emerged out of the strike
wave initiated by the metal workers of
the industrial belt of Sao Paulo, the PT
has grown to nearly 400,000 members
today and has demonstrated over the
past five years its determination to
struggle for the interests of the working
class and of all the oppressed of Brazil
(see July 1984 issue of Socialist Action).

One of the hallmarks of the PT over
the past five years has been its under-
standing of the international dimension
of the Brazilian class struggle. This was
clearly manifested in the resolutions
adopted at the founding congress of the
PT, which supported both the struggle
JSor self-determination of the people of
Central "America and the anti-bureau-
cratic struggle of Polish Solidarity.

Socialist Action is reprinting excerpts
from statements by PT leaders and lead-
ership bodies which are an example for
workers everywhere of the genuine
working-class internationalism of the
PT. The translations from the Portu-
guese are by Socialist Action.—A.B.

Jaco Bittar on Poland

Jaco Bittar is a leader of the oil
workers union of Campinas. He is the
secretary-general of the Brazilian PT.
The following are excerpts from an
interview published in Brazil in October
1982.

The workers’ movement cannot limit
itself to one country. It must be interna-
tional. We do not believe that it is possi-
ble to achieve socialism in one coun-
try....
The PT places itself in the interna-
tional process of the workers’ move-

Brazil’s PT: 5 years
of internationalism

Historically we were used to believing -

ment against capitalism and against the
bureaucratic regimes—against all those
who oppose the self-organization and
effective participation of the working
class. ...

We denounce the attacks against the
Polish workers. We have pledged our
solidarity with their struggles and
against the dissolution of Solidarity. . ..

Of course, the capitalists have sought
to use the Polish struggle for their own
reactionary ends. But as for us, at no
time have we sensed that the Polish
workers are seeking to change the sys-
tem they live under. What they are fight-
ing for is to change the regime.

The Polish rulers are trying to impose
a fake socialism on the working class.

But what is clear is that the workers -

cannot tolerate a regime that stifles
the workers—not allowing them to par-
ticipate in the political process and to
determine policies in their own interest.

We do not want this kind of social-
ism. We want the kind of socialism that
Polish Solidarity is fighting for.

“Lula’ on the United States

On Feb. 11, 1982, Luis Inacio da
Silva (Lula), spoke to a group of New
York City trade union officials. “Lula”
is the president of the PT. His speech
and the answers to questions from the
audience were reprinted in full in the
winter 1982 issue of Against the Cur-
rent, a socialist quarterly magazine. The
following statement is in response to the
question, “What about the example the
PT can provide for workers in the
United States?” :

that the working class should not
engage in politics. Or when it did act
politically, it should be only at election
time, working as electoral aides to our
bosses, or merely voting.

At least in our view, the working
class will never succeed in having an
effective democratic regime as long as it
doesn’t fight for not only independent
unions, but also for political power.

While we are just fighting for economic
demands, the industrialists can always
answer some of the demands, because
they can then pass on the increase in the
cost of the product to us, who pay for
the raises we obtain.

The objective of the political party is
to complement the union movement,
because the economic policies of a
country are a political question, because
the housing policy of a country is a
political question. Transportation is a
political question.

There is no other solution for the
working class than to participate politi-

cally. And to participate politically, for
us—at ieast in the view we have in Bra-
zil—is not to support candidates of the
middle class to be representatives of the
workers, but to have the workers them-
selves elect their own representatives.

The PT on the Central American
revolution

The following is a statement adopted
by the PT on Sept. 6-7, 1982. State-
ments similar to this one have been
adopted by every leadership body of the
PT since that time.

The working class and the peoples of
the world are closely following the
events in Central America.

In Nicaragua, over two years ago, the
revolution threw out the tyrants, open-
ing the way for the people to impose
their own will. Heartened by this vic-
tory, the peoples of the entire region,
particularly in El Salvador and Guate-
mala, - deepened their revolutionary
mobilizations to put an end to the
bloody dictatorships in their countries.

Since that time, U.S. imperialism, led
by Reagan, the enemy of the world’s
working class, has been preparing a
direct and massive military intervention
against the Central American revolu-
tion. ...

The PT, which in its founding plat-
form declares its “solidarity with all
people struggling for their liberation’
which “supports the struggles of work-
ing people throughout the world;” and
which ‘“understands that our own eman-
cipation depends on the struggles of the
world’s ‘working class” therefore calls
on all the organizations and parties of
the working class, all democratic and
anti-imperialist forces in Brazil and on a
world scale to stand firm in defense of
the Nicaraguan and Central American
revolutions. n

Brazil workers form
independent unions

Independent trade unions are illegal
in Brazil today. The so-called trade-
union structure is still based on Musso-
lini’s Carta de Lavoro, which was

enacted during the first presidency of-

Getulio Vargas in 1943.

