
Page 4—Revolutionary Worker^January 16, 1981

IV New Upsurge in Poland
Afier a several week lull in the up

surge of the workers and other sections
of the Polish people, things are heating
up again as Poland has begun to rever
berate with fresh strike actions by
workers in conjunction with protests by
farmers. The memorial rally in Gdansk
several weeks ago to commemorate the
workers slain in lhe anti-government
upheavals in 1970 had been the occa
sion of a massive, joint effort by the
Polish Communist Party, the Roman
Catholic Church and the top leaders of
the independent trade union. Solidari
ty. to pour cold water on any sparks of
rebellion as several hundred thousand

Soviet troops remained poised to invade
along Poland's borders. At thai lime,
amidst ihickly-layered appeals for
peace, reason and common sense, Lech
Walesa, national leader of Solidarity in
toned "Our country needs first of all in
ternal peace.. .We have to learn about
conducting negotiations, not about
striking" and indicated that if he had
his way, the country would be free of
sirikc.s for some time to come.

But in the pa,st two weeks the contra
dictions between the masses and

Poland's revisionist rulers have come

boiling to the surface again. On
December 29, 70 workers and farmers
occupied the city hall in the town of Uz-
irzyki Dolne in southeast Poland with
their main demand for an independent
farmers union (called Solidarity-Land
which already claims 600,(100 members)
as well as demands for an end to local
police repression against union
members, investigation of money miss
ing from the coffers of the old Party-
controlled union, relea.se of a state-
owned hunting area for public use, and
a permit to build a church. The next
day, the Superior Court in Warsaw
postponed indefinitely a decision on
whether it would allow an independent
farmers' union. By January 7, the
number of occupiers had grown to over
2(H) and in the city of Rzeszow in the
same region, 6(K) members of the
"Union of Workers and Farmers of the
Rieszczady Mountains" had also oc
cupied the old official union head
quarters there to support the protesters
in Uztrzyski Dolne. Also, three fac
tories in the area conducted short two-
hourstrikes to support the occupations.
Meanwhile, there was mounting op

position to the government announce

ment in December that it was renegging
on its promi.se, agreed to during the strike
wave last August, to ititroduce free
(non-working) Saturdays beginning in
1981." The intensity of the battle over
the five-day week is, among other
things, a reflection of the sharpening
economic crisis in Poland and the fact

that the government would be hard
pressed to grant this demand even if
they wanted to in order to cool things
out. Polish Deputy Premier .lagielski
went on national TV to complain that
the economy could not stand a five-day,
4()-hour week and suggested that every
other Saturday be free for the time be
ing. The government has calculated that
with only a 4()-hour week the economy
would lose about $65 million in trade,
$.>l) million in construction, $1.1 billion
in agriculture and well over $600
million in specialized and light indu.s-
tries, etc.—in all an estimated 10-l5®/o
loss to the economy over all. Jagietski
also floated out another government
proposal of free Saturdays, but with the
work week increased to 42.5 hours. As

these supposedly "socialist" govern
ment officials whined: "Lven in the
West, it took a long time to gain the
5-day week."

But clearly the handwriting was on
the wail as it became increasingly ap
parent that the workers were in no
mood for compromise on this issue and
that the Solidarity leadership could not
contain the growing demands. On
January 9, the government put out an
official release that Saturday, January
io and 24 would be considered "legal
workdays" and ' threatened violators
with sanctions—wage cuts, loss of pre
miums, loss of childcare subsidies or
loss of the I.Vmonth wage (a bonus at
the end of the year which is not part of
the hourly wage). On Saturday,
January 10, sixty-five percent of the
Saturday early morning shift in Poland
(about 5-6 million workers) did not
show up for work as the workers openly
defied the government's threats. Nume
rous key industries were shut down,
with only vital public services and stores
and shops functioning normally.
These latest actions arc an indication

that far from being able to convince the
Polish workers not to "rock the boat."
the bourgeois forces like Walesa in the
leadership of the Solidarity organiza
tion are still being pushed strongly from
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Sllkscreening leaflets during the summer strike.

below into taking further stands against
the government by the continuing mili
tant actions of the masses. When the
Solidarity leaders met in Gdansk on
January 6, they were supposed to
decide on the question of what stand to
take towards the new spontaneous
strikes and how to view the apparently
growing confrontation with the govern
ment. Interestingly enough, there was
no official announcement about any

decision having been made but the
following day it was quickly announc
ed, as momentum was already obvious
ly building for the Saturday protests,
that the leading presidium of Solidarity
representing all local branches had
voted unanimously that only a five-day,
4()-hour work week would be accept
able. Walesa was further forced to
come put and declare that the govern
ment was "trying to destroy the union"
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Reagan & Cabinet:
Continued from page 3
these policies have come forward and
been brought forward to champion
them. Presidential administrations have
gone in and out of favor depending on
the particular .set of policies they have
been a.s.sociated with. In fact, the reason
that there have been so many one-term
presidents recently is that the world
.situation has been developing rapidly,
and with it, the nece.ssity for accompa
nying policy changes. And loyal opera
tives like Haig have changed their
.stand.s as the nece.ssities of U.S. impe
rialism have changed.

