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EDITORIAL

For the defense of the
Palestine national movement

The bombing of the Palestinian camps in North Lebanon and
the siege of Tripoli by Syrian troops and dissidents of the
Palestinian Liberation Organisation (PLO) could result in the
liquidation of the PLO as the unified and representative organ-
isation of the Palestinian national movement. The PLO as such
an organisation — over and above its many links of dependence
with different Arab regimes — constitutes a relatively auton-
mous political force in the regional conflicts. This is incon-
venient for more than one force on the regional political scene.
Throwing the Palestinian resistance out of North Lebanon can
be seen as completing the work started by the Israeli armed
forces in the south of the country with its June 1982 invasion
and siege of Beirut. Zionist leaders make no secret of their
satisfaction at the new weakening of the PLO.

The Palestinian population in the West Bank and Gaza
occupied territories instinctively understood that it was another
deadly blow against their struggle. Their demonstrations against
Syrian aggression at Tripoli, more than a defence of Yasser
Arafat and his policy, show a desire for unity, for defending
the PLO as the only instrument of effective struggle for their
national demands. This sentiment is expressed in the commun-
ique issued by the professional associations (lawyers, doctors,
etc.) of the occupied territories denouncing “the Syrian conspir-
acy against the independence of the PLO” and calling for
“democratic discussion inside the organisation and for respect-
ing the decisions of the Algiers Palestinian National Council
meeting” which reaffirmed Yasser Arafat as chairperson of the
PLO.

The open division of the PLO and the civil war in its ranks is
the “delayed” political price for its defeat in Beirut and strik-
ingly contradicts Yasser Arafat’s claims that this military de-
feat could be transformed into a political victory at the nego-
tiating table.

The positions taken by the leaders of the dissidents inside
the PLO since the beginning of 1983 reflected legitimate critic-
isms and concerns, widely shared among Palestinian fighters
after the evacuation of Beirut. Above all they represented a
sharp opposition to diplomatic operations personally under-
taken by Arafat.

Giving his own interpretation of the Palestinian National
Council’s (PNC) resolutions from the February 1983 Algiers
meeting, Arafat in fact in March, through personal talks with
King Hussein of Jordan, engaged in negotiating a ‘protocol
agreement’ that constituted a threefold violation of the PNC
decisions. That is, Arafat gave up the demand for inclusion of
the PLO in any negotiations with Israel. He abandoned in prac-
tice the right of the Palestinian people to establish its own
sovereign state, prior to any form of association w1th Jordan.
And finally, he only explicitly mentioned the Reagan plan
among the various projects that could lead to a negotiated solu-
tion. This protocol which, to all intents and purposes, was
accepted by Arafat, was rejected on April 10, both by the
PLO Central Committee as well as by the Central Committee of
his own organisation, the Fateh.

The public declarations of Abu Mussa and Abu Saleh, spokes-
persons for the dissidents, also draw on the strong desire of PLO
members for a democratisation of the PLO leadership struc-
tures, against bureaucratisation, the influence of ‘chiefs’ and the
personal power of Arafat, and even for a more scrupulous con-
trol over the organisation’s finances.

However, by going from legitimate criticism to armed re-
bellion under the patronage of the Syrian regime and with
Libyan support, the PLO dissidents rushed into a politically
suicidal adventure. Whatever the immediate outcome of the
confrontation among Palestinians, this political line is likely to
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result in the destruction of the PLO as a united organisation of
the Palestinian national movement. However, the existence of
such an organisation is vital for the resistance and struggle of a
people hounded out of its own homeland and condemned fo
dispersal and life in refugee camps in different Arab countries.

A ‘new PLO’ formed in Damascus under the political and
military tutelage of Hafez el-Assad would only be a pawn in
the overall negotiations on the situation in the region.

The political trajectory of the dissident Palestinian officers
is not however surprising. After the Beirut defeat and the dis-
persal of Palestinian fighters in a half-dozen Arab countries,
the only chance for a renewal of the PLO lay in a transfer of
its centre of gravity to the occupied territories and the mass
organisation of the population there, who had not directly
suffered the Beirut defeat.

However, an opposite path was taken. By responding to
Arafat’s diplomatic concessions just by a reaffirmation of the
principles of the movement and a return to the pre-1974 tradi-
tion of the ‘armed struggle’, the uprooted dissidents of the
South Lebanese refugee camps were inevitably pushed to turn
to Damascus for the material support they needed for their
struggle.

However, for a long time Syria, like the other Arab states of
the region, has shown in practice what its notion is of defend-
ing the Palestinian cause. It has always sought to subordinate
the activity of the Palestinian liberation movement to its own
interests. That has been a constant thread in its policies — from
setting up an armed Palestinian organisation directly controlled
by Damascus (the Saika) to intervening, alongside the Leban-
ese Phalangists in 1976, against the Tall-el-Zatar Palestinian
camp, and then more recently its blocking of arms supplies
during the 1982 Beirut seige, and finally today to its military
involvement in the siege of Tripoli.

For Syria, the important thing is holding the maximum
number of cards in the regional diplomatic game — that is,
a part of Lebanese territory and the Palestinian movement.
Its objective is to bring the greatest possible influence to bear in
the negotiations and extract the best possible price for any
rapprochment with the United States. That is, it wants to pres-
sure Washington to force Israel to make substantial concessions,
particularly over the occupied Syrian Golan Heights.

In such a framework there is hardly any place for even a
‘relatively’ independent Palestinian movement. The Pan-Arab
ideology of the Ba’athist party, which holds power in Damascus,
is a cover for its real diplomatic interests in the region. It dis-
solves the specificity of the Palestinian liberation struggle in the
overall Arab cause, whose banner is supposedly carried most
resolutely by the Syrlan regime.

As the commentator of the Financial Times (October 18,
1983) notes:

“Their [i.e. the Israelis.] invasion, and the subsequent mili-
tary and political imbroglio, have gradually forced the Amer-
icans to recognise the special nature of Syria’s historical rela-
tionship with Lebanon, and the consequent need for Washing-
ton to engage in real diplomacy with Damascus if there is to be
any chance of stability in Lebanon.” Since Robert Mac Farlane
was named as American special envoy for the Middle East, these
diplomatic relations are said to have improved to the point that,
according to the Syrian Foreign minister: “they [the Ameri-
cans] admit that the Syrian military presence in Lebanon is
different in kind from that of Israel (because it was invited in by
the Lebanese government in 1976), and they admit that Syria is
not a Communist country nor a Soviet puppet”.

However, the Uni.ed States is not manoeuvring in a vac-
uum. Israel remains its strategic ally in the region, whatever
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tensions Washington may have with the Zionist regime. In this
complex situation each force can raise the stakes. Reagan may
be led, for a time, to step up pressure against Syria. The deploy-
ment of American forces in the region could lead to a ‘puni-
tive expedition’. This could be a means of enabling the U.S.
to further improve the relationship of forces on the ground,
in order to either obtain a satisfactory negotiated agreement or
to roll back Syrian ambitions. _

In the short term, the struggle against imperialist and Zion-
ist plans, and against the specific manoeuvres of the Syrian re-
gime means that defending the Palestinian national movement —
i.e., the unity and integrity of the PLO — is a priority. Con-
cretely this means demanding an immediate halt to the fighting
between Palestinian forces and defending the Palestinian fighters
against Syrian aggression.

This position implies no particular allegiance to Arafat
himself, nor support for his past policies (which are largely
responsible for the deadend in which the Palestinian resistance
got trapped) and even less a blank cheque for future policy. In
fact, Arafat could be tempted to try to get out of his predica-
ment by starting negotiations again with Hussein of Jordan.

The European governments and reactionary Arab regimes would
be favorable to such an approach.

The fighting between PLO factions can still be stopped on
the basis of maintaining PLO unity and reaffirming the national
right of Palestinians to return to their homeland, for self-de-
termination and the establishment of an independent state
under the leadership of the PLO. Outside of these widely
recognised elementary principles, many gaps and ambiguous
formulations of the Algiers’ PNC leave the door open to all sorts
of interpretations, including the plan for a Jordanian-Palestin-
ian federation within the framework of the Reagan plan —
that is, the establishment of a Palestinian homeland directly
subordinated to the Jordanian state.

Today these questions cannot be resolved. They must
be dealt with democratically in an extraordinary PLO congress.
Such a congress is being demanded by several sectors of the
PLO as well as by the population of the occupied territories.
But the pre-condition for preparing such a congress is the
lifting of the siege of Tripoli by the Fateh dissidents and Syrian
and Libyan troops. =

‘'vengeance’ bombing

When social democrats have responsibility for an imper-
ialist government they are even more hypocritical than
the right itself. On Wednesday November 16, Francois
Mitterrand, French president, appeared on the television
programme ‘L ’heure du verite’ (The hour of truth) to an-
swer questions about French foreign policy. During
this programme he justified the French presence in
Lebanon thus:

‘Our mission today remains to occupy the zone in
Beirut that has been entrusted to us by the Lebanese
government, and to do there what our soldiers do so
well: ensure peace. Qur soldiers are at once nurses,
guardians, peacekeepers. They help the old, they save
the young, all those little children that one sees run into
the street among the shells and the bullets. Every time,
our soliders intervene to save lives. This is why they are
called soldiers of peace.’

The next day French Super-Etandards bombed the
city of Baalbek as a ‘punishment’ for the attack on
French paratroopers headquarters in Beirut. Mitterrand
claimed that this attack was directed against a pro-Iran
Shi-ite Muslim stronghold responsible for the attack.
However the community denied responsibility.

We publish below the statement issued by the nation-
al leadership of the Ligue Communiste Revolutionnaire,
French section of the Fourth International, on Novem-
ber 18, following the first news of this bombing.

By sending French naval airforce Super-Etendards
to bomb the city of Baalbek, Francois Mitterrgnd has
gravely escalated French imperialist involvement in
the endless war in Lebanon.

The Baalbek operation represents a form of state
terrorism that nothing can justify. It will unleash a
chain of new guerrilla attacks and new reprisals, for
which the primary responsibility will be on the French
government, which is keeping its troops in a country
where they have no business.

The LCR reiterates its demand for the immediate
withdrawal of French troops from Lebanon. It issues
an urgent appeal to the workers and democratic move-
ment to act to force the withdrawal of French troops
before the country finds itself involved by Francois
Mitterrand’s arbitrary decisions in another dirty co-
lonial war.

French revolutionaries condemn

PALESTINE

International Viewpoint 28 November 1585

C —————



The “"democracy”
the US is bringing

Gerry FOLEY

The U.S. rulers have never had, and are
hardly likely to have again, such an op-
portunity to score a decisive political
victory over a revolution as they got in
Grenada.

It was not hard to bring overwhelm-
ing military power to bear to intimi-
date such a small population.

In a country where the great majority
lives from small farming, small trade, and
tourism, it should not be too difficult to
seduce a certain small business element, if
only by the money spent by the occupa-
tion forces.

Most importantly, the population was
confused and demoralized at the time of
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the U.S. l?ding. The leaders of the revo-
lution had been murdered by former
comrades. The guns of the revolutionary
army had been turned on the Grenadian
people themselves.

Washington, therefore, had a golden
opportunity to “rescue” Grenada from
“leftist thugs,” to demonstrate the vir-
tues of ““democratic law and order.”

The U.S. rulers have not had a chance
like that to present themselves as the
champions of democracy since the second
world war period.

Furthermore, the Grenadian peoples,
like all peoples in the Western Hemi-
sphere, have been deluged with anti-Com-
munist propaganda for decades. Despite
the strong hatred most of these peoples

have for U.S. imperialist domination,
such indoctrination has not failed to have
an effect.

Given this condition, the Austin-
Coard coup must have aroused deep fears.
This is all the more so because the general
political education given to the masses
and the party did not include an explana-
tion of why and how revolutions can de-
generate and put these processes in their
historical perspective.

Nonetheless, despite all the political
advantages the U.S. rulers had in their at-
tempt to pose as defenders of ‘“‘demo-
cratic law and order,” they have very
quickly revealed the ugly face of sadistic
and ruthless repressors.

In its November 15 issue, the Paris
daily Liberation reported:

““Several hundred Grenadians have
been arrested and jailed by the American
occupation forces, the Washington Post
correspondent has cabled from St.
George’s, the capital of Grenada. The
persons arrested are suspected of sym-
pathy for, or links with, the revolutionary
regime overthrown by U.S. intervention.

“The arrests, which are completely
arbitrary, are carried out on the basis of
informers or lists of people who worked
for the Grenadian government, as well as
lists of members of the New Jewel
Movement.

“At least 230 prisoners are being held
in a camp run by the American army at
Point Salines in the southeast of the is-
land. The camp is overlooked by guard
towers and surrounded by barbed wire.”

The number of prisoners cited is very
high for such a small island. The entire
membership of the New Jewel Movement
(NJM), for example, was only about 800.
Furthermore, the U.S. authorities are
apparently using a cat-and-mouse system,
arresting people, releasing them, and re-
arresting them.

Kenrick Radix, Grenada’s former min-
ister of justice and an opponent of the
Austin-Coard coup, for example, has al-
ready been in and out several times. He
has explained how the prisoners are be-
ing held in wooden boxes, similar to the
Tiger Cages the U.S. forces and their allies
used to hold Vietnamese prisoners.

“You have to stoop right down to get
into the cell. - The opening is only about
two and a half feet high. The roof is a
piece of badly fitting plastic sheet. The
rain came in during the night and I was
drenched.”

The British Guardian correspondent
Jonathan Steele has written:

“Reporters who drove to the airport
at Point Salines, the main American oper-
ations base, could see the detention camp
from the outside. We were not allowed
in. The new camp consists of roughly
two dozen wooden crates, about 10 feet
all round, set in two rows behind barbed
wire. Each crate has one small window.”’

What is a large number of prisoners for
Grenada is quite a small one in absolute
terms. The U.S. command did not need
to confine them in such conditions. It
has, after all, had to house thousands of
occupation ftroops, and it certainly has
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not put U.S. soliders in such accomoda-
tions.

The reason in fact for the ‘‘Tiger
Cages” was the same as that which moti-
vated the U.S. authorities to display
Coard and Austin to the press half naked,
blindfolded, and trussed up like captured
gorillas.

The U.S. military wants to degrade
and humiliate its prisoners, t¢o make them
look like whipped animals. That has
clearly become standard operating pro-
cedure for dealing with rebels in colonial
countries.

The methods show the fundamental
reactionary character of U.S. military in-
tervention in the underdeveloped world.
To maintain imperialist exploitation, the
population has to be kept terrified and
degraded.

For example, Steele quoted in The
Guardian the explanation given for Ra-
dix’s detention by U.S. army spokesman
Captain George White, who said that the
ex-minister of justice was ‘“‘picked up on
the basis that he has been cited by the
populace as an instigator....”

In every country in Latin America and
the Caribbean where the U.S. has inter-
vened a system of terroristic repression
has been set up, in the recent decades
usually accompanied by Ku-Klux-Klan-
like death squads.

In fact, in an interview in the Phila-
delphia Inquirer in early November, the
U.S. Commander on Grenada, General
Farris, said that one of the tasks of the
occupation forces was to set up a police
unit that would ensure that “no leftist
revolutionaries would ever be able to get
into power.”

In view of the other examples of U.S.
“help’’ in the Caribbean area — Guate-
mala, Somoza’s Nicaragua, El Salvador —
it may easily be imagined what any
“police force” the U.S. army sets up on
occupied Grenada is going to be like.

It is Washington, therefore, that is
creating a “Tropical Gulag” on Grenada,
similar to the bloody repressive systems it
has midwifed throughout the area.

The Grenadian revolutionary govern-
ment could only survive in the face of im-
perialist pressures with the enthusiastic
support of the overwhelming majority
of the population.

The minute a section of the NJM
turned on its comrades and then turned
the army against the people, an imper-
ialist triumph was inevitable.

Fidel Castro pointed this out in his
November 14 speech at the memorial
meeting in Havana for the Cuban inter-
nationalist workers Kkilled defending
themselves against the American invaders.

“The imperialists present the events
[the Coard-Austin coup] as the coming
to power of a group of hard-line Commu-
nists, loyal allies of Cuba. Were they real-
ly hard line? Could they really be allies
of Cuba? Or were they conscious or un-
conscious agents of Yankee imperialism?

“Look into the history of the revo-
lutionary movement and you will see
more than once the connection between
imperialism and people who take what

look like left extremist positions. Take
Pol Pot and Ieng Sary, who carried out
genocide in Kampuchea. Aren’t they to-
day the most loyal allies the imperialists
have in Southeast Asia? After the events
in Grenada, since we had to call these
people something, we called them the
‘Pol-Pot Group.’ ”

Fidel went on to say:

“In Grenada the government was
morally indefensible. A country where a
split had occurred between the people
and the party, the government and the
army was militarily indefensible, because
revolutionary war is possible and justi-
fiable only in unity with the people.”

The Cuban leader said that when a
government put in power by a revolution
turns its guns on the people, the revolu-
tion is dead.

“The imperialist government of the
United States wanted to kill the symbol
that the Grenadian revolution represent-
ed. But this symbol was already dead.
The Grenadian revolutionaries themselves
had destroyed it by their division and
their colossal error.

“In our opinion, after the death of
Bishop and his closest comrades, after the
army fired on the people, after the party

and the government became separated

from the people, the revolutionary pro-

cess could not survive.”
Fidel used the harshest terms in de-

scribing the Coard-Austin faction, re-
ferring to them as “‘plotters’”’ and ‘‘hy-
enas.”’

As the only revolutionary team that
has succeeded in making a revolution and
maintaining it in the very shadow of U.S.
imperialism, the Castro leadership ob-
viously understands some basic revolu-
tionary principles that became obscured
by Stalinist degeneration in the Soviet
Union.

That is, the strength of a revolution
depends ultimately on the power of its
moral example, on the confidence it in-
spires in the activists and the masses.

Achieving a revolution in the face of
reactionary repression and terror requires
the strongest moral bonds among revo-
lutionists. Those who betray those ties
are the worst kind of traitors. That is
why Trotsky referred to Stalin as “Cain.”
Apparently Fidel meant the same thing
by the word ‘“hyena.”

The fact is that when degenerate ele-
ments tugn on their former comrades and
the people, they are inevitably driven to
try to make deals with the enemy, the
capitalists and the imperialists.

That is apparently what the program-
matic statement issued by the Revolu-
tionary Military Council in the days after
the coup represented. It called for a big-
ger role for private initiative and better
relations with the U.S.

