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Nicaragua's concessions
fail to halt U.S. war drive

Events in Nicaragua and the rest of
Central America are moving at an
increasingly rapid pace.

On Jan. 15, Nicaraguan President Daniel
Ortega announced a series of concessions to
the U.S. government and its mercenary
army—the contras—in the hope of staving

April 30 protests
See page 3.

off a vote by the U.S. Congress for
continued aid to the contras.

Ortega, in a sharp reversal of previous
policies, agreed to lift the state of emer-
gency, hold direct talks with the contras,
and release thousands of contras and ex-
Somoza National Guardsmen.

The state of emergency had been decreed
in 1982 to prevent the internal front of the
contras—the Nicaraguan capitalists—~from
destabilizing the revolution from within.

But the U.S. government and its contra
puppets are still not satisfied with the latest
Sandinista concessions. The more Ortega
gives in to U.S. pressures, the more the
imperialist warlords in Washington
demand.

This was made clear in the first round of

(continued on page 12)
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Nicaraguan victims of contra war protest against any further U.S. funding. In 1987 alone, 7,304 people died in the

Donna Binderimpact

fighting. The Sandinista government estimates losses of over $377 million due to contra destruction.

Palestinians continue
resisting Israeli terror

Resistance to the Israeli occupation of
the West Bank and Gaza continues to
spread.

Palestinian workers and shopkeepers are
pressing forward with their protest strikes,
spurred on by organized street committees

~of militant youth. The work stoppages
have taken their toll in the segments of
Israel's economy where Palestinian labor
predominates—such as construction, agri-
culture, and sanitation.

The resistance movement is fueled by the
sheer brutality of the Israeli occupation
troops, whose numbers have swelled to
30,000. Hundreds of people have been
dragged from their homes—often in the
middle of the night—and beaten.

Over 2000 people of all ages have had
bones fractured. At least 59 Palestinians
were killed between Dec. 9, 1987, and the
end of January.

In the Palestinian refugee camps, the
great majority are hungry all the time. But
the Israeli soldiers have prevented people
from leaving the camps and blocked trucks
with food supplies from entering.

One soldier posted in Gaza told the
newspaper Hadashot that the beatings
administered by his unit "caused serious
arguments among the soldiers." He said
that "over time, the number who opposed

the beatings grew, but no one refused an
order.”

Indeed, orders for the atrocities committed
by the occupying forces have come from
the highest circles of the Israeli govern-
ment. Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir has
stated that the Palestinian uprising would
never have taken place "had the troops used
firearms from the very first moment."

"Our task,” Shamir concluded, is to
"once again put the fear of death into the
Arabs of the areas." (New York Times, Jan.
27, 1988) 4

There are, however, growing divisions
within Israel. A demonstration in Tel Aviv
on Jan. 23 drew 100,000 people. Many of
the demonstrators were more radical than
the organizers of the event, demanding

freedom and equal rights for the Palesti-
nians.

A demonstration in Nazareth on the same
day drew 40,000 around the theme,
"Freedom for All the Palestinian People."

The struggle of the Palestinians to regain
their homeland is not confined to the West
Bank and Gaza. Forty years ago, the Israeli
settler state itself was set up on land
brutally seized from the Palestinian people.

The Israeli government can only continue
its apartheid-like policies because of the
support of the U.S. government. This year
alone, U.S. economic and military aid will
exceed $3 billion. People in this country
who support human rights and self-
determination must demand, "End All U.S.

" Aid to Israel!"—The editors

7

Revolt Iin
Palestine

What is the meaning of the recent upsurge?
Is a Palestinian ‘mini-state’ a solution?
How should antiwar activists respond?

See Special Supplement,
Pages 7-10.
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—Fight back!

Our ‘Jenny Higgins’ showed the way forward!

By SYLVIA WEINSTEIN

Alice Snipper, a member of
Socialist Action, died on New
Year's Eve, 1987. She joined the
revolutionary socialist movement
in 1939 and dedicated her life to
working-class internationalism
and humankind. She never looked
back but was part of that rock-
solid foundation that will carry
socialism and its ideas forward.