Under the provisions of this labor
code, the Ministry of Labor may inter-
vene at any time in the internal life of
the unions, replace “dissident” union
leaders, decertify ‘“‘uncooperative”
unions, and prevent strikes and all other
illegal forms of labor solidarity.

Corrupt  ““union”  bureaucrats,
known as the “pelegos;,” have assisted
the government in maintaining a tight
control over the workers’ movement. In
fact, the official “trade unions” have
been a fundamental pillar of the various
military dictatorships which have been
in power since 1964.

Beginning in 1978, however, a new
wave of worker militancy challenged the
repressive labor laws. Defying the mili-
tary regime and the “pelegos,)’ the metal
workers of the industrial belt of Sao
Paulo paved the way for the creation of
the Brazilian Workers Party (PT) and of
the new United Confederation of Work-
ers (CUT) with a strike that soon spread
to the rest of the country.

The strikes were illegal. The govern- '

ment intervened in every major union,
replacing the new “combativo” leaders
with military appointees. It also sen-
tenced the nationally known unionists
to long prison terms.

Despite the repression, the strike
movement continued and deepened. In
the spring of 1980, for example, over
50,000 workers crippled the automobile
industry with a six-week strike. In 1981
and 1982, almost every sector of the
economy was affected by the mobiliza-
tions of the Brazilian workers and peas-
ants.

In July 1983, the oil workers in
Paulinia and Mataripe (Bahia) walked

off their jobs to demand an end to the
austerity policies imposed by the Inter-
national Monetary Fund. Within days a
series of strikes in solidarity with the oil
workers swept the country. On July 21,
.a 24-hour general strike paralyzed the
nation; the first overtly political strike
of its kind in decades.

Independent union formed

In August 1981, over 5000 union del-
egates met near Sao Paulo at the first
National Workers’ Conference (CON-
CLAT). The purpose of the meeting was

ond CONCLAT did not meet in 1982 as
had been planned. One reason was the

attention concentrated on the Novem-

ber general elections for state governor-
ships and the national assembly.

The major reason for the postpone-
ment of the second CONCLAT, how-
ever, was the role played by the
defenders of the official, state-run
“unions” —notably the “pelegos” and
the members of the Stalinist, Brazilian
Communist Party (PCB). These forces
argued that an independent union
movement would be isolated from the
large masses of workers and that,
instead, workers should fight to
“democratize” the government
“unions” from within.

Yet despite the splitting maneuvers of
the “pelegos” and the Stalinists, the sec-

%

to call for the formation of a new trade
union confederation which would be
independent from the government and
would fight for the interests of the
workers at the work place. One of the
motor forces behind this conference was
the recently formed Workers Party,

The CONCLAT voted to launch the
United Confederation of Workers
(CUT) some time in 1982. But the sec-

e

Women workers march in support of the CUT in

1984.
ond CONCLAT was held on Aug. 26-
28, 1983. The 5059 delegates, represent-
ing 12 million organized workers, voted
by acclamation to set up the United
Confederation of Workers (CUT).

This founding congress of the CUT
adopted a platform demanding free and
independent unions, a reduction of the
workweek from 48 to 40 hours with no
cut in pay, the right to strike, a break
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with the IMF, an agrarian reform, the
non-payment of the $98 billion foreign
debt, the repeal of the Law of National
Security, and an end to the military
regime.

The military dictatorship immedi-
ately declared the CUT illegal and
threatened to prosecute its organizers on
the grounds that the labor code does not
allow unions from different sectors of
the economy to organize together. Yet
due to the severe crisis of the regime,
the CUT is being tolerated for the time
being.

Trade union division

In addition to the dictatorship, the
CUT also faces opposition from within
the labor movement. The trade unions
influenced by the Stalinists and the
“pelegos” boycotted the August 1983
CONCLAT and decided to hold their
own congress four months later in Praia
Grande. This congress decided to create
a rival union federation to the CUT and
shamefully gave it the name of CON-
CLAT in order to confuse the workers.

This congress was attended almost
exclusively by union officials. It
adopted a platform that calls for a
“conciliatory stance” toward the mili-
tary, accusing the CUT of taking an
overly confrontational approach to the
government.

