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The results
of the latest
Salvadoran

guerrilla offensive

Gerry FOLEY

The guerrillas’ January operations seem
to have accomplished something like the
Tet offensive in Vietnam — that is, make
it clear to world public opinion that the
government is losing and that there is
no way that the guerrillas can be stopped
without some drastic change in the terms
of the conflict.

At the height of their offensive, the
rebels occupied the small city of Berlin
in Usulutan province. On February 1,
they reportedly destroyed the police
station, wusing 120-mm cannon and
firebombs, and then seized the local
army base.

The rebels held the town for four
days, refiring only in the face of a
large-scale counteroffensive by the
government armed forces.

The government hit back with every-
thing it had, at enormous political cost.
It used the airpower provided by U.S.
imperialism to devastate the city from the
air, forcing the “moderate” archbishop
of San Salvador, Monsignor Arturo Rivera
y Damas to sound an alarm,

On February 6, the archbishop called
on the government to end “indiscrimi-
nate bombings.”” He said that about 250
civilians had been killed in the bombings,
although half the population fled when
the fighting started. The army treated
Berlin like an enemy city.

An Agence France-Presse dispatch
described the results of the bombing as
follows:

“Searching through the rubble, crowds
of starving and terrorized people are
wandering through the streets of a city
devastated by aerial bombing. This
city...which a few days ago was calm and
prosperous, is now nothing but a pile of
ruins.”

What is more, in the rush to smash the
rebels in Berlin, some of the U.S. advisors
got too far up front. A sergeant was hit
by groundfire while flying over the battle
area in a helicopter.

The incident was politically very da-

maging to Washington. It linked the
U.S. directly to a Vietnam-war-style
massive ferror operation — destroying
Berlin to save it. Moreover, this was an
operation where Washington’s local
allies began to look like losers, which
also raised memories of a not-too-distant
past that the U.S. rulers are anxious to
see forgotten.

The fact that the wounded sergeant
and two other U.S. officers were im-
mediafely shipped home, for overstep-
ping the official rule against U.S.
military getting involved in the fighting,
points up how carefully the Reagan
government has to tread.

Washington as of now is afraid of
looking like it is getting involved in an
escalation, and in fact the Berlin events
placed an additional obstacle in the way
of stepped-up U.S. intervention.

In the U.S. Senate Foreign Relations
Committee hearings the first week in
February, Connecticut senator Chris-
topher Dodd complained that Washington
had given nearly a billion dollars in open
military aid to El Salvador and : “What
do we have to show for it? The military
and political situations are not improving
at all.”

Dodd’s remarks were cited in the Feb-
ruary 14 issue of the major U.S. magazine
Newsweeky which went on to comment:
“But the amount of U.S. aid that would
be needed to make a substantial differ-
ence in the Salvadoran government’s
military performance remains staggering.”

The news weekly pointed out that
U.S. experts in El Salvador itself were
distinctly gloomy:

“ ‘This week showed the coming
trend in El Salvador,” one frustrated
Western  observer concluded...‘Next
month, it’ll be a town bigger than Berlin,
maybe two U.S. advisors wounded — or
one killed.” ”

In this context, it is not surprising that
the disclosure by a Latin-American dip-
lomatic source that U.S. officials were
working on a plan for negotiating with

che FMLN attracted a good deal of in-
terest.

Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-
American Affairs, Thomas Enders, pro-
posed a ‘“‘two-track strategy,” according
to the Washington Post Service “in which
the United States would promote negotia-
tions with left guerrillas there while
continuing to support the Salvadoran
government’s military efforts to sup-
press the rebels.”

The negotiations reportedly would
be carried out through a third party,
probably the Social Democratic govern-

‘ment in Spain,

Enders’ proposal was in an internal
State Department position paper, and
was said to have run into opposition
from Reagan’s ambassador to the UN,
Jeane Kirkpatrick in particular. Kirkpat-
rick, an aggressive rightist, is one of the
key figures for Reagan’s foreign policy.

In fact, the incapacity of the Salva-
doran military, backed up by Washing-
ton, to stop the spread of the guerril-
la movement, along with the Reagan
administration’s inability to rally the
necessary support for escalation, seem
to represent something of a crisis for
the U.S. president’s policy of an im-
perialist counteroffensive against the
struggles of colonial peoples. On the
other hand, any move to negotiate
is almost certain to divide and demoralize
the local rulers, who fear granting any
measure of democratic rights to the
masses.

At the height of the guerrilla offensive,
Guillermo Ungo, leader of the Frente
Democratico Revolucionario, a com-
ponent of the FMLN, visited Paris.
Le Monde of February 9 published
an interview with him under the head-
line: “We Solemnly Reiterate Our Offer
of Negotiations.”

Ungo told Marcel Niedergang, Le
Monde’s Latin-American expert:
“We are making this offer when

our forces are showing on the ground
that they have the initiative. We are
not making it out of weakness but
because we think that it is necessary
to give an immediate answer to the
growing number of people in our coun-.
try who want peace.”” He warned:
“If the military balance is broken fo-
morrow, it could be too late.”

Ungo said that the guerrillas’ offensive
had ushered in a new phase of the war:
“The regular army has no offensive cap-
acity. It only reacts, responds to the
actions of the guerrilla groups...Equality
with the army has not yet been achieved,
but we are getting there.”

The FDR leader thought Washington
would have big difficulties in intervening
directly:

“Some diplomats and high-ranking
military officers have just said publicly
that the recent big American maneuvers
in Honduras have at least proved that no-
thing serious can be done in the region
without the United States. This is true
in Honduras, where the maneuvers only
served to prepare the way for direct
U.S. intervention. It is true in El
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Salvador, where
without the U.S.gid. But is the publle
in the U.S. rea to lose boys in an
armed confh@h Central America?”
The FMLN'syespect for democratic
and humanit * values has helped to
put it in a tically strong position

both inside thc ntry and international-
ly.

For examplefiﬁen U.S. experts have
had to acknowledge that the FMLN
treats captured goldiers well and releases
them as soon ag ble. |
In Novembe¥;*the Los Angeles Times
quoted a U, El, psychulngma] warfare
expert as i."These freed men are
more dangerows to the army than a 120-
millimeter howitzgr. They will tell their
fellow soldiers §hey were treated well,
which will ene‘nge more to surrender
the next time M are surrounded.”

In contrast ﬂ this, the UN Human
Rights Comupission report released Feb-
ruary 9 pointed out that in 1982, about
5,000 people were murdered in El Sal-
vador, mostly ‘By security forces and
nghtlsts It out that not a single
person has eves:bpen convicted of violat-
ing human rights by a Salvadoran court.

At obvious g#ns to find signs of im-
provement, Hi @athors of an official
U.S. report agilaiman rights in El Sal-
vador noted #l the counterinsurgency
forces “are baghping to take prisoners,”
although the mwsiber “is still very small.”
That is, with Mgy few exceptions, the
[ r&slsters they over-
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In this sl ', even the leadership
of the Aanng closely linked to
the U.S. gov t, ‘and by no means
to its more : circles, has had to
come out agalssé continued aid to the
junta. Revi $réde-unionist conscious-

ness in the U.ﬂis certainly a factor in

this, since gjunta has suppressed
union activity' gad a good deal of the
Salvadoran unigm movement is on the
rebel side. q;-p

In this contegt, the FMLN’s propo-
sals for a negotiated settlement based

on democracy, without the people’s
defense forces _ disarming, highlight
the fact that it j! the government and its
imperialist backe#§ who are afraid to al-’
low the people $o organize freely and |
express themsel

Such mltlatlm can help to gain the
attention and 1 pathy of the masses
in the larger co Jﬂes in the region and
in the imperialisk centers, without which
it would be extremely difficult to carry'
through a sumful revolution in El
Salvador. -

The impact M the Salvadoran strug-
gle has had mltmnally testifies to|

its political hs. The pressures.
created by a revolutionary strug-
gle in a key ot jmperialism will con-
tinue to pose cult tests as well as op-

g Salvadoran movement.
te strength of the move-
dor the Salvadoran peo-

ily in the outcome.

the army would collapse!

The revolution

iIn Central America,
its impact on Mexico

The following interview was given to
Gerry Foley in Paris in early February
by Sergio Rodriguez, a leader of the
Partido Revolucionario de los Trabaja-
dores (PRT — Revolutionary Workers
Party, Mexican section of the Fourth
International). It deals with the gains
of the Salvadoran revolutionists and the
impact of this on Mexico.

In fact, one of the most important as-
pects of the Central American struggle is
its affect on one of the decisive countries
of Latin America, one that is closely
linked with Central America, and one
that has a 1,500-mile-long common bor-
der with the U.S.

Question. What stage do you think
the Salvadoran revolution has reached?

Answer. The offensive campaign the
Salvadoran army mounted against the
guerrillas from June 1981 to June 1982
failed. What is more, it failed despite the
growing military aid, training, and techni-
cal advise provided by the U.S. That
means that the elite units trained in
Miami, which were a key element in the
counterinsurgency strategy of the impe-
rialists, have not been able to accomplish
their uh]ectwes A whole series of at-
tempts to retake areas held by the guerril-
las failed.

Parallel to the failure of the military
offensive against the guerrillas is a grow-
ing crisiseof the Salvadoran bourgeoisie.
A large part of the Christian Democratic

Party has come to the conclusion that

the Faribundo Marti Front cannot be de-
feated militarily and therefore it is neces-
| sary to seek a negotiated solution.
ARENA, the ultrarightist party of Major
d’Aubulsson however, is certain that
negotiating with the guerrillas would
mean a development like Nicaragua.

Q. What’s been happening in the rev-
olutionary movement itself?

A. It has been getting stronger and
more effective. The revolutionaries
have been able to restore bases of co-
operation, which had been somewhat
disrupted. It is no secret that there have

been and continue to be a series of pol-
itical differences in the front. But a
solution seems to be emerging. It is
based on two elements.

The first is the formation of a single
army, with a single military command.
This is a basic need, since the guerrillas
are up against a centralized army. There
has been considerable progress on this.
Formally, the guerrilla forces have been
united under a single command, but in
practice this process has not been comp-
leted.

Secondly, and this is still more positive
than the first, the movement is beginning
to recover in the urban areas. That is, it
is beginning to reestablish its links with
the workers and the trade unions, es-
pecially in the case of the electrical and
a series of fundamental decision-making
textile workers. These were lost funda-
mentally as a result of the crisis con-
nected with the relative failure of the
August 1980 strike. The unions were
taken over by the military. A large
part of the working-class vanguard
were either imprisoned or had to flee
to the mountains. The workers move-
ment in the urban areas was, there-
fore, decapitated.

Now, links are beginning to grow
between the armed struggle and the
revolutionary  organizations involved
in it and the traditional defense organ-
izations of the workers. This raises
the possibility of impelling certain
processes of self-organization of the
Salvadoran workers, which is essential
in order to bring the basic changes in
the relationship of forces.

The revolution in El Salvador is not
just a military affair but depends on
the mass movement and politics. It is
not just a question of mobilizing support
for the guerrillas but of the masses taking
powers into their hands. Making the
revolution involves these processes of
self-organization and politically and so-
cially weakening the bourgeois state.

Thus, the gains that have been made in




assuring the militarily unity of the revolu-
tionary forces and in rebuilding the
workers movement in the urban areas
show that the revolution has not been
stagnating but is on the advance. This will
become much more clear in the coming
months. '

Q. Whal is the role of lhe Salvador
Communist Party in the struggle?

A. It’s hard to say, it is the smallest of
the organizations involved, and does not
have a very visible role.

Q. Whal do you think now aboul Lhe
international relationship of forces the
Salvadoran revolution has to contend
with?

A. A number of external factors have
changed. The Reagan government is not
as strong as it was at the start of the con-
flict. The elections held last year in the
U.S. demonstrated that. Sections of
the capitalist parties themselves do not
believe that it is possible to achieve a
military solution. The imperialists do not
have the same confidence in the political
project they are pushing in El Salvador
that they had a year ago, or a year and
a half ago.

There is also a shift in the attitude
of the Latin American bourgeoisies. They
are getting more involved in pushing
negotiations. Thus, the Mexican govern-
ment has begun to play more of an inde-
pendent role. The last proposal for nego-
tiations came out of the meeting in Pan-
ama between Mexico, Panama, Venezu-
ela, and Costa Rica. For the first time,
such a proposal represented an initiative
by the Mexico government, closely linked
to the Venezuelan bourgeoisie. Before
this, the Mexican government supported
proposals by the antigovernment forces in
El Salvador.

What the Mexican government is try-
ing to do now is reinforce the idea of a
third way, a third option, supposedly a
democratic one. This would involve, on
the one hand, blocking imperialist inter-
vention, and, on the other, holding back
the Central American Revolution. The
association between the Mexican and
Venezuelan governments is significant.
Venezuela is traditionally the political
instrument of imperialism in Latin Ameri-
ca. Its proposals for negotiation up till
now amounted to calling on the revolu-
tionary forces to surrender.

Q.. What has been the impact in Mex-
ico of the gains by the Salvadoran rev-
olutionaries?

A. There has been a major growth in
the solidarity movement with Central
America, not just with Salvador but
also with Guatemala. For example,
on January 22, the day of action declared
by the World Front for Solidarity with El
Salvador, there was a demonstration of
20,000 people in Mexico City.

Our party was quite prominent on the
march and one of the speakers was a
member of the PRT.

There are two very important aspects
to the growth of the solidarity move-

ment. First, it is involving more and
more sections of the working class, more
and more trade unions. Secondly, il is
increasingly a nationwide movement; it is
no longer confined to Mexico City or a
few other places. This is quite significant
in Mexico, where there is traditionally a
lot of regional divisions. There are ap-
proximately 55 committees, which are
coordinated by the Comite Mexicano de
Solidaridad con El Salvador.

Attempts have begun also to establish
links with the U.S. solidarity committees.
The border conference in Tijuana that
preceded the January 22 demonstration
was an important step in this regard.

Solidarity work has always been one
of the central axes of the PRT. It was one
of the main axes around which the party
was built. We do not think that is is pos-
sible to build any revolutionary organiza-
tion in Mexico that does not have solidar-
ity with Central America as one of its
central axes.

So, we have been working consistantly
in the solidarity movement from the
start. And that means that our positions
are understood. Our objective is to build
a broad, mass anti-interventionist move-
ment. And we have to advance the idea
also of building a movement that can
mobilize the masses in Mexico against
U.S. imperialism.

This concept of a broad anti-interven-
tionist movement goes hand in hand
with the idea of a united-front move-
ment. This means involving not just revo-
lutionists and the left but all sectors that
are opposed to U.S. intervention in
El Salvador, including sections of the
Mexican government itself. We have to
take advantage of the contradictory
position of the Mexican government.
That is what has made it possible to build
a really broad movement.

This concept of unity also involves
democratic functioning as a means for
resolving the differences that can exist
in such bodies.

A united anti-interventionist move-
ment is what is necessary to stay the
hand of imperialism and stay the escala-
tion of imperialist intervention in Central
America. Therefore, it is essential to put
the interests of the Central American
Revolution above those of any group.

This orientation has been successful
in Mexico. It is what has made possible
the kind of committee that exists and
the role fhat this committee was able
to play in setting up the World Front.
Around the world, the Mexican com-
mittee appears as the example to fol-
low, the example of how solidarity
should be built everywhere.

Q. What sort of progress has the
World Front made since it was founded
last spring?

A. The journal of the World Front,
which is published in Mexico, is very
well done. It offers a lot of information.

Moreover, the World Front has been
an important instrument for launching
coordinated international actions, such
as the day of protest on January 22. It

has also built up extengi¥# contacts with
governments, religious @sinizations, and
international bodies. *ms:""'f', :

The World Erunlp- W Lo be able to
operate in a more carillized way. It
is also important> that“$# World Front
journal be circulated mei® widely inter-
nationally, translated j##® English and
French. There will be ‘@#0other meeting
of the World Front thi§ year to develop
a plan of action. g

l ﬂbz‘em of lhe
RO /locking inlo

the Mexican border stag Chiapas af-
fect the solidarity modesmnl and ils rela-
tions with the @ aulhorities?
~ A. There is:a grﬂ'j i flood of re-
fugees into Chiapas, m#iy Guatemalans
but also Salvadorans. Wgdave held two
conferences on the que of the re-

fugees, and we have forg#d the Mexican
government to be a B more careful
about human rights. -~ "

But the problems aat very grave. The
refugee camps do not hﬁ‘re enough food.
Every day five pEON&‘dlE of hunger,

We think that the guestion of these
refugees is an important part of solidarity
work. Because this is ﬁﬁ._m}mal move-
ment of people but a résult of the repres-
sion in these countries. 8®, we include it
in our solidarity work. We have managed
to get a special comns on the re-
fugees formed, including41 trade unions
and left parties. Its purpbse is to defend
the refugees and do edu#sional work on
this question. In May,&ite will be an-
other conference in whifh we will pro-
pose a whole program'} the refugees.

The landlords in Chis§é have tried to
use the refugees againsd#$he local peas-
ants. They hired refugé to pick coffee
and fruit at very low #ges, less than
half those of agricultuf#®®orkers in Mex-
ico. Thus, they tried Mmte a division
between the refugécs $#@ the Mexican
agricultural workers. 2%

Last year, there wag¥songress of the
main peasant organiz ition in Chiapas,
the Bloque Campesing, at which re-
solutions on thesé qu )s were passed.