Alice was educated in the
tradition of "Jimmy Higgins,"
that rank-and-file hero in Upton
Sinclair's novel of the same
name, written in 1919, Higgins
gave his all to the cause of
working people's dignity and
worked without any other pay-
ment than the respect he earned
from his comrades.

Jimmy Higgins became a
model for all young people who
joined the movement for a
socialist society. Alice, herself,
is another model for younger
comrades to follow.

Hanging in there

Usually, when we read the
history of revolutionary and
working-class struggles, we are
reading about the most exciting
times—the French Revolution,
the Russian Revolution, and the
upheavals that freed China, Cuba,
and other countries from the iron
fist of imperialism.

Most often, we see these
historic events through the eyes
of dynamic leaders such as Leon
Trotsky, Vladimir Lenin, or Rosa
Luxemburg. But what about
those who work day after day, not
as great leaders of a revolution,
but as part of a socialist move-
ment that must hang on in those
difficult periods when the work-
ing class is not in motion?

It is that hanging in there—
despite all adversity, making
small advances one step at a
time—that makes the big revo-
lutionary events possible. It is
the gaining and the keeping of
the socialist foot soldiers that
makes it possible to make the
great leap forward when the
historic opportunities arise.

What makes the Alices of this
world become the material that
will change the world? One
advantage she had was to come
into the movement when the
American working class was
winning their fight for labor
unionization. She watched as the
oppressed and hungry of this
country got up off the ground,
stood up on their two feet, and
took on the giants of capitalism
and beat them down.

Millions of workers in this
country had just gone through a
depression that could have melted
anyone's will. But the working
class, with a lot of help from
rank-and-file socialist militants
like Alice, learned the secret of
success-——in unity there is
strength.

Another heroine

Along with that working-class
hero, Jimmy Higgins, there
should have been created another
heroine, a Jennie Higgins—of
whom there were many. My ex-
perience in the socialist move-
ment since 1944 has been
working along with the Jennie
and Jimmy Higginses.

I will miss Alice at every.

mailing of the paper, or when we
must gather signatures to get our
socialis* candidates on the ballot,
or when we must organize a
social or a garage sale to raise
funds to print leaflets and
pamphlets or buy office supplies.

I will miss Alice when we go
on marches against American
intervention in someone else's
country, when we have to set up
a book table at an antiwar event,
when we march for women's
reproductive rights, when we join
workers on their picket line to
help them fight for the unions, or

when we go to a campus or a
rally to sell our newspaper.

I will miss Alice Snipper—my
model Jennie Higgins—because
she was always there when she
was needed.

Alice was a few years older
than me. But in the socialist
movement there is no gene-
rational difference. I'll tell you
why. All of us are fighting for
the future, for the next genera-
tion, to end racism, hunger,
sexism, to bring about a real
international fraternity of work-
ing people that will end, once and

for all, the terrible threat of
nuclear destruction.

This next generation owes a
debt to Alice Snipper, who held
tight to her revolutionary prin-
ciples and worked actively for her
beliefs.

I am thankful that Alice
Snipper threw herself into the
socialist movement. And I know
that there are many more Alices
out there. Alice would be the first
to say: "It's your turn now, join
the socialist future, you have
nothing to lose but your
chains—and a world to gain."

Boston:
The Meaning of Gorbachev's
Reforms. Speakers: Paul Sie-
gel, author, and Jim Henle,
Socialist Action. Sat., Feb. 6,
7:30 p.ny., Cambridge YWCA
"Living Room," 7 Temple St.

Chicago:
Film: El Hajj Malik El Shabazz.
Thurs., Feb 25, 7 p.m., Com-
muter Center, Rm. 218,
Northeastern Univ., 5500 N.
St. Louis Ave. Students for
Socialist Action.

Cincinnati:
Campus Rules vs. Free
Speech. Wed., Feb. 17,7
p.m. U.C., Tangeman Cir.,
Rm. 411. Students for Social-
ist Action.