The CUT responded to the formation
of the rival CONCLAT by reaffirming
the need for the unity and independence
of the trade union movement. It
deplored the division created by the new
congress, but proposed unity in action
with the CONCLAT against the govern-
ment. This principled and collaborative
stance has already won the CUT the
sympathy of thousands of workers
influenced by the CONCLAT.

The CUT is a historical advance for
the Brazilian and world working class.
Alongside the PT, it campaigned in 1984
for free and direct presidential elections
and called for the boycott of the elec-
toral college. In this process, it has
helped to mobilize millions of workers
in opposition to the military regime.—

|
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By ANN ROBERTSON

The 18th of this month marks the
anniversary of the Paris Commune of
1871, one of the most heroic efforts in
working-class history, yet a story seldom
told in our standard history textbooks.

For two months the working people
established the first genuine democracy
in human history. They smashed the old
oppressive state apparatus and with
inspired enthusiasm created an entirely
new kind of state which they themselves
controlled.

In 1870 France found itself at war
with Prussia. Momentarily the class
hatred between French workers and
capitalists, spawned by the betrayal of
the workers by the capitalists in the
uprising of 1848, was suppressed in
favor of national pride. But the workers
could not help but notice how poorly
the war was conducted.

The government, under the control
of capitalists, refused to arm the work-
ing class as a whole for fear that a vic-
tory over the Prussians might simply
serve as a training ground for the work-
ers to revenge their bitter memories.
And so the Prussians not only suc-
ceeded in surrounding Paris but in
strangling it as well—all supply routes
were severed and the city was on the
verge of starvation.

Brought to its knees, the French gov-
ernment signed a humiliating treaty, and
the war was over. But when this same
government attempted to disarm one of
its own working-class militias, the spark
was ignited. The workers refused to give
up their arms. The general in charge of
the disarming operation ordered his
own troops to fire at the disobedient
militia. The troops fired but killed him
instead, and thus the revolution began.

The National Guard, the main mili-
tary unit in Paris, was by this time pre-
dominantly working class. After the
armistice with Prussia was signed, most
of the members of the capitalist class,
including those in fighting units, aban-
doned the battle-worn city for their lux-
ury mansions in the country.

The National Guard, in complete
independence and without authoriza-
tion, elected a Central Committee from
among its ranks. When the rebellion
broke out the Central Committee
assumed leadership, ordering all battal-
ions to resist any further attempts at dis-
armament. Meanwhile the government
sensed the accelerating force of the
opposition and simply fled the city for
Versailles, leaving the Central Commit-
tee to fill the vacuum.

The Central Committee, finding
itself in power, immediately proceeded
to divest itself of its unsolicited posi-
tion. Elections for a democratic leader-
ship were scheduled and held eight days
later. But prior to relinquishing its posi-
tion, the Central Committee announced
the establishment of a Commune. It
also decreed an abolition of court-mar-
tials, the termination of the state of
siege, amnesty for political prisoners,
and a moratorium on rents.

The Council of the Commune, which
the new leadership was called, was
elected by universal suffrage, and of the
81 members almost one-half were man-
ual workers. In addition many of the
professionals were well-known working-
class leaders. When these groups were
combined the working class emerged in
unambiguous victory.

A new kind of state

But what is important to note too is
the totally novel structure of this new
government. It was not divided between
an executive and legislative branch, nor
was the legislative branch in turn subdi-
vided into two unequal houses as is
common in most capitalist countries
today. There was simply the Council
itself, where all were elected directly by
the people. With this single stroke the
potential for the growth of a staggering
bureaucracy was eliminated.

Moreover, these members voted
themselves a salary that was the equiva-
lent of a worker’s salary—quite low for
government officials in those days—and
any member could be recalled at any
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time by a simple majority vote. In short,
this was a state that was a servant to the
people, not their master as all previous
states had been.

One of the first decrees of the Coun-
cil was the abolition of the standing
army and in its place the establishment

of universal conscription to the
National Guard. Here lay another revo-
lutionary departure from previous prac-
tice, for all preceding states required an
army standing apart from the people to
enforce unpopular decrees. Without this
coercive force such legislation becomes
impossible.

In the days to follow, the Council

decreed the continuation of the morato-

rium on rents. Judges were to be
elected, the separation of church and
state was proclaimed, church schools
were closed, and education was to be
free. Women were encouraged to go to
school.