In the period following the U.S.
defeat in Vietnam, Haig assisted Kis.s-
inger in developing the strategy of
"detente" with the Soviet Union. Kiss
inger is still hated today by "right-
wing" types for thi.s policy which they
perceive as selling out to the Soviets. In
fact, quite the opposite was the ca.se.
Detente had nothing whatsoever to do
with any son of appeasement of the
Soviets, but was a particular form of
coniemion between the two super
powers geared to the necessities of each
at the lime in advancing their im
perialist designs. While one aspect of
this was providing a smoke.screen of
"peace" under which each superpower
proceeded with massive weapons
buildup, more fundamentally it .served
as a battlefield for the jockeying and
maneuvering of the superpowers.
For the Soviets who were the up-and-

coming superpower, detente gave them
more favorable ground to advance their
interests around the world "peaceful
ly" with various "aid" and investments
in the third world, and even more, to
gain economic access to Western

Luropc where they set up banks and
trading companies. In addition it was
an opportunity to secure Western
capital badly needed to finance its war
machine.

For the U..S., the period of detente
was an opportunity to pull things back
together and repair damage after its
humiliating and severe defeat in Viet
nam and during a period of crisis for
the U.S. in relation both to the "third
world" and its own bloc, and to invest in
the Soviet Union and its bloc not only
to make profits but to try and tie the
Soviets into a web of dependence that
could be used to influence some forces
more favorable to the U.S. to some

degree. None of the detente agreements
ever .stopped either side from advancing
its interests by whatever means
economic, political or military.

Neither Ki.ssinger. his 4-star sidekick,
nor the rest of his crew were particular
ly wedded to detente. It was simply a
tactic—a means to an end. Its purpose
was only to prepare for the full-scale
battles that were to come. But this
period necessitated a new type of very
complex diplomacy of which Kissinger
became a inastcr. Simply waving bomjjs
in the face of the world wouldn't cut it.
Jockeying and maneuvering was going
on on many levels and shuttle diploma
cy came into being—a practice which
Kissinger has never stopped engaging in
whether in or out of the government. A
higher degree of flexibility in U.S.
foreign policy was essential with dif
ferent methods of struggle and coercion
needed to deal with an increasingly
complex and volatile world situation.

While (he policy of detente has gone
through a number of changes and

modifications during the Carter ad-
mini.straiion and has been increasingly
left by the wayside as direct military
confrontation comes to the fore, this
kind of flexible foreign policy is still all
the more key. Haig stressed this fact in
his remarks before the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee, "Finally and in
some ways most important, American
foreign policy must demonstrate
balance both in our approach to in
dividual issues and in the orchestration
of policy directly. By balance, 1 mean
recognizing that complex issues in
variably require us to weigh, and
somehow reconcile, a variety of
pressures often competing."

"Human Rights"

After the Watergate affair, Jimmy
Carter, an unknown non-descript, un
tainted with pa.sl administations, was
brought forward to be president.
Foreign policy was a big issue in his
campaign with Kissinger's policies be
ing attacked as struggle ensued over
how to deal with the growing strength
of the Soviets. Contention was
heightening between the superpowers as
evidenced by the proxy war between the
two in Angola. Under the Carter
administration detente was revised.
While some of the basic framework of
the pas; was adopted (the SALT talks),
alterations were made to hit back
harder at the USSR.
A major part of this was Carter s so-

called "human rights" crusade and
born-again Jimmy was perfect for the
part. Part of the purpose of this cam
paign was to wage a battle.against the
Soviets in the sphere of world public
opinion, attacking them for their im

perialist exploits around the world and
at home as well. The U.S. imperialist
murderer.s and oppressors were to at
tack the Soviet imperiali.sl murderers
and oppressors for "human rights vio
lations," but more importantly the
"human rights" policy was a direct
challenge and a warning to the USSR,
signaling U.S. intentions to more ag-
gres.sively take them on on all fronts, in
cluding stepping up.the unleashing of
opposition forces within the Soviet
Union ii.self (the so-called "Soviet
dissidents") and its bloc generally (as in
Poland and Czechoslovakia for exam
ple). The aim has been to do as much as
possible to "destabilize" countries in
Ea.stern Europe by encouraging opposi
tion forces in these countries.