Los Angeles:
The Struggle for Palestinian
Self-Determination. Speaker:
Ralph Schoenman, author.
Fri., Feb. 5, 7:30 p.m., ILGWU
Hall, 675 South Parkview St.
(1 block west of Alvarado)

Socialist Action forums this month:

Santa Barbara:
Revolt in Palestine. Speak-
er: Ralph Schoenman, au-
thor. Mon., Feb. 8, 7 p.m.
UCSB Psychology Bidg.,
Rm. 1824, Students for So-
cialist Action.

Twin Cities:
Prospects for Socialism in
America. Speaker: Adam
Wood. Wed., Feb. 10, 7:30
p.m., Macalester College,
1600 Grand Ave. St. Paul.

AN
af it
San Francisco:
Racism in the S.F. Fire Dept:

The Struggle of Black Fire-
fighters. Speakers: Lt. Rob-
ert Demmons, Pres., Black
Firefighters Assoc.; Roland
Sheppard, Socialist Action.

Fri., Feb 5, 8 p.m.

Film on Malcolm X. Speaker:
Kwame M.A. Somburu. Fri,
Feb. 19, 8 p.m.

Place for both events:

3435 Army St., Rm. 308,
S.F. Call: 821-0458.

Alice Snipper:
A socialist
activist for
50 years

By ASHER HARER

Alice Snipper died at her home in
Oakland, Calif., on Dec. 31. She was 73
years old. She lived only six months after a
diagnosis of terminal cancer.

Alice was one of that generation of
American Trotskyists that came out of the
great political and labor struggles of the
1930s and 1940s. In many ways her life,
since joining the Socialist Workers Party
(SWP) in 1939, was virtually a history of
the movement—especially that part played
by the loyal and hard-working rank and file.

In August 1986, Alice was one of the 13
Socialist Action members honored at
Socialist Action's celebration of "Fifty
Years of Revolutionary Continuity." The
13 submitted "biographical notes" for the
program.

Alice wrote that she joined the SWP
because of the Moscow Trials and "because
the Socialist Workers Party was a fighting
party."

She wrote that during World War II she
and her companion, Henry, "were asked to
move to San Pedro to do the work the
famous worker-fighter Jimmy Higgins did:
leaflets, mailings, selling the press, contact

Henry Snipper/Soclalist Action

Alice Snipper |

work." [Higgins was a character in a novel
by Upton Sinclair]

"During our seven years in San Pedro, I
worked in the shipyards, at Firestone
Rubber, and about three years as a cannery
worker."

After returning to Los Angeles, Alice did
volunteer work in the SWP office. "I ran
off leaflets on an old A.B. Dick hand-run
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mimeograph machine. In 1983, I along
with many others, was expelled from the
SWP solely because we were loyal to
Trotskyism."

. . So ended Alice's biographical note—just-
a few short lines. But that was Alice—a

very modest person. And she was not one
to waste words—or anything else for that
matter!

In addition to her other activities, Alice
was a bookstore specialist, first in Los
Angeles and also when she and Henry
moved to Oakland in 1981. After her
expulsion in 1983, she took charge of the
fledgling San Francisco Socialist Action
bookstore. Everywhere the bookstore went
—demonstrations, special events, forums—
there was Alice.

S.F. memorial planned

Alice and Henry have two children and
four grandchildren. The Snippers enjoyed
life, especially camping and travel. After
Henry retired, he and Alice spent one whole
year exploring Europe in a camper, from
the British Isles to Greece.

We will remember Alice as a gentle, kind
person, a dear friend, loving and loved. We
feel a deep sense of personal loss, a
sadness. But it is not the same kind of
sadness that comes over one when a
promising young life is cut short. Alice
lived her life to the full, guided by that
vision” of our socialist future, a future
which will be realized by the millions of
young Alice Snippers of all nationalities,
races, and colors who will join our ranks.

A memorial meeting for Alice Snipper
will be held in San Francisco on Sunday,
Feb. 28, at 2 p.m. For information on
location call: (415) 821-0458. Please send

messages to the Socialist Action national
office.