The Council legislated that the trade

unions could take over all abandoned
shops. As a result 10 factories were soon
occupied and run by the workers. Fines
levied against workers and the firing of
workers were prohibited. All empty
houses were requisitioned for refugees.
Widows and children of fallen soldiers
were adopted by the Commune.

The workers organize themselves

With the establishment of this revo-
lutionary freedom, a sense of jubilation
swept through the city. Many who previ-
ously found life listless and dull were
carried away by a tide of enthusiastic
creativity. For the most part, for exam-
ple, the National Guard ran itself.
Churches were commandeered as meet-
ing places, and several town halls were
taken over—in one the mayor was even
ousted. .

In one section of the city the munici-
pality itself took charge of feeding and

clothing the children. In another, vouch-
ers were distributed that covered food,
clothing, and fuel. In another, daily
public meetings were held because
“those elected by the people have the
duty of keeping in constant touch with
their electors in order to give account of
the mandate they have received and to
submit themselves to questions.”
Workers organized to maximize their
interests. The engineers, for example,
voted that the Commune should orga-
nize all workers in order to suppress
exploitation. The workers themselves
controlled and managed an arms fac-
tory owned by the state. Bakers success-
fully petitioned for an end to night
work. As many as 43 producer coopera-

“tives were formed in the craft industries.

Three thousand women organized
themselves into a union. They peti-
tioned the Commune to establish cloth-
ing workshops, in an industry domi-
nated by women, which would be
supervised by the Commune. This was
conceived with the idea of combatting
the special exploitation suffered by
women and to aid in their political edu-
cation.

Gustav Corbet, a famous painter
and member of the Council, attempted
to organize artists into a union. Having
been plagued by censorship himself, he
was intent on protecting the freedom
and independence of the artist.

But the Commune perished after
only 72 days. While freedom triumphed
in Paris, the former government, now in
Versailles, was sharpening its weapons
of death, preparing to strangle the revo-
lution in its infancy.

The Versailles army marched on
Paris and received invaluable support
from the Prussians, who still half-sur-
rounded the city. The Communards
waged a heroic struggle but were over-
whelmed in an unprecedented massacre.
“Socialism appeared drowned in
blood.”

The memory, however, lives on. In a
prophetic letter to Russian socialists,
Karl Marx proclaimed, “Thus the Com-
mune, which the powers of the old
world believed to be exterminated, lives,
stronger than ever, and thus we may
join you in the cry: Vive la Comm-
mune!” |

. . . All out/April 20

(continued from page 1)
overthrow Nicaragua’s Sandinista gov-
ernment.

The example of San Francisco

In this issue of Socialist Action we
present reports on the important strides
forward that have been made in build-
ing local coalitions in numerous cities
across the country—particularly on the
West Coast.

The San Francisco coalition [see
article on page 6] is perhaps the clearest
example of what is possible today.
Undaunted by Reagan’s large electoral
victory, this coalition appealed to the
wide range of groups and individuals
targeted for cutbacks or concerned
about the war threats and the racist sup-
port to the South African government.

- The San Francisco coalition also
made every effort to make it easier for
the trade unions to get involved. Keep-
ing the anti-intervention focus on Cen-
tral America and the Caribbean was
essential in retaining the support of the
unions, who, for example, are not yet
ready to agree to slogans calling for an
end to U.S. intervention in the Middle
East.

Keeping the mass-action character of
the April 20 demonstration separate
from the civil-disobedience nature of
the activities scheduled for other days
was also critical in maintaining the par-
ticipation of unions in the San Fran-
cisco coalition.

Big push is needed

Tremendous progress has been made
in building local coalitions for April 20.
Preparations for building the April 20

SOCIALIST ACTION MARCH 1985

action in Washington, D.C., however,
have been late in getting off the ground.

The delay in building the Washington
action is a reflection of more than just
an organizational weakness.

The April Actions for Peace, Jobs,
and Justice coalition in the nation’s cap-
ital has not focused on building April
20. Instead, it has tended to emphasize
the smaller civil-disobedience and lob-
bying actions scheduled during April 19-
22.

An energetic organizing drive is
needed in the final weeks leading up to

the April 20 antiwar actions. It is still
possible to recover from the time lost in
helping to make the Washington, D.C.,
April 20 demonstration a massive show
of opposition to Washington’s policies.
The national and local April 20 coali-
tions deserve the full support of all
those interested in mobilizing the broad-
est and largest opposition to the U.S.
warmakers. Socialist Action readers and
supporters should make building the
April 20 actions their number one prior-
ity. All out for the April 20 antiwar
marches!—THE EDITORS |
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British media distort
struggle in No. Ireland

By SARA GOLDEN

Ireland: the Propaganda War, by Liz Curtis. London, Pluto Press, 1984, 336 pp.