The Coard-Austin coup is explained
fundamentally by the pressure of imper-
jalism on the Grenadian revolution and
by the poverty of the country.

Given Grenada’s tiny size and the fact
that soldiers earned only 200 Eastern
Caribbean dollars a month, there was a
very strong incentive for a section of the

military to look for some solution that
could offer them better personal pros-
pects.

There is no reason to look for any
other sort of outside encouragement to
explain the coup. After the story that
Cuba was behind Coard fell flat, the in-
ternational capitalist press came up with
the line that the conflict in the NJM was
between a “Soviet faction” and a “Cuban
faction,” the Coard-Austin group repre-
senting “Soviet communism.”

It is, however, unlikely that the
Soviet bureaucracy would have any in-
terest in crossing the Cubans directly in
an area where they themselves are more
than reluctant to get involved.

In fact, this line of a *““Soviet” and
Cuban faction has the hallmarks of a
disinformation operation. This is all the
more so since some of these stories in-
clude what can only be deliberate falsifi-
cations, such as the claim that the Soviet
press took a different line from the
Cubans or cut out the paragraph con-
demning the murder of Bishop from the
October 25 statement of the Cuban gov-
ernment.

Anyone who can read the Soviet press
can see in a minute that there is no truth
in these claims. Thus, the Kremlin ob-
viously has no monopoly on the “big lie”’
technique.

The New Jewel government clearly did
not create an atmosphere of totalitarian
intimidation, otherwise it would be hard
to understand how thousands of people
could mobilize so quickly to release
Bishop or why the mood of the crowd
was so festive and unafraid, as eyewit-
nesses say it was. The Grenadian people
were used to expressing themselves.

After the shock of the shootings had
passed, they would probably have made
short work of the Military Council. But
they did not get a chance. The imper-
ialists forestalled this by invading.

Obviously there had to be weaknesses
in the system of mass direct democracy
the NJM was trying to build. In fact, the
events have shown that it is both extrem-
ely difficult and vitally important to
build a real mass democratic process un-
der the overwhelming pressure of im-
perialism.

With whatever limitations it may have
had, the NJM leadership clearly under-
stood this, as do the Salvadoran revo-
lutionists.

And the same principle is reflected in
Fidel’s statement that when a govern-
ment turns the army against the people, it
can no longer be revolutionary.

The U.S. invasion and the repressive
system the U.S. forces are now installing
on Grenada shows clearly what funda-
mentally prevents peoples in the colonial
world from solving their own problems
and achieving meaningful democratic
rights.

Against that background the example
of the Grenadian revolution will remain
a continuing inspiration to oppressed
peoples, as well as a model to be studied
and perfected, like the Paris Commune or
the Russia of the soviets. b ]
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How the Grenadians tried
to bulld democracy

The author of the following article spent
some time in Grenada in the period pre-
ceding the U.S. invasion. It is from the
November 10 issue of Internationalen,
the paper of the Swedish section of the
Fourth International. We have shortened
it somewhat for space reasons.

Roland ELIASSON

Long before the revoiution in March
1979, the New Jewel Movement said that
the political system that existed on Gren-
ada should be replaced by another one.
In its 1973 manifesto, the NJM said,
among other things:

“Our objective is to gradually replace
the existing political system with a gen-
uinely democratic, grass-roots system
through which the people in every town
and parish can exercise power in their
own way, in their own interests, to build
a decent future for themselves.”

In May 1973 the NJM called a People’s
Conference on Independence, which de-
manded that the people should have a say
in the political process that was to lead
to independence. Some 10,000 people
attended the conference [out of a total
population of 110,000]. (Grenada was a
British colony up to February 7, 1974,
when it became independent. It remain-
ed in the British Commonwealth.)

On November 4, 1973, the NJM call-
ed another People’s Congress, which was
also attended by 10,000 people. This
assembly condemned the dictator, Gairy,
for 27 crimes, including corruption and
brutality. It demanded that Gairy resign
within two weeks or else there would be
a general strike.

Between 1974 and 1976, the NJM
broadened its work through public dis-
cussions. That led to a lot of people
participating in the party’s activity at the
grass-roots level. The NJM built local
support groups in nearly every town and
held a number of public meetings across
the island.

The NJM also built special structures
for youth and women — the National
Youth Organization (NYO) and the Na-
tional Women’s Organization (NWO).

The movement made progress among
the urban workers and the unemployed.
The -circulation of the party’s paper,
New Jewel, rose to 10,000 and it became
the most widely read publication on the
island.

In 1976 elections were held on Gren-
ada. The NJM formed a coalition with a
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bourgeois party, under the name of the
People’s Alliance. Gairy used elections as
a means of control, but the NJM thought
that it was worth making the attempt to
participate in the election.

The results shocked Gairy. The
People’s Alliance got 48 percent of the
vote, despite Gairy’s election rigging, and
got six out of the fifteen seats in parlia-
ment. The NJM could combine its work
among the population with work in par-
liament.

Between 1977 and March 1979,
Gairy’s methods became more and more
brutal. He admired the Pinochet regime
in Chile and tried to imitate it. At the
end of 1978, five Grenadians “disap-
peared.” Since support for the NJM
was growing, the persecution increased.
The united opposition to Gairy drew a
larger and larger proportion of the pop-
ulation behind it.

From 1978 on, the NJM concentrated
on intervening in the unions and trying
to activate them. Party members ran for
the leadership posts in the most impor-
tant unions. The NJM also built a new
union, the Bankers and General Workers
Union, which got broad support despite
Gairy’s attempt to crush it.

Party members and sympathizers went
round the houses and discussed with their
neighbors about Grenada’s social and
economic problems. The party’s support
groups met secretly in houses and in
backyards to discuss various questions.

The party’s members and sympathizers,
as well as those of the women’s organiza-
tion and the youth organization, met reg-
ularly to discuss and formulate policy and
to convince the population that it was
necessary to build a new society. The
members and sympathizers from these
support groups elected representatives
from all oger the island, who then met
in a national assembly. This body was
called The National Coordinating Coun-
cil for Delegates.

In 1978 the NJM broadened its activ-
ity and formed Parish Councils, which
were to coordinate activities on the local
level and at the same time make it possi-
ble for members and sympathizers to
participate in the discussions and work.
The Parish Councils were a rallying point
for the support groups in the various
parishes.

Meetings were held once a month.
As the participation in the Parish Council
Meetings increased, they were divided up
on the basis of zones. Grenada’s six
parishes were divided into zones including

a group of towns, and Zonal Councils
were established.

As a result of the overthrow of the
Gairy regime on March 13, 1979, and the
setting up of the People’s Revolutionary
Government, the population got a work-
ers government led by the NJM. This
gave a tremendous impetus to the devel-
opment of various mass organizations and
structures through which the peopie
could participate in the decision-making
process.

A characteristic OI tnis new guveru-
ment on Grenada was that the heads of
various departments, ministries, state
enterprises, and public institutions had to
give an accounting for their actions.

If a council demanded that a certain
offcial appear before it, the official in
question was obliged to do so. There was
no way of getting out of it.

At first these councils were open to
party members, sympathizers, and those
most devoted to the revolution. Later, in
the spring of 1981, they were opened to
all those who were for the revolution and
not working against it.

At the same time, the party set up
parallel structures for the major groups
in society — workers, farmers, women,
and youth. Questions affecting these
sectors were discussed in monthly work-
ers, farmers, womens, and youth parish
council meetings.

The various Parish Councils, Zonal
Councils, and mass organizations in the
respective parishes were served and co-
ordinated by a committee called the
Parish Coordinating Body. Besides this,
the various mass organizations had their
own coordinating structures on the parish
and national level.

In June 1980 the youth organization
opened its ranks to all youth. It also
ended the link with the NJM, becoming a
mass organization rather than a party
one.

The women’s organization underwent
a similar development. In May 1980 it
decided to open its ranks to ‘‘all women
who want to see our country develop and
go forward and see women play an equal
role in this process of development.”’

In its 1982 congress, the women’s
organization also ended the link with the
New Jewel Movement. Among the rea-
sons cited were the following:

“l) Not all members are sympathizers
of the NJM Party; this is a mass organ-
ization.

“2) We want to unite all women of all
political, religious, and other persuasions
(except for counterrevolutionaries). That
is what a mass organization is. A mass
organization cannot be an arm of a party
no matter how close it may be to it.”

The overthrow of Gairy in 1979 meant
a tremendous increase in the participation
of the population in various decision-
making processes and activities. The
organizations literally = mushroomed.
More and more people took part in the
public meetings, as well as in building
cultural groups, such as calypso and
reggae bands.
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The population on Grenada began to
realize that they could have an effect on
the development of the society. It was
no longer a question of having to vote
every once in a while for some party.
The people themselves had the possibility
every day to have an effect on their own
lives. They could play an active role in
shaping the economy of the country.
Grenada began to develop into a dem-
ocratic society for the great majority
rather than for a small minority.

Unlike most parties and governments
in the West, the NJM and the PRG de-
cided in a democratic way on laws and
the budget. Two examples can illustrate
the confidence the government had in
Grenada’s people.

Women on Grenada had a hard time
getting jobs and were pushed around by
the bosses. When they were pregnant,
they often lost their jobs. They were
simply fired.

The demand began to be raised by the
women’s organizations that women
should be guaranteed maternity leave and
be able to go back to their jobs after giv-
ing birth.

The government drew up a proposal
for a Maternity Leave Law that was sent
to the various mass organizations and
councils for discussion.

It turned out that most people were
for the law but the leadership of one
union was against it. The government de-
cided that the law should apply to every-
one but the members of that union.
Very quickly, the members elected a
new leadership, and the new leadership
was for the law.

The government could very easily have
decided that the law would apply to
everyone. But it did not do that. By its
approach the government showed its con-
fidence that the membership would see
the advantages of the law and take care
of the problem itself.

The decision on the Grenadian budget
for 1982 and 1983 was a unique exper-
iment in the history of democracy. For
the first time the population in a coun-
try took part in the decisions about the
national economy.

The 1983 budget was presented by the
finance minister to a meeting of 1,000
delegates from the various mass organ-
izations on February 24. Work groups
were set up to discuss various aspects.

All told, 20,000 Grenadians partici-
pated in the preparation of the budget
that was finally presented on March 17.
But that was not all. All the viewpoints,
suggestions, and criticisms were com-
piled so that they could be considered
in the continuing discussions on the
local level.

In the summer the council structures
were developed further. In the towns
Village Coordinating Bodies (VCB) were
set up. These bodies were responsible for
taking up the complaints and problems of
the population. They were also to be
responsible for social development.

The thirty Zonal Councils were also
divided up into Mini-Zonal Councils,
since the Zonal Councils could not deal

Anti-imperialist demonstration in Grenada (DR)

with all the probilems or offer everyone a
chance to speak. The Mini-Zonal Coun-
cils covered smaller towns.

The NJM’s aim of establishing a new
political system began to be put into
practice in the summer. A National
People’s Assembly was to replace the
PRG as the government of the country.
In order to build up this assembly, the
democratic structures were to be expand-
ed to cover all the population.

The main objective was to get a coun-
cil for every town and where that was not
possible at least for every two towns.
And this council was supposed to elect a
town assembly that would carry out the
function of an executive. These town
assemblies were then to form Parish
Assemblies. The National Assembly was
supposed to be elected from among the
representatives of the various town
assemblies.

On June 4 the PRG set up a constitu-
tional commission. The commission con-
sisted of five members and a secretary.
The government chose three of the mem-
bers, the unions one, and the women’s
organization, the youth organization, and
the small farmers association chose one
together.

The terms of reference of the com-
mission were the following:

“1. To obtain information on alterna-
tive forms of political constitutions and
the ways in which political constitutions
work in practice in other countries.

“2. B0 receive and consider written
and oral representations as to matters
which should be provided for, and the
form and structure of, a Constitution for
Grenada.

““3. To receive and consider the views
and proposals of all classes, strata and in-
terests of the Grenadian people.

“4. To prepare for public considera-
tion and discusssion a draft Constitution
and participate in public and other dis-
cussions thereon.

“6. To consider and assess written
and oral proposals for improvement or

- alteration of the draft Constitution re-

ceived from organisations, groups or in-
dividuals.
“6. To prepare for the Government,

with such notes and other supplementary
material as may be appropriate, a final
draft Constitution for approval by the
People of Grenada in a Referendum.”

The Guiding Principles for the com-
mission were the following:

“(a) The social, economic, political
and structural transformation of Grenada
geared toward a higher standard of liv-
ing for the working people, the build-
ing of a new and just society, peoples
participation and grass roots democracy,
national unity.

“(b)The widest possible participation
by the people in the country’s decision-
making process and the day-to-day ad-
ministration of affairs of the State and
of matters affecting their work and their
residential communities....

“(d)Entrenchment of the principle of
public accountability including the right

. of recall.”

The Instrument of Appointment of
the Constitutional Commission, with
these Terms of Reference and Guiding
Principles was published in the Grenada
Government Gazette on August 26, two
months before the American invasion.

When the U.S. government and the
other Caribbean states talk about bringing
democracy to Grenada today, there is
only one word to describe that — hypoc-
risy.

The NJM, the PRG, and the people of
Grenada were deprived by the October 25
invasion of the right to determine their
own future.

Grenada’s future, however, has not yet
been determined. What can be said is
that the progressive process on Grenada
has suffered a disastrous defeat. :

However, the revolution on March
1979 sowed a lot of seeds in the Grenad-
ian earth and among the Grenadian people.
From these seeds a grass-roots democracy
had begun to grow, a pride in the people,
a consciousness that they themselves
could determine their future.

Let us hope that the fertile soil of
Grenada and the lessons and experiences
accumulated by the Grenadian people
since March 1979 will foster new

sprouts. @
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ISRAEL

The sad ending of an
economic adventure

Michel WARSCHAWSKI

Three days after his appointment to the
new government of Yitshak Shamir had
been confirmed by the Knesset, Finance
Minister Yoram Aridor announced his
resignation.

While financial circles in Israel, in-
cluding a not inconsiderable section of
Aridor’s own party, had been calling for
his resignation for some time, he had
hung on to his post, trying to show that
it was possible, within the capitalist
economic system, to flout the market
laws and satisfy both the bourgeoisie and
the toiling masses.

It was a leak, in all likelihood orches-
trated from within the top financial
circles of the country, about the ‘dol-
larisation’ project that finally forced the
new head of government to rid himself of
his finance minister. Ygal Cohen-Orgad,
one of the strongest opponents of
Aridor’s policies, is going to replace him,
thus marking the definitive end of an
economic adventure that took the Israeli
economy to the verge of bankruptcy.

THE ECONOMIC POPULISM
OF ARIDOR

Contrary to a widely-held belief,
Herut — the party of Menachem Begin,
Yitshak Shamir, David Levy and Yoram
Aridor — is not and never has been the
party of the Israeli big bourgeoisie. The
great majority of this class has always
been within the Labour Party. The social
base of the Herut is petty bourgeois and
popular, and its leadership has always
been very sensitive to the pressure from
the popular neighbourhoods of the big
cities and the immigrants’ towns.

The tensions that have surfaced sever-
al times within the Likud between the
Herut and the Liberal Party — which is
closer to financial circies, and particularly
to small industry, commerce and land
owners — reflect the class differences
between the support for these two for-
mations.

Some months before the last elections
to the Knesset, at the beginning of 1981,
Begin replaced the then minister of
finances, Yigael Horovits, who had tried
to implement austerity policies around
the slogan ‘The coffers are empty’.

Horovits was replaced with Yoram
Aridor, former leader of the Herut group
in the Histadrut. The new minister
immediately undertook a policy of
reducing taxes on consumer goods and
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of raising subsidies on basic necessities.
At the same time Aridor blocked all pro-
jects likely to lead to an increase in un-
employment. This economic policy,
while not arousing great enthusiasm in
financial circles, was to guarantee the
Likud’s victory in parliamentary elec-
tions.

Advised by a charlatan, Dr. Yakir
Plessner, who stated that the number one
priority must be the fight against in-
flation — 120 per cent at the time — and
that this was above all a psychological
phenomenon, Aridor decided to follow
his economic policy after the elections
also.

Refusal to devaiue the shekel and the
detaxation of imported goods caused a
spectacular rise in the balance of pay-
ments deficit. Moreover, it led to a flight
of capital from industry to commerce,
and to the stock exchange, where one
could make spectacular gains of more
than 200 per cent per year.

For the workers the Aridor-Plessner
tandem had meant more than two years
of full employment and a real rise in
buying power thanks to the sliding scale,
the subsidies and the reductions in taxes
on consumer goods, and the stock specu-
lation which was far from being limited
to the most privileged sections.

To be sure, the running down of the
health, education and social services had
been an attack on the living standards of
the toiling masses. But it is only in one
or two years time that one will be able to
see exactly the extent of the disaster in
these areas. And, for the great majority,
this deterioration in public services will
pass unnoticed, overshadowed by their
home gadgets, videos, cars, and foreign
holidays, the number of which are —
proporiional to the number of inhabi-
tants — the highest in the world.

A fécent anecdote illustrates the
scope of the consumer fever that has hit
Israel. One of the biggest Japanese pro-
ducers of videos sent one of his directors
to Israel to find out what his customers
did with the enormous number of mach-
ines they ordered, and to see if they did
not export them elsewhere. It was only
after he had seen with his own eyes, that
he did in fact accept that this huge quan-
tity was sold within Israel itself.

This massive subsidy for consumer
goods and the relative guarantee to buy-
ing power and jobs are, in themselves,
praiseworthy objectives. But they are
totally utopian in the framework of the
economic reality of the state of Israel

and the world capitalist system.

From the capitalist point of view —
and this is indeed the point of view of the
Zionist regime — the economic policy
applied by the Begin government was
suicidal.

Local industry was unable to compete
with foreign products, not only on the
international market but also on the
internal market. @ As a consequence,
dozens of factories were closed down and
the capital invested in imports.

Agriculture, which for two decades
had been the pride of the Israeli economy,
and industrial diamond production literal-
ly collapsed in the course of the last two
years as a result of the reduction in sub-
sidies and the overvaluation of the shekel.

The balance of payments deficit tops
5 billion dollars, and at the end of the
year the foreign debt will reach 33 billion
dollars. As for inflation, Dr Plessner’s
theories have turned out to be completely
erroneous, as could have been predicted.
The present rate will top 200 per cent at
the end of the year.