A memorial meeting was held in Los
Angeles on Jan. 10. Both meetings will be
covered in the March issue of Socialist
Action. " |
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Peace plan disorients
antiwar movement

By CARL FINAMORE

The international and domestic situation

is growing more perilous for the
Nicaraguan Revolution. The U.S. financed-
contra war, dependence on erratic foreign
aid, and constant economic disruption by
Nicaraguan capitalists have created a severe
crisis.

But perhaps the most significant
challenge to the revolution has gone un-
noticed. It is the political consequences of
the Central American peace plan.

The Esquipulas II Peace Plan, which was
adopted last August by the five Central
American presidents, is being used as a
shield for demanding that the Nicaraguan
government allow greater freedom of
movement for the contras. These demands
are no different than the ones raised
repeatedly by the U.S. government and the
contras in their seven-year war against the
revolution,

Rehashed demands to "democratize" gain
greater authority, however, when raised by
Central American governments partici-
pating in the peace plan. Thus, through
skillful use of the peace plan, the
imperialists have largely succeeded in
shifting the debate over policy in Central
America.

The axis of the discussion no longer
centers on the source of the problem—the
U.S. war on Nicaragua. Suddenly, the
spotlight is on the Sandinista government
to make more and more concessions to the
contras.

No national protests

The misplaced euphoria over the Central
American peace plan has disoriented many
activists, preventing them from recognizing
this dangerous shift. As a result, not one
national peace or solidarity organization has
called for nationally coordinated mass
protests this spring against U.S.
intervention.

A whole series of mistakes in judgment,
flowing from a misunderstanding of the
peace plan, have been made. Support of the
peace plan by liberal Democrats, for
example, has been misread as some sort of
commitment to oppose contra aid.

Thus, false hopes have been placed in
capitalist politicians to stop contra aid.
This means that money, energy, and
resources are being diverted from indepen-
* dent anti-intervention protests into various

liberal Democratic Party election
campaigns.

Illusions that the peace plan will
ultimately resolve the crisis in Central
America have also led many antiwar
activists and leaders to retreat from anti-
intervention activity. Despite the U.S.
government's clearly stated objectives of
toppling the Sandinista government, the
notion that the United States has been
pressured into adopting a less aggressive
role in Central America has gained ground.

Nothing could be further from the truth.

" Imperialists have never been talked out of
controlling other countries. It should be
remembered that U.S. imperialism waged
its war in Vietnam for five years after the
start of the Paris peace talks in 1968. The
majority of both Vietnamese and American
casualties occurred during these "peace
talks."

It was the revolutionary Vietnamese
struggle for self-determination, with
support from the U.S. mass antiwar
movement, which ultimately forced the
United States out of Southeast Asia.

Effects of the summit

Pressure to pursue diplomatic negotia-
tions—rather than mass revolutionary
struggle—as the answer to imperialist
intervention is increasingly coming from
places which for some people may be
unexpected.

The Nov. 23, 1987, issue of the
Christian Science Monitor, for example,
noted that "It was Soviet officials who
urged Ortega to accept a political settle-
ment."

No U.3. Intervention in Central America & the Garibbean

%lll‘l for
freeze a

south African Apartheid

gverse the Nuclear Arms Race
Jobs and Justice, Not War

SATURDRY, APRIL 30, 198

Assemble: 11:00am
Precita Park

March: 12 Noon
Through the Misslon District

Rally: 1:00pm
Dolores Park

The San Francisco Mobilization for Peace, Jobs and Justice is organizing a mass
protest demonstration for April, 30, 1988. The four demands listed on the leaflet
above have mobilized over 150,000 people during three consecutive years of

spring actions.

This observation is consistent with what
Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbacheyv stated last
year when he pledged to help the United
States promote "regional stability”
throughout the world in exchange for an
arms treaty today—and trade agreements
tomorrow.

These goals were given a further boost
by the Reagan/Gorbachev summit meeting
last December. Gorbachev enthusiastically
promoted the Central America peace plan
process, thereby conceding the right of the
United States to "negotiate” the internal
affairs of Nicaragua.