One was for solidarity: W the Central
American Revolution. jgléother was to
make contact with the: ee organiza-
tions and propose a &@imon struggle

for better wages for 3 ral workers,
regardless of whether tley are Mexican
or Central American. i stressed the need
for unionizing the workem from Guate-
mala and El Salvader. g

However, the numb¢Egs refugees has
been increasing (0 such#h extent that

it is becoming. ¥ ~mas$i§#-problem. So,
we say that the. o fution is the
victory of the Centnl tican Revolu-

Mintee that they
J;herr countries.
At, when the
*Luatemala is
pf indiscrimi-
fiiche region,
§ villages, ac-
g guerrillas.
€ poor mas-
)
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tion, that is the only g
will be able to retumn §

That is clear in paxtiil
Rios Montt regime
conducting a c¢amps

nate massacres. In (B
they have masﬁcred
cusing the people ¢ |

The military think th ; hit
ses in Guatemala are g |
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Political crisis

deepens

Michel WARSCHAWSKY

TEL AVIV — The great majority of the
forces opposed to the adventurist policy

of Begin and Sharon declared a truce
when the commission of inquiry into the
massacres of Sabra and Chatila was set
up. Publication of this commission’s
conclusion has now ended this political
ceasefire.

What drew the principal attention, and
rightly so, was the recommendation made
by Judge Kahane and the two other mem-
bers of the commission that Defense
Minister Ariel Sharon resign.

In fact, two months ago, Begin made
a hasty statement that he would not
abandon anyone, and that if anyone in
his government was called to account,
he would back them up, resign, call
elections, and ask the voters to decide.

But the matter is not so simple. The
religious parties in the coalition dom-
inated by Begin’s Likud party do not
want to hear about early elections. The
likelihood is that in any new vote now
they would suffer heavy losses. So, they
have made it known clearly that, if need
be, they will join with the Labor Party
to form a new majority coalition.

So, after long hesitation, Begin opted
for the easiest and most short-term
solution. He asked Sharon to resign.
The fact that the ousted defense
minister decided to cast his own single
dissenting vote against this, showed
how clearly Sharon understands that
what is being challenged is in fact the
whole policy that he has been pursuing
for more than half a year, more or less
in the name of the government.

What the report of the Kahane com-
mission has done is open up a new
crisis within the Zionist establishment,
at a time when it was more than ever
divided about the course to take toward
a war that seems to be going on forever
and on which the country’s political
leaders have never had a firm grip.

The end of the respite created by the
formation of the commission is con-
firmed by the violent confrontation be-
tween supporters of Sharon and the
forces opposed to the Zionist leader-
ship’s present belligerent line. :

The hundreds of thousands of demon-
strators who gathered in Tel Aviv after
the Sabra and Chatila massacres sue-
ceeded in placing the Begin government
in; a dilemma, It could ignore this mass

6

in Israel

reaction. But if it did that, it would
risk touching off the development of
a crisis that could split the government
coalition. Or it could defuse the mobil-
ization by a retreat, opening up the way
for the formation of an independent com-
mission of inquiry. In that case, it risked
being condemned by the commission.

Under the pressure of the minority
factions in his government, Begin final-
ly agreed to defer the crisis. In the short
term, this was undoubtedly the best

option. 3

As soon as the formation of the
Kahane Commission was announced, the
Labor Party and Peace Now came out for
a truce with the government, so as not to
prejudge the conclusion of the commis-
sion of inquiry. For the first time
in a long time, the government had a free
hand to pursue its policy in Lebanon.
Without this truce, for example, it
would have been very difficult for the
Israeli army to carry on its intervention
in the Chouff mountains, which is very
unpopular among the Israeli masses.

Another factor helping to demobilize
the opposition to the Begin government
probably was the opening of negotiations
between Israel and Lebanon in Khalde
and Kiryat Shmonah. The widespread
feeling that the war was drawing to an
end, and the unwillingness of the Labor
Party and Peace Now to create prob-
lems for the Israeli team through mass
mobilizations and extragovernmental
pressures enabled Sharon, who in fact
has been directing Israeli policy, to
up the ante (demanding Israeli bases
in southern Lebanon) and to stall the
negotiations, at the cost of increasingly
strained relations with the U.S.

It togk two months to reach agree-
ment on an agenda for the negotiations.
And at this rate, there is every likelihood
that the Israeli army will still be in
Lebanon on the first anniversary of the
June 1982 invasion.

BOGGED DOWN IN
AN UNPOPULAR WAR

Nonetheless, the war is growing
more and more unpopular. The Israeli
army is getting bogged down in Lebanon.
Every day, the army press officers have
to announce new casualties. They are
the result of guerrilla operations mounted
by the Lebanese national forces and the
Palestinian resistance, which have not

been wiped out, despite all Sharon’s
boasting.

What is most discrediting the Israeli
involvement in the eyes of the Jewish
masses is the intervention of the
Israeli army on the side of the Phalangists
in a religious war that is spreading blood-
shed and ruin throughout the Chouff
mountains.

“How are you going to explain it
to my parents when you have to tell
them that I was killed in a feud be-
tween the Christians and the Druzes
in the Chouff? How are you going
to get them to believe that it was for
the security of Galilee?”’ This is what a
soldier wrote in a letter to the editors
of the weekly Bama’haneh, which is
published by the armed forces.

The last public opinion poll pub-
lished by the Jerusalem Post in
mid-January showed that 20% of those
questioned favored a unilateral with-
drawal of Israeli forces from Lebanon.
Even in the government, a strong
minority is demanding that the army
at least withdraw from the Chouff.

The fact that the reservists have
had to do eighty days military duty
this year does not make the Israeli involve-
ment in Lebanon any more popular.
Nonetheless, it has to be made very
clear that there is a gap between this
feeling of weariness at the Israeli army
getting bogged down in Lebanon and
express opposition to the government
that is responsible for this policy. The
reason for this apparent paradox is
linked to the policy of the Labor
Party and its total inability to offer an
alternative to the voters.

Taking full advantage of the truce,
the Labor Party has not lifted a finger
to regain the confidence of the majority
of the population by putting forward a
general criticism of the Begin-Sharon
policy. This is first of all because there
is no political alternative the Labor Party
can offer that would not challenge the
very foundations of the national consen-
sus. Secondly, it does not believe that it
can regain the confidence of the popula-
tion, and not without reason.,

Finally, the Labor Party is afraid of
new elections that would be another
plebiscite for Begin. It prefers to make
a demonstration to the smaller govern-
ment parties of its ‘“seriousness, ” its
“responsibility,” and its lack of subs-
tantive differences with Likud’s policy
in order to open the way for these parties
joining it to form a new majority when
they decide to take their distance from
Sharon.

Having given up the fight in advance
for winning new elections, the Labor
Party has left the voters to Begin. It has
chosen to maneuver on ground where it
feels more comfortable, wheeling and
dealing among the parties.

All this explains why of all the forces
that mobilized between July and Septem-
ber against Begin and his dirty war, only
the Movement Against the War in Le-
banon has continued to carry on systema-
tic agitation against the Israeli involve-




ment in Lebanon. It refused to abide by
the political truce, and rejected the il-
lusion that the negotiations between
Israel and Lebanon were going to put
a quick end to the conflict.

It is significant, on the other hand,

that two days after Sharon announced he

had an agreement signed by Lebanese
president Gemayel in his pocket, some
4,000 people came out for a demonstra-
tion called by the Movement Against
the War in Lebanon. Moreover, most
of them were fresh forces.

CRISIS WITHOUT AN END

Judge Kahane and his colleagues
went as far as they could. To be sure,
they rejected all the evidence that Is-
raeli soldiers were present in the Sabra
and Chatila camps during the massacres.
They refused to admit that the Israeli

general staff and the Phalangists were"

in complete agreement about what
should be done about the Palestinian
refugees in Beirut, that is that it was
necessary to “rid the city of all foreign
elements.”

The commission was unable to ac-
knowledge the fact that the reason the
Israeli army saw nothing out of the
ordinary in the massacre of women and
children was the line of the Begin gov-
ermnment. During the war, it was the
official policy of the government to
poriray the Palestinians as ‘“two-legged
animals.” In short, the Kahane Com-
mission was prepared to acknowledge
the indirect responsibility of the Israeli
government in the massacres, but not
its complicity. That would have meant
admitting that the Israeli government
and its general staff are guilty of geno-
cide and crimes against humanity.

Nonetheless, the commission of
inquiry did not single out a scapegoat
in the army, as many expected. It
was prepared to raise grave accusations
against the government, knowing that
this would unleash a serious new political
crisis. In this respect, the conclusions
of the commission of inquiry coincided
with the point of view of a substantial
part of the Zionist ruling class — and of
the American administration. This is
that the team in office today in Israel is
too adventurist, and therefore dangerous
to the long-term interests of Zionism and
imperialism.

In pressing Sharon to resign and in
accepting the conclusions of the
commission, Begin has chosen to main-
tain the present coalition and not risk
upsetting the pattern of alliances in the
ruling class. But this is only a delaying
operation.

Over and above Sharon, the Sabra

and Chatila massacres condemn the
whole policy of the Begin government.
Sharon is not altogether wrong in con-
sidering himself a scapegoat. And even

with him out of the government, it is his
policy that would continue to be fol-
lowed, both as regards Lebanon and
the Palestinian question more generally.

But the support for this policy is far

from unanimous not only within the
Israeli population but also within the
ruling class. The U.S. imperialists, in
particular, are going to do everything
they can to alter the relationship of
forces that exists among the various
tendencies in the Zionist bourgeoisie.
And this will further increase the pol-
arization within the Israeli masses
themselves.

In such a context, it is hardly
likely that the government can launch
a new military offensive_aimed simulta-

neously at carrying on the job that the
war could not finish, presenting U.S.

imperialism with a fait accompli, and
defusing the opposition movement that
is going to mount again now after the
publication of the conclusions of the
commission of inquiry.

Moreover, every indication is that far
from restoring national unity, a new
military adventure could increase still
further the polarization that was tragic-
cally symbolized by the murderous

bombing February 10 of a Peace Now
demonstration. (3

Where are the Palestinians
of South Lebanon ?

One of the least-known, but certainly not the least horrible, aspects of the Israeli
invasion of Lebanon concerns the vast majority of the male Palestinian population
in South Lebanon. Anyone who has occasion to travel in the regions of Tyre,
Sidon or Nabatye can only be amazed by the very small number of Palestinian
men that they meet.

The refugee camps are almost only populated by women, children, and the
elderly. The men have practically all disappeared.

Where are the Palestinians of South Lebanon? Are they still alive? Today,
these questions are the main preoccupation of the Palestinian families in the
camps, and a series of democratic and humanitarian organisations throughout
the world, who are trying to find out what has happened to the male population
of the Palestinian camps in South Lebanon.

It is known that in June 1982 the Israeli army arrested and interned nearly
50,000 men in massive roundups. Mainly Palestinians between the ages of
eight and ninety, but also a large number of Lebanese, and others from dif-
ferent Arab countries, Bangladesh, Western Europe, and North America. It is
important to note that several hundred were medical personnel of the Palestinian
Red Crescent and other known humanitarian organisations.

The suffering of these men has been widely reported in the international
press. The torture, the blows, the humiliations, the starvation, and also the
death of an undetermined number of detainees — which is without a shadow of
a doubt more than one hundred.

The Israeli authorities freed all those under 12 years old after the interven-
tion of the International Red Cross, and after their first interrogation. Also
released were the seriously wounded, most of the foreigners, and a large
number of Lebanese. Since October 1982 the Israelis have released several
dozen detainees each week — but have been arresting others, often those
who have previously been released.

In January 1983 Israel admitted there were around 6,000 people in the
El Ansar camp, and a score, including eleven women, in Israeli prisons. However,
the Palestinian Red Crescent and the Committee of the Families of Detainees
in Lebanon state that more than 15,000 people have gone missing.

Where have nearly 9,000 Palestinians disappeared to? The evidence
of hundgeds of freed internees during the last six months all serves to show
that about fifteen other internment camps exist, in Lebanon (Ansar B) or
in Israel itself, (Meguido, A’hziv, Safed, Atlit) some being able to hold more
than 12,000 people (see International Viewpoint, Nol19, December 13, 1983).
Israel has never admitted the existence of these camps, which no-one, not even
the Red Cross, has been able to visit. No-one can answer the question: How
many prisoners are there in Israeli hands? The second important question is:
How many have been turned over to the Phalangists or Haddad’s forces?
The third question: How many of of the internees have died under torture,
from the beatings of the guards, of thirst and bad treatment, how many have
been killed and secretly buried?

While waiting for answers to these questions, one can only say that today
there are between five and ten thousand Palestinians missing. Just like Argen-
tina or Chile.

To the number of missing persons should be added the 6,000 internees whom
Israel officially recognises to exist, and who have no legal status, no formal
rights, and are in what can only be called actual concentration camps.

The interview we publish below was given to IV correspondent Philomena
O’Malley by Leah Tsemel, who is representing the families of more than 6,000
internees before the Israeli authorities, particularly in the High Court of Justice.




Question. How do you come to be
representing the Palestinian internees
picked up by the Israelis in Lebanon?

Answer, My experience of other, less
wideranging, actions by the Israeli army
in Lebanon led me to think right from
the beginning that Israel was going to
take a large number of prisoners. I have
previously had to take up the cases of
Palestinians and Lebanese picked up in
military operations and brought to
trial in Israel. But I should say that I
was expecting a few hundred at the most,
not tens of thousands.

At the beginning of the war, the
question of internees was obscured
behind a thick smokescreen. Nobody
could get any definite information, other
than that tens of thousands of men had
been taken by the Israelis. At the begin-
ning of July, representatives of several
international organisations and support
committees for the internees asked me
to take on the defence of the internees.

Q. What did you do?

A. Authorisations from the families of
the internees began to trickle in, so I was
able to take up their cases formally with
the authorities. First of all, helped by
two other Palestinian lawyers, I tried to
get a formal answer from the authorities
on their detention. After nearly three
months of administrative harassment and
false leads I finally got confirmation of
their detention by the Israelis, and was
refused permission to visit them.

We then decided to appeal to the High
Court of Justice, so that it would ask
the authorities why our clients were
detained, and what was their formal sta-
tus; and also to get permission to visit
them so that we could give them the legal
help they needed.

Q. Meanwhile you received other
authorisations...
A. The Association of Familiies of

Phalangists invade a Palestinian neighbourhood(DR)

Internees, in collaboration with other
institutions, got more than 5,000 other
authorisations sent to me, Some of the
people these relate to are certainly at
El Ansar...

Q. It is a heavy responsibility to
represent thousands of internees...

A. Legal action is only one aspect
of the defence of Palestinian and Leban-
ese internees. The essential point of the
defence campaign is not our work as
lawyers. It is above all a political cam-
paign in Israel and worldwide. We don’t
need lawyers to say that the conditions
of detention at Ansar and very likely
elsewhere are atrocious. There is plenty
of evidence for this.

The main problem is that local and in-
ternational public opinion does not even
know of the existence of thousands of
internees. The primary task of all those
who know what is happening at Ansar
should be to publish the facts, the dozens
of eyewitness reports, to demand inde-
pendent commissions of inquiry, to de-
mand that their government raise the
problem with the Israeli authorities. It’s
a case of actual concentration camps,
and missing persons.

g

Q. Do you have information on this
question of missing persons?

A. All that I can say is while Israel
admits holding 6,000 people, the families
state that more than 15,000 people taken
by the Israelis have not returned. Where
are they? Israel admits the existence of
El Ansar, We have plenty of information
on a whole series of other camps, includ-
ing in Israel itself. In South Lebanon the
rumour is that the Israelis sent back some
of the detainees to the Phalangist militias
and to Haddad. After the massacres at
Beirut everyone knows what that means...

Q. What are the main points of your
legal action in the High Court?

A. First of all to get a formal status
for the internees. Nobody in fact knows
on what basis the Israelis are holding
prisoner these thousands of people; as
prisoners of war, civilian detainees? If
they are civilians, the Fourth Geneva
Convention, concerning the protection
of civil rights, should be applied. If they
are being held as prisoners of war, the
Third Convention should be applied.
Israel is applying neither one nor the
other, There is obvious violation of
international rights.

The fact is that during the session
of the High Court the Prosecutor was
even hesitant to admit that Israel had
invaded Lebanon and occupied part
of its territory. The argument by
which Israel applies clauses included
in the Convention, while refusing to
recognise that this same Convention
applies to the internees, is not only in-
tolerable but factually false. The fact
that neither the families nor the lawyers
can visit the detainees, the fact that
some of them have been transferred to
Israel and so on, are in contradiction to
the Fourth Convention.

Q. What is the next stage?

A. Obviously, everything depends on
the verdict of the Court, which has given
the state sixty days to reply to our case.
If we receive permission to see the in-
ternees we could at least know who is
being held by the Israeli army, take up
the most urgent cases, and get some of
them freed.

But our actions as lawyers only have
meaning if they are within the context
of a big political campaign in support
of the internees. Only international
solidarity can effectively defend the
Palestinian detainees, and win the only
just demand, from the point of view
of right and justice: the release of the in-
ternees and closing down the concentra-
tion camps in Lebanon and Israel. ®




New elections in Portugal
— Bourgeois stabilization breaking down

weak, and politics and the relationship of class forces continue
to be shaped by the prerevolutionary crisis the country experi-
enced in 1974-75, these elections will not be a routine event. In
particular, they come, in the context a crisis of the bourgeois
reconsolidation and a new rise of the left, which has clearly re-

New parliamentary elections will be held in Portugal on April
25. The defeat of the ruling bourgeois coalition, the Alliance
Democratica (AD) in the December 12 municipal elections
made the dissolution of the parliament almost inevitable.

Obviously, in Portugal where bourgeois institutions remain

Francisco LOUCA

LISBON — ‘““After two years in gov-
emmment, we have lost 600,000 votes,
because in those two years the government
accumulated a bad record, especially as re-
gards the economy. If we had had parlia-
mentary elections, the Democratic Al-
liance (AD) would have lost its absolute
majority and the Socialist Party would
have become the biggest party in the
country. There would be a left major-
ity again, and we would probably have
a government based on a coalition be-
tween the SP and the Social Democratic
Party (PSD).”