COHEN-ORGAD’S
DECLARATION OF WAR

Aridor has been succeeded as minister
of finance by a fervent supporter of
‘rationalisation’ in spending. Since his
appointment, Ygal Cohen-Orgad has
stated that his objective would be to re-
duce the budget and balance of payments
deficits. How does he intend to proceed?
Certainly not by substantially reducing
the military budget or that for the
[West Bank] settlements, which comprise
more than 50 per cent of the national
budget.

Ygal Cohen-Orgad is not only a faith-
ful mouthpiece of the Israeli bourgeoisie,
he is also one of the deputies that voted
against the Camp David Accords, consid-
ering them too defeatist. He is a de-
clared supporter of the far-right settlers
movement Gush Emunim. The new fi-
nance minister is on the point of finish-
ish the construction of his new residence
at Ariel, a new settlement right on the
West Bank.

Since it is not in the area of guns and
settlements, it will be in that of butter
and jobs that Cohen-Orgad will announce
draconian measures. It will be rather
reduction of subsidies for basic necessities,
a 5 to 10 per cent reduction in the social
budgets, which will bring about a new
deterioration in social services and huge
cuts in jobs.

But the essential axis of the aftack by
the new finance minister on the workers
will be the sliding scale, which he con-
siders as the main cause of inflation, and
of the uncompetitiveness of Israeli pro-

.ducts on the international market.

For the first time in 15 years, it seems
that the Zionist government has no other
choice than to declare austerity for the
workers.

The international banks and the In-
ternational Monetary Fund have made
the Zionist rulers understand that any

new loans, which the Israeli economy




needs, will depend on this. Today the
indices — particularly that of the con-
struction industry, which is traditionally
at the forefront of any turn in the econ-
omic situation in the country — show
that we are on the verge of a ecrisis.
In fact this crisis had been deferred for
six years, thanks to an increase in Ameri-
can support and at the price of a growing
deficit in the national budget and the
balance of payments. The time has come
to refill the coffers, or at least to plug the
holes through which the government has
allowed astronomical sums that it did not
really have to drain away. (The war in
Lebanon has, up till now, cost at least
2.2 billion dollars.)

THE WORKERS
AND PEOPLE’S REACTION

While the collapse of bank shares
provoked panic amongst the vast major-
ity of the population, who had been
attracted by the high rate of profit on
them, the government took the oppor-
tunity to raise the prices of basic nec-
essities by 50 per cent and to devalue the
shekel by 23 per cent.

‘This is only a beginning’, the new
minister told the employers, who were
not slow to add ‘Now or never is the mo-
ment to implement austerity policies,
including if that means the end of full
employment.’ (Yediot Aharonot October
21, 1983)

For the workers, the era of the car and
video seems to have definitely ended.
The guarantee of buying power by the
sliding scale, and the guarantee of em-
ployment are the subjects now being dis-
cussed in the factories and popular neigh-
bourhoods. @A turbulent meeting of
delegates from the Workers Committees
forced the Histadrut to organise a two-
hour protest strike which, for the first
time for a long time, was observed by al-
most all the workers.

While pathetic in relation to what is
at stake, the strike was, by virtue of the
massive participation, a warning as much
to the leaders of the Histadrut as to the
government.

The ‘workers’ organisation and its
Labour Party leaders are completely in-
capable of presenting an alternative
economic policy to that of the govern-
ment. In fact, the only way to at the
same time maintain buying power and sig-
nificantly reduce the budget and balance
of payments deficits would be to sub-
stantially reduce military spending and
the settlement budget.

No significant Zionist party is pre-
pared to do that. This is the reason why
one can talk of a consensus within the
ruling class about the need for a sharp
attack on the living standards of the
workers. The Labour Party is content to
demand ‘an equitable sharing’ of the ef-
fort.

We still cannot forecast the rhythm
and form of the workers fightback. Will
it be through committees of workers
elected in the factories, co-ordinated at
the level of sector and region, as the
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appeal that the Revolutionary Com-
munist League distributed in the workers
centres proposes? Or will it rather be
through Action Committees as happened
at the beginning of the 1960s?

Will we once again see the popular
neighbourhoods flare up, this time link-
ing social and economic demands to the
affirmation of the Eastern identity of
their inhabitants? It is fruitless to
speculate on these questions.

One thing is certain. The workers and
people’s demands will be, from the out-
set, political. The first demonstrations
organised by the organisations from the
popular neighbourhoods have all taken up
the slogan, ‘Money for the popular
neighbourhoods, not for the settle-

ments’. This illustrates that all economic
choices, in the last analysis, come back
to political questions.

The question that is posed sharply
today is whether the movements that
mobilised the masses against the war and
the occupation — whose composition was
mainly petty bourgeois — will be capable
of orienting towards the popular layers in
order to unite the anti-war movement
with the social layers capable of offering
a progressive solution to the crisis of
Israeli society. In any case, it is with this
perspective that the revolutionary Marx-
ist activists, despite their limited forces,
will act within the working class and in
the structures of the anti-war movement
where they have been able to win a not
inconsiderable audience. 2

Soldiers’ anti-war festival at A’hziv

This article was originally published in
issue No 30, dated October-November
1983, of Sharara (The Star — Arab
language jourral of the Revolutionary
Communist League, section of the Fourth
International in the Israeli state).

Leila KHATIB

It no longer makes the front pages, the
massacres have given way to more dis-
creet search operations, and the big
military operations to routine ones.
However, the war in Lebanon continues.
The government’s budget and the number
of soldiers permanently mobilised on the
other side of the northern frontier testify
to that. The fact that the operation
‘Peace in Galilee’ has been transformed
into Endless War in Lebanon undoubted-
ly explains why the centre of gravity of
the anti-war movement has shifted to-
wards the soldiers movement Yesh Gvul
(“There is a limit’ or ‘There is a border’).

While there has been a certain drop-
ping off in the mobilisations by Peace
Now and the Committee Against the War
in Lebanon, Yesh Gvul has just organised
an anti-war festival at A’hziv near the
Lebanese border. Over 15,000 people
attended in the most massive anti-war
action since the Peace Now demonstra-
tion on the anniversary of the invasion
of Lebanon.

Despite the threats of a future boy-
cott, and the real risk of seeing the doors
of television and radio studios shut to
them, the best known singers and groups
in the country responded to the appeal of
Yesh Gvul to come and perform in a
benefit for the families of soldiers who
have refused to serve in Lebanon. These
soldiers have been deprived of their
salaries for the weeks, or even months,
that they have been in prison.

The poet Yehonatah Gefen hosted the
show where one could hear Hava Alber-
stein, Shalom Hanoch, Arik Sinai, the
group Benzine, and many others. Most of
them not only sang but explained the

reason for their presence at A’hziv under
the huge banner ‘Bring the boys home’.

Those attending, mostly young people,
came from Kkibbutzim in the south as
well as immigrant villages in the north.
One could even note, sitting side by side,
soldiers recently released from prison for
refusing to serve.in Lebanon, and mili-
tary police who just a few weeks ago
were their gaolers, and who the next
day would return to prison No 6 with
messages of solidarity for those still
serving their sentences.

The success of the Yesh Gvul festival
(already dubbed Yesh Gvulstock by
the Israeli press) is in the main explain-
ed by the real impact of the refuseniks
in the Israeli army, and in society as a
whole.

While the war is less spectacular than
previously, it is a tangible and dangerous
reality for tens of thousands of reserve
soldiers. As our comrade Michel Warsch-
awski, who is presently serving 28 days in
Prison No 6, wrote ‘In each unit that
must leave for Lebanon there are only
one or two soldiers who are prepared to
go to prison. But there are dozens of
others who discuss whether or not one
should refuse to go, who hesitate, who
will refuse to go the next time, or the
one after. That’s to say nothing of the
dozens who find some scheme to avoid
going. Whatever it is, before going to
prison I took part in dozens of discus-
sions in my unit on this subject. Never
once did I meet a completely hostile
reaction, in general it was encouraging.’

It is because the opposition to the war
in Lebanon is so strong within the Zionist
army that the military authorities do
everything possible to discourage people
from refusing. Three weeks after he had
completed his sentence Michel Warsch-
awski had to rejoin another unit in Leb-
anon, or once again go to prison. This
could go on indefinitely. They would
have to do more to break Yesh Gvul, and
more still to persuade Israeli soldiers
that there is something to be gained in
the Lebanese quagmire. Ej
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NETHERLANDS

Spreading strikes by
public workers against austerity

One feature of the latest phase of the world economic crisis is that most of the small
north European countries that have long enjoyed high levels of prosperity and social

welfare have been dragged into the vortex,

The labor movements in these countries tend to look to other countries in the
same category. The following article on the recent Dutch public workers strikes is
by a correspondent of Klassekampen, the paper of the Danish section of the Fourth

International.

AMSTERDAM — No trains were run-
ning from Amsterdam to the north. In
some areas, there was no mail. Garbage
was piling up on the streets. A whole
series of state agencies were disrupted,
from the electricity board to the police.

That was the situation in various parts
of the Netherlands on Monday, Novem-
ber 7, when public workers began a long
campaign of rotating strikes against the
cuts in real wages that are supposed to
go into effect on January 1.

There is something wrong with the
Dutch economy. The condition of state
finances is not so good. And the right-
wing government thinks that the solution
is clear — the workers have to pay for the
capitalist crisis.

The premier, Ruud Lubbers, as it hap-
pens, has a personal fortune of 5 million
- guilders, which amounts to 15 million
Danish kronar, or close to 2 million dol-
lars. He is the local version of our Schleu-
ter [the right-wing premier who got aus-
terity going in a big way in Denmark].

The Dutch working people have al-
ready been hit hard by the crisis. The
number of unemployed is running around
800,000 which represents 16 percent.
This is the highest percentage in any in-
dustrialized (OECD) country.

Next year, unemployment is expected
to rise to 18 per cent, that is, nearly one
out of every five workers will be pre-
vented from producing value for the soc-
iety and will have to live from what is
produced by other workers.

On top of this, a few weeks ago, the
Dutch parliament adopted a law by a
majority of 81 out of 150 that calls for
cutting the real wages of public employ-
ees and benefits for recipients of social
welfare (the unemployed and the ill) by
3.5%.

This attack was immediately met with
protests. Sections of public workers
staged protest walkouts who have never
struck before.

But as in the Belgian public workers
strike a few months ago, it was the rail-
road workers who took the lead. They
drew the rest of the transport sector be-
hind them in a work-to-rule action, which
is now in its fifth week.
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To illustrate the anger among the
public workers, it can be pointed out that
the very morning the action began the
leadership of the Christian union move-
ment made a statement saying that such
protests were suicidal. But before the
day was out, they were forced to fall in
behind the actions.

An attempt the next day to get the
actions stopped was voted down. To the
contrary, more and more people began
saying that what was needed was “what
happened in Belgium” — that is, a gen-
eral strike of the public sector.

(The Dutch labor movement is split
between the Social Democrat-dominated
FNYV, which has about a million members
and a Catholic wing, the CNV, with about
300,000 members.)

These protest actions by the transport
workers were the spark for the rotating
strikes that began Monday and are plan-
ned to continue until January 1, when
the law is supposed to go into effect.
However, the government has now call-
ed the unions in to discuss the situation.

The objective of the government’s
attack is not just the immediate economic
one. It also has two clear political ob-
jectives. The first is to drive a wedge be-
tween workers in the private sector and
workers in the public sector. The second
is to break the tradition of aligning un-
employment benefits and other social
benefits with the prevailing wage levels
in the society as a whole.

If the government succeeds in driving
wedges into the Dutch working class be-
tween public and private workers, be-
tween the employed and the unemploy-
ed, then obviously its way will be clearer
for stepping up attacks against other sec-
tions of workers.

For that reason also, it is essential to
unite the working class to resist this on-
slaught. But the leadership of the Social
Democratic Party (PVdA) and the trade-
union leaderships are obstructing this.

As an alternative to the government’s
policy, the Social Democrats and union
leaders are proposing that the workers
real wages be cut a bit, specifically 2
percent. For the public workers, obvious-
ly this would be less of a bite than 3.5
percent. But for the workers in the pri-
vate sector it would mean a cut in their
real wages of 2 percent more than the
right-wing bourgeois government itself
has proposed.

At the same time the PVdA and union
leaders are refusing to take any concrete
steps toward united actions. The leader-
ship of the Catholic public workers
unions has even come out directly against
the public workers’ fight against cuts in
their real wages.

In this situation, the Dutch workers
have difficult tasks to accomplish:

— The ongoing rotating strikes have
to be extended, effectively organised, and
made into united actions through coor-
ination.

— In the private sector, solidarity has
to be built with the public workers strug-
gle. There was a first example of this on
Monday when 500 food workers blocked
a road in solidarity with the public wor-
ers.

— At the same time a left wing has
to be built in the trade-union movement
capable of dealing with the reformist
leaders’ wavering, betrayal, and splitting
policy.

— Finally, it is necessary to work
with the perspective of uniting all work-

- ers in both the public and private sector

in the fight against cuts, and of building
a united front that can bring down the
government.

In this latter task the workers have
common interests with the strong peace
movement that is fighting against the in-
stallation of U.S. missiles in Europe, and
specifically in the Netherlands.

The line of the bourgeois Dutch gov-
ernment is clear — increasing arms and
cutting back on social expenditures.

The demonstration of 600,000 people
recently in the Hague against the missiles,
together with the strikes and actions of
the past weeks, shows that the Dutch
workers do not care very much for the
mixed drink the bourgeoisie is offering
them. =

‘Let the rich pay for the _crisis’ (DR)
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WOMEN

Ge?rm_an unions call
women's rights demonstration

Steffi ENGERT

In early autumn, amid the anti-war days
of action, the huge peace movement
demonstrations and the preparation for
the 35-hour week campaign — the DGB
(national trade-union confederation)
national leadership suddenly announced
the first countrywide DGB women’s
demonstration against the government’s
austerity polices.

There was justifiable scepticism that
the women’s demands would be neglected
by the apparatus in a half-hearted
mobilization. There were quite a number
of bad signs.

— The leadership of the IG Metall at
first backed out on participating in the
demonstration. The preparation of the
35-hour week campaign and the steel
workers demonstration on September 9
were supposed to be more important.
The slogan for the steel demonstration
was ‘All men to Bonn’!

— Leaflets for the September 18
demonstration were a rarety in most
towns and counties. In many places, such
as Esslingen, women took matters into
their own hands and had leaflets printed
as it seemed as if the national call would
never come.

The most active women did everything
they could to publicize the call for the
demonstration during the anti-war rallies,
placing leaflets on their stands and so on.
But there was little attempt to use the
opportunity afforded by these mass
gatherings to launch the call from the
speakers podium.

Despite these rather negative signs the
mobilisation for the demonstration was
really overwhelming. More than 20,000
women and men gathered in Bonn’s
Muensterplatz. Such a large turnout can
be above all attributed to the efforts of
the active women trade unionists.

The IG Metall leadership could not sell
its arguments to self-confident women
who were not afraid to take on their
union leaders directly. So, a shamefaced
call finally appeared in Metall, the trade-
union journal.

All the sectors of the union were rep-
resented in Bonn. There were particular-
ly strong contingents from the tradi-
tional women'’s sectors: textiles, clothing,
and the NGG (food, luxury goods and
hotel union). Also strongly represented
were IG Chemie [the chemical industry
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union], the OTV [public service workers
union] and the IG Metall. Even women
from the police union (GdP) had a
banner demanding the retention of
social factors in the decision to give
legal abortion.

WOMEN AND MEN

Between a third and a half of those
present were male colleagues who had
taken over practically all the ‘respon-
sible’ positions: female stewards were far
and few between. Women had no role at
all in organising the start of the demon-
stration.

It was more a DGB demonstration for
women’s demands than one by DGB-
women for their own demands supported
by the entire trade union. In some of the
corners of the Muensterplatz feminists
attempted to engage women trade union-
ists in conversation.

The banners were a colorful sight.
Here and there purple banners could be
seen. The ‘O’ of OTV was often trans-
formed into the women’s symbol. Wo-
men from IG Metall carried boards in
front of their foreheads in a graphic il-
lustration of the German idiomatic saying
for stupid, saying ‘This is how men want
us to be’.

The banners, slogans and chants of
the women taking part did not simply
raise the question of austerity policies in
themes such as the threat of reduction in
maternity leave funds, raising of the re-
tirement age and restriction of abortion
rights.

Nearly half the banners made refer-
ence to the problem of armament — the
danger of war, and the relationship be-
ween milifary spending and social service
cuts — particularly affecting women.
They also took up Interior Minister
Zimmerman’s tightening of the immigra-
tion laws and the anti-foreigner campaign
in general.

NO PERSPECTIVE

The fighting spirit of the women tak-
ing part was scarcely reflected in the key-
note speeches by Irmgard Blaettel, DGB
women’s leader, or DGB president Ernst
Breit. As for protests against the govern-
ment, reproaching it for not having kept
its promises, there were scanty perspec-
tives for action. Only the rather general

threat that ‘We won’t be had so easily!’

or ‘We won’t take it any longer!” But
even these remained without any bite.
However, a few days before the

demonstration took place, the leadership
had upgraded its importance, presenting
it as the start of a longer campaign
against austerity policies. But there was
not a word about the goals, or the means
to carry out this campaign. But the Sep-
tember 18 demonstration showed that
the trade-union leadership will be under
more and more pressure to act from the
ranks, and that a lot of members are just
waiting for the leadership to issue a call
to go into action.

OUR PERSPECTIVES

The demonstration of September 18
should not only be the beginning of a
trade-union campaign against austerity
policies. Above all it should launch a
serious trade-union fight for women’s de-
mands.

The Gruppe Internationale Marxisten
(GIM — German section of the Fourth In-
ternational) argued this in the following
terms in their leaflet distributed at the
Bonn demonstration:

‘Many women trade unionists are un-
available for fulltime union positions be-
cause of the double burden of work and
the family. Thus, fundamental changes in
women’s role must be a goal of trade-
union policy. Demands such as skilled
jobs and training positions for women
and girls, positive action, and the setting
up of creches, etc. are not divisive.

‘On the contrary. Only when these de-
mands are fully integrated into the trade-
union struggle for the 35-hour week can
division be overcome.’ £
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PEACE MOVEMENT

Continue the campaign
against Euromissiles

The week October 22-30 saw the biggest internationaliy co-ordinated anti-war mobi-

lisations for a long time.