This slight has not escaped attention.
The Sandinistas may be forced to negotiate
and make concessions because of grave
imperialist pressures, but they have not

delegated this right to others—and that
includes Gorbachev.

Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega, for
example, in an interview with the French
daily Le Monde (Dec. 15, 1987),
highlighted the negative consequences for
Nicaragua of the summit agreements
between Reagan and Gorbachev.

"With the signature of this treaty,"
Ortega said, "the United States can now feel
itself free to do whatever it wishes to
Nicaragua. Strengthened by his new image,
President Reagan can attempt to deal a
mortal blow to Nicaragua without this
calling into question the treaty signed with
the Soviet Union."

What is the result of all this confusion?
The answer is clear—not one national peace

or solidarity organization has agreed to a
proposal by the Northern California
Mobilization for Peace, Jobs and Justice for
nationally coordinated local area spring
actions on April 30, 1988. [See box.]

June 11 protests

The U.S. Peace Council, the
Mobilization for Survival, the Committee
in Solidarity with the People of El
Salvador (CISPES), the National Nicaragua
Network, and the Pledge of Resistance all
claimed that the Mobilization date of April
30 conflicted with a June 11 action
proposal for New York City.

But there was more than a difference over
dates. The Mobilization's April 30 date had
as one of its central demands "No U.S.
Intervention in Central America and the
Caribbean." The April 30 date also meant
that activists would be building the

demonstration as the contra aid debate
unfolded in Washington.

Clearly, the national organizations that
rejected the Mobilization proposal disagreed
with its premise that the U.S. war on
Nicaragua was at a critical point.

Despite assurances by some June 11
organizers that the issue of Central America
would be mentioned, the June 11 draft
proposal by national antiwar leader Sid
Peck did not contain one word about
Nicaragua or El Salvador. The organizers of
June 11 want their demonstration to focus
exclusively on nuclear disarmament
demands.

It is, of course, understandable that the
anti-nuclear weapons issue should be
highlighted, since June 11 coincides with
the Third United Nations' Special Session
on Disarmament. But it is a serious error to
omit a demand against U.S. intervention in
Central America.

The U.S. Peace Council, in particular,
insists on excluding a Central American
anti-intervention demand from a June 11
action. The U.S. Peace Council, which
wholeheartedly supports the Central
American peace plan, apparently expects
that the plan will resolve the U.S. war
against the workers and peasants of this
region.

Organizers for June 11 will be meeting
in New York City on Feb. 6-7 to determine
the character and slogans of the actions.
Hopefully, they will reconsider and adopt a
clear stance in opposition to U.S.
intervention in Central America.

Whatever happens in the short term, one
thing is certain—the anti-intervention
movement must recover its political
balance before it can effectively launch
massive national actions so desperately
needed to stay the hand of the warmakers. Ml

' S.F. Mobilization calls
April 30 demonstration

SAN FRANCISCO—The Mobili-
zation for Peace, Jobs and Justice has
begun organizing a full range of spring
activities supporting the four demands

U.S. Intervention in Central America
and the Caribbean; Freeze and Reverse
the Nuclear Arms Race; End U.S.
Support for South African Apartheid;
Jobs and Justice, Not War.

A mass march and rally is scheduled
for Saturday, April 30. Demonstrators
will march through the Latino
community of San Francisco. Hundreds
of refugees from Central America will
participate.

On May 1, there will be legal civil
disobedience at the Port Chicago Naval
Weapons Station sponsored by the
Pledge of Resistance and the Committee
in Solidarity with the People of El
Salvador (CISPES).

The majority of arms shipments to
the dictatorships in Central America
leave from Port Chicago. Brian Willson
lost both his legs in a protest there last
summer,

The Mobilization is also sponsoring a
Peace Day rally on June 11 to mark the

of the coalition. The demands are: No .

~

opening of the Third United Nations
Special Session on Disarmament.

A leaflet advertising all the events
lists 150 endorsers.