This is the balance sheet of the Decem-
ber 12, 1982, municipal elections made
by no less than the deputy prime minis-
ter, Freitas do Amaral, the chairman of
the Social Democratic Center (CDS), the
second largest bourgeois party. The re-
sults totally justify his assessment.

In 1980, after being in government a
year, the AD ( a coalition of bourgeois
parties including the PSD and the CDS)
won a significant victory. At a million
votes, the CP’s electoral score stagnated.
The SP remained well below its 1975 and
1976 results, paying the price for the pol-
icy of austerity and repression that it
conducted when it was in the govern-
ment.

Since then, division has increased in
the workers movement. The SP went
through a grave crisis in connection with
the discussion of the presidential candi-
dacy of General Ramalho Eanes. Its
general secretary, Mario Soares, ‘‘sus-
pended himself”’ in protest against the
SP supporting the president who dis-
missed him from his post of premier.

The strained relations between the SP
and the CP have grown more strained.
The SP has gone to the point of rejecting
any meeting with the CP leadership. And
it supported the government when the
police special task force opened fire ona
May Day rally of the Portuguese General
Confederation of Labor (CGTP) in Opor-
to, the country’s second largest city,
killing two workers.

But at the same time, the government
and the right-wing coalition were rapidly

breaking down. At the origin of this
process was the glaring failure of the
political scheme worked out by the late
charismatic leader of the PSD, Sa Carne-
iro. This plan included the following
elements:

#* The AD was supposed to win a big par-
liamentary majority, in order to create a
sharp polarization between the govern-
ment and the CP, to weaken the SP and
force it to participate in a thorough-
going revision of the constitution.

In fact, the 1976 constitution, which
was used by the governments presided
over by Mario Soares as a basic instru-
ment for defending private property (the
beginning of the attacks on the agrarian
reform, reorganization of the armed
forces), also grants certain rights to the
workers (such as workers control). These
have been and remain an obstacle to
stepping up exploitation, a policy of
austerity and increasing unemployment.
The AD did not succeed in abolishing all
these rights in the new constitution.

#The AD was supposed to win the pre-
sidential elections by supporting the
candidacy of General Soares Carneiro,
a former head of a concentration camp
in Angola during the colonial war. But
President Ramalho Eanes, backed by
the reformist parties and large sections
of the bourgeoisie, won the presidential

‘Workers and pe

asants united in the struggle against capitalism’(DR)

gained majority support in the country.

elections in the first round. This increased
the disorientation in the AD that fol-
lowed Sa Carneiro’s death in a plane

accident on the eve of the elections.

- #The AD was supposed to become

a permanent right bloc and change
the election laws so as to assure that
it could retain control of political power.
But the laws it proposed were not
passed.

Finally, a counterattack by the work-
ers movement started to take form, re-
flected by the two 24-hour general strikes
called by the CGTP in 1982 and the posi-
tions taken against the government by the
smaller labor confederation, the General
Workers Union (UGT), which is in-
fluenced by the SP.

The 1982 municipal elections dealt a
mortal blow to the AD, which lost more
than a half million votes and fell more
than 10% behind the combined vote for
the workers parties. The left took around
thirty municipalities away from the AD,
It now holds the majority on the city
councils of Lisbon and Oporto and the
chair of the Coimbra city council.

The SP is the main gainer from the
defeat of the AD. But the CP is holding
its ground. In more than 90% of the city

councils it controls, it got an absolute

majority. It increased its lead over the
SP in the Lisbon district, which will elect

g
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56 out of 246 parliamentary deputies.
Following these returns, the crisis of
the AD snowballed. The chairman of the
PSD, Pinto Balsemao, resigned the post of
premier and proposed a decorative non-
entity, Vitor Crespo, to replace him.
Freitas do Amaral, refusing to partici-
pate in such a government, resigned from
his party. For two weeks, there was an
incredible chronicle of meetings, accusa-
gions, proposals and counterproposals.
“ The majority of the bourgeois leaders
had to admit that the AD was incapable
of forming a new government and that
cial elections were inevitable. More-
awer, they had to recognize that these
elections would produce a new majority.
But at the end of the day, the CDS
~and the PSD reached an agreement
for forming a new government, which
President Eanes may reject and then call
‘new elections. -

NEW POLITICAL OPERATIONS

" One thing is certain. Now even more

discredited than they were in Decem-
ber 1982, the bourgeois parties will run
geparately. And the SP will top the poll.
this new situation, several operations
om.

One is by Mario Soares. Despite
his immobilism, his conciliation with
-the right, and the fact that the leadership
—of the UGT has been divided evenly for

the past three years between the SP and
the AD, Soares can be put in a good
position by the AD electoral defeat.
“He could be called on to form a govern-
ment after the elections. His scheme is
for a government alliance with the PSD.
‘He wants to lay the ground work for
running for president in 1986.
. Another is by Freitas do Amaral. In
leaving the CDS and the government he
was also getting in position to run for
president. He hopes to come to the fore as
the only strong candidate of a right that
is divided and without an alternative. A
part of the PSD seems ready now to back
him.

Finally, there is General Eanes’ opera-
tion. He wants to create a situation fa-
vorable for the setting up of a new party
combining a section of the Socialist Par-
ty, of the AD, and even drawing in a sec-
tion of the CP voters. This could emerge
as a possibility in the event of a ““center”
government (that is, a SP-PSD one) be-
coming discredited.

As can be seen, everyone is betting
on the end of the AD. Vitor Crespo,
who has been pointed to as a possible pre-
mier, would be at best a temporary
“trustee” encharged with taking some
immediate, drastic economic measures.

After the increase in the price of gaso-
line (which is already the highest in Eu-
rope) the introduction of a new budget
will set the stage for some brutal blows.
In fact, the 1983 budget has not yet

jpeen approved, which gives an idea‘
©of the political disequilibria and their
.#conomic and financial consequences.
- ¥ The crisis of the AD points to the
- opening of a new political stage in Por-|
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tugal. In 1974-75, the country went
through a prerevolutionary crisis. In
1975-79, it was presided over by a class-
collaborationist government. In 1979-
82, for the first time the AD as a purely
bourgeois bloc was able to run the
country on the basis of a slight electoral
majority.

Now we are going back into a period
of governmental instability, of permanent
political crisis, with the feature that the
breakup of the AD portends not only its

In Gijon,

under Spain’'s

a whole.

tional for the Spanish state.
by the LCR in Asturias.

Emilio BRANA

There was the atmosphere of a gener-
al strike. The day before, the bakers
had produced bread for two days. The
sanitation service warned that the gar-
bage would not be picked up. The en-
tire popufation knew that January 25 was
the day. Previous days of action had been
focused on protesting the deindustrializa-
tion of Gijon.

The general strike was on the front
page of all the newspapers. El Comercio,
the conservative local paper, did not see
any reason to condemn the action.

Federation of Employers saw it. They
raised a big outcry about how absurd it

. At T7:00 a.m. there was virtually no
activity in the city. There were no buses.
The workers in the main plants went to
gather in their workplaces on foot or
in private cars.

At 8:30 a.m., the national radio

But that was not the way the Asturian.
‘occasions.

was to fight unemployment with strikes.

defeat in the coming elections but also
splits in all of its component parties.

The most effective ways to take ad-
vantage of the crisis of the right, to
deepen it, and to fight for a workers
government are to advance the political,
economic, and social demands of the
workers movement both befurp and
during the election campaign and to
strive for working-class unity in mobiliza-
tions and in parliament. 3

The first general strike

new SP government

The main organizing force in the January 25 general strike in the city of Gijon,
in Asturias, a province in the far northwest of Spain, was the
quierdas, a left split from the Communist Party.
bastions of the CP, and it has one of the most radical traditions in Spain. It is
also an old industrial area that is now being allowed to run down.

The origin of the Corriente de Izquierdas was the break of Luis Redondo.
general secretary of the Gijon Executive of the Workers Commissions, the CP-
controlled labor confederation, from the Communist Party in 1978. Redondo
and about 200 militants broke with the CP in opposition to its policy of consensus.
They maintained their influence in the union and pursued a militant line,

The existence of such a strong militant grouping in the union posed a serious
threat to the CP leadership. The group around Redondo and thousands of other
activists were, therefore, bureaucratically expelled from the Workers Commis-
sions. The expelled activists formed the Corriente de Izquierdas, which has con-
siderable strength in the factory councils that are elected by the workforce as

Corriente de Iz-
Asturias is one of the historic

The following articles are from the February 4 issue of Combate, weekly paper
of the Revolutionary Communist League (LCR), section of the Fourth Interna-
They give the report and assessment of the strike

reported that the strike was total. All
big industry was shut down, along with
textiles, the banks, transport, stores,
hotels, and services.

The kiosks opened from 5:00 p.m.
to midnight only to sell newspapers, not
even tobacco. The gas stations served
only ambulances and emergency cases.
The day before, 250 taxi drivers decided
in an assembly to provide service only in
emergency cases and without accepting
payment. Radio Gijon stayed on the air
to give strike news. The movie houses
did not open in the afternoon.

Police surveillance was more discreet
but no less intense than on previous
Along with the usual cars
and paddy waggons, there were camouf-
laged vehicles combing the city.

Beginning at 9:30, the neighborhoods
started to empty. The neighborhoods
associations had called for forming
three big columns — in La Calzada,
La Urgisa, and El Coto. Each of these
feeder marches were joined by people



from the neighborhood and workers
from the local factories. They were to
reach the Plaza del Humedal at noon.

By 11:00 a.m., the largest group
was on its way from La Calzada. It
numbered in the thousands. There
were groups of workers from big
plants and work places such as Crady,
Avello, and Astilleros (shipyard workers).
A group of unemployed youth carried
signs demanding the right to a future.

The concentration in La Urgisa was
headed up by workers from the Moreda
plant. It also attracted neighborhood
people, and marched toward the center
of the city.

At 11:07, you could hear on the
CB band: “G 8 to V Zero. We're
heading down Fernandez Ladreda.
A hundred to two hundred people.”

“V Zero to G 8. Make sure nothing
moves. If you have to knock over some

furniture, OK.”

Only three businesses were operating
in Gijon — the transport company ALSA,
the municipal police, and the local foot-
ball club training ground.

11:10. “V Zero to G 8. The Alsas
family seems to be having problems.
Could we grab just one vehicle in the
garage? Over.”

“ G 8 to V Zero. I have already taken
steps.”

11:15. “G 8 here. They’ve grabbed ten
or twelve Alsas. Over.”

“Give me the number of vehicles, not
of wheels.”

The column headed by the Moreda
workshops reached Marques de San
Esteban street, shouting, “We will
win, we will win.” The companeros from
La Calzada were waiting in front of the
offices of the Corriente Sindical de
Izquierdas (the Trade-Union Left). More
than 25,000 persons moved to the start
of the big demonstration. Unemployed

youth called on the municipal police to
join the strike. “The city police should
join the general strike!”

11:33. “V Zero to G1 we heard they
grabbed three wheels. Is that right?
Over.”

“G 8 says that it is twelve. TWELVE.
Over.”

On the Plaza del Humedal there wasn’t
room for one person more., The demon-
stration was headed by the leaders of
all the trade unions — the USO, the UGT,
the Workers Commissions, the CNT, and
CNT (Valencia Committee) and the Cor-
riente Sindical de Izquierdas. All the
union locals were present. The city was
covered with posters for the strike,
On the dot of noon (V Zero had found
out that the number of buses blocked
at the ALSAS garage was twelve), the
march started for the plaza. Everybody
was there, except, to be sure, the lead-
ers and public officials of the PSOE

(the ruling Socialist party).

More than a hundred thousand people
marched through the streets of Gijon
demanding solutions. It was the big-
gest demonstration in memory in
Asturias. <& his was the first general strike
that had to face the new SP government,
the “government of change.”

The march reached its destination be-
fore the last contingents had moved a
step. The Plaza Mayor (main square)
was filled to overflowing. The adjacent
streets were also filled. When the speak-
ers began to address the crowd, there
was still a section of the march 500
meters long outside the plaza; there was
no room for them.

All the educational institutions sup-
ported the strike. The young students
came out massively on the march and
give it real force. The workers from the
Moreda workshops quickly caught the

spirit: = They shouted: “Where is the
‘change?’ ”’

The city government, in which the left
has a majority, supported the struggle,
at least verbally. The standing coms«
mittee was suspended. The mayor
greeted the crowd, praising its civic spirit.
He assured the people that ‘“‘Spaniards
have elected a government that represents
their interests better and which is already
taking steps to divide the sacrifices more
fairly.”” (Our emphasis.)

In its call for the strike, the Blogque
de la Izquierda Asturiana (The Asturian
Left Bloc) said: “We must demand that
the Socialist Party government take mea-
sures against the banks that are forci
plants to close, abandoning them or;
decapitalizing them without any concern.
for the loss of jobs. We also have to de=
mand that it cut the workday and imposé:
controls on overtime and'mnon]ighting...i'

“We cannot let anyone remain in®

tomorrow with work’(DR) .

different to the deindustrilization of
Asturias. For this purpose, we must
unite the struggles in all the crisis-hit
industries...” *

The spirit of unity has been a key
factor in the mobilizations since g
December 29 day of action. “Que.
demasiao, que demasiao, que todo'fé
los currantes nos hemos juntao!” (“ﬁJ
have had enough, people of all opinion§
are united!” in the Asturian dialect.}

The rally concluded with the reading
of a joint communique from the con-
federations that called the action. '

Now Don Rafel Fernandez, 5@
chairman of the Asturian regional authg
rity could see that what he called “th
anarchistic currents doomed to exting
tion” are standing shoulder to shouldef
with the workers. It was not their faul8
.if there were no leaders from the govets
ment party at the demonstration.
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The fight to stop
Cruise missiles
in Italy

Dave HAYES

The anti-missiles movement in Italy has
found a new spurt of activity centring
around opposition to the proposed Cruise
missile site at Comiso, Sicily.

On December 18, the long march from
Milan to the site ended. Along the route
it had been welcomed by actions at Pia-
cenza, Parma, Florence, and Rome. The
arrival of the march was greeted with a
Sicily-wide demonstration. A further
protest demonstration from Catania across
the island to Comiso was organised by
the international peace camp at Maglioc-
co airport near the site on December 23.

E.P, Thompson, one of the standard-
bearers of the British and European
peace movements, toured Sicily during
December, He particularly called on the
Italian labour movement to involve it-
self in opposition to the proposed siting
of the US Cruise missiles at Comiso.
Other protest actions included a hunger-
strike by Cagnes, a Sicilian Communist
Party leader, and Italian, British, German,
and Dutch peace movement activists.

The most significant development is
the call of a group of independent left
Senators for a referendum to be organised
on the proposed siting of missiles at
Comiso.

CP MANOEUVRES TO CONTROL
PEACE MOVEMENT

The anti-war movement had taken off
in Italy with the monster demonstration
of 250,000 in Rome on October 24,1981.
Instrumental in the success of this de-
monstration was the decision of the Ital-
ian Communist Party (PCI) to become
active on the question.

The PCI had its own reasons for this
movement. One was the possibility that
strength and breadth of the peace move-
ments in northern Europe might develop
oufside its control. Moreover, since the
end of the ‘historic compromise’ that
the PCI made with Christian Democ-
racy in the late 1970s, the party had
been isolated and in a state of paralysis.
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The anti-missiles movement offered it a
way out of this. In addition, the move-
ment offered an opportunity to put
the rabidly pro-NATO Socialist Party
in difficulties.

The Communist Party did not openly
reject the proposed deployment of the
missiles, but called for suspension of
their installation to allow further nego-
tiations. @ They collected one million
signatures in support of this proposi-
tion,

Throughout 1982, the movement
marked time. Although the demonstra-
tion against Reagan on June 5, 1982,
was big — 150,000 people — it did not
reach the scale of the October 1981 de-
monstration. The PCI was worried about
the fate of the shaky Spadolini govern-
ment; it was anxious to avoid early elec-
tions.

TWO LINES IN THE ANTI-MISSILES
MOVEMENT

However, the question of the Comiso
site was posed even more sharply, as
construction work was now underway.
Two divergent currents appeared within
the movement. All were agreed that
national demonstrations, whatever their
size, were inadequate. On one side was the
current around the PCI, in which the
centrist PDUP plays an important role.
These forces work ‘from the top’ through
the Oétober 24 Committee in Rome,
a grouping of political leaders and per-
sonalities. They orient toward the labour
movement, but attempt to tone down
any anti-imperialist dynamic, anything
that goes beyond their vague calls for
peace and negotiations between the two
‘super-powers’. For example, the June 5
demonstration attempted to lay the
blame for the arms race equally at the
doors of Washington and Moscow. The
PCI leaders put their faith in the ability
of the European powers to put pressure
on the two ‘super-powers’ to negotiate.
They accept Italian membership of
NATO, claiming it is necessary to accept
the ‘reality’ of NATO’s existence.

The alternative within the movement

is the ‘direct action’ forces, including the
Radical Party and League of Conscien-
tious Objectors. Although not necessarily
disagreeing on the shared responsibility
of the USA and USSR for the missiles,
they are impatient for direct action to
prevent their deployment. These forces
have been instrumental in setting up the
international peace camp at Magliocco
airport. This current is reluctant to pri-
oritise national initiatives aimed at
drawing in the organised labour move-
ment, and displays a degree of ‘anti-
partyism’, which is partly a reaction
to the caution and lack of perspectives
of the PCI. For example, the march
from Catania to Comiso only mobilised
about 700 to 800 people, half of whom
were from other countries. Despite
their willingness to act on the missiles
these forces have failed to mobilise the
labour movement.