Nearly 5 million people took to the streets of the capital

cities and major towns in Europe to oppose the imminent installation of Nato mis-

siles.

This huge wave of anti-war protests is substantially more developed than autumn
1981 in its level of international co-ordination and in its breadth and capacity for

mobilisation in each country.

In the Netherlands (550,000), Belgium (400,000), Britain (400,000), Italy
(500,000) and particularly in West Germany (1.5 million throughout the country),
the size of the demonstrations was unprecedented in recent history.

In total, the figures indicate an increase of 50 per cent over the 1982 anti-Reagan

mobilisations.
combative than ever.

Francois VERCAMMEN

In addition to this numerical ad-
vance, the movement against the instal-
lation of the Nato nuclear missiles ob-
viously put its apparent ‘hibernation’
between 1981 and 1983 to good use in
better organising itself.

First of all, it has clearly become more
structured, particularly in the coun-
tries where the missiles will be deployed.
Hundreds of action committees have
sprung up; in Britain based on the long
tradition of the Campaign for Nuclear
Disarmament (CND), in Holland through
the Ecumenical Assembly for Peace
(IKV), in Belgium by the Committees
Against Cruise Missiles (KKN) and in
West Germany around a national co-
ordination of the mobilising committees
of the peace movement. Over the last
two years these committees have carried
out consistent information and propa-
ganda work among working people.

It was the activists from these organi-
sations who succeeded in bringing thou-
sands of people to the October 1983
demonstrations, which seemed rather dis-
organised and easy going. This has noth-
ing to do with a one-off united action by
a coalition of reformist parties pulling the
crowds behind them.

A STRUCTURED MOVEMENT

Secondly, it should be noted that this
ability to structure the movement and
carry out regular activities is directly link-
ed to new political skills that go well
beyond those of the traditional pacifist
movement.

The leaderships of these movements
have generally held fast in their uncondi-
tional rejection of the deployment of
Nato’s new nuclear misgiles. This is the
cutstanding feature of the last two years,
above and beyond the toing and froing,
questioning, manoeuvres and political
fights that are indispensable for clarify-
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A force not only more numerous, but better organised and more

ing and maintaining such an orientation
within these movements.

Neither imperialist pressure, nor the
advocates of the °‘lesser evil’, nor the
threats and promises of Yuri Andropov,
have got the better of the anti-missiles
movement’s political determination to
hold to its course of mass mobilisations
around a clear, simple and understandable
objective: unconditional opposition to
the Nato missiles.

The movement’s activity, based on a
limited unilateralism, expressed in the
formula ‘a unilateral first step towards
general disarmament’, is the product of
the masses’ experience of the gener-
alised war drive and the continuing dead-
lock in the negotiations on disarmament
between the American imperialists and
the Soviet bureaucrats — both equally
interested in maintaining the political
and social status quo in the world.

Peace activists often come from the
Christian milieu, or are ‘children of 68’
disillusioned by the defeats of the work-
ers mobilisations in Portugal, Spain and
France. They are often firmly oriented
towards the Third World and revolution-
ary advances there and profoundly anti-
imperialist, but this layer is also sensi-
tive to the question of the democratic
oppositions in Eastern Europe and sym-
pathetic®o Solidarnose in Poland.

These activists form a political force,
relatively autonomous from the tradition-
al reformist leaderships, whose dynamism,
orientation and ability to be consistently
active over a long period have helped to
modify the political course of several of
the big social-democratic parties.

The social-democratic parties in ques-
tion, while opposed to the anti-missiles
movement, decided under the impact of
the movement’s 1981 successes and con-
tinuing pressure, to try and co-opt it for
their own tactical reasons by shifting

“their public positions on the Euromissiles.

At the moment, the eager warrior
Francois Mitterrand, who was frostily re-

ceived in West Germany in 1982 and in
Belgium more recently, appears as the
rightist pro-Atiantic Alliance figure with-
in the Socialist International.

To be sure, the balance within the
British Labour Party has shifted to the
right. But this turn is meeting with re-
sistance because of the overall polit-
ical situation. It in no way reflects what
is going on at the base of the anti-missiles
movement.

A particularly notable development
has been the spectacular turnabout in the
public position of the German Social
Democratic Party (SPD). It was the SPD,
through its spokesperson, Helmut
Schmidt, that called for the installation
of these new missiles in the first place,
during the Nato discussions in 1979,
when the Nato ‘two-track’ decision was
made.

Of course, no credit can be given to
these social-democratic leaderships. They
are devoted agents of American and Euro-
pean imperialism. Moreover, it has to be
considered that the change in their atti-
tude is not unrelated to the fact that they
have been freed of governmental responsi-
bility. Nonetheless, their shift is an indi-
cation of the extent of the political change
on the question of the Euromissiles that
has taken place since 1981.

The national SPD congress will discuss
the question of the missiles again in De-
cember. In the regional congresses of
various states (Lander) a very large ma-
jority has already come out in opposition
to their installation.

In the Netheriands, the main social-
democratic leader, Joop den Uyl, heckled
and booed during the 1981 rally, was
greeted with applause this time. How-
ever, for that he had to adopt the posi-
tion of the KKN.

The Flemish Socialist Party in Belgium
has campaigned in support of the unilat-
eralist arguments of the VAKA. The
French-speaking Socialist Party, absent
and silent in the 1981 demonstration,
rallied to the 1983 demonstration, al-
though it did so on the basis of bilateral
disarmament.  Nevertheless, this half-
hearted support for the anti-missiles
movement provoked the immediate resig-
nation of the parliamentary deputy
Simonet (former EEC Commissioner)
representative of the Atlantic Alliance
tradition within the SP and inheritor of
the line of Paul-Henri Spaak, general
secretary of Nato from 1957 to 1961.

THE WORKERS MOVEMENT
AND THE FIGHT
AGAINST THE MISSILES

All these developments in the anti-
war movement have begun to influence
the organised working class. This has
been helped by working-class resistance

to the austerity policies of the bour-
geoisie, and the installation of homogen-

ous, hard-nosed bourgeois governments

1. See International Viewpoint No 38, 15
October 1983.

13




in the key European countries affected
by the installation of the missiles: Britain,
the Netherlands, West Germany and

Belgium.
Thus, for the first time the Deutsche

Gewerkschaftsbund (DGB), West Ger-
many’s powerful trade-union confedera-
tion, with 8.5 million members, organised
a five-minute warning strike throughout
the country on October 5, in which 4
million workers took part. (1) This was a
symbolic act, but its impact was colos-
sal in West Germany itself and in the
neighbouring countries.

In the Netherlands the trade-union
federation (FNV —Federatie Nederlandse
Vakbeweging) which organises the vast
majority of workers played a pivotal role
in the October mobilisation. It carried
out extensive propaganda activities in the
workplaces, and took its responsibilities
as part of the organising committee for
the demonstration.

The two trade-union federations in
Belgium, the Socialist-led General Labour
Federation of Belgium (FGTB) and the
Catholic Confederation of Christian
Trade Unions (CSC) provided part of the
organising structure for the anti-missiles
demonstration of October 23.

Immediately after this demonstration
the FGTB called a general strike of 15
minutes for November 18, the day of the
parliamentary debate on this question.
The powerful Catholic metal workers
federation added its name to this call
although the cross-sectoral leadership of
the CSC seemed to want to block this
action.

Despite its limited nature, and its
lateness, this turn by the unions repre-
sents a breakthrough for workers
methods of struggle in the fight against
the new missiles. The dynamic of these
methods in the overall political struggle
and on workers consciousness is well
known.

This is only a modest beginning, both
compared to what is at stake in this strug-
gle, and to the anti-militarist tradition
that animated the workers movement of
yesteryear. But if the present evolution
continues and is reflected in the union
congresses and in new workers actions, it
will represent a major political turn.

This political turn is starting now, be-
cause the continuing mass activity is
creating a situation in which militant
initiatives can flourish, strengthening and
deepening the movement overall. The
DGB’s action cannot be explained in any
other way, nor can the unremitting strug-
gle of the ‘Greenham Common Women
against Cruise’, or the school student
strikes and demonstrations in Belgium, in
which tens of thousands of young people
have taken part — to give just a few ex-
amples. These partial struggles, backed
up by the whole movement, open up im-
portant perspectives.

However, this political evolution is
also expressed in the level of conscious-
ness of the masses who have mobilised.
The mass anti-war movement has taken
time to free itself from the position of
calling for negotiated bilateral disarm-
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ament. In fact, this stance derived from
the Yalta compromise and the Cold War
period, and it is vehemently defended
within the movement by the Stalinist
and Eurocommunist Communist parties.

It is of course true that many ves-
tiges of this old bilateralist position can
still be found in the movement’s united-
front platforms. It is also true that those
who still hold to the perspective of a
solution negotiated at Geneva play an
active role in the leadership of the anti-
war movement. And it is clear that the
new peace activists are by no means
insulated against the temptation to seek
a ‘way out’, a ‘tangible result’, by linking
the demand for unilateral disarmament to
some sort of European diplomatic con-
ference.

However, the conscious defence of a
policy of negotiated bilateral disarma-
ment by openly reformist political parties
and currents should not be confused with
the new consciousness of the masses who
mobilise against the missiles.

Given the imminent installation of the
Nato missiles, the unconditional rejection .
of their deployment has made enormous
strides in the consciousness of the peace
demonstrators. The placards and banners
showed this, as well as the opinion polls.

In fact, whatever the precise political
opinions of the mass of these millions of
demonstrators on questions of world
politics in general, one thing is certain.
They do not want these missiles in their
countries. And they are prepared to
mobilise and act as a result of that. In
this sense, all these demonstrations have
an objective dynamic towards demanding
the unilateral disarmament of the capit-
alist countries.

The opposition to the Soviet SS20s
by the majority of those on the demon-
strations comes more in fact from the for-
mal demand for equal treatment for all
parties than from mistrust of the Krem-
lin’s politics overall, that is, from the sort
of anti-Communism typical of the Cold
War period.

The Kremlin bureaucracy’s announce-
ment, on the eve of the October dem-
onstrations, of the already longstanding
presence of Soviet missiles in the German
Democratic Republic and in Czecho-
slovakia thus appeared as a deliberate
provocation, and a stab in the back for
the Western European peace movements.
The threats of deploying new Soviet
missiles *in these countries, as well as
the organisation of a 300,000-strong
demonstration in Prague by the official
peace movement in favour of the deploy-
ment of SS20s, showed once again the
counter-revolutionary role of the East-
ern bureaucracies.

THE EFFECTS OF
THE ANTI-MISSILES MOVEMENT

October 1983 constituted a victory for
the European proletariat against its own

imperialist bourgeoisie, in the sense that

a real chance exists to force a breach in
an essential aspect of Ronald Reagan’s
wardrive. The level of anti-war mobili-

sation is not at the point where the move-
ment has just reached its peak, and from
now on can only decline and fragment
in a multitude of isolated actions.

This movement has the political and
organisational capital that would enable
it to inflict a real defeat on imperialism
on the Euromissiles question.

It has to take stock of its potential-
ities and its problems, in order to prepare
for a new, concerted battle, one that
will this time demand both an under-
standing of how to mobilise the masses
and an adequate political line.

In fact, Reagan has to push through
the installation of the missiles at any cost.
This is both a military and political nec-
essity. It flows from the overall imperial-
ist offensive, which has several aspects:
counter-revolutionary actions in the
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Demonstrators formed a 65-mile long human chain we =
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Third World, strengthening the imper-
ialist camp through Nato, and pursuing
austerity policies in the imperialist
countries themselves. Imperialism must
achieve this end, although the vast major-
ity of the peoples of Europe are opposed
to it. Thus, the European bourgeoisies,
who are supposed to implement this
policy directly and openly, find them-
selves in difficulty.

On the very day after the Brussels
demonstration, the Flemish Christian
Social Party (CVP) was forced to ask for
a parliamentary debate, even though this
would be full of pitfalls for themselves,
in order to freeze its own contradictions
on the question of the Euromissiles.
For the bourgeoisie, the parliamentary
democratic system is a real obstacle to
pushing through a decision when ‘public
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opinion’ is clearly hostile to its militar-
ist projects. They need not only to safe-
guard the credibility of this system.
How, in fact, are they going to explain
that although 80 per cent of the popula-
tion is opposed to a decision, parliament
can, nevertheless, impose it?

There is also another problem. The
bourgeois parties, which are only group-
ings of well-known figures or ‘manage-
ment teams’ at municipal or national
level, can carry out Reagan’s policies,
following his methods. It is not at all the
same for the populist or cross-class bour-
geois parties that have deep organisational
roots in the petty bourgeoisie and work-
ing population, particularly through the
broad social movements or trade unions.
This goes particularly for the Christian
Democrats in certain countries.

In such countries, the alignment with
Reagan’s policies is not only breaking up
the longstanding socio-political consensus
established by the bourgeois governments.
It is also setting in motion a process that
will tend in the longterm to destabilise
the historic links between the bourgeoisie
and the petty bourgeois and popular
layers, and which will have some immed-
iate effects.

The anti-missiles movement must be
built on the basis of a strategy that can
lead it to victory. Since the October
22-30 week of action, several bourgeois
governments are in danger of a severe
crisis that could put into question the de-
ployment of the Nato missiles.

Even if these governments clear this
first hurdle for example by getting a for-
mal vote for deployment, it is a long way
from a vote in favour in parliament or
the council of ministers, to actually de-
ploying the missiles. This is particularly
true when such governments face such a
powerful anti-war movement and one so
ready to mobilise again at the first alarm.

From now on everything depends on
what the anti-war movement does. A
debate is open more or less everywhere.
A political fight must be waged within
the movement around four essential
questions:

First of all, there is the question of
the movement’s objective. Now, more
than ever, the fight has to be for the un-
conditional rejection of the deployment
of Nato missiles in Europe. This, more
than ever, is the goal that unites, that
mobilises, that enjoys majority support in
public ®pinion. Within the movement
all points of view should be permitted
free democratic expression on all other
subjects: SS20s, Nato, the perspective of
a complete or partial nuclear-free zone in
Europe, etc. But acceptance of these
slogans should not be made a precondi-
tion to united action.

It is still more important to prevent
the movement from becoming bogged
down in compromises that divide or de-
mobilise. This is the major risk. The
Reagan administration, knowing that it
will be difficult for the European bour-
geoisies to confront their own popula-
tions, will be forced to help them de-
mobilise the movement. To this end, it

will make certain superficial concessions,
without giving up on the essential aim.
These concessions are called ‘a mora-
torium’, ‘a freeze’, partial installation,
progressive installation, etc.

Another solution could be the par-
ticipation of the European governments
in the Geneva negotiations to help them
swallow the pill. It would be wrong to
minimise the imperialists’ partial con-
cessions, if they are tangible. But they
should still be explained as a product of
the anti-war movement’s ability to mo-
bilise. This will help the movement to
win still more forces so as to finally be
able to impose the stated objective.

Secondly, the movement must keep
to a strategy based on the awakening, the
organisation and mobilisation of the
masses. Those in the movement who in
1981 told themselves ‘we can do no
better’ were mistaken. If they say the
same now, they will again be mistaken.

While the shift in public opinion may
have reached its peak, the mass move-
ment, embracing the working class, is
only making its debut. This force is the
guarantor of victory. More must be done
to win its participation in anti-war mobi-
lisations. This is possible in the months
to come.

Regardless of the scope of the ac-
tions taken around the December meeting
of the Nato council, spring 1984 should
bring a new blossoming of activity, to
make a sharp response to the European
governments. At that point many of
them will be facing their electorates in
the European elections.

Thirdly, the anti-war movement has
to develop a conscious strategy of uniting
with the organised workers movement,
on the basis of joint opposition to the de-
ployment of the missiles, austerity poli-
cies, and military spending. ‘Jobs not
Bombs’ is a slogan whose popularity can
only increase in the months to come.

Finally, conscious activity on the po-
litical terrain should be developed. From
this point of view, the movement fre-
quently oscillates between a rather crude,
purely extra-parliamentary orientation —
that leads it to ignore what is happening
in parliament and within the political
parties — and a certain tail-endism when
something begins to move in the big
institutions of bourgeois democracy,
whether parliament, government or the
political parties.

In several European countries that
are crucial to the success of Reagan’s
policies in the deployment of the Euro-
missiles, rightwing bourgeois governments
that are convinced of the need to install
the missiles, are however subject to enor-
mous popular pressure which could
threaten their stability in the more or
less near future.

Using all the political opportunities
in the unions, the social-democratic par-
ties, and also in the mass social organisa-
tions linked to Christian Democracy for
example, would allow the anti-missiles
movement to win a new round after
October 1983, and this time on the strict-
ly political terrain. T
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The following is a message from militants of the East German
(GDR) independent peace movement to ‘‘those demonstrating
against the new American missiles.”” It was read out by Hein-
rich Boll at the October 27 Bonn anti-war demonstration.

“We are members of various GDR independent peace groups.
We too are against the new American missiles. We also cam-
paign for the dismantling of Soviet missiles. But we are con-
scious that peace cannot be reduced to the missiles question.
Above all it is human beings who use them, it is a case of crim-
inals and victims. Orders are given and followed, either with
apathy or zeal. We face the problem of social relationships that
create divisions between those who command and those who are
commanded. Even without the new American missiles, the
world can be annihilated hundreds of times.

We know very well why certain milieus in the West will
always have a stake in the war drive. Profits from the arms in-

they threaten us also. But what we are also threatened by is a
series of still embryonic developments in the states where
there is ‘existing socialism’, From what point can an unhealthy
need for security be iransformed into the threat of war? What
are the profits made by a state that owns an arms industry, even
if they are made only through sales to developing countries?

Often the way in which the question of human rights is
posed in relation to peace seems very abstract. It occasionally
sounds like a moral lesson. Thus, taken out of its context the
peace question always appears to be more important than any
other right, such as the right to travel for instance. But that
seems to us to be a wrong way of posing the question. How
direct a link is there between the right to refuse an order and
whether or not peace is endangered or preserved? How impor-
tant in the defence of peace is the right io openly criticise
militaristic tendencies?

In this sense certain paragraphs of the GDR penal code
jeopardise the possibility of a peaceful exchange of ideas and in-
formation. In our country a ‘rally’ in front of an army oase can
be punished by the death penalty if the state judges such a
demonstration a particularly important danger for its military
strike force. To close our eyes to that state of affairs would be
to refuse to face reality. How can we achieve real peace if we
do not fully take into account the reality of the situation? The
Soviet Union does not want a war, doubtless neither does the
USA — but one country could initiate a war to forestall a sup-
| posed enemy attack.