Liz Curtis’ new book is a thorough and well-documented history of the role
played by the British media in the struggle inthe North of Ireland.

Curtis begins with a brief examination of the blackout on news about the Six
Counties before the civil-rights movement of the 1960s. This movement—with its
massive base of support—forced the issue of Ireland into British newspapers and
TV programs. ‘ '

As soon as the radical thrust of this movement became clear and British troops
descended onto the streets of Belfast and Derry in August 1969, the media began a
blatant campaign to defend English domination and to legitimize the responses of
the Ulster loyalists and British troops.

Their reportage of the events of Bloody Sunday in 1972 is a clear example of
this. A large peaceful demonstration was in progress. British paratroopers
descended on the scene in armored cars. They spread out and began to shoot.
Women, children, and men holding white handkerchiefs aloft—all were targets.
This was the initial report, filed by both The Guardian and The Times (London)
reporters on the scene.

Late that night, senior army officers met. Their “official statement” issued the
next day alleged that there was a riot underway and that paratroopers fired only at
identified targets and only in response to gunfire and bomb throwing from these
targets. ‘ :

The media’s tune changed. The Guardian headline the next day read, “Thirteen
killed as paratroopers break riot.”

The Daily Telegraph stated, “Banned march erupts into riot)” and, “IRA fired
first, says Army.”
Both articles failed to report that the 13 dead were all killed by British troops.

BOOK REVIEW msssssssss

population in the North are simply blacked out. Curtis cites numerous examples of
TV series prepared by both private television (ITV) and the BBC that either never
ran or were aired months later in the midnight hours.

The failure to point out conditions of poverty and discrimination reinforces the
British myth that the IRA and its supporters are thugs and criminals, not political
fighters. This, of course, “justifies” their prison status as common criminals rather
than political prisoners. Ten Republican prisoners died in the hunger strike of 1981
that protested these conditions.

The election of Bobby Sands to Parliament forced the media to focus on the
hunger strike, which they had previously almost ignored. But the general consensus
on Sands’ death in the English press was, as The Times put it, “There is only one
killer of Sands and that is Sands himself.”

The London Daily Star described the 30,000 who had voted for Sands as dupes.

The media has been unable to cope with explaining why the IRA, consistently
portrayed as isolated terrorists, has had so much success in the electoral arena. The
credibility of their description of the IRA has been severely undermined by the
efforts of Sinn Fein, the IRA’s political wing, to reach broader layers through such
vehicles as its electoral campaigns.

“Murderers or freedom fighters?”

Curtis features a section on the use of terminology in the propaganda war. She
quotes TV reporter Peter Taylor as follows:

“At the most basic level, where is the conflict taking place? Is it in Ulster?
Northern Ireland? The province? The North of Ireland? Or the Six Coun-
ties?. ..

“And once you’ve sorted out the names, what’s actually going on there? Is
it a conflict? Is it a war? A rebellion? A revolution? A criminal conspiracy?
Or a liberation struggle?. ..

“Lastly, and probably most important, how do we describe those involved?
Are they terrorists? Criminals? The Mafia? Murderers? Guerrillas? Or free-
dom fighters? It depends on your perception of the conflict and whom you
happen to be working for at the time....” (p. 133).

Curtis interweaves a perceptive analysis throughout her book of the dual role of
the media in reporting information and in creating ideological trends and divisions
among their audience. It is a book that, while focusing on Britain and Ireland, can
provide valuable insights into the role and functioning of any bourgeois propa-
ganda machine. |

Many events and, in fact, a general picture of what life is like for the Catholic

Letters to the editor

Socialist Party

Dear editor,

Lenni-Brenner’s letter (Feb-
ruary 1985) referred to the
Socialist Party as DSA’s pred-
ecessor. The Socialist Party is
alive and well, thank you. The
current SP resulted from a
three-way split in the old party
over the Vietnam war.

The two cold-warrior/
right-wing blocs that left the
party went on to form the
Social Democrats (USA) and
the DSA. The left-wing of the
party (the Debs caucus) recon-
stituted the SP in 1973.

We in the Socialist Party
have undergone much struggle
with our own past, and the
party has evolved into a revo-
lutionary-democratic-socialist
party in the Debs tradition.