In countries around the world, the
U.S. used the "human rights" weapon
to put prc.ssure on regimes who were
flirting with the Soviets and to warn
others against doing so. All of a sudden
certain regimes that had been just fine
as long as they followed U.S. dictates
became "violators of human rights"
for having dealing.s with the Soviet
Union. Under this signboard all U.S.
military aid was cut off to Ethiopia, and
Uruguay and Argentina's was cut back.
More recently, Carter tried to use this

same "human rights" signboard as a
weapon in U.S. dealing.s in some coun
tries where pro-U.S. regimes were fac
ing difficulties in maintaining their hold
over the masses of people. Needless to
.say it has only been employed selective
ly, certainly not in places like Iran. This
ploy has been used in a double-edged
way. First it was used as a method of
putting pressure on these regimes to

Continued on page 6
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Upsurge
in Poland
Continued from page 4

and is not living up to its commitnienis
froin last summer and various Solidari

ty spokesmen stated that it" sanctions
are imposed .icre would probably be a
"new stage" in the confrontations with
the government.

In light of these developments
Poland's rulers have begun to take a
tougher stance against the
demonstrators in an effort to bring the
situation more under their control and

convince the Soviets that they arc in
comniatid. This was .signaled by
.siepped-up attacks in the party's news
paper. Trybuna Ludu, on "noisy forces
attempting to destroy a slowly created
atmosphere of calm and reason" and
tho.se who were "instigating anarchical
incidents." The newspaper specifically
singled out "some provincial activists"
of Solidarity for attempting to force the-
resignation of local officials. Over the
weekend of the massive work stoppage,
Sianislaw Kania—the leader of

Poland's revisionist "C ommunist" par-
iy_denounced the farmers attempts to
form an independent union and railed
against "those who make no secret of
their ami-sdcialist or, to put it more
bluntly, counterrevolutionary designs."

Kania's .statement was double-edged,
and, no doubt, true to some extent. The
political coiiiradictions are extremely
complex in Poland today, the opposi

tion to the government consisting of
both elements directly supported by the
west, as well as .spontaneous struggles
of the masses of people which are still
out of control.

Shortly after Kania's statement
Polish police carrying shields broke
down the doors of the city hall in the
southern town of Nowy Sacz where 6(1
members of Solidarity had been sitting
in with demands simitar to the occupa
tions in other citie.s, including a demand
for an investigation of public funds
spent on a new parly headquarters and
a sanitorium for party leaders. While it
was stressed that there was no violence,
the eviction was significant in that it
was the first direct use of force against
protesting workers since the turmoil
began last summer. (An indication of
just where Walesa actually stands in re
lation to the renewed upsurge of protest
was a report by ABC correspondent
Peter Jennings that Walesa had express
ed support for the eviction.) The
following day the demonstrators occu
pying the town hall in Ultryki Dolne
were also forcibly removed by 20 police
in riot gear backed up by another 200 in
reserve. In response, two days later
workers in southeast Poland .staged a
one-hour strike protesting the use of
riot police to break up the occupations,
an action that affected more than !()()
factories.

Not surprisingly these attacks by the
government corresponded with a "sur
prise" visit by Soviet Marshal Victor Ku-
likov, commatider of the Warsaw Pact
military forces, to Poland to meet with
Polish party leaders. In fact, there has
been a flurry of activity this past week
with various bourgeois forces from (he
Soviets to the Polish party leaders to

Lech Walesa jockeying behind the
scenes. The maneuvering is a reflection
of the fact that there are sharp and real
contradictions at play here—between
the Polish bourgeoisie and the Soviets,
between imperialism East and West, be
tween the masses of people and revi
sionist rule.

The government's tougher stance
coincided with Walesa's visit to Rome

to confer with Pope John Paul 11, who
conveyed the unmistakable message
that it was time to cool things down.
After Walesa fell on his knees before

the Pope and kissed his hand, he was
told: "May you always be accompanied
by the same courage as at the stay of
your initiative, but may you also be ac
companied by the same prudence and
moderation."