It is difficult for us to keep the discussion on this question
on an absiract level. We cannot talk about humanity without
taking into account the individual human being and his/her
possibilities of working for peace and achieving it in the society
where he/she lives. For our part we come up against a credibil-
ity gap which exists in our country between the government's
verbal declarations and its practice. In the GDR the importance
of the military factor increases year by year. It is dehgerous for
peace.

In the city of Halle, Rochau, Funke and Kathrin Eigenfeld
(activists of the GDR independent peace mouement) are in
prison for having written an article on the peace question. The
information on which this article is based comes from official
sources — it is not a state secret. Official secrecy covers a much
bigger domain than in your country. In general, the Halle 3
only gave advice on the legal means of becoming ‘Bausoldai’
or of opting for an alternative to military service (1). Giving ad-
vice on how to use the law is already a crime in itself! It is
called ‘obstructing state measures’. That is what we mean when
we talk about threats to peace.

Let’s take another example: the experimental measures
aimed at obliging women to join up for military service. In sev-
eral towns in the GDR in the last few days they had lo take
‘aptitude tests’ after which they receive military cards. They are

Call from East German Peacé

dustry attract them. We are conscious of their responsibility —
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East and West, Europeans call for peace (DR)

told they must aiready consider themseives to be army mem-
bers. In the interests of peace we are against such measures and
we counterpose our demand for the demilitarisation of civilian
life. That is certainly an area where the GDR could and should
proceed with unilateral disarmament without for all that leaving
itself disarmed.

We ask you to pay atiention to what is happening here. Take
a position on this — as we have taken a position against the
American war threats. A real interests in what is happening in
the East is perhaps more important that just protests. It is
certainly necessary to make some effort to understand the situ-
ation here. It is just as useless to see things through anti-Com-
munist spectacles as to adopt an attitude of reverential admira-
tion if we want to go forward in our thinking. You should keep
well away from one or the other position.

Various currents are involved in working for peace in our
country: religious, socialists, liberal democrats, radicals.
Poems, songs, plays, pictures, phoios and political books have
all played a big role in the movement in our country. Critical
literature has particularly contributed to the emergence of the
peace movement.

Excuse us for not signing this letter. We don’t want to put
ourselves forward as individuals but want to publicise ideas

that, outside of ourselves, are popuiar in our country.” tol
Solidarity greetings,

Friends of Peace in the GDR

October 1983

) The ‘Bausoldaten’ special service (‘soldiers of construction’) was

established in 1964, under the pressure of young Christians who refused
to carry arms. The GDR authorities consider that it is not a civilian ser-
vice to the extent that the conscripts — attached to construction projects
— remain soldiers in uniform, are subjected to the same military dis-
cipline as regular soldiers.
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CHILE

Chile's difficult “transition”—
a bourgeoisie in a tight comer

Ten years after seizing power through a military coup and mas-
sive slaughter and repression, the Chilean dictatorship now finds
itself in a deep and apparently irreversible crisis.

Two recent events illustrate the new political situation that
has opened up in the country. To commemorate the tenth an-
niversary of this seizure of power, Pinochet held a festival .
Santiago on September 9 that drew about 40,000 peopie. Uf
this number, according to le Monde of October 13, “‘a grea:
many were unemployed people dependent on government
subsidies and functionaries.”

A month later, on October 11, a rally organized by the
United Democratic Command (CUD), an umbrella organization
of shantytown-dwellers associations and human-rights and
student organizations, which is supported by the People’s
Democratic Movement (MDP) recently formed by the Commun-
ist Party, assembled more than 80,000 people. The main slo-
gans were ‘“You can feel it, you can feel it, Allende’s spirit is
here.” [‘‘Se siente, se siente, Allende esta presente.’’] The

historic slogan of the Popular Unity government ousted by the
Pinochet coup was taken up massively, ‘““The people united will

Jair GIL

The succession of national days of
protest (“protestas nacionales™), coming
at a rate of at least one a month since
May 1983, represents a fundamental turn
in the Chilean political situation.

Through these mobilizations on May
11, June 14, July 11, August 11, Septem-
ber 8 and 11, and October 11, the mass
movement has burst onto the political
scene, opening up a process that will be
extremely difficult to reverse. It may go
through ups and downs but it would take
the largest kind of political developments
to turn it back or contain it.

A lot of observers in fact did not ex-
pect to see any ‘‘initial stirrings’ until
1989, the date set by General Pinochet
for transferring power over to civilian
hands and for which he staged a plebis-
cite to confirm it in 1980. Nonetheless,
these ‘“‘protestas’” revealed a substan-
tial change in the relationship of forces
among the classes and within the classes.
This evolution was hidden by the dicta-

never be defeated.”” And the flag of the Movement of the
Revolutionary Left (MIR) waved over the crowd.

This rally, the first held by the left in many years, highlights
the role of the movement of the workers and the poor masses
in the struggle against the dictatorship and the involvement of
the traditional working-class formations that have reorganized
underground in the recent years.

A sort of race against time has developed in fact between the
mobilization and reorganization of the forces of the workers
and popular movements and the maneuvers of the Christian
Democrat-led Democratic Alliance that is seeking to negotiate
a democratic transition with Pinochet’s minister of the interior,
Onofre Jdarpa, that would not threaten the continuity of mili-
tary rule and would thus defuse the struggle over the overthrow
of the dictatorship.

The following is the first of a two-part series by a special
correspondent of Infernational Viewpoint analyzing the polit-
ical and organizational problems that face the reviving workers
and people’s movement and the problems of strategy raised by
the struggle against the dictatorship.

The September 1983 ‘protesta’ (DR)

lapse of the banking and financial system.

torial nature of the military’s rule, but
it could not but come out into the open
when the mass movement erupted.

These mass mobilizations were the re-
sult of the crisis the Pinochet dictator-
ship entered into at the end of the 1970s
and the beginning of the 19380s.

“CHICAGO BOYS” SERVE AS
APPRENTICE SORCERERS

Under the combined effect of the de-
feat of the working class after the Sep-
tember 11, 1973 coup that overthrew
Allende’s class-collaborationist Popular
Unity (UP) government and of the
international economic crisis, Chile was
to serve as a laboratory for the so-called
Chicago Boys, adepts of Milton Fried-
man’s (1) monetarist and extreme free-
market policy.
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Punctilious defense of private initiative
and enterprise and of freedom of trade
was to ate a full-fledged economic
catastrophe, ruining local industry and
throwing the financial system into tur-
moil.

Suicidal tariff cutting reduced Chile’s
custom duties to the lowest in the world
and opened the floodgates for a torrent
of imports. Between 1977 and 1982, the
volume of imports from the United States
doubled.

In addition to the selling off of the na-
tionalized and public industries, the
balance sheet of this policy includes more
than 2,000 business failures and a 15 per-
cent drop in industrial production in
1982.

Then financial speculation and a spiral-
ing rate of indebtedness led to the col-

Up until August 1982, the military dicta-
torship kept the peso at a relatively high
rate against the dollar, 39 to the dollar.
This promoted not only the influx of im-
ports but also frenetic speculation and
growing indebtedness to the IMF and the
international banks.

What is more, when the peso was later
devalued in August 1982, going from 39
to 60 against the dollar and even 90

1 Milton Friedman is an American econ-
omist known as the guru of the ‘“Chicago
School.” His theory links the fluctuations in
economic activity to the money supply rather
than to investment. On this basis, he has de-
veloped a ‘““monetarist’’ school of economics,
calling for a return to a very pure form of free-
market economy and opposing state inter-
vention in the mechanisms regulating the cap-
italist economy.
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the black market, the entire private bank-
ing system, one of the solidest institu-
tions of the Chilian regime, collapsed in
January 1983.

Their coffers empty, the reputation
and power of the Chilean trusts linked to
the Vial, Cruzat-Larrain, and other such
families, who had been the pillars of the
dictatorship’s economic model, were
severely undercut. At that point, Pino-
chet sacked the Chicago Boys who had
been advising his government.

Since the collapse of the country’s
banking and financial system; Chile’s
economic situation has continually
worsened. The index of this is that in
August 1983, Caceres, one of Pinochet’s
economic ministers, signed a new agree-
ment to get 1.3 billion dollars in credits.
This will be added to Chile’s foreign debt,
which already amounts to 20 billion
dollars.

MASS DESPERATION

The social consequences of an econ-
omic policy that ruined the country are
even more dramatic. Unemployment,
poverty, hunger — that is the reality of
Pinochet’s ‘‘economic model” for the
Chilean people.

More than 30 percent of the entire
population, 3 million out of 11 million
people, are out of work and get no social
insurance benefits. Tens of thousands of
workers are obliged to work in the gov-
ernment projects under the Minimum
Employment Plan (PEM) and the Family
Heads Employment Plan (POJH) for
monthly wages of 2,000 to 4,000 pesos,
when the average wage is between 6,000
and 8,000 pesos.

According to an official analysis of
the Chilean wage differentials, 43.16
percent of workers earn less than 10,000
pesos a month, and 71.32 percent less
than 20,000. To understand what these
figures mean, you have to realize that a
loaf of bread costs 40 to 60 pesos — that
is, 90 to 80 U.S. cents — and that the
average monthly wage of Chilean work-
ers corresponds to 80 to 100 dollars.

Moreover, 700,000 families are with-
out homes, 160,000 have no running
water, and more than 300 shantytowns
have no electricity.

Behind these figures there lies a ter-
rible reality. Hundreds of thousands of
men, women, and children have nothing
to eat. Hundreds of thousands of work-
ers or people coming from the petty
bourgeoisie find themselves declassed and
forced to live by various ‘“odd jobs.”
This all-pervading poverty is also the
material basis for what is called vandal-
ism. _

In fact, one of the features of the re-
cent “protestas’ has been that they have
set off social explosions, with the young
and not so young looting stores to get the
clothing and food they need. The minds
of the well-off are haunted by visions of
these gangs of ‘‘vandals’ swarming into
the upper-class neighborhood and pillag-
ing everything.
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Within the bourgeoisie, the dictator-
ships economic model produced a shift in
the relationship of forces to the disad-
vantage of the industrial national bour-
geoisie and to the advantage of the econ-
omic groups linked to foreign capital,
as well as the ruin of the middle bour-
geoisie and petty bourgeoisie.

PINOCHET ISOLATED

In sociopolitical terms, the result of
this was that the regime put in power by
the counterrevolutionary coup of Sep-
tember 1973 lost its social base. This is
what has created the material social basis
for the political realignment around the
Christian Democrats. It explains the
turnabout by the people in comfortable
neighborhoods in Santiago who have
participated in the pot-banging protests
(cacerolazos).

The buildup of long-contained social,
cconomic, and political tensions threw
the regime into an unprecedented crisis
from which no economic finagling can
offer a way out. Extremely vulnerable to
the fluctuations of raw-materials prices,
the Chilean economy has to rely on cop-
per exports to fuel a new cycle of ac-
cumulation, as was the case in the 1930s.
Dominated now by the multinationals
and imperialist capital, Chile no longer
pursues a policy of developing import-
substituting industries as it did in the
past. It can only sink further and further
into debt as its financing problems in-
crease.

The Pinochet dictatorship consoli-

dated itself in the context of the relation-
ship of forces that resulted from the de-
feat of the mass movement in 1973,
which involved the destruction of all the
working-class organizations and the liqui-
dation of all institutions of bourgeois
democracy. The basis for governing by
“civil-war methods” was the paralysis of
the mass movement and the achievement
of a social consensus of the bourgeoisie
and sectors of the petty bourgeoisie
around the dictatorship.

However, after the collapse of the re-
gime’s social and economic base at the
end of the 1970s and the revival of the
mass movement, initially through the
outbreak of limited workers struggles and
reorganization of the trade-union move-
ment, the Pinochet regime has become a
more a&d more inadequate political
instrument for the bourgeoisie. It has
been increasingly unable to cope with the
new relationship of class forces. And this
has precipitated a political crisis. For the
bourgeoisie, as well as the proletariat,
although for different reasons, the
Pinochet dictatorship has become un-
bearable.

The model for a transition to parlia-
mentary rule that the Chilean bourgeoisie
would like to apply in the 1980s is the
way the shift from Francoism to con-
stitutional monarchy was accomplished in
Spain. This was explained quite lucidly
by Andres Zaldivar, a Christian Democrat
leader who returned to Chile on Septem-
ber 4 after three years of exile and who is

Funeral for demonstrator killed by police (DRJ

also chairperson of the international
Christian Democrat organization. He
said: “Personally I am for trying to
achieve as broad a consensus as possible.
It is useful to recall the Spanish example
and the Moncloa Pacts. There was a
Democratic Center Union government
headed by Adolfo Suarez. But in order
to avoid a political and social confronta-
tion, Suarez sat down at the same table
with Felipe Gonzalez, Santiago Carrillo,
Fraga Iribarne, and a consensus was
achieved on the constitution.” (2)

THE PROBLEM OF THE
DIE-HARD DICTATORSHIP

The problem is that Chile is not Spain
and there are a lot of obstacles to follow-
ing such a policy. First of all, Chile, un-
like Spain, is an underdeveloped, de-
pendent capitalist country. Secondly,
there is the problem of General Augusto
Pinochet. Franco died, leaving the way
open for the transition. Pinochet is very
much alive and represents a major ob-
stacle to any real liberalization. Behind
his personal excesses, his declarations of
war on the politicians (3), his stated will-

. Interview in the September 1983 issue of
the Chilean magazine Que Pasa,

On September 10, General Pinochet said:
“Today we say to these politician gents that we
cannot return to our barracks...because that
would mean a series of military coups d’etat
from which no understanding could emerge.”
(El Mercurio, September 11, 1983).
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ingness to organize a new “September
1973” and his rejection of any change in
the calendar of the transition to constitu-
tional rule before 1989, there is some-
thing quite real and substantial.

Pinochet is the cornerstone of the mili-
tary dictatorship. He controls the govern-
ment, the generals’ assembly — the mili-

tary’s parliament — and the armed forces

as a whole, which represents a basic
institution in Chilean life. The contin-
uing solidity of the dictatorship’s police
and military apparatus, moreover, is
demonstrated every day by the repression
of the mass mobilizations and the op-
position groups.

Whatever means are used to remove
General Pinochet, the military dictator-
ship is too bound up with him for his
departure not to mean a qualitative in-
crease in the crisis of the dictatorship and
a qualitative advance of the mass move-
ment. This is why Pinochet, backed up
by the rest of the junta and the assembly
of generals, opposes any real liberaliza-
tion. Thus, it is impossible both to
keep Pinochet and follow a different sort
of policy.

Moreover, the Chilean bourgeoisie is
quite incapable of pursuing the policy of
a social pact for a number of reasons.
The first is that they cannot offer the
masses democracy in exchange for their
acceptance of austerity as long as the
military dictatorship exists. The sort of
“tough democracy’ without parties that
the Ministry of the Interior proposes
would make it impossible to follow a
policy of coopting the Socialist and Com-
munist leaderships of the workers move-
ment.

The second reason is linked to the
economic situation in the country and in
the world. There is not, in fact, a lot to
negotiate. The conditions were very dif-
ferent for the introduction of the auster-
ity policy under the Moncloa Pact.
Spain, of course, was beginning to exper-
ience the effects of the economic crisis in
1974-75, but it was coming out of a
period of 16 years of relative prosperity.
There was a material basis for demo-
cratic illusions and for the reformist
leaderships asking the workers to accept
sacrifices in return for political democra-
cy and democratic rights for the workers
organizations and parties.

In Chile, to the contrary, the *“‘transi-
tion” is posed against a background of
massive unemployment and poverty.
In the present state of the world econ-
omy, it is hard to see how the U.S. im-
perialists could offer any substantial aid
to Chile in the style of the Marshall Plan.
This is why the Chilean masses give their
demands for democracy a concrete social
meaning.

The slogans of ‘““Democracy,” and
“Liberty” are systematically backed up
with calls for “Peace,” “Justice,” “Food
and Jobs.” The democracy that tens of
thousands of Chileans are demanding
means precisely ‘“bread and work.” And
in the present economic situation it will
be very difficult to implement a social-
pact policy.
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No one has any doubt that if there
were a liberalization tomorrow that made
it possible to legally reconstitute political
parties and unions independent of the
state, the traditional workers organiza-
tions that were decapitated in 1973
would reemerge stronger than ever.

For the moment, the relatively rapid
reorganization of the workers movement,
in view of the extent of the September
11, 1973 defeat, gives these formations
an unstable character and thus limits their
ability to control the mass movement.
For those who want to implement a
policy of social consensus, this peculiar-
ity of the process of the reemergence of
the workers parties and unions is an im-
mediate obstacle.

The Chilean bourgeoisie does not have
a strong class-collaborationist movement
that it can turn to for help in tying down
the mass movement. There is nothing
like the Peronist movement in Argentina.
Nor is there anything like the Communist
Party in Spain, which in the course of
twenty vyears of the struggle against
Francoism won control of the key sec-
tors of the mass movement through the
Workers Commissions (except, possibly,
in the Basque country). Such political
apparatuses are essential for the bourgeoi-
sie to be able to carry out a transition to
democratic forms involving political or
social pacts between the classes.

THE “DIALOGUE”

In these conditions, terrified of chaos
and of a big vacuum developing in the
wake of the military’s departure, the gov-
ernment, the Chilean capitalist class and
its representatives are gambling on a
solution that is inherently contradic-
tory. That is, they want to carry through
a limited democratization in the context
of a continuity of military rule. This,
significantly, is the view of Sergio Vergara-
Larrain, one of the bankers of the Cruzat-
Larrain family, who calls himself “a man
of the central center” but who really
stands on the right. He said recently:
“Our action can have two objectives.
We can appeal to the military to make a
change, assuring them that it will not lead
to chaos. Or we can reach an agreement
with Pinochet. We can have a dialogue
for stability, consensus or a majority.”

When he was asked, “What about the
Communists?” the banker replied, I
think thaf they should be a party to this
dialogue.
without the Communists.” (4)

This is the outlook of one of the cap-
italists’ big managers, who in fact rejects
the “protestas.” It is shared by other
representatives of the Chilean bosses,
such as Jorge Fontaine and Angel Fan-
tuzzi, who today support liberalization
with continuity. In this state of affairs,
we have to look at the way the two main
forces in this “dialogue” — the Demo-
cratic Alliance, controlled by the Chris-
tian Democrats, and the Pinochet-Jarpa
team — are lining up.