A three-person staff has been hired,
and a poster, button, and T-shirt will
soon be produced. A smaller turnout is
expected than last year's April 25 rally
of 80,000, however. Organizers say that
this is because this year's action will
not have a national focus.

The Mobilization's efforts to gain
support from national peace and soli-
darity groups for nationally coordinated
local protests on April 30 did not
succeed. Nontheless, the Mobilization
decided to go ahead with its plans in the
San Franscisco Bay Area. And so far,
the 1988 spring actions are off to a good
start,

For example, although April 30 is
projected as a Northern California pro-
test, activists as far away as Salt Lake
City have already made plans to
participate.

You can contact the Mobilization by
calling (415) 626-8053. Funds and
volunteers are always needed.—C.F.

J
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Chicago after Mayor Washington's death:

‘Machine’ politics comes
back with a vengeance
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During the 19-day teachers’ strike, Mayor Washington endorsed school board campaign to force teachers back to work
Only the independent mobilization of teachers prevented cutbacks that would have laid off 700 school workers.

By ADAM SHILS

CHICAGO—The death of Mayor Harold
Washington brought forth two immediate
reactions: a deep sense of mourning in the
Black community and a rapid jockeying for
position among the city council "politicos"
and ward-heelers.

Washington had a heart attack at 11:03
on the morning of Wednesday, Nov. 25. By
11:30, only four minutes after the ambu-
lance had reached the hospital, Alderman
Richard Mell, a leader of the white-racist
bloc in the city council, was already on the
telephone lining up votes in the struggle to
elect a new mayor.

The stage was being set for an
extraordinary week of political wheeling
and dealing and screaming headlines about
"mob violence in the streets of Chicago." If
we untangle the mess of intrigue and
headlines, some very old lessons about the
nature of the Democratic Party stand out
clearly.

Chicago politics has been dominated for
several years by the constant struggle
between Harold Washington's city-council
bloc and the anti-reform, racist faction now
led by Alderman Ed Burke.

This faction realized soon after Washing-
ton's death that they did not have the
strength to elect one of their own as the
new mayor. They decided, therefore, to
settle on fthe next best thing—a pliant
Black puppet who would do their bidding.

After much "to-ing and fro-ing," they
settled on Alderman Eugene Sawyer (who
has a long history as a minor figure in the
Democratic Party machine) as such a
candidate.

The Washington forces selected Alderman
Tim Evans, who had been Washington's
floor leader in the city council. Evans, an
up-and-coming political star, had few ties
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to the reform movement before joining
Washington's camp.

Demonstration of Black pride

This backroom intrigue was not the only
thing going on in Chicago over the
Thanksgiving weekend. The lying in state
of Washington's body became the occasion
of a huge demonstration of Black pride.
Hundreds of thousands of Black people
walked past the casket, often having to first
wait for several hours in freezing weather.

Monday, Nov. 30, saw two important
events. In the morning, there was Wash-
ington's funeral. Interestingly, a large
crowd which had waited for hours was
unable to attend the funeral, as the church
was already full of "visiting dignitaries"
(read: political hacks and hangers-on
attempting to cash in on Washington's
popularity).

In the evening, there was a 13,000-strong
memorial rally at the University of Illinois
Pavilion. This rally became a pro-Tim
Evans, anti-Sawyer rally. The crowd sang
the South African ANC anthem and enthu-
siastically cheered calls for a demonstration
at City Hall the next evening when the city
council was due to vote on who the acting
mayor was going to be.

One of the highpoints of the Pavilion
rally was the speech by popular Black
journalist Vernon Jarrett. Jarrett lambasted
Black capitulationists (that is, Sawyer and
his supporters) and said that they should be
"dealt with in the same way as the Ku Klux
Klan."

Racist leader Ed Vrdolyak then organized
a massive campaign attempting to get
Channel 7 and the Sun-Times to dismiss
Jarret—for "racism!" However, Channel 7
and the Sun-Times feared the Black
community more than they feared
Vrdolyak, and so far Jarrett's job is safe.~

Rally demands "No deals!"