A network of peace committees
exists, but their unilateral and anti-
imperialist stand causes the main poli-
tical forces on the left to prefer national
bodies like the October 24 Committee.
Thus, aside from Sicily, because of Comi-
so, and the Venice area, for specific
historical reasons, these committees are
not very representative and have weak
links with the labour movement. Never-
the less, many rank and file PCI militants
particularly the youth, work in them on
a clear anti-imperialist basis.

THE POSITION OF THE ITALIAN
FOURTH INTERNATIONALISTS

The Lega Communista Rivoluzionaria
(LCR — Italian section of the Fourth
International), which is active in the
movement, argues against two comple-
mentary dangers. The first is to counter-
pose the real necessity of involving the
workers movement to the need for active
mass-based committees, and consequently
to refuse to propose actions until the top
leaders move.

The other danger is to fall into the il-
lusion that the actions of the peace move-
ment as such can inspire people to bring
about a political victory without invol-




ving the decisive weight of the labour

movement.
The LCR supports all initiatives aimed

at building the movement — even where
there are illusions in direct action tactics
such as the peace camp. But the Lega

argues that the key task is to build a cen-

tral national mass campaign to stop the
installation of the missiles in Comiso.
Calls by the PCI and the others for
‘peace’ and negotiations are diversionary.
Serious action would be to win the labour
movement to support for stopping work
on construction of the site.

A REFERENDUM ON THE MISSILES

The initiative of the independent left
parliamentarists to try and get parliament
to call a referendum on the issue is im-
portant. Every opinion poll shows that
the answer in such a referendum would

be a resounding ‘No’ to the missiles."

However, the referendum motion re-
quires the support of an absolute majori-
ty of the parliamentary representatives.
It is unlikely that Fanfani and his govern-
ment would placidly accept such a test of
opinion.

The LCR argues that this is an even
stronger reason to back the referendum
proposal by building on the one million
signatures already collected to accumu-
late millions more. This type of nation-
ally-organised action would strengthen
the chances of success for the parliamen-
tary proposal, and help to reinforce the
peace movement itself, :

Ttalian demonstrator makes sure Reagan gets the message(DR)

s i g ey
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The LCR and other forces like the
PDUP are discussing this proposal for
a mass campaign for signatures with
the senators. But the PCI, which could
easily collect as many as eight million
signatures (given its two-million member-
ship), is distinctly lukewarm on this pro-
posal. It does not want to enter into
that sort of confrontation with the
government, or imperialism, as is
indicated by its recent acceptance of
a social pact to dampen down the huge
explosion of workers militancy against
the government itself (Inifernational
Viewpoint No 23, February 7, 1983).

NATIONAL ASSEMBLY BURIES
REFERENDUM PROPOSAL

At the National Assembly of Peace

Committees on January 22/23, 1983, the
PCI did not openly oppose this proposal,
but managed to get it buried in a shop-
ping list of other demands. The Com-
munist Party newspaper Unite reported in
its January 24 issue that the meeting, at-
tended by 700 representatives from the
committees, had agreed on the following
points:
—The peace movement is against the div-
ision of the world into blocs, but does
not call for Italy’s withdrawal from
NATO.

—It supports the right of all peoples to
self-determination.

—It condemns the Soviet invasion of Af-

ghanistan and repression in Poland.
—It affirms that the movement for peace
is independent of all parties, will ask the
relevant authorities for permanent offices
in every city, and chooses Comiso as the
headquarters for the movement and the
presiding committee.

—The peace movement decides to organ-
ise a march on Geneva to put pressure on
the participants in the negotiations on
Euromissiles.

—It supports the referendum proposed by
the independent left senators.

—The movement calls for a demonstra-
tion in Rome on April 5 when parlia-
ment discusses the military budget.

—It notes that October 23 is World Peace

Day.

—The movement calls for a demonstra-
tion at Comiso on April 30, the first
anniversary of the assassination of the

anti-missile and anti-Mafia activists Pio
La Torre and Rosario di Salva by the
Mafia.

COMISO — A EUROPEAN-WIDE
DECISION

E.P., Thompson pointed out during
his Sicily tour that the decision on
Comiso is important for the whole of
the European peace movement. The
construction of the base would give a
lead to the other European governments
presently hesitating under the pressure
of public opinion.

Italy plays a particular role in the US
plans to provide logistical support for its
Rapid Deployment Force in Europe,
outlined at the December NATO meeting
in Brussels. It has a specific role as a
strike force and back-up on the southern
flank of NATO. Concretely, this means
defence of imperialist interests in the
oil-producing region of the Middle East,
and in North Africa, and countering a
supposed Moscow military buildup in
the Mediterranean.

The new importance of Italy as a
junior partner of US imperialism is shown
in its participation in the international
Interposition Force in Lebanon, and the
increase in arms spending. This has grown
at a faster rate than inflation for the last
five years — with a special emphasis on
rapid-intervention military material.

The fight against the missiles is a direct
opposition to the Fanfani government
which is fully committed to its imperialist
role, and backed to the hilt by a buoyant
Italian arms industry — the fourth largest
world exporter of heavy armament sys-
tems.

An anti-war movement in Italy cannot
be built simply by earnest non-partisan
appeals for peace and negotiations. The
LCR and the youth groups in solidarity
with it raise the slogan ‘jobs not bombs’.
They point out the connection between
the proposed new cuts in social spending
and the attack on automatic cost-of-living
increases with the rise in arms spending.
And they put the fight against the mis-
siles within the context of the interna-
tional struggle against the imperialist
wardrive. 3
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A turning point
for the oppositjon \
in Czechoslovaki\a

political repression. The new repression

Anna LIBERA

The fact that the repression of opposi-

tionists in Czechoslovakia has not been

on the front pages of the international
papers for some time does not at all mean

that the Husak regime has stopped perse- -

cuting people who think differently from
it.

To the contrary, the recent reports
that historic oppositionist figures such
as Karel Bartosek and Karel Kynel have
emigrated, that the Charter 77 spokesman
Ladislav Lys has been arrested are re-
minders that the Czechoslovak govern-
ment is still waging unrelenfing war
against those who still oppose the normal-
ization 14 years after it was imposed. It
might even be said that the regime
tightened the screws in the aftermath of
the Polish events and following the ap-
pearances of new opposition nuclei that
openly identified with the struggle of
Solidarnosc.

' MORE SYSTEMATIC AND EFFECTIVE

REPRESSION

In October 1979, five leaders of the
VONS (Committee to Defend Persons
Unjustly Accused) — Vaclav Havel, Petr
Uhl, Jiri Dienstbier, Otta Bednarova, and
Vaclav Benda — were given heavy senten-
ces. But this was not the crest of the
‘'wave of repression that for ten years has
swept over everyone and every group that
has tried to uphold the spirit and ideas of
the Prague Spring. It seems rather that it
was a harbinger of a new more systematic
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leaves no stone unturned.
silencing every dissident voice in the
country, and not just directly political
oppositionists.

To these ends, every means is being
used — multiplying trials, longer senten-
ces, systematic recourse to the harshest
prison regime, introducing the practice
of house arrest, harassment of prisoners,
a war of nerves against oppositionists still
free (cat-and-mouse jailings, threats, phy-
sical violence; forced exile, or refusal to
issue passports). A few examples indicate
the breadth of this repression and its ef-
fect.

In November 1979, following the trial

‘of the Vons “Five,” Albert Cerny, an

actor and a member of VONS, as well as
a signer of Charter 77, was sentenced to
three and a half years in prison.

In April 1980, a young worker, Petr
Cibulka® who was due to be released
after two years in prison, had six months
of maximum security imprisonment

added to his term. This represented the

start of a new practice by the authorities.

Rudolf Battek, a spokesman of Char-
ter 77, and a former deputy to the
Czechoslovak National Assembly, was
arrested in April 1980 and sentenced a
year later to seven and a half years in
prison. On appeal, his sentence was re-
duced to five and a half years imprison-
ment and three years probation. This
was also an innovation. Probation had
previously been reserved for common-law
convicts. (1)

The case of Battek, who has connec-
tions with the Second International and is

It aims at

defended by the main Socialist Party
leaders around the world, shows the de-
termination of the Prague authorities not
to let themselves be influenced by inter-
national solidarity campaigns on behaif
of their victims.

MULTIPLYING TRIALS

The numerous protests against the
sentences meted out to Battek ( the
harshest since the Stalinist trials of the
1950s) did not give the authorities any
pause, as is shown by the increasing
number of trials in the last two years.

In July 1981, Jiri Gruntorad, a young
worker signer of Charter 77, was senten-
ced to four years in prison and three
years probation. In the same period,
Thomas Petrivy, the organizer of the
meeting between Charter 77 and the Pol-
ish KOR in August 1978, was sentenced

to two years in prison.

-1-

Vaclav Umlang, a miner, was sen-
tenced to three years for protesting
against the Soviet intervention in Afgha-
nistan and criticizing the deficiencies of
mines in Czechoslovakia.

A leader of the VONS, Jan Litomisky
was sentenced in October 1981 to three
years in prison and two years probation.
At the same time, four young people

were sentenced to terms of six to eigh-

teen months for hanging hostile banners
on public buildings on the occasion of
the Czechoslovak Communist Party con-
gress.,

In November 1981, Edward Kalinow-
ski, a Polish Solidarnosc activist, was ar-
rested while trying to bring 176 copies of
the opposition journals Svedetcvi and Lis-
ty into the country. He was sentenced to
16 months in prison.

- A young conscientious objector, Jan
Hrabina, was sentenced to two and a
half years in prison. The reason given
for this harsh penalty was “the great dan-
ger that pacifist ideas represent to society
in the present context.” Hrabina had
explained that his refusal to serve in the
armed forces was motivated, among other
things, by unwillingness to participate in
any intervention by Warsaw Pact forces
against the Polish workers.

In May 1982, Petr Pospichal, a young

- worker doing his military service was

sentenced to two and a half years in
a maximum security prison for having
defended Charter 77’s activity in his
barracks.

In July 1982, harsh sentences were
handed down against the young people
involved in running an unofficial cultural
magazine, Okno (“Window”). Ivan
Jirous (who had already served a term of
four years) was sentenced to three and
a half years in a maximum security priso=

"

j. Probation involves the following obligs
tions: 1)You have to supply the institutios
keeping watch over you with full information =
to vour resources, and offer proof on demant
2) You have to report regularly to this instiss
tion and it decides how often; 3)You have =
admit representatives of this institution =
your home at any time; 4) You have to @%
prior notice of any change of residence.
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and two years parole. Frantisek Starek
was given two and a half years maximum
security
parole. And Michael Hytek and Milan
Frick got respectively 18 and 15 months
in prison.

Besides these cases, which are only a
few examples (2), eighteen leading oppo-
sition figures were charged following the
arrest of two young French people in
May 1981, who were caught transporting
clandestine literature. (3) Eight of them
have been kept in prison for a year, appar-
ently in preparation for a big show trial.
‘But the Czechoslovak government post-
poned this under pressure from the Aus-
trian government, which made the release
of these oppositionists a condition for
welcoming Gustav Husak to Vienna
last fall.

The Czechoslovak regime has been not

content with merely putting the Charter

77 and VONS leaders in prison. Inside
the prison walls, it continues to harass
them and threaten them with extending

their sentences (such a threat currently

hangs over the head of Petr Uhl). It sub-
jects them to every kind of humiliation,
with the avowed objective of demoral-
izing them and discouraging them from
resuming their activities after they get
out.

The daily lives of the prisoners are
filled with such harassment. For example,
the dramatist Vaclav Havel has been for-
bidden to write. Obstacles have been put
in the way of Petr Uhl having contact
with his wife and children. Uhl is allowed
only a one-hour visit every six months,
and he has just had the right taken away

to write a letter to his seven-year-old son

once a month.

The harassment of the Charter 77
signers who remain free has made
any kind of activity more and more
difficult. That, together with the cons-
tant threat of being sent back to prison,
has led many oppositionists to choose
exile, This includes both historic opposi-
tion figures, such as Bartosek, Mlynarik,
and Kyncl, and young activists such as
Jan and Jiri Bednar or Zina Freundova.

In the last two years, the repres-
sion has spread to Catholic circles. This
reflects the determination of the author-
ities to crush a source of opposition
strongly stimulated by the Polish events.
This determination seems to have been
reinforced by the Vatican’s decision to
ban priests from participating in political
organizations. In the East European
countries in general and in Czechoslo-
vakia in particular, this means breaking
with the Catholic organizations that are

appendages of the regime.
At the beginning of 1982, a new very
sweeping repressive operation was

launched in connection with an investiga-
tion of the distribution of leaflets ex-
pressing solidarity with the Polish work-
ers in their fight against the state of war
declaration. In a communique, the
VONS pointed out that the four young
workers arrested and charged — Jan and
Josef Wunsch, Jitka Tumova, and Vaclav

imprisonment and two years -

Soukup — did not belong to the Charter
77 milieu.

, The authorities want to change the

[initial charge — agitation (Article 100 of

the penal code) into “subversion against

the republic” (Article 98), which would

enable them to impose heavier penalties.
It seems that the authorities want to
come down very quickly against this new
opposition nucleus, which was acting
under the direct influence of the Polish
events and rejecting the legalistic ap-
proach adopted by Charter 77.

Despite these arrests, this current
of oppositionists, represented by the

Revolutionary Action Group and the

Organizing Committee for Free Trade
Unions, continued their activity over
1982, opening up a new phase in the fight

‘against the normalizers.

A NEW DIRECTION FOR THE
OPPOSITION

The appearance of critical documents
even within the Charter 77 group seems
to confirm that the opposition has
reached a tuming point. The effective-
ness of the repression outlined above
has highlighted the limitations of
courageous appeals addressed to a govern-
ment that continually shows utter disre-
gard for its own laws.

A long document giving a critical anal-
ysis of the activity of Charter 77 — while
not denying the courage of the activists
or the positive aspects of their work —
circulated in 1982 among oppositionists.
(4) The author (or authors) concentrate
essentially on pointing out the weak-
nesses of activity that never took up the

_problems of Czechoslovak society as a

whole but rather those of a relatively re-
stricted group of intellectuals.

- The almost exclusive concentration on
freedom of expression, however impor-
tant the demand, the document argues,
did not enable the opposition to link up
with broad social layers discontented
with the regime. It helped to make
Charter 77 an “ideological and cultural
opposition.” Thus, it was unable fo
break out of the isolation in which it was

‘confined at the start, largely by the

regime’s repressive campaign.

According to the document, the
mode of functioning of Charter 77 itself
increased Jts isolation: “The opposition
resembles a kind of ‘foreign body,’
when it is not an outright sect in which
special habits and stereotyped forms of
thought and behavior prevail that are not
always comprehensible to ‘outsiders.”

The rigorous moral sense of the oppo-
sitionists, which rightly inspires admira-
tion, can turn against them, the docu-
ment goes on to explain, because it de-
prives them of ‘““any possibility for having
an effect on ordinary people.” Who,
in order to survive, are obliged to make
compromises every day with the normal-
ized society.

Such attitudes did not prepare the op-
positionists to confront the new situation

produced by growing economic difficul-

‘our solidarity more than ever. e

ties: **The deepening of the economic
crisis and the political crisis in our coun-
try,” the document says, *““ is sooner or
later going to generate rising discontent.
It is difficult to predict the ways in which
this will be expressed....If there is a pro-
perly functioning opposition movement
at that point, its time will have come.
It will begin by helping to give rational
form to the collective consciousness and
to focus the general will, and this will
eventually put it in the leadership of a
mass movement.,.We do not have to go
far to find examples of this.” In fact,
Poland is not far away!

But externalness of Charter 77 to the
society did not facilitate contacts with
the elements that were beginning to
becoming discontented “within the

_structures.” In conclusion, the document

lays out a general line of action that
could enable the opposition fo prepare
for its new tasks. That is, to analyze the
social and political problems of Czechos-
lovak society and develop links with peo-
ple who work “within the structures”
(the plants, the unions, the party).

A similar conclusion seems to have
been drawn by young workers not
linked to Charter 77 or to the VONS,
Back in the spring of 1981, they made

‘known their intention to intervene in the

official unions to press them to do their
job of defending the workers’ interests.
In April 1981, they addressed a letter
indicating this to the Czechoslovak trade-
union congress (the Revolutionary Union
Movement, ROH) and formed the Organi-
zing Committee for Free Unions.

Drawing the lessons of the repression
that hit the members of Charter 77 and

‘the VONS, they decided to remain anony-

mous. Given their weakness, they opted
for systematic work at the base of the of-
ficial unions.

Inspired by the Polish workers move-
ment, the Organizing Committee for Free
Trade Unions tried to popularize the
example of its struggle in Czechoslovakia
and build solidarity with it. In this way,
it renewed an internationalist approach
that had been long forgotten.

This reorientation of the Czechoslovak
opposition reflected both in the docu-
ment criticizing Charter 77 and in the ac-
tivity of the Organizing Committee for
Free Trade Unions is taking place under
difficult conditions. The repression with-
in the country and the evolution of the
situation in Poland do not make the task
of the oppositionists easy. They need

9. A new pamphlet providing the full list

of the VONS communiques on repression can
be obtained from the Comite du 5 Janvier pour
une Tchecoslovaquie libre et socialiste,” c/o
Veronique Chabrol,277, rue de Vaugirard, Paris
75015.

3. This includes the following persons: Jaromir
Horec, Eva Kanturkova, Karel Kynecl, Jan Mly-
narik, Jan Ruml, Jiri Ruml, Jirina Siklova,
Milan Simecka — all of whom are in prison; and
Jiri Hajek, Ivan Havel, Olga Havlova, Karel Ho-
lomel, Josef Jablonicky, Zdenek Jrinsky, Maj-
mir Klausky, Miroslav Kusy, Jaroslav Meznik,
and Jiri Mueller, who are free.