SP members are actively
working in mass movements
for peace, social justice, and
economic democracy. . We
oppose all military blocs and
support the struggles of Third
World peoples to free themsel-
ves.
The Socialist Party is back
on track and is not to be con-
fused with the DSA—no mat-
ter how much Harrington and
Co. try to lay claim to the SP
tradition.

John Kirkland,
Wharton, Texas

A criticism

Dear editor,

It is good to see Socialist
Action carrying material on
unionists’ struggles to estab-

lish control of their own
unions. The only problem is
that Nat Weinstein’s argu-
ments in his January 1985
article, “Canadian split weak-
ens auto workers union;’ place
Socialist Action on the wrong
side. :

Canadian director Robert
White’s  “demands”  for
autonomy, which the class-col-
laborationist bureaucrats in
Detroit rejected without so
much as a discussion, are
skipped over in Weinstein’s
article. The implication is left
that in some way these
“demands” were unreasona-
ble and Bieber’s rejections jus-
tified—all in the interests, of
course, of auto workers’
unity.

Weinstein deplores, “Had
the GM workers on both sides
of the Dborder struck
together....”

But that is just what
Bieber’s “give-aways” did not
allow to happen.

The Canadian workers
want unity to fight the auto
bosses, but they want to run
their own show in collabora-
tion with U.S. auto workers.
Among other things, this
means control of their own
strike funds.

The question of democratic
rights of Canadian unionists
caught up in the bureaucrati-
cally controlled machinery of
the so-called “internationals”
is a highly explosive one.
More and more Canadian
unionists are establishing their
autonomous rights in opposi-
tion to the U.S. bureaucrats
and hence outside of the
“internationals.”

In the February 1985 issue
of Socialist Action the follow-
ing mistakes were made in the
article titled, ““Slide shows dig
deep into miners’ history”:

(1) The author’s name is
Genny Zbach, not Zebach; (2)
the slide show on “Monongah

A correction

1907 is by Davitt McAteer,
not Babitt McAteer; and (3)
362 miners died in the explo-
sion in 1907, not 700 as stated.
We ask the author to for-
give us for the mistakes made
in taking the story over the
phone.—THE EDITORS

Robert White is by no
means a militant, nor is he a
maverick. His stance at the

Dec. 10 showdown had the
almost unanimous support of
the broadly based Canadian
Council.

Some persons who should
know better have dismissed
this struggle for union democ-
racy, for Canadian autonomy,
with the label they use pejora-
tively as “Canadian national-
ism.”

Ross Dowson,
Toronto

A response

It seems to me that Ross
Dowson has misunderstood
the general thrust of my story
on the split in the UAW. There
is nothing there that contra-
dicts the conception of local
autonomy for the Canadian

"section of the UAW within the

framework of an effective,
fighting  union  structure
encompassing all auto work-
ers.

Autonomy that prevents
joint action against the boss
or which isolates a more com-
bative wing from the main
body of the union is a step in
the wrong direction.

Dowson clearly seems to
be arguing for Canadian
autonomy, which is another
matter. His conception of
autonomy seems to go further
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than the usual meaning of the
term.

It is a long-standing princi-
ple, in the best traditions of
the workers’ movement, to
permit local autonomy on
local matters. This is indispen-
sable to workers’ democracy
and to the development of a
self-acting local leadership.

Working-class internation-
alism is no less a principle. It
is wrong, because it is self-
defeating, to permit national
boundaries to obstruct work-
ing-class unity.

This is not at all intended
to imply that Canadian UAW
members—or any other local
affiliate of the international
union—must, in principle,
accept bureaucratic treatment
at the hands of the top offi-
cialdom.

The right to resist bureau-
cratic violations of workers’
democracy includes the right
to separate if necessary. But
Dowson seems to be arguing
that separation for Canadian
workers is a principle.

Even if the issue were
indeed that of *‘“Canadian
nationalism;” the relevant
principle is the right to sepa-
rate—not separation itself.

Other than the difference
of opinion cited above, Dow-
son and I seem to have a com-
mon view of the debilitating
effects of the class-collabora-
tionist, sell-out policies of
union bureaucracies exempli-
fied by the Bieber misleader-
ship of the UAW.—

NAT | WEINSTEIN

“New South”

Dear editor,

The Rev. Jesse Jackson has
recently returned to South
Carolina, where he hopes to
gain a position of power
within the state Democratic

~ Party.

To the disbelief of many of

" South”

his supporters, Jackson has
been proclaiming that times
have changed in this “New
South” and that most whites
have put aside their old rac-
ism. .