The Democratic Alliance (AD) was
founded in August 1983. It is a coalition
dominated by Gabriel Valdes’s Christian

There cannot be any dialogue

Democrats. It also includes the National-
ists and some sections of Socialist Party
supporters. It is also linked to the Project
for the Development of a National Con-
sensus (PRODEN), a socio-political organ-
ization controlled by the Christian Demo-
crats. (5) Its formal program calls for the
resignation of Pinochet, setting a date
for elections, the election of a constituent
assembly, and a social pact.

The AD is the force that is the offical
interlocutor in the dialogue with the dic-
tatorship. But this has not kept some of
its leaders, such as Gabriel Valdes or some
of its demonstrations, such as the Sep-
tember 8 one in Santiago, from suffering
severe repression. At this stage the AD
is in fact the Christian Democratic Party.

In the 1960s, under the leadership of
Eduardo Frei, the Christian Democrats
carried out a policy that corresponded to
the interests of the industrial national
bourgeoisie and of certain sections of the
peasantry, since they instituted an agrar-
ian reform.

Although it was a bourgeois party, the
Christian Democracy nonetheless devel-
oped a base among some strata of the
working class. In particular it had an in-
fluence in the United Confederation of
Workers (CUT). Its nationalist-populist
ideology provided a basis for winning sup-
port in such strata.

Today the Christian Democracy is re-
building its forces. Among some sections
of the petty bourgeoisie, the students in
particular, it is seen as one of the most
active political forces in the opposition.
If there were an election today, it would
get a lot of votes. Nonetheless, it is con-
fronted with many problems.

First of all, the Christian Democratic
leaders know that they will not have the
benefit of an economic situation enab-
ling them to buy peace. It cannot be for-
gotten either that the Christian Demo-
crats’ support for the military coup d’etat
against the Allende government made a
lasting imprint on some sections of the
masses, even if today, ten years after the
coup, this does not overly tarnish its
oppositionist image.

Finaily, in the immediate future the
Christian Democrats have to regain cred-
ibility in the eyes of the Chilean bour-
geoisie itself. Today, ten years after the
elimination of all parliamentary life, the
bourgeoisie is well aware of all the weak-
nesses and internal divisions that the
Christian Democrats suffer from. But if
the Christian Democrats want to regain
credibility for the bourgeosie, that means
that they cannot do anything to meet the
aspirations of the masses, who are threat-
ening the bourgeoisie’s rule.

There are already some examples that
illustrate this problem. In the negotia-

tions with Onofre Jarpa, the minister of

4, Interview in the August 10, 1983 issue of
the Chilean weekly Hoy.

D. PRODEN was formed by former Christian
Democrat members of parliament and conserva-
tive figures at the end of 1982 as a ‘‘study
circle’” in order to get around the ban on po-
litical parties. Its objective was to work out a
political schema for the transition to democ-
Yacy.
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the interior that Pinochet assigned in
August to conduct the ‘““dialogue,” the
Christian Democrats demanded that
Pinochet go. Jarpa explained that every-
thing was negotiable, except for Pino-
chet’s resignation. A series of statements
by representatives of capital toe the same
line.

So, the Christain Democrats have
backed off from demanding Pinochet’s
resignation in the negotiations. Their
credibility in the eyes of the masses is
obviously going to suffer as a result.

Another example is the rally calied
September 4 by PRODEN, which was to
be the first public meeting held with the
permission of the government. The junta
granted a permit for using one of the big-
gest parks in Santiago, right in the middle
of the city, O’Higgins Park. It disclaimed
all responsibility for maintaining order,
thereby leaving this obligation in the
hands of the Christian Democratic lead-
ers. The meeting was being built. Hun-
dreds of thousands of people were ex-
pected to come, including large numbers
from the provincial cities.

But what happened? The PRODEN
and the Christian Democratic Party re-
fused at the last minute to assume their
responsibilities and cancelled the meeting.

In October, this capitulation was still
clearer, when the Christian Democrats
refused to issue a call for the mobiliza-
tions on the 11th of that month. This
was a response to the fears of the bour-
geoisie of the capital city, who were ter-
rified at the thought of such a concen-
tration of people and of the possibility of
groups getting out of hand and of the acts
of ““vandalism’ that might be committed.

So, the Christian Democratic leaders
eased the apprehensions of the bourgeoi-
sie. But at the same time they revealed
their fear of the mass movement and the
limits of their control over it, thereby
exposing a weakness that the junta im-
mediately exploited.

The logic of the policy of conciliation
with the dictatorship and of retreating
under the pressure of Pinochet’s mili-
tary chiefs is clear. It has led the Chris-
tian Democrats, in order to reassure the
bourgeoisie, to opt for a continuity of
military rule, while at the same time de-
manding a democratization that would
enable them to rebuild their party. For
this purpose they want the schedule for
the return to constitutional rule to be re-
duced to 18 months. (This would involve
adopting a law on political parties in
three months, election of a constituent
assembly in six months, and a referen-
dum on the proposed constitutional re-
form in the following year.)

However, even though the Christian
Democrats have accepted the general
framework of dialogue with the military,
all the plans and schedules they have pro-
posed have run up against insoluable basic
questions such as the type of constitutent
assembly, the names of the parties that
can be legalized, and the nature and con-
tent of the next constitution.

A lot of people in Chile are saying that
Pinochet is not running the government
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any more, that it is now in the hands of
Sergio Onofre Jarpa. They are wrong.
Pinochet still has a firm grip on the reins
of the military apparatus. What is more,
his speech on September 11 presenting
the latest economic measures — a 15 per-
cent wage increase for public workers,
aid to some sectors of national industry,
and the initiative of calling a referendum
on the changes in the 1980 constitution
— shows that he is definitely still the
strongman in the dictatorship.

Nonetheless, it would be wrong to
underestimate the significance of Pino-
chet naming Jarpa minister of the inter-
ior. Asa conservative bourgeois politician,
the former general secretary of the Na-
tional Party — the party of the bourgeois
right and the main civilian group back-
ing Pinochet’s coup — Jarpa is the very
model of the reactionary Chilian “states-
man.”’

By taking Jarpa into the government,
the dictatorship is broadening to in-
corporate the bourgeoisie directly, includ-
ing some of their politicians. This move
is the first step toward a “civilian-military
government.”

However, the government’s discussions
with the opposition have been held in the
framework of accepting Article 24 of the
1980 constitution, which gives Pinochet
the power to restrict public freedoms at
his discretion. The framework of the dis-
cussions also involves excluding from the
“dialogue” all parties that counienance
class war. It involves accepting the con-
tinuity of military rule, keeping Pinochet.
In this context, Jarpa has the full con-
fidence of the miiitary.

The ‘“Jarpa Operation” also has the
blessing of the church and the support of
the most influential representatives of
capital and U.S. imperialism.

The terms of this dialogue therefore
give a central place to the armed forces.
So the combined effects of the political
crisis and the mass mobilizations on the
military become imporcant elements in
the picture. So far, however, unlike their
Argentine counterparts, who do a lot of
talking and accuse each other, the Chilean
military have remained silent.

There is no doubt, however, that there
are tensions within the military and that
they are playing a fundamental role in the
dialogue between Jarpa and the Demo-
cratic Alliance.

Someemonths before the mass move-
ment erupted onto the political scene,
people had already lost their ‘“‘fear of

fear.”” This feeling developed after 1978- .

79, when the mass movement began to
reform around trade-union struggles.
With the start of the ‘“‘protestas,” the
movement went into a stage of open mass
struggle. This began with the call for a
national work stoppage on May 11, 1983
issued by the copper-miners union (CTC)
led by Rudolfo Seguel,

Following Seguel’s arrest, what began
as a strike call turned into national days
of protests, the form the mass movement
has taken today in its struggle against the
dictatorship.

While the shantytowns have been i2e
heart of all the mass mobilizations against
the dictatorship, the opposition to Pino-
chet nonetheless goes far beyond the
poor masses and even the peity bour-
geoisie. The “cacerolazas” that begin 2=
soon as night falls on ali the days of pro-
test and make it possible for people in
their homes to participate in the actions
have always spread throughout Santiago.
including into the upper-class neighbor-
hoods.

The Democratic Alliance is one of the
initiating centers of these days of protest.
But it is necessary to make a distinction
between the dynamic of the mass move-
ment itself and the objectives set for it
by the present leadership, in particular
the forces grouped together in the Demo-
cratic Alliance.

The shantytowns are the mobilizing
centers for the ‘““protestas’ and the driv-
ing forces in them — the youth, the
workers, and the poor masses, both em-
ployed and unemployed — use their own
method, direct action. For example,
on September 8, from 10:00 p.m. on
the same scenario was repeated in all the
poor neighborhoods in and around
Santiago: ‘“‘cacerolazos”, bonfires on the
main streets, barricades, demonstrations,
police charges, dispersion, formation of
new demonstrations, and so on. And this
continued until midnight or 1:00 in the
morning.

These forms of struggie have now be-
come classical. Most often they are in-
spiried by young natural leaders between
the ages of 12 and 20, who are the
spearhead of these mobilizations. Re-
gardless of whether they are semi-spon-
taneous or led by soine activist of a clan-
destine left organization, these mass mo-
bilizations ailways run up against the de-
cisive problems of organization, leader-
ship, and political centralization.

This organizational weakness is a ser-
ious obstacle today to the extension of
the mobilizations of the workers and
poor masses. A feature of the most
recent ‘‘protestas’ has been the organiza-
tion of “demonstrations’’ and “marches”
in the shantytowns. In several of these
areas, the idea is already going around of
coordinating these actions, of having
several of these neighborhood marches
converge in more imposing demonstra-

' tions.

In fact, all the preconditions exist
already in these shantytowns for a nation-
al march of the workers and poor masses
on Santiago. This could build a rally of
hundreds of thousands of people against
the dictatorship in the center of the
capital.

The October 11 rally in Santiago,
which was organized by the left and
assembled 80,000 persons, is the first step
toward organizing really massive demon-
strations.

However, as the situation ripens for
broader confrontations, the problems of
the mass organizations and political per-
spectives for the struggle take on more
immediacy. I will deal with these ques-
tions in some detail in my next article. W
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UNITED STATES

Unions face ruling ciass assault

Malik MIAH

There is a deepening offensive by the em-
ployers and their government against
working people in the United States. The
employing class seeks to fundamentally
alter the relationship of forces between
themselves and the working class as they
restructure many industries — such as
steel, auto, railroads, trucking, and air-
lines — to raise productivity and the rate
of profits. Their main targets are the in-
dustrial workers and their unions.

This offensive is shaking the organized
labor movement, which is slightly more
than 20 percent of the working class. Al-
though there is still no class-struggle left-
wing leadership in the trade unions, there
are stirrings beginning to take place that
are of some imporiance and indicate po-
tentially greater changes down the road.

This article will review some aspects of
the state of the U.S. labor movement by
taking a look at the aims of the employ-
ers, the policies of the top trade union of-
ficials, and changes going on among rank-
and-file workers. These changes include a
new combativity and a growing gap in po-
litical consciousness between the ranks
and the top layers of the union official-
dom.

POLICIES OF THE BUREAUCRACY

In early October, the American Feder-
ation of Labor-Congress of Industrial Or-
ganizations (AFL-CIO) — the 13.8 mil-
lion-member national trade union feder-
ation including the large majority of U.S.
unions) held its biennial convention in
Hollywood, Florida. Its deliberations and
decisions reflect the views of the top lay-
ers of the trade union bureaucracy.

Not surprisingly, the convention adopt-
ed a course that failed to advance the in-
terests of U.S. workers. There were three
major decisions.

First, it endorsed the 1984 Democratic
Party presidential bid of former vice-pres-
ident Walter Mondale. It is unusual for
the AFL-CIO to officially back a presi-
dential candidate before the Democratic
and Republican Party conventions, nor-
mally held in July or August before the
November elections. This decision was
neither formally discussed, nor will it be
voted upon, in the ranks of the labor
movement. Up to 20 million dollars in
union resources will now be spent on
Mondale’s campaign.

Second, the top officials reaffirmed
their support to U.S. imperialist foreign
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policy, cloaking it in familiar pro-State
Department, anticommunist language.
The adopted resolution, “Labor, Nation-
al Security, and the World,” called for
strengthening NATO to deal with the
“threat” of “Soviet expansionism” as
well as supporting U.S. and Israeli govern-
ment objectives in the Middle East.

At the same time, reflecting antiwar
sentiments of rank-and-file workers, the
convention reaffirmed the labor feder-
ation’s criticism of U.S. policy in El Sal-
vador first advanced by the AFL-CIO
executive council last January. While
supporting Washington’s overall goals in
Central America and in El Salvador, the
resolution called for restrictions on mili-
tary aid to the Salvadoran junia until
progress is made in securing democratic
rights for workers and peasants.

Lastly, the convention adopted what it
called a new industrial policy, intended to
strengthen the United States’ internation-
al economic position in relation to its
imperialist competitors. The federation
proposed the government establish a Na-
tional Deveiopment Bank that would
grant low-interest loans and tax incentives
to companies having difficulty raising
capital to modernize their facilities. La-
bor officials claim this policy will create
new jobs.

Trying to patch up capitaiism, espec-
ially when the system is in deep structural
crisis, is not a new profession for the
trade union officials — the bureaucratic
caste that sits atop the unions. Most top
officials have not worked a job in years
and are, at best, workers only in origin.
They receive salaries sometimes as much
as ten times higher than the wages of even
the best-paid workers they represent.
Their living standards and conditions of
life are far, far above most workers,
especially jfhe lower paid, unskilled and
semiskilled, Black, Latino, women and
young workers.

These “labor statesmen’ piace the
profit needs of the employers ahead of
the interests of working people. It is no
wonder they try to emulate the bosses’
lifestyles.

That is why the top officialdom is
conservative. Its material interests lie
with stability, represented by close po-
litical and economic collaboration with
the employers. They are literally of the
same family.

But as the blows of the capitaiist of-
fensive hit the working class, the bureau-
cracy, which maintains its position and
existence on its base in the unions, is

forced to respond. Moreover, the depth
of the crisis is causing divisions to appear
within the bureaucracy.

These are evident on both domestic
and foreign policy issues.

DIVISIONS ON CENTRAL AMERICA

Of particular importance are emerging
differences on U.S. intervention in El
Salvador and Central America.

Lane Kirkland, president of the AFL-
CIO, is presently serving on President
Reagan’s Commission on Central Amer-
ica, headed by former Secretary of State
Henry Kissinger.

Kirkland supports the State Depart-
ment’s goals, and the AFL-CIO’s Amer-
ican Institute for Free Labor Develop-
ment (AIFLD) — traditionally used as a
cover for CIA activities — is active in El
Salvador.

The AFL-CIO’s current position,
which opposes U.S. military intervention
in El Salvador until certain conditions are
met, is still made within a framework of
support to imperialism’s overall counter-
revolutionary goals. Kirkland is dead op-
posed to the labor movement adopting
an independent foreign policy. For this
reason, he opposes any genuine debate
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and discussion on international issues in
the ranks of the union movement.

Despite this longstanding approach, a
layer of top officials of AFL-CIO unions
are now openly and publicly speaking
out against Washington’s military moves
in El Salvador. The National Labor Com-
mittee in Support of Democracy and Hu-
man Rights in El Salvador, formed by
these officials, calls for a complete end
to military intervention and favors a
dialogue — without conditions — between
the revolutionary forces and the Salva-
doran regime.

in mid-1983 a leadership delegation
from the Labor Committee went on a
fact-finding trip to El Salvador. Upon
their return they published a report en-
titled, “El Salvador: Labor, Terror,
and Peace.” The report explained that
the ‘“‘current rationale behind our [the
U.S. government’s] military policy in El
Salvador cannot but lead us into another
Vietnam.”

Significantly, at the October AFL-CIO
convention, Jack Sheinkman, secretary-
treasurer of the Amalgamated Clothing
and Textile Workers Union, a member of
the fact-finding delegation, and co-chair
of the Labor Committee, took the floor
to discuss the trip. He spoke for several
minutes and was warmly received by a
number of delegates — all of whom were
top labor officials or full-time union
functionaries.

Early this year, a number of state and
local union officials stood up to Kirk-
land’s attempt to red-bait Salvadoran
trade union leader Alejandro Molina Lara
and prevent him from speaking before
union bodies. Molina Lara, who was on
tour as a representative of the National
Federation of Salvadoran Workers
(FENASTRAS) and the Fishing Industry
Union, received a positive response from
most unionists he addressed. These in-
cluded miners, steelworkers, garment
workers, teachers, and others.

The changing views of U.S. workers
on foreign policy questions is also evident
in attitudes expressed on events in the
Middle East and the downing of the
South Korean plane by the Soviet Union.

While most workers are confused
about the role Israel plays as a reaction-
ary bulwark in the Middle East, oppres-
sing Palestinian and Arab peoples, many
question the use of U.S. and other
imperialist troops in Lebanon. Many
workers fear it could lead to another
Vietnam, which they oppose.

The attempt by Reagan to whip up
anti-Soviet and prowar feelings over the
Korean Air Lines incident has not gotten
very far either. Despite anti-Soviet pre-
Judices that do exist among U.S. work-
ers, many doubted the story presented by
the State Department and the White
House from the beginning. As the truth
began to come out, the credibility of the
U.S. government dropped further.

The deep antiwar sentiment among
workers is a factor the employers must
take into account in implementing their
domestic and foreign policies. The pos-
sibility that the commitment of U.S.
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combat forces in other countries will lead
to massive antiwar protests at home raises
the stakes for Washington in defending
imperialist interests around the world.
The new offensive against workers in the
U.S. itself and the lessons many work-
ers have drawn from the experience of
the Vietnam war mean the U.S. rulers
cannot count on the ability of the top
labor officials to line up support for a
war. In fact, any new, mass antiwar
movement will be based in the working
class and led by it.

It is this understanding that is pressur-
ing a layer of union officials to speak
out against U.S. intervention in El Salva-
dor. It is particularly significant in view
of the fact that Washington has not yet
committed large numbers of ground
troops to back the right-wing regime
there.

The fact that many workers are ques-
tioning U.S. foreign policy reflects a
deeper thinking-out process unfolding in
the working class and among its major
potential allies — Blacks, Latinos, women,
and family farmers.

This process is a result of the imper-
ialist war drive and the impact of over 15
years of capitalist economic crisis, which
is disrupting the lives of working people.