4. For the text of this document, see the Paris
magazine L’Alternative, No.18, September/
October 1982.
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Open letter to Solidarnosc

The following statement by the Organizing Committee for Free Unions was
addressed to Solidarnosc in Warsaw. It was distributed on November 7 in Prague
and Plzen.

Dear Friends,

We send our greetings in these days when you are preparing for a day of strikes
and demonstrations to protest against the removal of Solidarnosc’s legal status.
In a short period, this organization won the sympathy and respect of a large
part of the Polish people and freedom-loving progressives all over the world....

Just as in your country, the normalizers here advocate material incentives
as opposed to the principles of your movement. They promise a better standard
of living and prosperity as a substitute for a truly democratic and free develop-
ment of society on both the economic and cultural levels. _ '

From our own experience we know what their “consolidation” and ‘““normali-
zation” amounts to. At best, it means stagnation, but more often decline and
ruin. : '

A truly positive and hopeful development of a society such as ours can only
be inaugurated and consolidated by relaxing the bureaucratic obstacles and rigid
relationships. And this has to go hand in hand with strong activity and commit-
ment by all honest and creative citizens,

Such a development began to take form in Czechoslovakia in 1968 through a
movement for reform. In the case of your movement for a self-managed society,

it has assumed completely unprecedented proportions.
Dear friends, let us join our efforts for a free and independent Poland and

Czechoslovakia!

All freedom-loving Poles, Czechs, and Slovaks must seek, not

only by their words but above all by their deeds, by persistent social and cultural
work, to bring closer the day of the rebirth!

To your day of strikes and your protest demonstration against the delegaliza-
tion of Solidarnosc, we add our own action, which corresponds to the limited
possibilities in our situation. We are with you!

What "normalization” means

Marie ANDERS

“The price hikes have heightened the
social contradictions,” it was noted in a
February 1982 Charter 77 document on
the economic crisis in Czechoslovakia.
The drastic increases in January for meat,
fish, rice, tobacco products, and other
vital consumer goods were deeply felt.

But the decisive role is being played by
creeping price rises called “innovations.”
That is, old products are offered in some-
what new packaging at much higher
prices, if they are available at all.

For example, in the case of the
increase in the price of meat products,
the poorer grades became relatively much
less expensive. They disappeared totally
from the shops (and turned up again in
factory canteens and in the military
bases).

For two years, all energy used by
schools, factories, and offices has been
rationed. Anyone who exceeds the quota
(and it is very hard not to) is fined.

A liter of gas costs the equivalent of
36 schillings (more than 2 US dollars),
translated into Austrian terms. Textiles
are three to four times more expensive
than in Austria. The same goes for shoes,
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and household appliances such as washing
machines and TV sets.

Although the cost of living is steadily
rising in Czechoslovakia, there was no
increase in wages this year. The average
wage is 2,700 crowns a month. The basic
vacation is two weeks. (Only after 15
years in a job do you get the right to four
weeks of vacation).

So far the price increases have not pro-
duced anything like the sort of reaction
that we saw in 1980 in Poland. The
effects™f the 1968 capitulation are still
evident. The majority of the Czechoslo-
vak population continues to be marked
by confusion, demoralization, and a feel-
ing of powerlessness.

So, it is not surprising that a lot of
people are turning to ‘“personal solu-
tions.”” The minds of most are turned to-
ward weekend places in the country, cars,
and quiet murmuring against the party
bosses. People live by their wits are often
personal advantages, which are often
simply the necessities of life.

A lot of the economic planners must
also be living by their wits. For example,
twice the amount of concrete needed was
provided for in the plan for the Jaslovske
Bohunice atomic reactor. It is well known

that concrete is much sought after by the
builders of country retreats, and that
they like to filch the ‘““people’s” concrete
from public building projects.

By expelling all critical elements from
the party after 1968, the Husak leader-
ship created the basis for what was origi-
nally the biggest opposition in Eastern
Europe. In the post-1968 period, the
Socialist Movement of Czechoslovak Citi-
zens tried to organize active resistance to
the “normalization” policy.

But by the mid-1970s, it was clear that
the constant repression was having an
effect. It was only after the signing of the
Helsinki treaty in 1975 that new openings
appeared. The importance of this agree-
ment was that it gave the opposition the
opportunity to make legal demands for
freedom of information, the press, and
assembly, which have explosively revolu-
tionary implications in the conditions of
bureaucratic dictatorship.

With the founding of Charter 77, the
opposition made an attempt to break out
of the ghetto existence to which it had
been confined. In the East European
states, the winning of human rights is one
of the preconditions for major social
changes, such demands have central
importance.

In a short time, Charter 77, which con-
centrated on protesting violations of
human and civil rights, managed to col-
lect thousands of signatures and begin to
penetrate into wider and wider strata of
the population.

So, it is no wonder that the authorities
stepped up every sort of repression and
harassment of the dissidents. After the
show trial in October 1979 against six
members of the Committee to Defend the
Unjustly Persecuted, activists were conti-
nually arrested, forced to go into exile,
and “involved” in accidents, blackmailed,
and threatened. For example recently
Alena Lisova, wife of Charter spokesman
Lis was warned that her children would
be kidnapped. Such cases are innumer-
able. Lis mentioned only a few in his
letter to Charter 77:

+ An assault on Charter 77 spokesper-
son Zdena Tominova in front of her
house, resulting in a brain concussion.

+ A mugging of Zina Freundova, a
member of the committee of those assign-
ed to speak for Charter 77, in her home,
resulting in serious contusions and shock.

+ An attempt to throw Charter 77
spokesperson Anna Marvanova onto the
subway tracks.

+ Several night time attacks on Charter
77 signer Stanislav Adamek. He was drag-
ged off into the woods, beaten, and
warned that he would be run over and
thrown into the Macocha gorge.

+ Theft of the car of Charter 77
spokesperson Rudolf Battek.

+ The burning of the car of the son of
Charter 77 spokesperson Maria Hromad-
kova.

+ The illegal arrest of the minor son of
diri Dienstbier. &

From Die Linke, magazine of the Aus-
trian section of the Fourth International.



The world economic crisis
comes to Australia

Jonathan WEST

SYDNEY — The Australian ruling class
entered the current world recession with
the naive belief that an investment boom
in the economy’s resource sectors — parti-
cularly mining — would insulate it from
the world crisis.

As late as July 21, 1980, the Austra-
lian Financial Review thought it possible
to exclaim in an editorial:

“ Australia is in the grip of investment
fever. Fired with the bullish statements
from Federal politicians, the nation has
leapt from the sheep’s back to that of
the Organisation of Petroleum-Exporting
Countries and is riding off into a new
era of prosperity.”

However, this dream was shattered in
the second half of 1982.

Investment fell off a trickle. Unem-
ployment skyrocketted and is now equal
to the levels in many other imperialist
countries. From an official figure in
June 1982 of just over 6 per cent, by
the year’s end, unemployment had
jumped to almost 10 per cent. In 1983 it
will go much higher.

The resource developments are no
longer shielding the economy from the
world downturn.

The much-trumpeted Australian re-
sources boom was based upon substan-
tial investment in the production of
minerals and energy-producing raw mate-
rials like coal and oil. However, as the

world recession deepened, demand for

these products fell. Prices for the raw-
material exports of Australia dropped off
sharply in late 1981 and early 1982. With
this in mind, and a perspective of long-
term world stagnation, the big corpora-
tions cancelled or postponed many of
their most important projects.

The inflow of investment between
1980 and 1982 had been sufficient
to postpone the impact of the recession.
Increased orders for manufacturing com-
panies supplying the raw-materials devel-
opments, plus the increased demand re-
sulting from such large amounts of mo-
ney entering the economy, masked the
underlying weakness of Australian in-
dustry.

But the real crisis of Australian in-
dustry is now becoming more evident
everyday. And working people here
are being forced to pay the price.

Because Australia has a relatively small
population and domestic market in com-
parison to other imperialist countries —

its population is just over 15 million —
Australian capitalism has been able to de-
velop a secondary-industry base only
under heary tariff and quota protection.
Australia has one of the most protected
economies in the capitalist world. The
resulting lack of competition has pro-
duced an outdated and inefficient,
and therefore uncompetitive, industry.

Without the shield of a boom in the
primary sector, Australian industry is
now entering a longterm structural crisis.
It cannot compete with the products of
more advanced industries from other
imperialist countries such as Japan and
Western Europe. It has to maintain the
high tariff barriers to survive, yet so
long as these remain high, it has no
incentive to upgrade its outdated
technology.

The attempts of the Australian ruling
class to make working people pay for
the crisis produced important changes
in Australian politics in 1982.

The employers launched in quick suc-
cession a series of co-ordinated attempts
to win back concessions they had been
forced to concede during the short-lived
resources boom.,

One of the key gains for Australian
workers had been the widespread intro-
duction, after a sustained fight by work-
ers in most major industries, of a shorter
workweek. In many industries weekly
working hours were reduced from 40
to 38, and in the sectors where the
most determined campaigns had been

waged, weekly hours were reduced to 35.

The employers responded to this when
the crisis hit by either reneging on the
agreements althogether, or with the
introduction of a four-day week with loss
of one day’s pay. This form of short week
became particularly common in 1982
throughout the metal industry, in direct
contravention of the court-sanctioned
legal awards for those workers.

In other areas, however, the employ-
ers responded with the more usual prac-
tice of mass lay-offs. Particularly hard hit
were workers in the steel industry, which

-in 1982 entered its worst crisis since the

Great Depression. Unemployment in steel
industry-based cities such as Wollongong
is now close to the 1930s levels, with
figures of around 25 per cent out of
work.

Escalating this offensive late in the
year, the Liberal/National coalition
government of Malcolm Fraser announ-
ced that it favored a 12-month wage

freeze. With inflation currently running
at around 12 per cent, a year’s wage
freeze would mean an across-the-board
cut of 12 per cent in workers’ wages.

However, because the Australian cons-
titution does not give the federal govern-
ment the power to institute controls over
wages or prices, the federal government
had to win agreement for its plan from
the six state governments, the three most
important of which are headed by the
Labor Party.

After initially denouncing the scheme
as'a “gimmick” and a “fraud,” and de-
manding that it be implemented only in
conjunction with a price freeze, the La-
bor state premiers agreed to legislate for
a six-month freeze.

This stance was opposed for a time
by national Labor Party leader Bill
Hayden, but he also soon changed
his position under pressure from business
circles.

As Australia’s powerful oil industry
workers, backed by the Australian Coun-
cil of Trade Unions, prepared to go into
action in January this year to win wage
rises, Hayden stated to the press regarding
the wage freeze:

“I hope to the maximum extent pos-
sible that the trade union movement will
try and make this gimmick work.”

The rapidity with which the Labor
Party leaders reversed their opposition
to the wage freeze highlighted the re-
sponse of the official labor movement
leadership to the crisis.

Rather than leading and inspiring a
working-class response to the crisis,
the Labor Party and union leaders have
put themselves forward as “responsible
managers”’ of the system.

They have accepted that the way to
deal with the crisis is to reduce wages
so that profits will rise.

The ALP parliamentarians share the
basic outlook of the major capitalist
party in Australia, the Liberal Party,
concerning the causes of the crisis and
what to do about it. They agree that
workers should bear the burden. Their
“answer’’ to the recession is the same as
that of the trade union bureaucrats: Cut
real wages, shore up profits through
protectionist measures and government
handouts, and wait for events in the
world economy to restore capitalist
prosperity.

The ALP leaders no longer speak of
socialism, even in the remote future; now
mere reforms within the framework of
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capitalism have taken on the status of a
“maximum” program for some long-dis-
tant epoch.

Central to the Labor leaders’ program
for managing the capitalist crisis is a
“prices and incomes policy” — a social
contract between a future Labor govern-
ment and the trade union movement in
which workers sign away their right to
use their union strength to fight for
increases in the living standards in return
for vague promises of taxation reform
and other social reforms.

The explicit aim of the social contract

is to raise capitalist profitability, and

the Labor leaders have been selling this
scheme to the employers as a more
painless way of reducing wages and
managing the crisis than the Liberals’ re-

liance on the demoralising effects of un-

employment in conjunction with ever-
tighter anti-union laws.

However, because working people see
little difference between the policies of
the two major parties — the Liberals and
Labor — and because both are telling
them profits must be restored as the
basis of any return to prosperity, La-
bor has gained little ground electorally.
With national elections due later this
year, opinion polls show that at present
Labor would not win, and in December
last year the party made no headway in a
by-election for a seat it was widely ex-
pected to win from the Liberals,

Nor is the right-wing of the Labor
leadership alone in pushing for a
social contract.

Key to winning the acquiescence of
the trade union movement was the sup-
port of the Labor Party *“left” and the
Communist Party.

The Communist Party has a major
influence in the leadership of the Amal-
gamated Metal Workers and Shipwrights’

Union, Australia’s largest union, and this |

union concluded an agreement with metal
industry employers in late 1981 for a
six-month period of no strikes in re-
turn for inadequate wage rises. This agree-
ment was widely seen as a trial run for
the social contract. The ideal was to con-
vince big business that if the metalwork-
ers, traditionally one of the most militant

sectors of Australian workers could be |

“tamed” by a social contract-type agree-
ment, then the scheme could work on a
national scale.

Metalworkers’ union leader and Com-
munist Party national committee mem-
ber Laurie Carmichael toured the coun-
try supporting the idea of an “agree-
ment”’ between the unions and the Labor
Party.

When the actual scheme was announ-
ced he maintained some criticism, but
urged its adoption as a “step forward.”

But as 1983 opens, there are increasing
signs that Australian working people will
not sit idly by while their livelihoods are
slashed by the capitalist offensive, even if

that offensive has the support of the offi-

cial leaderships of the Labor Party and
trade unions.

Workers in the oil and building
industries have already indicated that
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they will not accept the freeze and will
use their considerable industrial muscle
to break through it.

The oil industry workers have the of-
ficial endorsement of the Australian
Council of Trade Unions executive, al-
though the executive is trying to keep
the claim bogged down in lengthy legal-
istic machinations in the arbitration
courts.

Australian workers are not beaten or
demoralised.

If the oil workers are able to defeat
the wage freeze, they will set an example
that is likely to be taken up by many
other sectors. 1983 could be a very hot
year for an Australian ruling class already
reeling under the sudden impact of a
crisis to which they believed themselves

to be immune. ¥

@

Guatemala .
— despite the massacres

the struggle continues

‘The women were raped and the people herded into the churches. then tortured
and massacred. Children were smashed against the ground or else taken by the
feet and their heads crushed against the tree trunks and then their still warm brains
eaten. Occasionally the soldiers get the children to play and then throw a grenade
into the middle of the group....Many are cut up and killed with machetes....Soldiers
take out the still throbbing livers from their victims and eat them as if they were
some sort of delicacy’. (Report published at the end of 1982 by Bishops See of
San Christobal de las Casas — Le Monde, February 4, 1983.)

‘Rios Montt is a man of great integrity faced with a challenge from guerrillas
armed and supported from those outside Guatemala....Rios Montt is getting a
“bum rap.” ' (Reagan, during his December 82 trip to Guatemala, Le Monde,
December 8, 1982.)

Guatemala has the largest population and economy of all the Central American
states and, according to a former US secretary of State, the outcome of the guer-
rilla war there ‘has much more important consequences in terms of dangers for the
interests of the United States than the war in Salvador’. (Inprecor, No 127, May 31,

1982).

Dave HAYES

Since the 1954 CIA-organised over-
throw of the ‘reformist’ Arbenz govern-
ment, Guatemala has had series of mili-
tary regimes. An initial guerrilla resistance
led by Yon Sosa and Turcos Lima got
started m 1962, but was stamped out by
brutal repression in 1967.

To date, more than 50,000 people
have been killed by these repressive re-
gimes. But, with the formation of the
Central American Common Market and
the exploitation of nickel and oil re-
sources, the economy grew significantly
There was a certain industrial develop-
ment.

Army commanders amassed personal
fortunes through state-aided development
projects, particularly in the north. Dis-
placement of the inhabitants in those
areas meant massacres of the Indians,
who constitute more than half of Guate-
mala’s population.

However, by 1982 this relative stabi-

After Reagan’s recent trip to Guatemala the official embargo on military aid im-
posed by Carter in 1977 was lifted. Spare parts for helicopters — vital equipment in
counter-insurgency operations — are already on their way.

Some of the ‘authoritative’ press claim that Rios Montt’s regime has the guer-
rillas on the run. Has the Reagan administration and the Guatemalan military jun-
ta stabilised one of the key countries in the Central America cauldron?

lity was being severely undermined. First,
the economic boom ended. The Central
American Common Market, broke up.
And the world recession set in (GNP rose
by 7.4% in 1976, by 3.5% in 1980, in
1981 by 1%; and in 1982, it is expected
to drop by 3.5%).

This crisis was aggravated by poor
capitalist management of the economy,
resulting from the scramble by various
corrupt army cliques to corner various
markets and projects. At the same time,
the spread of the resistance frightened
off both local and foreign investment.

THE GUERRILLA RESISTANCE

The second factor in the breakdown
of stability is that the revolutionary
forces learned some lessons from the
defeat of the 1962-67 guerrilla struggle.
They came to understand that systematic
mass work, particularly among the poor-
est, Indian majority in the altipleno
(the highlands in the centre of the coun-
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try) and alongside the militant Christian
local communities’, was essential to
build the basis for a successful people’s
war.

Victory in Nicaragua and the upsurge
in El Salvador gave a new fillip to what
was the longest tradition of guerrilla
struggle in Central America.