On the evening of Tuesday, Dec. 1, a
crowd of 5000 Washington supporters
gathered outside City Hall as the council
began its deliberations. "No deals!" was the
main slogan of the demonstration. Placards
and chants denounced "Uncle Tom" Sawyer.

This demonstration threw the Chicago
media into pure hysteria. TV reporters
talked of plans to take over City Hall and
even of death threats to aldermen support-
ing Sawyer. The next day, the papers talked
of "Jacobin mobs" threatening the city!
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This uproar shows how frightened the
bosses' press is of any Black mass action.

As a matter of fact, the demonstration
was multiracial, orderly, and disciplined.
While the crowd was outside, the city
council was having a marathon session
inside. It was an orgy of floor fights,
procedural motions, and tactical maneuvers.
Finally, Sawyer was elected the new mayor
by 29 votes to Evans's 19.

Sawyer's election has led to a real sense
of demoralization and despondency among
Washington's supporters and in much of
the radical movement.

An article in the Chicago Reader (Dec.
25, 1987) was entitled "The Day the
Movement Died." A recent editorial in The
Nation (Dec. 19, 1987) spoke of how "the
hopes of the progressive, multiracial coali-
tion that briefly dominated Chicago politics
died with Harold Washington."

There is indeed a tragedy in Chicago
politics—but a different one than portrayed
in these publications. The tragedy is that a
real outpouring of Black pride and struggle
has been totally sidetracked and channeled
into the Democratic Party, which has
proven yet again to be the graveyard of
every progressive social movement that has
entered it.

The huge crowds at Washington's lying
in state, the Pavilion rally, the City Hall
demonstration were all signs of Black
action and movement. However, these
actions were not focused on jobs and better
housing, or against cutbacks in social
services. They were supporting one faction
against another faction in the racist,
reactionary Democratic Party.

Tim Evans clearly capitalized on this as
he addressed the crowd outside City Hall
following Sawyer's election. "You will be
mine in '89!" he told the crowd, expressing
perfectly how a Democratic Party politician
views the movement in the streets.

The Democratic Party "captured?”

Many activists in Chicago have spoken
of how "the Washington movement
captured the Democratic Party from the
machine." It is true that certain elements of
the city patronage system were weakened
under Washington. Affirmative action was
promoted in municipal hiring, and
collective-bargaining agreements were won
for thousands of city workers.

Nevertheless, a few short days after the
mayor's death, the machine was back in
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control. Within hours of Washington's
burial, 12 Black aldermen, almost half of
Washington's faction, were thinking of
making a deal with Ed Burke, Washington's
arch-enemy. In the end, six actually did.

This should come as no surprise. Every
attempt by progressive social movements
to "capture" the Democratic Party has
always been a failure. Both the Republican
and the Democratic parties serve the
interests of the capitalist class.

Ultimately, both capitalist parties are
antagonistic to the demands of working
people and the oppressed for a higher
quality of life. In the words of Malcolm X,
"You can't get a chicken to lay a duck's
egg.”

The Washington administration dutifully
paid some $230 million in annual interest
to the banks while communities were
ravaged for "lack of funds."” Social services
were cut, and property taxes and other fees
were raised.

Yet, according to recent reports,
Chicago's minorities continue to have the
highest unemployment, the worst schools,
the highest crime rates, the lowest per-
capita incomes, and the most completely
segregated neighborhoods of any big city in
the country.

The official unemployment rate among
Blacks in Chicago stands at a staggering 25
percent. Last year, Washington bragged that
more than 100,000 neighborhood jobs had
been created since he took office. But most
of these jobs were in low-paying services.
ngher paying industrial jobs continue to
§ disappear.

The teachers' strike settlement

Washington's office did little to obstruct
union-busting attempts by Chicago
employers. In fact, the mayor supported
lobbying efforts in the state legislature to
prohibit strikes by city workers.