According to the German magazine,
Der Spii'fiel, Walesa is not the only one
who has visited the Pope to discuss the
Polish crisis. They report that in
September a high Russian official—a
leading member of the CPSU's foreign
department—met with Cardinal Agosii-
no C'assarolli and that, according to in
siders, Cassarolli supposedly assured
the Soviet representative that the Pope
and the Vatican would try to prevent
any disasters or harm to Poland. Der
Spiegel also noted that in December
right after the Warsaw Pact meeting in
Mo-scow, a Soviet official of "stronger
political caliber" —Vadim Sagladin,
First Vice Chief of the International
Department of the CPSU Central Com
mittee, who is known for his missions
to the West when sensitive issues are

concerned—was rumored to have met

with the Pope directly. The Italian
newspaper, Lu Stampu, also reported
an unusual head-to-head discussion be

tween Sagladin and "someone in the
Vatican" in which the Soviets said they
would withdraw the possibility of an in
vasion if the church would help to
"pour cold water on the Polish
strikers."

White this may seem strange consider
ing (he fact that the Catholic Church has
generally played the roje of as.sisting U.S.
penetration of the eastern bloc (and not a
small role in backing the independent
trade union movement in Poland itselO,
it is not the least bit out of character. It is
not at all in contradiction to U.S. desires

"since, for the moment, the U.S. imperial
ists would just as .soon see things calrh
down in the hopes that the gains that pro-
U.S. forces are making in Poland will not
be set back by a Soviet invasioti. •

But while the bourgeoisie is maneuver
ing desperately to contain things, the
struggle of the Polish people—reflecting
the continuing political ferment in
Poland and the intensifying contradic
tion between the masses and imperialism
generally—is flaring up once again,
erupting from the bottom up and forcing
the top Solidarity leadership into motion.
While Wale.sa was in Rome, a statement
signed by a "working group" of the na
tional leadership of Solidarity threatened
more strikes as streetcars and buses in

downtown Warsaw flew flags and dis
played placards protesting any reprisals
that may be planiied by the government
against those who participated in the Sat
urday work stoppage and condemning
the evictions of the farm union demon

strators. On January 14, workers in Rzes-
zow conducted a second day of two-hour
"warning strikes" reportedly involving
some 6(K),()(K) employees at .^0 state facto
ries. Obviously, Poland is still a powder-
keg that could blow sky-high at any time.

PROGRAMME

LETTERS
Conrinued from page 20

\pi other \words. a socialist country has no need to wage wars of aggression.
Furthermore, even it it rhust engage in war to defend itself or support revolution
elsewhere, it would never initiate the use of nuclear weapons-

Overall I feel this is correctly handled by the draft programme which on the
one hand points out the aim is to abolish nuclear weapons and on the other
recognizes it will be quite some time before all nukes are finally abolished. But I
think it could be strengthened by adding in some form the principle quoted above
from the general line polemics, both because it further exposes and isolates the
Imperialists and their use of nukes and because in its own right it is an important
principle for the proletariat to adhere to.

Finally, on the point raised that nukes are not necessary because the strategy
for attaining communism is worldwide revolution not defense of a socialist coun
try. This negates that until communism there will still be states—Including
socialist and imperialist ones for sometime—and that the defense of socialist
countries is an important and inevitable part of the process of worldvyide pro
letarian revolution and the advance to communism. To view it otherwise and to
give up on this process, refusing to deal with its practical conclusions, is to
allow the imperialists to carry on their oppression and perpetration of nuclear
war and not allow the proletariat to resist with every bit of its acquired strength.

However. I think a few words must be said about some of the responses to
Letter 59 some of which I felt on the question of nuclear war threw all politics out
the window and resorted to pedagogy and social chauvinism. As Chairman
Avakian pointed out in the 1979 Central Committee Report (reprinted in Revolu
tion Nov 1979) the problem of defending a socialist country and promoting
worldwide revolution are tasks that arise with the most intensity simultaneously
during historic conjunctures such as the one we are rapidly approaching—how
has the international proletariat handled the relationship of these tasks—"Not
too welt", he wrote.

The fact that the necessity for the proletariat to maintain nuclear weapons is
put in the context of international relations is extremely significant and overall
this section of the draft programme is a significant contribution and
breakthrough made with the most serious and thorough investigation of the ques
tion. This section overall contains the guiding principles for how and when the
proletariat will take up nuclear weapons, which is hardly, "we'll nuke the first im
perialists to fuck with us and we'll defend the country at all costs"—the question
wilt have to be carefully considered first and foremost from the point of how as
one detachment of the international proletariat in the very favorable position of
being a bastion and base area for revolution, the worldwide struggle can best be
moved forward. . , '■