In February 1982, the revolutionary
groups — the EGP (Guerrilla Army of
the Poor), ORPA (Revolutionary
Organization of the People in Arms),
the FAR (Revolutionary Armed Forces),
and the PGT-Nucleo Dirigente (Leader-
ship Nucleus of the Guatemalan Workers
Party, a faction of the CP) formed a
united revolutionary front called the
URNG (Guatemalan National Revolu-
tionary Union).

During 1981, revolutionary military
and political activity increased. It spread
to 19 of the 22 departments of Guate-
mala, and some military experts were
giving the regime only about two years
to survive.

Thirdly, the crisis of bourgeois leader-
ship, already severe because of the rise
of the resistance and the state of the eco-
nomy, was made worse by the way Pre-
sident Lucas Garcia’s clique took over
more and more of the economy and state
apparatus. Traditional bourgeois sectors
and the other army cliques were in open
war against Lucas Garcia and among
themselves.

In this context the March 1982 elec-
tions resolved nothing since the Lucas
Garcia group flagrantly stuffed the bal-
lot boxes. Amidst a general outcry from
the other bourgeois parties (no real op-
position of popular forces could partici-
pate in the elections), a group of inter-
mediate (‘young’) officers seized the

initiative and installed a triumvirate that
included Rios Montt.

Contrary to some observers’ analysis
these officers did not represent a ‘reformist
project’. Their main concern was the Lu-
cas Garcia’s regime’s lack of a coherent
political and military strategy to defeat

FUERZAS ARMADAS REBELDES
FAR

Nucleo de Direccion Nacional

ORGANIZACION
DEL PUEBLO EN ARMAS

the revolutionary forces. In this respect,
their interests coincided with those of
US imperialism. This is despite the fact
that the coup went against Washington’s
line of combining a facade of elections
with aid for offensives against the guer-
rillas, who were supposed to be ‘backed
by foreign powers and unwilling to abide
by constitutional democracy’. Stephen
Bosworth, deputy undersecretary of
state for inter-American affairs, even
said publicly:

‘The military coup d’etat can put an
end to the political paralysis which exists
in the country’. (Inforpress, May 6,
1982.)

THE PROJECT OF THE NEW REGIME

The strategy of the new regime was
to launch a more coherent counter-insur-

.gency campaign, combining repression

with political and ideological measures.

Victims of a death squadron(DR)

Its objectives were the following: to
destroy the revolutionaries’ social base,
to build greater support for the regime
in the countryside and the towns, to
break the international isolation of
the regime, and to lay the groundwork
for a restoration of direct American
military aid. _

The general aim was to draw the bour-
geoisie and the middle classes (and even
the less organised masses) behind the
junta’s national reconstruction project.

The ‘anti-corruption’ campaign is a
key part of this. The police service and
administration in Guatemala City were
‘reorganised’. For a few months the
‘death squads’ were encouraged to
leave fewer corpses in the city streets. But
in practice the operation involved re-
moving the Lucas Garcia clique from key
political and administrative posts. Only
a small number of people were arrested,
and all were later released.

In fact this demogogic campaign
is a handy cover for Rios Montt — now

‘that he has eased out the other two junta

members — to build up today his own
clientalist base.

Martial law was imposed shortly after
the coup and is regularly renewed. Thus,
with the political parties also suspended,
the Rios Montt group has a free hand for
militarising and centralising all political
and civic life under its control. This puts
it in a good position for any future elec-
tions. In exchange for official American
aid, there was an unwritten agreement
to call elections. Rios Montt has an-
nounced he will issue a decree on elec-
tions on the March 23, 1983, anniversary
of his coup.

RIOS MONTT, MAN OF GOD

The regime is relying on a specific, if
bizarre, ideological instrument. Rios
Montt is a member of the ‘El Verbo’ (The
Word) protestant evangelical sect (linked
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to Gospel Outreach in the US). He pro-
jects himself as a man of god fighting for
moral order against corruption and atheis-
tic communism.

Such US-based sects arrived in force
after the 1976 earthquake — to aid with
reconstruction. Since then they claim to
have converted 22% of the population.
They have vast financial resources. Over
and above the extent to which the CIA
directly works with them, they generally
have an anti-Communist, conservative
ideology. One of Rios Montt’s religious
confessors has stated, for example: “The
‘Evangelist recognises the need for firm
authority for the sake of protecting the
innocent and establishing law and order’.
(Quoted in the Paris daily Liberation,
December 6, 1982).

‘BEANS AND GUNS’

Copied from US policy employed in
Vietnam, the ‘beans and guns’ policy
calls for the neutralisation or destruction
of rural villages suspected of being sym-
pathetic to the guerrillas. Within the
framework of this policy the largely In-
dian rural population is being massacred
and their homes, animals, and crops
burned. After that, aided by Protestant
sects and more recently by Guatemala’s
National Reconstruction Committee
(CRN), the army returns to the area,
herding the survivors into ‘model villages’.

These villages which were known as
‘strategic hamlets’ in Vietnam, are actual-
ly glorified concentration camps,
where people are forced to collaborate
with the army in return for food. This
collaboration includes participation in
peasant ‘militias’ (to ‘defend’ the villages
against guerrillas) as well as the recon-
struction of villages destroyed by the
army.

It is estimated that as part of this plan
5,000 people, essentially Indians, have
been massacred since March 1982. Thou-
sands fled to the more inaccessible moun-
tains. But the revolutionary organisations
cannot provide food for, or protect, such

Demonstration against repression(DR)

large numbers. Therefore, most are forced
to return to these ‘model villages’.

RESISTANCE REORGANISES AND
FIGHTS ON

Given the denounciation of the geno-

cide in the world press in the last six
months, the reality of the resistance it-
self has been a little submerged. Some ob-
servers have gone further...“it (the re-
gime) has come close to eliminating the
country’s guerrilla movement as a serious
political threat’. (Economist, December
18, 1982).
" It is obvious that, faced with the scale
of the counter-insurgency campaign, the
revolutionary organisations had to make
a considerable effort to adjust their logis-
tic structures. Such vast movements of
people implied big organisational changes.
The mass organisations and revolutionary
groups have to take greater precautions
in conditions where the people are held
hostage in these model villages and are
constantly being threatened with repri-
sals. The army has not directly defeated
the armed resistance in open battle. The
resistance is still intact.

Total press censorship under martial
law means that foreign correspondents
cannot easily get information about
army losses. The revolutionary orga-
nisations can often get news of losses
inflicted on the army only some weeks
after the events.

" The January issue of Solidarite Guate-
male published in Paris, estimates 500
army losses in October — indicating
that after a certain lull rebel military
actions are still possible in most of
the country. New fronts have been
opened up by the EGP (in a new zone),
the FAR (in the centre of the altiplano)
and the ORPA (in the capital where it
has been traditionally weak).

According to Inforpress (No.525-T,
January 1983) there was more than one
officially recognised action in the first
fortnight of 1983, and on January 1
14 soldiers were killed in one clash.

The regime has made much of the

‘calm’ in the capital. On January 20,
three police stations in three different
zones of the city were attacked and two
other actions took place. The death
squads are now daily leaving their
victims’ corpses in the capital. Anti-
subversive military tribunals executed
four EGP militants on September 4,
and today ten more militants are
threatened with execution.

THE STRENGTH OF
THE RESISTANCE

The revolutionary forces are wel
enough implanted on a national scale to
withstand such large scale attacks. The
declaration by the faction of the PGT (the
Guatemalan CP), which had previously
rejected the people’s war strategy, that
they want to join the URNG further
strengthens revolutionary unity.

The revolutionary forces are strongest
outside the cities, but have not yet
established zones similar to those held
by the FMLN in El Salvador. The
struggle will be long, but a victory in
El Salvador would help bring it closer
in Guatemala.

THE NEED FOR SOLIDARITY

A barrage of official reports have
blasted the Guatemalan regime in
the last six months — from Amnesty
International, the US National Coun-
cil of Churches, the American Watch
Committees, and others. The United
Nations adopted a resolution condemning
the regime on December 17,1982 (by 79
votes for, 16 against, and 45 abstentions).

The Permanent Tribunal of the Peo-
ples recently held an investigation of the
repression in Guatemala and issued a
report condemning the government.

Emergency action is necessary to save
the lives of the ten militants currently
threatened with death sentences.

In addition to building protests
against repression, it is important to
build a movement against imperialist
intervention. The recent official renewal
of US aid means that the Guatemalan
question can be raised within the frame-
work of the ongoing campaign against
US intervention in Central America.
(But we should not forget the Israelis —
previously the main arms suppliers —
the South Africans, Chileans, Argen-
tinians, and Taiwanese. While the
embargo was in force, all of them fun-
nelled in military assistance on behalf
of the US.)

Equally important is the campaign
to send direct aid to the URNG. In
Europe, the front has launched a fund
drive in support of its struggle. It des-
perately needs more resources to better
defend the people against the regime.

Finally, a political campaign to get
the labour movement and governments
to recognise the URNG as a ‘belligerent
party’, as had been proposed by the
Tribunal of the Peoples’ would offer an
important protection to the Guatemalan
people. ol
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The Amnesty law
in Colombia
— what it means

Socorro Ramirez addresses a local neighbourhood meeting(DR)

The amnesty law introduced in Colombia on November 19, 1982, is undoubtedly
the broadest in scope in the whole history of the country. Under this law more
than 500 political prisoners have been released. There has been an end to searches
for, and sentences against, ‘the perpetrators, the accomplices, or those who
conceal the facts about political offences...such as rebellion, sedition, riots, and all
the related acts so as to facilitate or encourage the perpetration of these acts, or to
conceal them’ (articles 1 and 2 of the law 35/82). This also applies to those who
have been fighting arms in hand who have not been arrested.

However, some restrictions have been included in the law. Excluded are ‘homi-
cides perpetrated outside combat — when they have been accompanied by ill-
treatment, or against a defenceless victim, or one in an disadvantageous situation,
where that was exploited’ (article 3). The law also gives the president the power
through budgetary adjustments to order ‘civic-military actions’ by the armed
forces in the regions affected by violence, and to re-organise the national police

force.

The Partido Socialista Revolucionario (PSR — Revolutionary Socialist Party,
Colombian section of the Fourth International) considers that this law, despite
its numerous negative aspects, is a democratic gain for the Colombian people.
In the following article, Socorro Ramirez, a leader of the PSR, explains their at-

titude.

Socorro RAMIREZ

For three years the guerrilla forces have
demanded a general amnesty. For this
reason, it has been the central axis of
the discussions and proposals of the dem-
ocratic movement. In these circumstances
the position taken by the guerrilla group
M-19 (April 19 Movement) seems incom-
prehensible. Once the law was approved,
and they had previously supported it,
they put forward a whole series of max-
imalist conditions, virtually amounting
to demanding the revolution, as a prere-
quisite for accepting these measures.

The pro-Soviet Revolutionary Armed
Forces of Colombia (FARC) have called
for the demilitarisation of the war zones,
and welcomed the law. Other guerrilla
organisations have tfaken a position
against the law. These were the Castroist
National Liberation Army (ELN); the
Maoist People’s Liberation Army (ELP);

the Pedro Leon Arboleda, a dissident
faction of the EPL; and the Workers Self
Defence (ADO). The ELN for example
has stated that it will continue fighting.
Although the law does not demand that
they lay down their arms, or that they
personally give themselves up, there are
at most only one hundred guerrilla fight-
ers who have accepted it.

Unhappily, this law, although it is big
advance, has not been accompanied by
social reforms to deal with the problems
of poverty, the monopoly of the land by
the rich landowners, unemployment,
the problems that give rise to permanent
violence.

Presidential decrees have established
programmes of public works, offers of
credit, jobs, and grants. But these offer
no solution to the key problems, which
can be solved only by a democratic
agrarian reform. Such a reform would not
simply have to distribute land to the poor

peasants who need it to work. It would
have to take on rich landowners and give
deeds to the indigenous population recog-
nising their right to the lands that have
been stolen from them.

Nor has the amnesty law been backed
up by the political measures needed to
facilitate its application. One such mea-
sure is stopping the activities of the MAS
(1), which is responsible for the assassi-
nation of workers leaders, which has
threatened fighters and created an atmo-
sphere of terror.

There has been neither a truce nor a
halt to military operations, nor demilita-
risation, — that is to say a withdrawal of
the army — from the peasant regions.
This, however, is essential to guarantee

‘the rights of those who accept the amnes-

ty.

IS THIS A DEMOCRATIC OPENING?

The change in style, the right to pro-
test, the lifting of the state of siege, the
amnesty law, are all gains of a struggle
for democratic rights that has gone on
several years now, But they do not re-
present a true democratic opening-up.
Many citizens countinue to ‘disappear’.
Despite much effort, nobody can find
out where they are, nor can anyone
guarantee that they are still alive.

Many workers have been Kkilled during
the strikes that took place recently to
the west of Antioquia, demanding a
lowering in prices of the public services.
These rises have just been imposed by the
World Bank on the government as a
condition for getting international
credits.

No political reform has been drawn up
that would guarantee rights to minorities
by granting legal possibilities for opposi-
tion. If it is considered necessary to in-
tegrate into civilian life those who have
taken up arms, then it is also necessary
to abolish the private preserves of the
bourgeois two-party system that have
been built on the basis of a monopoly
of national political life.(2)

This would require a series of mea-
sures such as the PSR has proposed.
For example, that the government’s
rule should be limited to codifying the
rights of political parties; it must not
assure the power to regulate how they
function.

All citizens, including the illiterates,
should be able to participate in elections.
The opposition particularly needs to be
allowed permanent access to radio and
television. There should be a ‘fourth
power’ to oversee electoral questions;
a commission representing all political
points of view. The system for granting
legal status to parties should be modern-

1. MAS — Muerte a los secuestradores, Death
to the kidnappers. A paramilitary group
financed by the Colombian mafia to oppose

‘kidnappings of personalities. Has close links
.with the police.

2. Bourgeois bipartyism: traditional bourgeois
political system which alternates power I?e-
tween the Liberal Party and the Conservative

Party.
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Declaration of the Executive Committee
of the Colombian PSR

The amnesty law is a democratic victory for the Colombian people. It is the

result of three years of struggle for human rights, for amnesty, and political

liberties. Thanks to this law more than a hundred of our compatriots can return
to their country; at least three hundred political prisoners will be released; and
many people persecuted for their political opinions will benefit from it. Further-
more, it will open the doors to a dialogue between the government and the insur-
gent guerrilla forces. The first steps toward this should be a truce between the
opposing parties, as requested by the Commission for Peace; and most, funda-
mentally, a withdrawal of the army from the rural zones; and the dismantling of
the paramilitary organisations.

It is evident that there are negative aspects to this law. It is not a completely
general amnesty. It does not reform the Penal Code. And it grants, in an absurd
and unconstitutional way, the right for the government to reorganise the police
force, and continue its civic-military campaigns. But, at the same time, it amounts
to progress. And we who have fought, as a revolutionary opposition, to achieve
this gain recognise what it represents.

The amnesty, this is crystal clear, is only an important demand for a measure
of political democracy; it is not a social revolution. Revolution is not a demand,
it is not negotiable. It is a mass process that has to be organised and carried
through to a successful conclusion.

What is important today is to make sure the law is applied, through street
mobilisations, through holding the Third Forum for Human Rights. We have to
fight for the amnesty in the universities, in the workplaces. We have to fight for
an emergency economic plan which would create a massive number of jobs; for
democratic agrarian and urban reform; for real nationalisation of the national and
foreign big monopolies; for effective political guarantees to the opposition so that
they can participate in the debates and socio-political processes; for respect for
the lives of opponents, and their access to radio and television. A law providing
for rights for opposition political parties is necessary, as well as the abolition of

Article 28 of the national constitution.

We reiterate that the overall solution to the crisis in the country requires the
calling of a people’s constituent assembly, as the permanent framework for
adopting adequate social, political and economic solutions.

Executive Committee of the Partido Socialista Revolucionario
Colombian section of the Fourth International
Bogota, November 1982,

ised, the present one is completely
fraudulent and out of date.

The proposals we are making are
part of the social and economic reforms
necessary to achieve real national in-
dependence. These would allow for dem-
ocratic reorganisation that can deal
with the crisis of the state from top
to bottom. Only a democratic sovereign
constituent assembly, directly represent-
ing the interests of the workers and the
people, can achieve this objective. This
proposal, which is part and parcel of
our programme, has been defended,
publicised, and reaffirmed in many
meetings, forums, congresses, mobilisa-
tions, and commissions, since the founda-
tion of the PSR. This is why it meets
with a certain response today, as an
alternative to the capitalist projects
for dealing with the crisis.

THE PSR AND THE COMMISSION
FOR PEACE

As regards the Commission for Peace
appointed by President Belisario Betan-
cur, we have stated our position publicly
and disseminated it widely. AsIsaid when
the commission was set up on September
23, 1982, the fact that my name was
included in the list of members of this
commission is ‘a recognition of the work

22

done for amnesty, demilitarisation, hu-
man rights, and social demands for which
I have fought on behalf of the PSR and
the democratic left. In no case can my
nomination — backed by my party — be
interpreted as support to the present gov-
ernment.

‘Our participation is aimed at allowing
us to put forward social, economic, and
political proposals that can promote the
fight for a democratic amnesty — bring
about genuine negotiations between the
parties engaged in military confrontation,
that is, the state and the guerrillas.

‘A true amnesty would not only have
to be fa*reaching, but also accompanied
by a series of political and social mea-
sures. I think that a priority would be
to have a broad workers mobilisation to
defend and extend the democratic rights
of working people, while supporting
the general amnesty. Such a mobilisation
is needed to force an immediate answer
about the fate of the ‘disappeared’; de-
militarisation of the rural areas; and to

press for an inquiry into the paramilitary.

groups such as the MAS and to stop
their activities.’