Episodes do occur regularly
that cast such hopes asunder.
One such incident took place
on Jan. 16, when Retired
Chief Justice Joseph Moss
used the term “damn nigger”
when referring to a group of
Blacks who objected to the
conviction of a Black youth’
charged with shooting a white
teacher.

Not realizing that his
mierophone was on, a full
courtroom heard Moss render
his “opinion.”

One wonders how many
“damn niggers” are sitting in
South  Carolina’s  prisons
because of Moss and his
cohorts.

Due to public outcry, a
mild condemnation of the
judge was passed in the state
House of Representatives.
The resolution, however, has
met with stiff opposition in
the state Senate.

So much for the “New
and the Rev. Jesse
Jackson’s “good counsel.”

Mel Reichard,
Columbia, S.C.

We welcome letters from
our readers. Please keep them
brief. Where necessary they
will be abridged.
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Farmers reap a bitter harvest

By HAYDEN PERRY

All across the United States the lights
of family farms are going out, and the
streets of the little country towns are
deserted. In 1950 there were 5.4 million
farms; in 1970 there were less than 3
million. Farmers are leaving the land at
the rate of 270,000 a year, and no end to
the exodus is in sight.

The farmers are being forced off
their land by staggering debts that they
cannot pay. Today American farmers
owe $214 billion to banks and other
credit institutions. With falling farm
prices the average family farmer does
not earn enough to even pay the interest
on his debt.

Banks fail

Small country banks cannot collect
on their loans and are closing their
doors. Even bigger banks are caught in
the wave of farm bankruptcies. The
giant Bank of America has lent $2 bil-
lion to farmers. They expect to write off
at least 15 percent of this as uncollect-
able.

The family farmer is caught in the
contradiction between advancing tech-
nology and the anarchy of capitalist
economics. Farming is not like factory
production, where you shut down an
assembly line when sales drop. When
sales and prices fall, the farmer is
inclined to plant more to maintain his
income.

While the farmer can increase his
production, he cannot increase his
domestic sales beyond a certain point.

Meanwhile, production on the farm
has risen year by year as new seeds and
new machines are developed. In 1900 a
farmer could raise enough to feed 10
people. In 1963 the average farm pro-
duced enough for 30 people; and pro-
ductivity has increased at an even faster
rate in the last 20 years.

But increased production without a
larger market spells disaster for the
farmer. In the Great Depression farm
prices fell far below the cost of produc-
tion, and farmers lost their land
through foreclosures just as they are
doing today.

Price supports established

President Franklin D. Roosevelt
came to the rescue of the farmers by
guaranteeing them a minimum price for
their crops. He did this either by lending
the.farmer money for his crop, or by
buying it outright and putting it in stor-
age. Price-support programs have been
extended by all administrations for the
last 50 years.

When oil prices shot up in 1973, the
United States decided to push for more
farm sales overseas. Bankers recycled
OPEC dollars into loans to Third World
countries so-they could buy more from
us. This strategy succeeded as farm
exports rose from $8 billion in 1970 to
$43.8 billion in 1981. Farm prices rose,
and there were promises of big profits
to be made in farming.

With rising farm prices the cost of
farmland also rose, but this did not stop
many farmers from buying more. The
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government urged them to expand pro-
duction to fill foreign orders. Bankers,
flush with OPEC deposits, were eager
to lend farmers money at 12-percent
interest. Almost a decade of seeming
prosperity hit the farm belt.

Bubble bursts
Then in 1982 the bubble burst. Many
debtor countries became insolvent.

They had to cut their imports just to
pay the interest on their foreign debts.
At the same time the dollar rose in
value, making American products more
expensive on the foreign market. As a
result farm exports fell from $43.3 bil-
lion in 1981 to $36.1 billion in 1983.
Down on the farm the effect was dev-
astating. Crop prices fell and the
farmers’ income slid from $186 billion

“The farmer’s natur ; I |

ally for an effective
farm program is the
American worker.”

in 1979 to $139 billion in 1983. Land
values dropped, reflecting the drop in
farm prices. The farmer’s net worth has
dropped, but his debts have soared.
Aggregate farm debt was $50 billion in
1970. Today it is $214 billion. The yearly
interest on this debt amounts to $20 bil-
lion.

Farmers’ debts are high for two rea-
sons: high-priced land and high-priced
machinery. Farming today is as capital
intensive as many factories. A 400-acre
farm may be valued at $500,000, but the
farmer may clear as little as $10,000
when all his expenses are paid. At
today’s prices many farmers are operat-
ing at a loss.