IMPACT OF ECONOMIC CRISIS

More and more working people view
their lives and future with uncertainty.
Workers with 20-30 years seniority are
losing their jobs permanently when the
employers shut down or relocate plants.
Family farmers are losing their land
through bank foreclosures. As a resuit,
confidence in the economy, government,
and other political institutions is eroding.

That is what is beginning to take place
across the United States. It deepens a
process begun in the late 1960s with the
end of the post-World War II economic
expansion of U.S. and world capitalism.

In the period after World War II and
prior to the 1970s, the employers were
able to obtain relative labor peace (with
exceptions at particular times in particu-
lar industries) by agreeing to hand out

some crumbs to sections of the working

class in the form of higher wages and
benefits. This was based on the preem-
inent position of U.S. capitalism and the
enormous superprofits it enjoyed as a
resulf.

Top union officials accepted this deal
and followed policies that divided the
working class further. In exchange for
these crumbs, the union bureaucrats
agreed to make little or no effort to win
important social benefits for the class as a
whole. An example is that the United
States is the only advanced capitalist
country without socialized medical care.

Another aspect of the deal, and a
sign of the bureaucrats’ subordination to
the Democratic Party, was their refusal
to lead a serious campaign to unionize un-
organized workers in the South. Another
example was the officials’ refusal to lead
a fight against racist and sexist practices
in industry or in society as a whole.

The “labor statesmen” also accepted,
with no serious fight, antilabor legisla-
tion that weakens the unions and allows
the government to intervene more openly
and directly in the internal affairs of the
labor movement.

The Taft-Hartley Act, for example,
allows states to adopt what are called
“right to work” laws that are in fact
aimed at preventing unionization. These
laws make it easier for scabs and strike-
breakers to be protected by the gov-
ernment and employers.

States also added their own antilabor
laws. Many passed laws making it “‘il-
legal” for public workers to strike. In
New York, city and state workers face
the loss of two days’ pay for every day
they “illegally’ strike.

Although these laws were used select-
ively in the past, they are now being used
more and more by all levels of govern-
ment to break strikes and defeat unions.

This offensive by the employers and
government is also undermining the old
buddy-buddy relationship between the
top union officials and the capitalists.
“Independent’’ labor analysts complain
of the end of good ‘“‘labor-management”
relations since the employers have shifted
to hard-ball tactics.

An example of this shift occurred
during the 1974-75 recession when the
city of New York faced bankruptcy. The
employers, banks, and government forced
onerous concessions from the workers.
Contracts were torn up, social services
slashed, and the conditions of life made
much worse. The hardest hit were the
Black and Latino workers who were al-
ready at the bottom of the economic
ladder.

The top union officials complained the
attacks were unfair. But instead of
launching a political fight against the gov-
ernment, they sought to come up with
their own ‘“takeback” concessions to
“save” the city. Of course, the workers
lost out.

That defeat for public employees was
taken by the employers as a green light to
demand even more concessions from
these and other workers. The bosses cor-
rectly perceived that the national labor
movement would do little to aid workers
under attack.

This experience was a prelude to the
full-fledged assault on the bastions of the
labor movement — the industrial unions
— that we have witnessed over the past
few years.

During the 25 years following World
War II, the trade union bureaucracy was
consolidated as a conservative, class-col-
laborationist layer. These labor officials,
as voices for the bosses in the unions,
were essential in pushing back the in-
fluence of class-struggle militants and
Black rights fighters.

For example, during the anticommun-
ist witch-hunt of the 1950s, the AFL and
CIO unions raided other unions that
they had labelled “red.”” And in the late
1960s, the bureaucracy fought the forma-
tion of Black caucuses that were estab-
lished to fight the racism of the bosses
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and the union officialdom.

These policies of the bureaucratic
caste in the labor movement helped to
alter the relationship of forces between
labor and the employers to the latter’s
advantage. More and more, the labor
leadership represented only the most
privileged layers of the working class, at
the expense of the big majority of work-
ers who were not even in unions. For in-
stance, when the AFL and CIO merged
in 19595, 35 percent of U.S. workers were
organized into unions. By the early
1970s it was down to less than 25 percent.

1980-82 RECESSION

When Reagan took office in 1981 he
stepped up the government-employer
drive against working people. The heart
of this accelerated offensive was to cut
social services and lower labor costs as
part of the restructuring of the economy
to make it more competitive with other
imperialist powers. The restructuring
included cutting taxes for big business to
make it easier for them to introduce more
advanced technology in order to raise
productivity and the rate of profits.

This bipartisan attack on the working
class — which was carried out with the
support of the Democrats in Congress —
coincided with the deepest downturn in
the capitalist economy since World War
II. Massive layoffs in auto, steel, and
other basic industries contributed to a na-
tional unemployment rate of almost 11
percent — the highest rate seen in the
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United States for more than 30 years.
Workers of the oppressed nationalities —
Blacks, Latinos, and others — experienced
joblessness at twice that rate or more.

At the same time, Reagan demonstrat-
ed the employing class’s willingness to

take other decisive steps against organ-

ized labor by smashing the 1981 air traf-
fic controllers strike, again with com-
plete support from the Democratic Party.
The Professional Air Traffic Controllers
Organization (PATCO) — the controllers’
union — was effectively destroyed. Some
12,000 workers were fired and black-
listed from the jobs for which they were
trained.

For their part the top labor officials
offered no effective solidarity with the
strikers. They took no action to mobil-
ize the ranks of the labor movement to
defeat Reagan’s strikebreaking.

Meanwhile the employers were win-
ning concession contracts from workers
in such basic industries as auto, steel, and
rail. They threatened workers with con-
cessions to ‘“save’” the company, or the
loss of jobs. But jobs were lost anyway,
as in the case of the Chrysler workers,
who made the greatest concessions at the
time.

Again the trade union bureaucracy
mounted no effective fightback. As a
leader of the United Steel Workers of
America (USWA) remarked, if the com-
pany’s money tree is shaken too often,
there won’t be any left. That false logic
was used to pressure basic steel workers
to accept an unprecedented 9 percent

wage cut and other concessions in March
1983.

This has been true in other industries
as weli. So much so that the big business
daily New York Times wrote, “So deeply
have concession demands cut that the
average first-year wage rise in confracts
negotiated in 1983’s first half nose-dived
to below one percent, down from 10
percent two years ago. What’s more, one-
quarter of the new contracts contain pay
cuts and one-fifth, wage freezes.”

RESTRUCTURING FAR FEWER JOBS

While the current upturn in the cap-
italist business cycle is leading to a drop
in unemployment — down from almost
11 percent to 9 percent — the main bene-
ficiaries have been the employers, who
continue to use all their tools — govern-
ment, courts, bankruptcies, mergers,
international corporate deals, and when
necessary strikebreakers — to raise their
profits.

Recently, for example, the Republic
and LTV Steel Corporations, the nation’s
third and fourth largest steel producers,
announced plans to merge. The new
company will become the second largest
steel producer after U.S. Steel. Accord-
ing to the big business publication, the
Wall Street Journal, ‘“‘if LTV succeeds in
acquiring Republic Steel, a lot of pieces
cf both companies are almost sure to be
cast off. Trying to revitalize themselves,
the two ailing steelmakers will cull their
least efficient facilities and fire thousands
of no-longer-needed employees.”

U.S. Steel and British Steel have dis-
cussed plans for U.S. Steel to import steel
slabs from Britain to its finishing mill out-
side Philadelphia. The venture would in-
crease each company’s profits, while
leading to the loss of thousands more jobs
in both countries.

Both moves are aspects of the con-
tinuing restructuring of the U.S. steel in-
dustry in the face of increased interim-
perialist competition from Japan and
Western Europe. While the upturn in the
U.S. business cycle has not led to a big
increase in steel production and most
steel companies continue to register losses
— a sign of the weakness of the capitalist
“recovery’” — some capital spending on
modernization is taking place. The steel
barons’ overall objective is a smaller,
more efficient, more productive, more
profitable industy with reduced labor
costs.

Another deal is unfolding between the
world’s first and third largest auto manu-
facturers — General Motors and Japan’s
Toyota. They plan to jointly produce a
small car at GM’s Fremont, California,
plant beginning in 1985. Part of the deal,
however, is that the venture will be called
a “new’” company that will not recognize
the right of laid-off Fremont employees
to be called back first. The “new’ com-
pany also intends to hire workers with
wages and benefits below the typical
union contract, while still formally recog-
nizing the union.
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The auto industry provides one of the
clearest examples of the objectives of the
employers, the policies of the trade union
bureaucracy, and the response of the rank
and file.

The 1979-1982 recession hit the prof-
its of the Big Three auto makers — Gen-
eral Motors, Ford, and Chrysler — hard.
They lost close to 7 billion dollars, and
Chrysler nearly went bankrupt.

In the worst of the recession, over
250,000 auto workers were laid off.
Most will never be called back to work.
For example, in 1979 Chrysler had
130,000 employees; today its U.S. and
Canadian plants employ only 65,000
workers.

Between 1970-82, 20 auto plants were
shut down. Although some are reopening
with the upturn in the economy, many
will not.

At the same time the auto bosses are
investing billions of dollars for modern-
ization. Budgeted outlays for 1980-84
are 80 billion dollars.

But much of the returned profitabil-
ity in the industry is the result of a small-
er workforce, lower wages and benefits,
and worse working conditions. Job com-
bination and speed-up alone will save the
companies millions of dollars.

In 1979-80 Chrysler won a concession
contract with the aid of the federal gov-
ernment and United Auto Workers (UAW)
leadership. Seeing no alternative leader-
ship and perspective, the ranks voted
three times for such contracts. This re-
sulted in a total loss of 1 billion dollars in
wages and benefits.

But jobs were not saved. More plants
were shut down and thousands of work-
ers were laid off permanently. The work-
ers still on the job suffered from speed-
up and much worse working conditions.

The ranks became more angry and
even hostile to sections of the union lead-
ership, including Douglas Fraser, then
president of the UAW, who joined the
Chrysler Board of Directors to “repre-
sent”” the workers.

The anger and dissent nearly came to a
head in 1981. A new concession contract
pushed by the employers and the top
union leadership was narrowly approved
by 52 to 48 percent of the members vot-
ing.

Then in October 1982, the workers
voted overwhelmingly to reject a fourth
concession contract after Chrysler report-
ed a modest profit.

The Canadian UAW members working
under a similar contract went a step fur-
ther. They not only rejected the pro-
posed contract, they also voted to go on
strike. They stayed out for five weeks
won a significant pay raise for themselves
and U.S. workers despite Chrysler’s threats
that any wage increase would send the
company into bankruptcy. Chrysler made
record profits in the first half of 1983.

Many workers learned from that ex-
perience. By fighting back — against the
advice of the top union misleaders —
gains were made.

In 1983, based on these gains, Chrysler
workers took another step forward. They
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made it clear to the company that
another big wage gain was in order in
light of Chrysler’s record profits. They
threatened to strike in January 1984.
That threat pressured Chrysler to give a
big wage increase — an immediate 1 dollar
per-hour and an additonal 1.42 dollars
over the next two years.

This important victory against Chrys-
ler — the symbol of concession contracts
for most workers — came in the context
of huge profits in the auto industry. Yet
the Chrysler workers’ success has not
been typical for most of the working class.
The situation has been one of setbacks
and defeats in the main because of the
class-collaborationist “concession bargain-
ing” strategy of the union bureaucracy.

The experience at Chrysler shows that
as the capitalist economy picks up and
workers see signs of new corporate prof-
its, their level of confidence and com-
bativity rises and new gains can be won.
Connected to this, we are also witnessing
some signs of increasing militancy in de-
fensive struggles as well.

MEAT PACKERS
AND COPPER MINERS

In June 1983, meat-packing workers
struck the Wilson Foods Company, the
largest fresh pork processor in the United
States. The strike came in response to a
new union-busting tactic of the employ-
ers — Wilson declared bankruptcy. How-
ever, the company openly admitted it did
not plan to go out of business. Rather it
was using the bankruptcy laws to tear up
its union contracts. Its competitors, it
said, had lower wages and weaker or no
unions, and Wilson wanted equity.

The rise of nonunion plants is a re-
sult of restructuring in the meat processing
industry. For a number of years union-
organized plants have been relocating to
new cities and states to remove or weaken
the unions.

After the shock of the bankruptcy
maneuver, the workers pressured their na-
tional leadership to call a strike. Three
weeks later the workers forced Wilson to
back down somewhat from their initial
takeback demands. Workers accepted an
approximately 2 dollar per-hour wage cut
instead of the over 4 dollar per-hour one
that Wilson first imposed. Considering
the lack of national labor solidarity, the
strike was a modest success.

In mitfyear three other important de-
fensive strikes were imposed on the
workers.

On July 1, 13 unions representing cop-
per miners in Arizona — who are majority
Chicano, mexicano, and Native American
— were forced out on strike by the Phelps
Dodge Corp., the second largest copper
producer in the United States.

The strike is more than a struggle be-
tween labor and management. It is a
combined fight for the rights of oppres-
sed nationalities and for stronger unions.
And this is how many of the workers
see it.

The strike is instructive on two levels.
It shows how the various arms of the

state power — the courts, National Guard,
police, scabs — have been and continue to
be used against the strikers and their fam-
ilies to defeat the strike and bust the
unions. And it reflects the growing mili-
tancy of the rank and file and their allies,
who are drawing some valuable lessons
about the class struggle, particularly the
role of the government.

For example, the government is help-
ing the company herd scabs into the
mines. In August, over 800 National
Guardsmen were mobilized for that
purpose. The news media refer to the
strikers as “mobs.”” The company threat-
ens to evict striking workers from com-
pany-owned homes and denies them med-
ical care at the company-owned hospitals.
The courts issue injunctions limiting the
number of pickets at each mine.

The workers have responded by or-
ganizing militant pickets. They have filed
lawsuits against both the company and
government for their strike-breaking
activities and harassment. Women and
children have established independent
auxiliaries to back the strike.

At the same time, the top layers of the
national union officialdom — particular-
ly the AFL-CIO — have refused to activ-
ely mobilize the millions of union mem-
bers around the country to give the cop-
per miners enough aid to win.

This lack of effective national soli-
darity is one reason the strike has not
been won. It indicates a fundamental
weakness of the labor movement today as
the employers deepen their offensive. It
is harder and harder for workers in one
plant or industry to make gains by them-
selves.

The trade union bureaucracy’s refusal
to organize active solidarity is a factor in
why most defensive strikes are losing or
barely holding their own. Despite worker
militancy, advances have been few.

TELEPHONE WORKERS STRIKE

Another recent example involved the
more than 675,000 unionized telephone
workers at the huge American Telephone
and Telegraph company. Last year

AT&T reaped 7.2 billion dollars in prof-
its. The workers expected a decent wage
increase — at least to keep up with in-
flation — and some improvements in
benefits in their new contracts.

But AT&T had something else in mind.
It demanded takebacks from the unions.
It said the government’s decision to re-
structure the telephone industry by
breaking AT&T into 22 smaller com-
panies — but still owned by the same cap-
italists — meant its profits would begin to
decline.

The three unions involved were forced
to call a strike. The unions demanded job
security for all currently employed work-
ers. Specifically they sought a job re-
training program to minimize the impact
of the introduction of new technology.
They also demanded a decent wage in-
crease and other improvements.

The company refused to negotiate ser-
iously until it became clear that the work-
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ers were ready and willing to strike in-
definitely to win a decent contract.
AT&T finally retracted its major take-
back demands and gave the workers a
modest wage increase after a 22-day
strike.

The arrogance of AT&T, a company
making superprofits, is a reflection of a
common attitude among the employers:
it is possible to take and take because the
unions lack a leadership willing to fight
back.

AT&T’s problem was that it ran into
the militant rank and file who believed
— like the Chrysler workers — that the
company had money to meet their de-
mands.

CONTINENTAL WALKOUT

The employers’ determination to cut
labor costs is also evident in the confron-
tation between the major domestic air-
lines and their workers.

The airline employers have also used
bankruptcy laws to bust the airline
unions. Continental Airlines, for ex-
ample, simply announced one day that it
was filing for bankruptcy and terminated
12,000 workers. Three days later it re-
opened as the “New Continental Air-
lines.” The ‘““new” company rehired only
4,800 workers and cut wages in half.
Qualitatively worse working conditions
were also imposed.

The workers were told to live by this
“yellow dog contract” or be out of a
job. That is what happened to Continen-
tal mechanics, who went on strike in Aug-
ust after the airline made its last offer
— they were immediately fired. This was
before the bankruptcy ploy was used.

Once Continental declared bankruptey,
the pilots and flight attendants had no
choice — fight back or capitulate.

The decision of the airline pilots in
- particular to walk the picket lines is quite
significant. These are some of the high-
est-paid workers, and they have generally
displayed little solidarity when other air-
line workers have struck. They refused,
for instance, to respect the mechanics’
pickets in August, and in 1981 they cross-
ed the picket lines of the striking air traf-
fic controllers.

These employer attacks and the work-
ers’ response are fueling the working class
radicalization. Growing numbers of
workers continue to question where the
country is heading and to consider al-
ternative ideas for defending themselves.
This is true for most working people,
but especially for workers in basic indus-
tries that are in the process of major cap-
italist restructuring such as auto, steel,
rail, trucking, and airlines.

RADICALIZATION
AND POLARIZATION

The radicalization of workers is devel-
oping alongside a growing class polariza-
tion in U.S. society. Under the employ
ers’ offensive, the capitalist economic
stagnation, and the beginnings of work-
ing-class resistance, there is a tendency
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for opposing class interests to be reflect-
ed in political life more and more openly,
much more so than in a period of capital-
ist expansion and social stability.

This process of polarization does not
mean that all U.S. workers are moving to
the left. Many workers — especially
those who are still relatively privileged —
still identify with the interests of ‘“‘their
country,” “their boss,” and ‘‘their
industry.”

Such views are pushed by the trade
union bureaucracy. Thus many workers
have voted for concession contracts, be-
lieving it will “save” their plant and job.
There is not yet a clear understanding
that capitalism itself is why plants shut
down, ‘“run away” to nonunion areas or
abroad, or declare bankruptcy.

Some older workers with a degree of
job security accept two-tier wage scales in
which new hires start at half pay. Older
workers, those with long seniority, be-
lieve this may save their jobs. It is only
when they themselves are under attack
that they begin to jettison such ideas.
This is happening to many older workers
in auto and steel.