This is why we have accepted nomina-
tion to this top-level commission. We do
not consider it as a place for negotia-

tion behind the backs of the popular

mobilisations, but as a platform and

support for democratic, trade-union and
popular struggles. This is why we have
travelled all over the country to tell
people, and to call on them to mobilise.
This is the only guarantee that exists for
obtaining the fulfillment of the demands
and proposals that we have just men-
tioned.

THE FAILURE OF THE
INTER-AMERICAN SYSTEM

The bankruptcy of the inter-American
system is still more obvious since the
Malvinas war. Colombia announced its
participation in the Non-Aligned Move-
ment. At the time of Reagan’s visit
to Bogota last December President Betan-
cur made criticisms of the United States’
policy in Latin America. He declared
himself in favour of an organisation of
American states (OAS) including the
USA and Cuba.

The speeches of the Colombian
Chancellor to the General Assembly
of the United Nations, and to the leader-
ship of the OAS, were marked by “Third-
Worldist’ language. But this is an exam-
ple of trying to have it both ways.It’salan-
guage of threats and criticisms aimed at
negotiating the best prices for Colombian
goods in the international market and get-
ting new loans. It is a way of trying to
establish a leading role in Latin America,
without, however, re-establishing rela-
tions with Cuba.

IS BETANCUR A GUARANTOR OF
PEACE AND AN ANTI-IMPERIALIST?

In Belisario Betancur, we by no means
have an anti-imperialist democrat. The
populist speeches and the changed style
that he has assumed with such ease since
August 7, 1982, the date of his entry into
office, have excited certain expectations,
and provoked some confusion.

The size of Betancur’s electoral victory,
and the sympathetic response that it
evoked in the country contributed to
this. For the bourgeoisie it was a clever
cosmetic operation, designed to adjust
for, and incorporate into the institutional
structure, new social realities that exist
within the country and internationally.

We are confronted with a bipartisan
regime, which involves the two tradi-
tional parties — the Liberal Party and
the Conservative Party — in the govern-
ment’s plans and projects.

The position of the Alianza Nacional
Popular (ANAPO — National People’s
Alliance, extreme-right) and of Chris-

tian Democracy are of secondary
importance, because they have no
significant influence on fundemental
political decisions.

As for the left and the workers move-
ment, they are invited to participate in
discussions and actions whose frame-
work has long been defined by the pariia-
mentary majority and the governmeni,
which are just the same. The contradic-
tions which exist between differess
factions of the bourgeoisie are only the
reflection of a tug of war over adminisizs
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tive posts, or are the after-effects of the
recent election campaign.

Will the workers movement and the
left be able to take advantage of this
short breathing-space? Will they be able
through mobilisation and struggle for
clear demands to win a broadening of
democratic and trade-union liberties,
that can open up opportunities for
working-class political action and organi-
sation?

The economic policy of the president
shows most clearly the real interests that
he represents and is defending. Con-
fronted with the world recession, the
budgetary deficit, the drop in industrial
and agro-industrial production, increasing
inflation, the spectacular financial bank-
ruptcy of the regime and of the enter-
prises, he is upholding the interests of the
big bourgeoisie. He is following a pro-
imperialist policy. He has promised the
bosses all sorts of help; such as lowering
the taxes on the income of big capital.
At the same time, he is increasing the
indirect taxes on products, of which
the burden falls mainly on workers. He
has offered a wide range of incentives
to the large car and textile companies,
as well as to big agricultural producers.

But for the people, who are in extreme
poverty, the only measures proposed
involve appeals to sacrifice; to accept
a wage-freeze, at a level insufficient
to meet a rocketing cost of living;
an increase in the cost of public ser-
vices; or the privatisation of some public
services. '

The bankruptcy of finance companies
like the Colombia Group, associated with
the National Bank — following the col-
lapse of the State Bank — was mopped
up by nationalisation measures decreed
in the name of the ‘Economy Emergen-
cy’. The state has taken over the losses
and swindles of the private gankers,
like those of the savings companies,
in order to save the credibility of the
financial system. ‘

After a long period of downturn, du-
ring which democratic freedoms were
pushed aside by military terror, there

PSR contingent at an electoral meeting in Cali, February 1982 (DR)

are certain indications that the mass
movement is starting to revive, and de-
mand rapid solutions to problems that
have become acute. But this has not yet
led to confrontation with the govern-
ment, or to disillusionment with it, since
it has made a lot of promises that have
not yet been exposed.

The civic strikes, the strikes in the fac-
tories, the demonstrations for wage in-
creases, against the MAS, or in solidarity
with the people of El Salvador, Palestine,
and Poland, and even the protest against
Reagan’s visit to Colombia, have suc-
ceeded so far only in involving vanguard
militants. A youth congress, which drew
in different organisations and sectors
from many areas of the country, started
to pose the question of unity between
workers and students.

An Assembly of Independent Trade-
Unionists, which is not federated to any
of the four workers centrals that exist,
involving over 1,000 participants, anal-
ysed the national situation, and that of
the workers and popular movements.
Within this the PSR argued for trade-union
unity, and for participation in the strug-
gle for democratic rights and liberties,

Reagan'’s vi"sit to Colombia

Large demonstrations of discontent took place in several cities in the country at
the time of Ronald Reagan’s visit to Colombia, on™December 3, 1982. At the
National University of Bogota students took to the streets and confronted the

police,

This is the second time in the history of the country that a ‘gringo’ (North
American) president has come to ‘converse’ with the Colombian bourgeoisie.
This time it was in response to a pressing invitation from the new president,

Belisario Betancur.

On the eve of the US president’s arrival two political organisations called for
a demonstration to make a public protest against the visit: namely the Colom-
bian Communist Party (CCP) and the Revolutionary Socialist Party (PSR —
Colombian section of the Fourth International). The demonstration succeeded in
breaking the police lines and reaching its target. North American flags and an

effigy of Reagan were then burnt.

A discordant note came from the Socialist Workers Party, PST, Colombian
group of the Workers Internationalist League, led by Nahuel Moreno. This group
refused to be part of this popular mobilisation and held their own meeting on the
day of the visit. This meeting was rapidly dispersed by the police, and had no

impact on Colombian public opinion.

opposing the sectarian and divisive posi-
tions of the Maoists and Stalinists. The
results were very positive, and Jose
Arnulfo Bayona, a leader of the PSR and
the Colombian Federation of Education,
was elected a member of the national
co-ordinating committee.

OUR PRIORITY TASKS

We are preparing the third Forum on
Human Rights (scheduled for February
1983) to involve democratic annd trade-
union sectors, on themes such as the right
to life, against the MAS murderers; for
democratic opportunity, and peace. This
will facilitate, furthermore, the struggle
for the political conditions necessary for
the amnesty law to be applied.

The fight for dismantling the present

financial and banking system, through na-

tionalisation, is a central one for the
trade-union movement. An emergency
plan is necessary in order to recover our
natural wealth; and we have to mobilise
for higher wage and job security. To
make progress towards a single trade-
union federation we must have a signa-
ture campaign for unity between the Con-
federation of Colombian Workers (CSTC
— a class-struggle federation controlled by
the Colombian Communist Party) with
those trades unions independent from
the bosses or the government. The
amnesty should be applied in the work-
places to those who have been sacked
for their political positions, or because
of their trade-union responsibilities. They
must be reinstated in their places of work
or study, in factories or universities.

Participation in the Non-Aligned
Movement on the basis of respect for the
autonomy and the national sovereignty
of Colombia, must lead Colombia out of
the Yankee orbit, and to opposition to
Reagan’s adventurist wars against the
peoples of Central America and the
Caribbean. Relations with Cuba must be
re-established, and relations with Nicara-
gua improved.

These are some of the primary tasks
for revolutionary socialists in Colombia.
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Successes and good prospects
for the Australian Fourth Internationalists

Australia has the reputation in English-speaking countries of be-
ing one of the last frontiers, one of the last countries of unli-
In fact, it has been one of
the last hit by the international capitalist crisis.

But as another article in this issue describes, Australia’s spe-
cial position in the world also includes some particularly sharp
structural problems, which are now combining with the world
The Australian labor movement also has one

mited horizons and opportunities.

economic crisis.

Jonathan WEST

SYDNEY — The Socialist Workers Party
held its largest-ever national conference
here from January 5 to 11. With almost
300 people in attendence, the conference
was able to record some important suc-
cesses for the party over the last two
yvears and chart an ambitious course for
the coming year.

The theme of the conference was op-
timism: optimism about the party’s
prospects and about the struggles of
workers in Australia and around the
world.

In the last two years the SWP has
grown significantly. In 1981 it grew by
16 per cent and in 1982 by 35 per cent.

The party’s optimism reflects new
openings for socialists in the Australian
class struggle.

Since the SWP took the decision
several years ago to base itself in the in-
dustrial working class, the overwhelming
majority of its members have been in-
dustrial workers. This has also been the
party’s major area of work.

In his report to the conference on the
political resolution ‘““The capitalist reces-
sion and the fight for socialism”, SWP
national secretary Jim Percy made the
assessment that Australian workers were
becoming more open to radical ideas and
socialist solutions as a result of the
deepening crisis.

He stressed that the party should
throw itself into this opening and take
every opportunity to link up with work-
ing-class forces moving into action, and to
help them see the way forward.

The reason Australian workers are
not engaging in the determined fight
needed to defeat the bosses is not that
they have been beaten, but that they
do not yet have confidence in their
unions to win. The primary reason for
this is the timidity of the class-collabora-
tionist official leadership of the trade
unions and Labor Party.

Much discussion at the conference
centred on new work for the party that
opened up in the trade unions after the
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movement,.

party reassessed its view of this work last
year.,

Whereas in the past the party held the
view that revolutionaries should seek to
take leadership positions in the trade
unions only after a significant rise in
the consciousness of workers, in Sep-
tember of last year, the party leadership
decided that this view had been incorrect
and that revolutionaries should partici-
pate actively in the trade unions, up to
and including struggles for control of the
union apparatus itself.

These struggles can be important in
helping point the way forward for
workers in the fight to defend their
living standards against the capitalist
offensive. By removing the conservative
leaderships wherever possible, they can
also push aside a major obstable to
workers’ mobilisation.

The conference adopted a resolution
entitled “Revolutionary strategy and tac-
tics in the trade unions” that outlined
this new approach.

Discussion after the report on this doc-
ument to the conference by National
Executive member Sue Reilly centred
on SWP members’ participation in strug-
gles and union election campaigns in
the car and steel industries, and on the
railways.

In the steel industry, SWP members
joined with a group of steelworkers called
the Milikant Action Campaign in an at-
tempt to overturn the right-wing leader-
ship of the main steel union, the Federa-
ted Ironworkers’ Association. The
campaign received an average of around
20 per cent of steelworkers’ votes in
the national union ballot late last year.

In the car industry, SWP members
were able to link up with the shop-stew-
ard leaders of one of the most impor-
tant strikes over the last few years,
the six-week strike in 1981 at the Mel-
bourne Ford plant.

These shop stewards mounted a
challenge to the bureaucratic leader-
ship of the auto workers’ union that
received a significant percentage of
the vote, even though much of its base

of the more militant traditions in the English-speaking world.

The Australian section of the Fourth International, the
Socialist Workers Party, is a young section, formed out of the
youth radicalization of the 1960s and the anti-Vietnam war
But in recent years, its activity has been centered
in the trade-union movement, The following article, by an SWP
activist, describes the successes of the SWP in establishing itself
in the Labor movement in particular,

had been ruled ineligible on a union-rules
technicality. SWP members participated
in this challenge, including in one case as
a candidate.

The conference also assessed the
party’s work in the growing anti-war
movement demanding an end to nuc-
lear weapons. It resolved that the party
should step up its participation and
fight to have the movement adopt an
anti-imperialist, class-struggle approach,
including demands to break all ties with
the U.S. war machine, and oppose the
wars imperialism is waging today against
liberation movements in the semicolonial
countries.

To help the party take advantage of
the new receptiveness of Australian
working people to socialist ideas, the
conference also decided to run 8 candi-
dates in this year’s federal election. This
will be the largest-ever socialist election
campaign for the House of Representa-
tives (lower house of parliament) in this
country’s history and will cover one-third
of the federal constituencies including all
major centres of the industrial working
class.

To finance this and other expansion
projects, including the purchase of a new
three-storey building for the Melbourne
branch, the conference decided to launch
the biggest fund appeal in the party’s
history: for 80,000 Australian dollars.

A feature of the conference was its
internationalism. Special talks were
presented on the class struggle in the
United States, New Zealand, New Cale-
donia, Sri Lanka, and Hong Kong, by
guests from those countries.

One of the highlights of the confer-
ence was to have been three talks by
Pedro Camejo, a fraternal member of
the International Executive Committee
of the Fourth International. However,
Camejo was prevented from attending
the conference by the Australian im-
migration authorities, who delayed
granting him a visa until it was too
late for him to fulfill his speaking com-
mitments.

The conference decided to campaign
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against this undemocratic exclusion and,
if possible, tour Camejo later this year.

As well as considering the Australian
political situation and mapping out an
ambitious schedule of activities for the
coming vear, the conference also in-

cluded rich discussions on big interna-

tional issues such as the Cuban, Grena-
dian, and Central American revolutions,
and Poland labor-movement solidarity
tasks.

The final report to the conference was
on the theme “Building an international
revolutionary leadership,” by National
Executive member Larry Douglas.

The report traced the history of the
Marxist movement’s attempts to build
a world party of socialist revolution
through the first three internationals,
focussing on the methods employed by
Lenin and other Bolshevik leaders to
build the Communist International.

He explained that Leon
used essentially the same method in
his attempt to build a fourth world
organisation of revolutionary parties:

“The problem facing the Trotskyist
movement in the 1930s was similar
to that confonting us today: how to
link up with new class-struggle forces
that could transform our small cadre
organisations into mass revolutionary
working-class organisations.”

Douglas described how most of
Trotsky’s energy from 1933 onwards
was devoted to turning the International
Left Opposition outwards towards mass
work in the labor movement,

This was the approach needed to win
over those working-class forces that under
the impact of the capitalist crisis were
breaking from the influence of Social
Democracy and Stalinism,

“Trotsky didn’t approach this task by
insisting on full agreement with the prog-
ram of the International Left Opposition
and excluding those who disagreed with
any particular aspect.

“He began by distinguishing between
hopeless centrists and reformists and
all those that were even potentially
revolutionary. He sought to unite those
forces — whatever their origin — that
were being increasingly forced by events
fo adopt clear class-struggle positions in
practice.”

Trotsky had learnt this method of par-
ty building from Lenin.

In building the Third International,
the Bolsheviks sought to involve a wide
range of revolutionary working-class
forces, among them the anarcho-syndical-
st Industrial Workers of the World and
the Shop Stewards Movement in Britain.

“It is true,” Douglas said, “that when
the Fourth International was finally
founded in 1938 it consisted only of
Trotskyists. But that was not from
choice. It was the result of the fact that
the massive defeats suffered by the
working class internationally meant that
the pressures bearing down on leftward-
moving currents were too strong to
enable them to come all the way over to
a consistent revolutionary position.”

The position today, however, is

Trotsky

dramatically different. For the first time
since the years 1917-23, there exists a
country in which state power is in the
hands of a revolutionary international-
ist leadership that consciously uses that
state power to aid the extension of the
world revolution.

This revolutionary current and the
central role it is playing in world poli-
tics today means that enormous steps
forward are being made in the single
most important task facing the world
working class: rebuilding the kind of

revolutionary leadership that is needed

for victory.

Douglas summed up:

“How to take advantage of such his-
foric opportunities, to link up with rev-
olutionary working-class currents that
will emerge increasingly from the new

rise of the world class struggle, is at
the heart of the discussion we are having
in the Fourth International today.

“Our job is to approach these new
revolutionary currents with the same
openness, honesty, enthusiasm, and con-
fidence with which Lenin and Trotsky
before us set out to build the Third
and Fourth Internationals.

“The issue is not whether we are to
form a new international party today
with other revolutionary currents. This
is not on the immediate agenda. The issue
is whether we orient ourselves today so
that we will be marching on the road to
a new mass Leninist International.”

The conference concluded by expres-
sing the party’s willingness to take that

path. )

:
Tom Kerry,

tically active to the last.

socialism throughout the world.

Victory to the American working class!

Long live the Fourth International!

Victory to the working class of the world!
Long live the Socialist Workers Party of the United States!

faithful to the end,
faithful to the future

The following message was sent by Ernest Mandel for the United Secretariat
of the Fourth International to the memorial meeting held in New York on Janu-
ary 19 for Tom Kerry, longtime leader of the Socialist Workers Party of the
United States, the American Trotskyist organization. Tom Kerry was a head of
the SWP fraction in the maritime unions from the late 1930s until the early
1950s. He was one of the central national leaders of the party from the mid-1950s
until the mid-1970s when he retired. He was 81 when he died and remained poli-

In the name of the Fourth International, I want to express our feelings of
deepest sorrow on the death of Tom Kerry.

Tom symbolized for the entire International the exemplary generation of
founders and builders of American Trotskyism who worked under the leader-
ship of James Cannon and the guidance of Trotsky himself.

This was a generation who knew how to combine ironhard firmness in the
defense of our program with tactical flexibility in intervening in the mass strug-
gles of the working class and its allies. They knew how to firmly root the party
both in the American working class and in the world revolution, in the fight
for independent working-class action and in internationalism. These principles
were the foundations of their theory and practice.

To these principles Tom remained faithful all his life, up till the last moment.
For these principles we shall continue to fight in order to achieve the victory for

Tom Kerry’s generation, as well as the following one, had to fight in extreme-
ly difficult circumstances, which were the result of great historical defeats for
the world working class. But they did not fight in vain. The tide has turned.