Banks refuse loans

This is where the crunch is coming at
the country banks. Even the most

warm-hearted banker will turn down a
farmer if he sees no chance of repay-
ment. When a farmer owes a sum equal
to 40 percent of the value of his farm,
he has to pay more in interest than he
gets from selling his crop. This is the

problem of about 300,000 farmers. -

They are the middle-sized operators
who expanded in the boom years.
Unless they get help, most of them will
be out of business this year or next.

The help he has been getting from the
Reagan administration is obviously not
helping the family farmer. One reason is
that the bulk of the benefits go to the
few big agribusinesses that farm thou-
sands of acres and produce crops worth
millions of dollars. Fifteen giant super-
farms got $23 million in farm benefits in
1983. The family farmer, who diversifies
his crops, gets only a small payment on
part of his production.

There is a conflict of interest between
the family farmer and agribusiness. The
family farmer wants high prices for his
product and is willing to limit his pro-
duction to get it. The agribusiness
farmer is more interested in the world
market, and sees the need for a competi-
tive price. He is less willing to cut pro-
duction to keep prices up.

Farm interests who definitely do not
want to see cutbacks in production are
the farm equipment salesmen, the fertil-
izer interests, and the dealers in grain
and other crops like the giant Cargill
corporation.

Legisla tors with urban constituencies
question the wisdom of spending $10 to
$20 billion a year to keep farm prices
up. Reagan, who listens to big business,
has come down squarely on the side of
agribusiness and its industrial associ-
ates.

Cuts in price supports

The new Reagan budget proposes to
gradually lower and eliminate pricé-sup-
port payments and let market forces

operate freely. This is like throwing the
drowning farmer a rock.

Farm prices will drop, but it may not
guarantee increased sales abroad. The
highly protective European Common
Market will resist further competition,
and the less developed countries are try-

*ing to build up their own farms. Mean-

while more American farmers will be
forced into bankruptcy.

The distressed farmers are reacting in
the way their fathers did in the Great
Depression. They are taking to the
country roads with their tractors and
driving to state capitals and to Washing-
ton. Their most immediate demand is a
halt to foreclosures.

In Minnesota they are asking for a
120-day moratorium to be renewed
every three months until price rises give
the farmer the cost of his production
plus 15 percent. They also want an
emergency loan program to buy seed for
spring planting and a one-year morato-
rium on debts to equipment dealers and
other creditors. At other farm rallies
there are calls for raising price supports
and halting the spread of corporate
farming.

Halt foreclosures

Some people question the wisdom of
trying to save these distressed farmers.
The family farm is going the way of the
horse-drawn plow, they say. But the
American family farmer is the most
efficient producer of food in the world.

The best of them farm with the long
view in mind, conserving the soil and
maintaining its fertility for seasons to
come. Agribusiness exploits the soil for
short-term profits, leaving it less pro-
ductive or eroded, then moving on to
exploit more cropland, often overseas.

The family farmer’s immediate finan-
cial plight must be relieved By halting
foreclosures, by guaranteeing him at
least the cost of production. Govern-
ment aid must be concentrated on the
small farmer and the truly impoverished
part-time farmers who number nearly 2
million. No more million-dollar payoffs
to agribusiness. Farm production must
be planned to match market demand at
home and the needs of hungry people
overseas.

The small farmer’s natural ally in the
struggle for an effective farm program
is the American worker. Both' are
exploited by the food conglomerates
who squeeze the farmer at one end and
the housewife at the other. The wheat
farmer gets only 11 cents out of a $1-
dollar loaf of bread. Consumers suffer
far more from profiteering by grocery
chains than by a rise in the prices paid
to the farmer.

Farmers should get their message to
organized labor and to consumer
groups. Already many unions have

-joined the farmers in rallies and protest

actions across the country. Together
with millions of allies in the cities, the
embattled farmers can hammer out a
program that will benefit the real pro-
ducers in the mines, mills, and on the
farms—the working people and the
working farmers. [ |

T'M SorRY WE HAVE TO FORECLOSE ON
YOUR FARM, BUT AGRICULTURE 15
N TRANSITIOV...

£

AND THE FAMILY FARM 15 THE

VICTIM OF CHANGING ECONOMIC
REAUTIES i

BUT SOCIETY DOES OWE You PeOPLE”
SONETHING, AND WE'LL TAKE
CARE OF YOU—

STEELWORKERS

JUST LIKE WE D\D THE %
)
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