This obviously will mean taking many factors into account, including the im
mense and burning hatred the masses of oppressed and exploited people have
for nuclear war, especially after the imperialists have unleashed these weapons
on some even if limited scale in this spiral. This hatred, combined with the
socialist countries' clear intent to use nuclear weapons if they have to, will great
ly inhibit the freedom of the imperialists to launch a nuclear war and give further
impetus to the struggle within these countries to overthrow the imperialists
before they can launch another nuclear war, especially if, as we mentioned
before, the character of the war is imperialism vs. socialism. Overall, the con
tributions of the International Relations section of the draft Programme
huoe step forward, particularly in summing up the lessons of World War 2 arid
workinq out the contradiction of, on the one hand, facilitating the advance of
worldwide revolution, and on the other, defending the socialist countries m a way
that will hasten the extinction of imperialism, and ultimately all class distinc
tions. The prospect of nuclear war is certainly nothing to look forward to in one
sense. But it is part of the world imperialism has created. Marxists since Lenin
have always put even the prospects of war in a perspective of optimism, not

pacificism and despair. This doesn't stem from a subjective desire to see some
light at the end of the tunnel but because it is this view that corresponds to the
real world.

Mao wrote. "Historically, all reactionary forces on the verge of extinction in
variably conduct a last desperate struggle against revolutionary forces and some

'revolutionaries are apt to be deluded for a time by this phenomenon of outward
strength but inner weakness, failing to grasp the essential fact that the enemy. is
nearing extinction while they themselves are approaching victory."

Even tremendous destruction can not change the course of history and itself
is further exposure and an indictment of the imperialist system. What other orien
tation is for real in the face of this prospect than to prepare to overthrow the
most murderous set of oppressors to ever walk the face of the earth—in fact
"why wait "til afterwards"?

Engels in 1887, 27 years before the outbreak of World War I, predicted a world
war between capitalist states of "an extent and violence hitherto undreamt of,"
comparable to "the devastation of the Thirty Years War compressed into three or •
four years and spread over the whole continent; famine, pestilence, general
demoralization of both armies and of the mass of people produced by acute
distress;. . .collapse of the old states and their traditional state wisdom to such
an extent that crowns will roll by the dozens on the pavement and there will be
nobody to pick them up; absolute impossibility of fbrseeing how it will all end up
and who will come out of the struggle as victor; only one result is absolutely cer
tain; general exhaustion and the establishment of the conditions for the ultimate
victory of the working class."

In 1918, in the light of the world war, Lenin writes of the genius and accuracy
of Engels' prophecy and declares. "How much could be learnt from it by those
who are now shamefully succumbing to lack of faith, despondency and
despair. . ." Lenin, in the same commentary ("Prophetic Words," Collected
Works, Vol 27) remarks that the Mensheviks and sociai-chauvinists are "prepared
to grant a revolution of the proietariat and other oppressed classes
•theoretically' provided only that the revolution drops from heaven and is not
born and bred on earth soaked in the blood of four years of imperialist butchery
of the peoples, with millions upon millions of people exhausted, tormented and
demoralized by this butchery— .. ...

•'Consider the descriptions of childbirth given in literature, when the authors
aim at presenting a truthful picture of the severity, pain and horror of the act of
travail, as in Emile Zola's La joie-devivre (The Joy of Life), for instance, or in
V0f-0sayev's Notes of a Doctor. Human childbirth is an act which transforms the
woman into an almost lifeless, blood stained heap of flesh, tortured, tormented
and driven frantic by pain. But can the 'individual' that sees only this in love and
its sequel, and the transformation of the woman into a mother, be regarded as a
human being? Who would renounce love and procreation for this reason?

"Travail may be light or severe. Marx and Engels, the founders of scientmc
socialism, .always said that the transition from capitalism to socialism would be
inevitably/accompanied by prolonged birth pains. And analyzing the conse-
quences of a world war, Engels outlined simply and clearly the indisputable and
obvious fact that a revolution that follows and is connected wdh a war (and still
more--let us add for our part—a revolution which breaks out during a war and
which is obliged to grow and maintain itself in the midst of a world war) is a par
ticularly severe case ot ch\\6b\nh.. . . ' , , ,^,.,1

"Severe travail greatly increases the danger of grave illness or of a fatal
issue. But while individuals may die in the act of childbirth, the society to
which the old system gives birth cannot die; all that may happen is that the birth
may be more painful, more prolonged, and growth and
the "socialist" snivelers croak, let the bourgeoisie rage and fume. Pf^*
pie who shut their eyes so as not to see. and stuff their ears so as not_ o hear,
can fail to notice that all over the world the birth pangs of the °society, which is pregnant with socialism, have begun. . . . VVe are ^
proud and to consider ourselves fortunate that it has come to our lot ^
first to fell in one part of the globe that wild beast, capitalism, which has drench
ed the earth in blood, which has reduced humanity to starvation and dernoralisa-Lion Ld which wiM assuredly perish soon, no matter how monstrous and savage
its frenzy in the face of death."

LW.