For several decades revolution has been on the rise and not receding; the
proletariat and its allies are advancing, not falling back. Together with its class,
the Fourth International has broken out of isolation and in many countries is
advancing too. It is already a recognized part of the labor movement, of the
class struggles that are unfolding now. Tomorrow, it will lead revolutions.

I am certain that I am expressing Tom Kerry’s spirit when I say to you in
utmost confidence: The future belongs to us, to the revolutionary Marxist
program, to the Transitional Program. In fact, this program is the concentrated
expression of the interests of the world working class.

In every new upsurge of the class struggle, in every new advance of the rev-
olution, the best, the most conscious fighters come to the same programmatic
conclusions on the basis of their own experience.

No power on earth can stop that growing convergence. No power on earth can
stop the building of the Fourth International.




SUCCESSFUL
MEETINGS
OF LCR ITALY

The Lega Comunista Rivoluzionaria
(LCR — Italian Section of the Fourth
International) reported in Bandiera Rossa
January 16, 1983 on two successful meet-
ings of its members and sympathizers, in
Sicily, and Turin.

On January 5 the LCR held a confer-
ence in the Sicilian town of Campobello
di Mazzara on the theme ‘1983 in Italian
and International Politics’.

The leftwing town council in the cen-
tre of Trapani province gave permission
for the conference to be held in the
town hall. The conference was built
through distribution of leaflets, postering
the walls, and sending loudspeaker con-
voys into the country streets.

Over 50 people attended, including the
Mayor, comrade Fazzoni of the Italian
Communist Party; the secretary of the
trades council, comrade Gullo; several
local government employees; and repre-
sentatives of the Communist Party (PCI),
the Socialist Party (PSI), the Party of
Proletarian Unity (PdUP), and the Social
Democratic Party of Italy (PSDI).

The conference was opened by Gas-
pare Bono, secretary of the local LCR
branch and Communist mayor from
1957-60.-He recalled the seventeen years
of LCR activity in Campobello, and the
main initiatives and struggles in which
it was involved, despite its sparse organ-
ised forces.

Comrade Bono particularly mentioned
the recent successful battle through
which Campobello has won a leftwing
administration, rather than a shoddy
compromise with the Christian Dem-
ocrats.

Edgardo Pellegrini, head of the South-
ern Commission of the LCR, gave the
main talk. He outlined the main points
the Italian Trotskyists’ analysis of the
international and national situation. De-
mands were put forward that challenge
the policy of austerity and rearmament;
and would which create the conditions
for an effective struggle to bring down
the Fanfani government, and replace
it with a government of workers parties,
which would provide an anti-capitalist
solution to the crisis. _

A national meeting of the Rivoluzione
youth -groups took place in Turin on
December 19, 1982. More than one hund-
red young people attended.

The meeting was prepared by an ex-
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tensive campaign of propaganda and inter-
nal discussion in the groups. It represen-
ted the culmination of the political work
of the groups since last September. In
particular, it provided an opportunity
to see how many signatures had been
collected for the petition demanding
that work be stopped on the Comiso
missile site. This petition is being . cir-
culated by the Genova solidarity commit-
tee and the international peace camp
fully involved in this initiative, have
collected 10,000 signatures. Moreover,
it is significant that the committees for
peace in Genova and Brescia are directly
involved in the campaign for signatures.

The most useful and interesting part
of the meeting was the debates that
took place within the three commis-

sions that met in the morning, on Poland,
Central America, and school reform.
A general assembly took place in the
afterncon. This was adressed by com-
rade Ollivier of the Jeunesse Commun-
iste Revolutionnaire from France, and
Lidia Cirillo of the LCR.

The assembly adopted a motion out-
lining the main forthcoming activities
of the Rivoluzione groups. These are
the fight against youth unemployment,
through participation in the ‘March for
Jobs’ planned for February by the CGIL,
CISL, and UIL union federations; and
relaunching the campaign against re-
armament by supporting the proposa
of the independent left for a referendum
against the siting of Cruise missiles at
Comiso. L4

UEBEC WORKERS CONFRONT GOVERNMENT

Since January 26 some 110,000 public
sector workers in Quebec have been join-
ing an illegal general strike.

The strike is in response to a unilateral
government decision at the end of De-
cember to stop all negotiations with the
government employees unions and im-
pose decrees outlawing strike action for
three years and imposing cuts in wages
and working conditions to last until the
end of 1985.

The wage cuts would affect the ma-
jority of the workers, with 200,000 of
the 320,000 public sector workers suf-
fering cuts of 19.6%. Wage rises would be
kept below rises in the consumer price
index and the scheduled wage rise of
2.8% due at the end of December has
been cancelled. For teachers, and other
workers who fear mass redundancies,
the reversal of job security and working
conditions agreements is a central issue.

The strike was called by the Common
Front, formed by three trade-union
federations organising teachers, hospital
workersy and provincial government
workers, to fight against their employer,
the Quebec government. Of the 320,000
public sector workers 210,000 are mem-
bers of unions in the Common Front.

On January 29 forty thousand public
sector workers demonstrated in Montreal
in a high-sprited and militant show of op-
position to the government. The crowd
reflected the composition of the work-
force — 90% French-speaking and two-
thirds women. Despite freezing tempera-
tures they danced through the streets
singing militant songs to traditional tunes,
‘Where are the special laws against the big
bankers who close the factories, throwing
people into the streets?’

The provincial government has con-

ducted a virulent campaign against the
strikers. The daily newspapers have car-
ried full-page advertisements defending
the government’s refusal to negotiate
with the strikers. The front page headline
of the Montreal daily La Presse declared
on January 29 ‘In the Face of the Illegal
Strike, Quebec will be Merciless’.

The anti-striker campaign is mainly
directed at the hospital workers. On Jan-
uary 31 this section of workers went out
on strike. That afternoon their union
leadership announced it had reached
a tentative agreement with the govern-
ment and suspended the strike. This
agreement was then rejected by a 72%
vote of the 800-member union federal
council.

The hospital workers now have fo
decide now to continue their strike.
On February 3 the Quebec Prime Minister
Rene Levesque announced that a special
package of strike-breaking legislation
was being prepared. This would include:
elimination of automatic deduction of
union dues from wages, leading to
crippling financial problems for the
unions; loss of seniority and job security
after three days on strike; punishing fines
of one day’s pay for each day on strike,
after a return to work.

The vicious attacks take place in a con-
text where only since 1972 have health-
care standards and educational levels in
Quebec begun to approach those In
English Canada. Yet, when the federal
government in Ottawa cut 1.2 billion
dollars from transfer payments to the
provinces in March 1982, Quebec took
the biggest cuts. A factor that the pro-
vincial government is using to justify
its present measures.

The recession has hit hardest in French
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Canada. @ The unemployment rate is
the highest in Canada, and the Quebec-
ois people have suffered for years from
discrimination by the English Canada
and US firms that dominate the econ-
omy.

However, the tradition of nationalist

struggles has contributed to the Quebec
workers winning major gains they are
determined to preserve, while the gov-

ernment and employers are fighting
to defeat working-class militancy here
to put a damper on struggles across
Canada. Growing support in English
Canada for the determination of the
Common  Front workers demonstra-
tes that, like the government, workers
realise that what happens in Quebec
will point the way for other Canadian
workers. ' : 3

WATERWORKERS CHALLENGE THATCHER

Some seven million people in Britain
are presently being told to boil all water
before using it. 38,500 homes are with-
out water at all. One electricity genera-
ting station has had to close down. These
are the effects of a national strike by the
29,000 manual water workers in Britain,
now into its fourth week.

This strike is a direct result of the
Thatcher government’s desire to defeat
the unions. The government imposed a
ceiling of 4% per year on wage rises in the
public sector for 1982-83. In fact,
almost no section of the public sector
has been forced to keep to this — except
the waterworkers.

The waterworkers, who earn a basic
£82 for a 39-hour week, put in a 15%
claim to bring them into line with the
gas and electricity workers, as well as
a one-hour reduction in the. workweek,
and a fifth week of holiday. The employ-
ers, the water board, were prepared to
offer 6%. But the government intervened
to tell them to only offer 4%. The water-
workers rejected this overwhelmingly and
voted to take national strike action.

After the successes of the government
against the miners, railway workers, and
health workers, Thatcher hoped to add
a new scalp to her belt. And, at the same
time, to continue to weaken the unions,
particularly in their public sector strong-
holds. This strike has given her a pretext
for threatening to break the existing
national agreements with the unions,

The Tory government and the bour-
geois press, almost completely anti-union,
are conducting a hysterical campaign
against the strikers. They are accusing
this ‘minority’ of ‘flooding British streets
with sewage’.

Thatcher urged the strikers to ‘respect
“a puritan work ethic” instead of at-
tempting to deprive the community of
one of life’'s essentials’ (The Guardian,
January 29). She is confident that the
‘Falklands spirit’ will protect her. Just in
case moral appeals and her public opinion
ratings are not sufficient the army will be
called in to ensure water supplies.

The Tory Employment Secretary
Norman Tebbit, currently responsible for
getting anti-union laws through parlia-
ment attacked the ‘undemocratic’ work-
ing of the main union involved. He
claimed that they had failed to get the
required two-thirds support for strike
action. However, ever the national

press had to report 90% opposition
among the waterworkers to the ‘Im-
proved’ offer.

Victory for the waterworkers will
depend on the extent to which they
win support from the other unions.
The manual workers have already been
joined by the skilled electricians from
the industry. Winning support also
means being able to stop the Trades
Union Congress (TUC — single national
union federation) or their own leader-
ship agreeing to a sell-out, as they did
over the health workers or the railway
workers.

The waterworkers have considerably
more muscle than the healthworkers
in being able to hit the government
where it hurts — in industry. In the
southwest two major industrial estates
have had to be closed down. But for
the time being the major industrial

- water-users, like British Steel, have been

little affected as they have independent
supplies from their own reservoirs, ser-
viced by their own employees. However
Imperial Chemicals (ICI), which uses
40 million gallons a day, has had to
reduce production and warned that it
may have to close plants shortly.

The Labour Party officially has done
little to support the waterworkers,
prefering to blame the government for
interfering, and demanding that the
water board be left to negotiate, than
to give full support to the strikers.

The waterworkers have not been
cowed however. In several major re-
gions they have refused to even give
emergency cover, mending burst warer
mains for example. In South Wales
workers have occupied plants to prevent
the managegent and whitecollar person-
nel fulfilling the strikers functions.

Leftwing activists from the Labour
Party and the left groups, including the
Socialist League, the British section of
the Fourth International have been
working to build solidarity for the
waterworkers. Unlike the Labour Party
leadership who fear that support for mili-
tant action will weaken their chance in
the general election that is widely ex-
pected this year, the left is convinced that
Labour will cutdown the ten per cent
lead that Thatcher has in the opinion
polls at the moment by supporting and
building the fightback against the Tories,
and giving new confidence to the
workers. E

employees;

SALVADOR
SOLIDARITY

— Stop the US war drive in Central Amer-
ica!

— Support the Central-American peoples’
iiberation struggle!

Under these slogans anti-imperialist
activists all over Sweden waged a two-
week solidarity campaign in the latter
half of January.

The campaign was centralised by the
Central-American Co-ordinating Commit-
tee. There are local committees in at
least 24 Swedish cities, and the co-ordina-
tion is supported by a wide range of pol-
itical organisations, anti-war coalition,
and solidarity committees.

The campaign reached its climax on 22
January — the 51st anniversary of the
popular revolt in El Salvador that was
drowned in blood by imperialism and
Salvadoran reactionaries.

Some 700 people marched to the US
embassy in Stockholm. A pre-march
rally was addressed by a representative
of Radio Venceremos in El Salvador,
and Gabriel Lara, the FDR/FMLN
representative in Sweden.

In Gothenburg over a thousand people
gathered to hear Ruben Cuenca from
the FDR/FMLN. Other demonstra-
tions took place in the northern city
of Lulea where 150 marched, in Uppsala
to the north of Stockholm where some
200 demonstrated, and in Sundsval.
Trade-union organisations gave their
backing to a number of the
demonstrations.

Other activities included exhibitions,
films, theatre, musical evenings, and re-
ports by activists who have recently
visited Central America, or from the large
number of Latin American refugees in
Sweden. The two-week campaign broad-
ened the solidarity movement in Sweden,
and created a wider audience for future
initiatives.

In Britain solidarity activists are plan-
ning a labour movement conference on
El Salvador for May 14. This conference
aims to bring together trade-union and
Labour Party representatives to plan
a campaign to win over the Trades
Union Congress and Labour Party
to full and active support for the right
of self-determination for the Salvadoran
people, in opposition to the Thatcher
government’s slavish support for US
policy of counter-revolutionary inter-
vention.

The conference will be addressed by
representatives of the FDR/FMLN and
Judith Hart, a prominent Labour MP who
was central in campaigning against the
Malvinas war. The conference has already
been supported by a number of national,
local, and regional union bodies including
the national leaderships of the Minework-
ers Union; the Transport and General
Workers, the biggest union in Britain;
the main union among government
one of the main print

unions, and the agricultural workers. W
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FREEDOM
FOR ROMASZEWSKI
AND HIS COMRADES

Cyril SMUGA

On Monday 24 January the trial started
of one of the main organisers of Radio
Solidarnosc in Warsaw, which was set up
in April 1982. The main charges against
the ten militants on trial are under the
following provisions: Article 282 of the
Penal Code (public incitement to dis-
obedience) which carries a sentence of up
to ten years in prison and article 46 (conti-,
nuing unauthorized trade-union activities)

and 48 (spreading false information) of |
the state-of-war decree of December 13,

1981. These penal clauses carry sentences
of between three and ten years in prison,

Access to the public gallery of the
Military Tribunal in Warsaw, where this
‘public’ trial is taking place, has been
closed to journalists ‘for lack of space’.
Only the correspondents from the official
Polish press agencies have been allowed
in. |

The two main accused, Zbigniew and
Irena Romaszewski, are longiime
activists for workers rights. After the,
brutal crushing of the Radom and
URSUS strikes against price rises in June
1976, they were among the first to set up
a network of material and legal aid for
the persecuted workers and their families.

This network led, three months later,
to the establishment of the KOR, Work-
ers Defence Committee. Zbigniew Romas-

zewski officially became a member of
this in 1977, when his activity of making
contacts with the workers attracted the
attention of the police.

He then, together with his wife Irena,
set up the KOR Intervention Bureau,

‘which took on the task of listing and pub-

licising violations of legality and cases of
persecution of workers coming to the aid
of victims of repression.

Zbigniew Romaszewski was also to
take advantage at this time of a trip
to the USSR to make contacts, in the
name of the KOR, with the ‘Helsinki’
group in Moscow, and with the dis-
sident mathematician Andrei Sakharov,

Arrested in August 1980, after the
start of the strike in the Lenin shipyards
in Gdansk, Romaszewski was freed by the
agreement signed on August 31, 1980,
between the strikers and the bureaucracy.

He and his wife then participated in the
' formation of Solidarnosc in the Warsaw

region, where he became a member of the
praesidium.

The Romaszewskis then organised the
Intervention Commission for Solidarnosc
in the region. This was responsible for
helping the factory sections cut through
the juridical red tape in which the bureau-
cracy tried to tie them up.

During the first national Solidarnosc

_congress Romaszewski was elected to the

national leadership of the trade union.

On December 13, 1981, Zbigniew and
Irena escaped internment, but their 20-
year old daughter was interned. In the
underground they worked to give the
trade union a mass voice. The historic
radio broadcast on the eve of the 19382
May Day demonstration was the first
fruit of this work.

A member of the clandestine regional
executive committee of Solidarnosc,
Romaszewski was among those, within
the leadership, who emphasised the
need to strengthen the underground
structures by developing interenterprise
co-ordination committees.

Against the advice of the majority of
the union leadership, the Radio Solidar-
nosc activists backed the call of the
Workers Interenterprises Committee
(MRKS) for a demonstration on May
Day. They were, in part, responsible for
the well-known success of the action.

Following this success Romaszewski
became the chief propagandist for a gen-
eral strike. In an interview published last
June in the clandestine Solidarnosc week-
ly in Warsaw, Tygodnik Mazowsze, he
explained: :

‘We have to prepare a general strike...
It must be a general strike of the whole
country with active defence of the enfer-
prises. In Warsaw the active strike will
involve twenty to thirty factories and the

others will support them by a stay-at- |

home strike. The demonstrations and
processions will further occupy a part
of the repressive forces. If the situation
gets really serious, in my opinion the
authorities cannot count on the army
or even on the police.

‘If one single battalion refuses to fire...
That was what happened in February
1917 when one little unit of Cossacks
went over to the side of the demonstra-
tors, and at the end of a month there
was no longer a czar.’

Because of the political and organisa-
tional role that he played in the resis-
tance, Romaszewski and his comrades
became the most wanted people in War-
saw. After several fruitless attempts the
police arrested some of them in July
1982, then the others on August 31.

This trial will be, for the authorities,

the opportunity to revenge itself on
some exemplary militants.

On the day the trial opened, ‘Radio
Solidarnosc’ restarted regular broadcasis
after several months of silence. It has
called on the population of Warsaw
to support the accused by gathering out-
side the seat of the Military Tribums
during the trial, and sending postcards
to Romaszewski and his comrades =
the prison where they are being held

e

Zaklad Karny, Warszawa, ul. Rakowiecks. |

Poland.

All workers everywhere should =
spond to this appeal by writing So =
defendants.

— Freedom for Romaszewski
comrades!

— Freedom for all political prisomsss =
Poland!

— Solidarnosc lives on and wil
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