Another feature of this class polariza-
tion is the growing battle over ideas tak-
ing place inside the working class.

In this discussion of ideas, the labor

bureaucracy serves as the mouthpiece of
the employers in the labor movement.
A good example is the campaign for pro-
tectionism being led by top officials of
the garment, steel, and auto unions.

While different views exist within the
ruling class on import restrictions, tariffs,
etc., all of the employers benefit when
U.S. workers are encouraged to blame
workers in other countries for the crisis
caused by capitalism. This lets the bosses
off the hook and impedes workers from
coming to a correct understanding of how
best to fight for jobs.

Moveover, the anti-imports stance is
undermining labor solidarity among U.S.

Striking railroad workers on picket duty (DR)

workers and between U.S. and other
workers. This type of worker “competi-
tion” is an aid to the employers and can
ultimately lead workers to accept the
employers’ view that ‘“‘defense’” of the
company’s profits means fighting their
wars to “defend” the country.

The fact that the government is cen-
tral to the employers’ attacks on working
people is making clear to more and more
workers the need to develop a strategy
that challenges the government directly.

Where does the labor movement stand
in developing such a perspective?

Although there is no organized ex-
pression of working people developing a
political perspective independent of the
employers and their parties, the Demo-
crats and Republicans, over the last sev-
eral months there have been signs of
working people trying to go in that di-
rection. This is most pronounced in the
Black community where discussions
about forging broader political alliances
to push for more political representation
and influence are most developed. The
result of the employers’ offensive in gen-
eral is leading more working people to
think about and discuss politics.

The crucial challenge — and need — is
to forge a class-struggle leadership to pre-
vent further setbacks and defeats and
eventually take on the political monopoly
of the capitalist class.

It means the unions forming a mass la-
bor party — something that does not exist
in the United States because of the offi-
cialdom’s complete subordination to the
capitalist parties.

Although motion in the labor move-
ment or among labor’s strategic allies —
Blacks, Latinos, women, and family farm-
ers — toward breaking with the capitalist
parties is not expressed in an organized
form there is a serious discussion develop-
ing around the 1984 presidential election
on the need to build new alliances of the
oppressed and exploited to achieve more
political clout.

This is especially true among the op-
pressed Black nationality. Jesse Jackson,
a prominent Black civil rights leader, has
announced publicly that he is consider-
ing entering the race for the Democratic
Party presidential nomination. This idea,
of a Black running for president, has
generated a wide-ranging discussion
among Blacks, Latinos, farmers, and all
workers. This discussion centers on how
the oppressed can best fight for more po-
litical power.

Jackson makes clear that he is not

| talking about independent working-class

political action. He argues that the op-
pressed must remain within the Demo-
cratic Party. Nevertheless the discussion
he has helped initiate poses the broader
question of how working people can
achieve political power. It reflects grow-
ing dissatisfaction with the capitalist po-
litical parties and helps open the door to
a discussion of genuinely independent
working-class political action.

In this situation of political ferment,
the top layers of the trade union bureau-
cracy have reaffirmed their strong sup-
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port to the two-party capitalist system
and their traditional support to the
Democratic Party. That is why the AFL-
CIO voted to endorse Walter Mondale.
The bureaucracy is procapitalist and op-
poses any motion toward a labor party.

HOWWILL A
NEW LEADERSHIP ARISE?

Workers will overcome this class-
collaborationist leadership through strug-
gles against the employers’ offensive at
home and abroad. It is through struggles
that workers are learning lessons and will
bring forth new leaders to defend their in-
terests. While there is no motion now to-
ward a labor party, the defensive strikes,
the antiwar sentiments, and the fact that
tens of thousands of unionists marched in
Washington for jobs, peace, and freedom
on August 27 along with a half million
other working people are all part of the
process that is deepening the political
consciousness of many workers.

Furthermore, there is no way to know
in advance which unions will move for-
ward first and over what issues.

For instance, in the late 1960s and
early 1970s a rank-and-file movement
rose up in the oldest industrial union in
the United States — the United Mine
Workers of America (UMWA). That
movement became so powerful that it
overthrew the entrenched bureaucracy
and established important elements of
rank-and-file control over the coal-miners’
union.

How did it begin? Mine workers built
a movement around health and safety. In
response to the deadly illness, “Black
Lung,” miners demanded federal health
and safety legislation. The top union
leadership reluctantly supported the
movement but refused to lead the fight
against the coal operators necessary to
win these demands.

During this movement, new leaders
who favored democracy in the UMWA be-
gan to come forward. Although the bu-
reaucracy used force and violence to
attempt to beat back the movement,
eventually the bureaucratic caste was
thrown out — not just at the top, but
throughout the UMWA.  Democratic
forms of functioning — many of which
existed on paper but had been abused by
the bureaucracy — were given life blood
and new ones instituted for the first time
since the union was founded in the late
1800s.

This revolution in a major industrial
union was an unprecedented develop-
ment, something not seen since the rise of
industrial unionism in the 1930s.

The democratic forms established by
the mine workers — which will not nec-
essarily be the same in other unions when
their bureaucratic castes are overthrown
— have continuously been utilized by the
miners to defend their interests. Many a
local, regional, and national leadership
has been removed by the ranks when they
felt these leaderships were not effectively
fighting the coal operators.

The miners’ experience places them in
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a stronger position than most workers to
forge a class-struggle leadership to fight
the bosses’ continuing takeback demands.

At the same time, like other unions,
the UMWA is facing the combined power
of the employers, courts, and government.
A united front of all unions and other
working people is needed to respond to
this reactionary capitalist alliance. That
is why a militant national labor move-
ment, beginning in the political arena and
extending to the shop floor, is needed to
effectively defend working people’s inter-
ests today.

What the last year has shown is that
the fight for jobs, better health care, and

education — and against U.S. wars abroad
— means a political fight against the em-
ployers and their government.

The last year has also shown that
working-class radicalization is uneven,
based on the depth of the employers’
offensive in any particular industry and
its connection to the national and inter-
national objectives of U.S. capitalism.
While there have been more setbacks and
defeats for workers in this recent period
of class struggle, these experiences are
clarifying class politics to more and more
workers. Growing resistance as well is

convincing many workers that fundamen-
tal change is needed to end the crisis. B

NEW SPANISH ABORTION LAW
DOES LITTLE FOR WOMEN

On Thursday October 6, the parliament
in the Spanish state passed a bill intro-
duced by the ruling Socialist Party
(PSOE) to legalise abortion in certain
cases. These cases were rape, danger to
the life of the mother and deformation of
the foetus.

The limitations to this new law have
just been graphically illustrated. Five
Bilbao women who had abortions be-
tween 1968 and 1976 have just been
given sentences by the Supreme Court
ranging from 140 dollar fines to over
twelve years in prison.

These women had originally been
acquitted by a lower court because of
their ‘state of necessity’, that is, their
poverty. The Supreme Court, in over-
ruling this decision, interpreted the new
law absolutely strictly.

Ironically, the case of the Bilbao 11
was the original catalyst to the abortion
movement in the Spanish state — which
resulted in the PSOE feeling under pres-
sure to go some way to liberalising the
law!

The t:Lrst Bilbao trial opened in 1979
after a number of delays. It provided a
focus for a widespread campaign. Thou-
sands of women and men signed a public
document stating that they had had an
abortion, or helped women to obtain one.
Demonstrations were held, international
observers invited, and lawyers paraded
through the streets of Bilbao in protest.
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This trial was suspended, as was the
second in 1982. Only in March 1982
was the verdict finally given. It marked
a turning point in Spanish law, and
seemed to be a victory not only for the
women on trial but Spanish women in
general. The Bilbao judge defined the
‘state of necessity’ as an extenuating cir-
cumstance, and said that the ‘right fo
life’ protected in the constitution did not
include ‘juridical protection of life in
formation’. @A remarkable ruling in a
Catholic country.

The Supreme Court upheld the acquit-
tal of four women, while finding the
other five guilty. If also increased the
previous sentences on the woman abor-
tionist and the man accused of helping
another woman to get an abortion.

The Madrid Abortion Rights Com-
mission and other feminist organisations
immediately attacked the sentence, point-
ing out it showed how little the new law
would do to help the vast majority of
Spanish women who want abortions.
Only 3 per cent of the women who have
abortions in the Spanish state each year
will be helped by this law. Otherwise
they will continue to have illegal abor-
tions on their kitchen tables, risking trials"
and prison sentences, or, if they can af-
ford it, flying to London or Amsterdam.
The promised PSOE’s ‘new course’ has
not yet done much for women. ]
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SUCCESSFUL SWISS
ANTHMISSILES DEMONSTRATION

The last few weeks have seen huge
demonstrations in many European coun-
tries against the installation of the Nato
missiles (see article in this issue on page
13).

Such a demonstration also took place
in Switzerland on November 5, as the
major action in a Day of Action for
Peace. OQur Swiss comrades sent this re-
port.

BERNE — 60,000 people at Berne is
equivalent to almost 400,000 people in
Bonn, the capital of West Germany. It
is an unchallengeable fact that an impor-
tant step forward has been made. The
success of the first big demonstration on
December 5, 1981 has been considerably
broadened and consolidated. No longer
can the peace movement be talked of as
a simple ‘flash in the pan’ animated by a
desire to imitate what is going on else-
where, or as being ‘manipulated by Mos-
cow’.

There are several reasons for the on-
going nature and consolidation of the
movement. The young and working
people of Switzerland feel that they are
directly affected by the stationing of
Cruise and Pershing II missiles in Europe.
An opinion poll carried out by Swiss
German television showed that 48 per
cent of the people asked thought that the
installation of the missiles should be put
back to give more time for the US-Soviet
Geneva negotiations. In French-speak-
ing Switzerland 42 per cent were of the
same opinion.

The same poll showed that 42 per cent
thought that the Swiss government
should pursue ‘a more active peace
policy’, while 48 per cent considered that
Cruise and Pershing II missiles would
make no positive contribution to their
security. These results confirm the cor-
rectness of the demands put forward in
the Day of Action.

It should be noted that the bourgeois
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parties and the Federal Council have in-
creased their slanders against the peace
movement. The most striking example of
this attitude was the communiques of the
Radical Party, and of the Society of Swiss
Officers, attacking the day for its unilat-
eralism, as the SS20s were not mentioned
in the platform of demands.

In reality, and interviews with many
superior officers show this, the official
policy of the Federal Council is to wel-
come the deployment of Cruise and
Pershing. In that sense, the unilateralism
of the platform on this point is only the
product of the official policy.

We can say, without fear of contra-
diction, that the official policy of the
Federal Council, and government, of lin-
ing up with Nato, has met with a rebuff.
The real significance of the demand for ‘a
more active peace policy’ is to question
this agreement with warmonger Reagan’s
policies. An agreement that could also be
noted in a series of other areas, such as
the growth of military spending to the
detriment of social spending, repression
of conscientious objectors, and the desire
to build new army practice ranges as at
Rothenthurm.

The overall crisis of the system, the
sharp rise in imperialist military inter-
vention in the dependent countries, the
frenzied austerity policies of the bour-
geois governments, all these factors also
underly the peace mobilisations.

In the period of a real danger of nuc-
lear holocaust, it is absolutely justified
to struggle for a different future than
the physical, social and ecological de-
struction of humanity.

We think that there will be many
repercussions from the day of action. We
will see the opening of a still broader de-
bate, and a lot more activity in the arena
of the social, military and foreign policy
of the present bourgeois parliamentary
majority. This is a positive step.

FRENCH
ANTHRACIST MARCH

The horrific Killing on November 15 of a
young Arab by four young men travelling
with a sergeant to join the Foreign
Legion underlines the increasing danger
and discrimination that North African
immigrants face today in France.

In the last two years racist attacks
have claimed some 60 victims. At the
same time the far-right have been increas-
ing their scores in municipal elections
from 9 per cent to 17 per cent.

The Socialist Party-Communist Party
government have not combatted this
increasing racism through implementation
of Mitterrand’s election promises: to give
immigrants the right to vote in municipal
elections, issue ten-year combined work
and residence permits (rather than the
present complicated system of three dif-
ferent types of residence permit and two
for the right to work), and regularise the
situation of the sans papiers (without
papers).

It is in response to this situation that
an anti-racist march for equality is
presently traversing France. Thirty
marchers left Marseilles on October 15.
They will make their way through the big
cities and industrial areas of eastern
France, including Grenoble, Lyon, Dijon,
Lille and Amiens, to Paris where there
will be a national demonstration on De-
cember 3.

The march was originated by a chari-
table organisation concerned with refu-
gees and those in need, the CIMADE, and
a local association of public housing resi-
dents, SOS Avenir Minguettes. It is now
supported -by all the big anti-racist and
immigrant organisations.

A spokesperson of CIMADE explained
the reasons for the march at a press con-
ference on October 13, ‘There is still no
equality, despite the anti-racist laws there
is no equality in real life, for example, in
being allowed to stay in the country
where one has lived for ten years. When
will we get a single [work and residence |
card?’

As the march makes its way through
France it is being met by local demon-
strations, forums or days of action on
anti-racism, activities that are also being
undertaken to prepare the mobilisation
for December 3 in Paris. &




CZECHOSLOVAKIA

Petr Uhl — the protests helped

IV CORRESPONDENTS

PRAGUE — The many protests seem to
have had some effect. One of Czecho-
slovakia’s best known political prisoners,
Peter Uhl, has been moved out of the ill-
famed Mirov prison and transferred to a
better one outside Prague. '

A relieved Anna Sabatova, Uhl’s wife,
told us this two weeks ago when we
visited her in Prague.

In Mirov, which is in northern Bohem-
ia, hundreds of kilometers from Prague,
Petr Uhl’s situation had become quite
critical. He was very sick. The prison is
a castle that dates from the thirteenth
century, and for all this time it has been
used to hold dissident elements. It is
notorious as one of the worst prisons in
the country.

Anna Sabatova could get permission
to visit Petr Uhl only every six months —
for one hour. The last time she visited
him was in May this year. After seeing
him, she was very worried.

Petr’s face was swollen, and he seemed
to find it very difficult to concentrate.
In order to break Petr both psychologic-
ally and physically, they had him grind
hard, brittle plastic in a room without
ventilation, when he already suffered
from chronic asthma. He was put in a
cell with five other prisoners, all of them
were loyal to the regime, and who con-
stantly tried to provoke Petr, Anna Saba-
tova said.

In 1979, Petr Uhl was imprisoned
along with five others, including the well-
known writer Vaclav Havel. He was sen-
tenced to five years in prison for his
activity in the Committee to Defend the
Unjustly Accused, VONS.

The others have now been released.
Petr is still being held. He got the most

severe sentence, on the pretext that he

was a second offender.

Uhl was imprisoned the first time for
opposing the Soviet invasion in 1968. He
was active in the resistance, the wide-
spread strikes and university occupations.
Later he was one of the founders and
leaders of Charter 77, the movement for
human rights in Czechoslovakia.

In the capitalist countries, a lot of
workers organizations have campaigned
for the release of the political prisoners in
Czechoslovakia or at least to see that they
got better conditions in prison.

In the nearly four and a half years
that Petr Uhl has been in prison, a num-
ber of campaigns have been waged on his

behalf in many countries. Organizations
such as Amnesty International have also
participated in these campaigns.

In the big international peace confer-
ence in Prague this summer, many dele-
gates — to the great distress of their
Czechoslovak hosts — pressed for Petr
Uhl to be allowed to attend. Resolutions
were read, moreover, demanding the re-
lease of the political prisoners.

It was shortly after this conference
that Petr Uhl was moved. When Anna
Sabotova went to the authorities to com-
plain about the poor state of her hus-
band’s health, she got nowhere. The last
time she complained she went together
with her father, Vaclav Sabata, who him-
self spent six years in prison for being
spokesman of Charter 77.

Petr was transferred because the re-
gime is sensitive to criticism from the
West, especially as regards political pris-
oners, Anna Sabatova said.

Now it only takes an hour’s bus ride
to get to Petr’s prison. So why not go
out there? We went out with Anna Saba-
tova. She had not yet had a chance to go.

In the bus we traveled through the big
coal-mining area north of Prague. In a
small town, Kladno, we got off. The last
few kilometers we had to walk down into
a valley. We passed a coal mine, and then
we could see to the left the prison walls
that are supposed to “protect’” the
Czechoslovak people from ‘‘anti-social
elements.” The wall was 2.5 meters high,
with barbed wire on the top.

Keeping a good distance -away, we
walked along the wall. It was snowing
down in the valley. At the bottom we
came up to the prison, right up against
the wall.

We walked along a railway embank-
ment, frgm which we could see most of
The prison where Petr Uhl is now held (DR)

the area. There were guard towers at
each corner of the wall, with guards con-
stantly on the watch. We could hear a
loud noise from behind the walls. It was
a pack of police dogs. They were chasing
up aud down in a runway that circles the
wall on the inside.

The prison itself consisted mainly of
about ten low one- or two-story build-
ings. They looked like small workshops.
Most of the buildings also had fences
around them. In the middle, a big four-
story building towered over the rest.

“Petr’s cell is in that building, on the
second floor,” Anna Sabatova said.

We went along the railway embank-
ment a little way along the wall. We
wanted to take pictures of the prison.
That is not allowed. But we managed to
do it by putting the camera in the bottom
of a bag. The guard got very edgy about
having us walk around. He yelled some-
thing at us. So, we turned quickly
around and went back to Kladno to take
the bus back to Prague.

In six months, Petr Uhl will be able to
take the same bus ride into Prague, if
he is released from prison on time. But
even then he will not be quits with the
authorities. He will have to pay them
money. They are not satisfied with just
jailing you, they make you pay for the
room and board for all the time you are
held under indictment. For Petr Uhl,
that was nineteen months.

A large part of the wage he earned in
prison went to pay that debt. When he
gets out, he will still have a lot to pay.
Besides that, he still owes money for his
first stay behind bars.

For Anna Sabatova, the situation is
the same. At the beginning of the 1970s,
she served two years in prison. She is still
paying her room and board for that stay
in the government’s hotel.

Petr has now gotten better conditions.
For example, he can study English in his
free time. He could not do that'in Mirov,
Anna Sabatova explained.

“There are more and more political
prisoners in Czechoslvakia,” Anna Saba-
tova continued. “So, it is important that
all progressive forces in the West protest
against the jailing of people who are polit-
ically active and against the conditions
under which they are held.

“Now you can see that protesting has
an effect,”’ she concluded.

xxxxxxxxxxxx