During the 19-day teachers' strike in
September, Washington early on endorsed
the school board's efforts to force the
teachers back to work. In fact, Washing-
ton's allies on the city council prevented
moves to forward $17 million to the school
board to settle the strike.

Late in the strike, the Chicago Teachers
Union asked Washington to help gain a
settlement by getting his appointees on the
school board to negotiate. But when Wash-
ington did act to get an agreement, it was
not what teachers had been waiting for. The
teachers' 4-percent annual raise was to be
paid for with layoffs of at least 700 people.

A spokesperson for a parents' group
complained: "We met with Washington,
and he promised the schools would be
open—which they are. But he promised
reform. And the first thing the school board
did was cut teacher positions and areas
directly affecting the students. That's not
reform. That's business as usual."

The strong reaction against the layoffs—
by teachers, other school-board employees,
and parents—forced the school board to
"discover” funds to restore some 600 jobs.
After a rally of 1500 at the state capitol,
the legislators came up with funds to
prevent spring layoffs.

These successes owed nothing to the
anti-union school board, supported by the
Washington administration. They flowed
from the strength of the teachers-union
mobilization during the strike.

Socialists share the aspirations for social
change expressed by many of those who
voted for and who mourned Harold Wash-
ington. But recent events in Chicago have
shown that the Democratic Party is an
obstacle toward achieving real gains for
working people and all the oppressed. [}
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By MICHAEL SCHREIBER

The Meeting, a play by Jeff Stetson, directed by Keryl
E. McCord, at the Oakland Ensemble Theatre, 1428
Alice Street, Oakland, Calif.

Malcolm X and Martin Luther King Jr. were among
the greatest political leaders of their epoch. Both were
uncompromising men of action. Each had his dream.

Malcolm X spoke to the masses in the Black ghettos
of the fight for freedom "by any means necessary.” King
was, in contrast, the apostle of non-violent mass action.

Imagine: an electric-night in Harlem, one week before

THEATER REVIEW

Malcolm was assassinated. Face to face in a hotel room,
the two strategists attempt a reconciliation—a "unity"
meeting. This hypothetical event is brought to the stage
in "The Meeting,” which opened last month at the
Oakland Ensemble Theatre.

As much as it depicts the freedom struggle of the
1960s, "The Meeting" is concerned with the 1980s—and
the future. Playwright Jeff Stetson, a university
administrator, found that many of his students knew
little about Martin Luther King and nothing about
Malcolm X. Often, Malcolm was brushed aside as "an
angry, militant, Muslim radical.”

Yet, in the playwright's view, many of the gains that
Black people made in the 1960s would not have come to
pass without Malcolm's "radicalism.” "You got some
concessions," Malcolm chides King in the play, "because
I was the alternative.”

The civil-rights movement

The Oakland Ensemble's engaging performance
captures the caustic wit that was Malcolm's trademark.
But a stridency lurks behind Malcolm's remarks. The
production gives little inkling of the degree to which
Malcolm earnestly attempted to establish friendly
relations with King and other leaders of the mainstream
civil-rights groups.

Especially in the final months of his life, Malcolm
gave active support to the sit-ins, demonstrations, and
voter-registration drives of the civil-rights movement. He
continued to point out, however, that (in the face of
murderous attacks by the Ku Klux Klan and other racists)
civil-rights workers should be permitted to defend
themselves.

In giving this warning, Malcolm was compelled to
maintain his distance from King, who had notified the

What would have happened
in a Malcoim-MLK meeting?

Marcus Naylor a Malcolm X, and Isiah Whitlock, Jr. as Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., arm wrestle to decide whose

ideas for struggle are superior.

suffer.”

Unfortunately, the playwright does not consider a more
fundamental political difference that separated the two
Black leaders. Although personally incorruptible, King
never broke his dependency on liberal allies in the
church, the labor bureaucracy, and the Democratic Party.

Malcolm, on the other hand, pointed out that the.

Democrats, no less than the Republicans, were
responsible for the racism that exists in this country.
Ultimately, he said, the capitalist system needs to be
replaced.

"To free America"

At one point in the play, King bursts out, "You want
to free Blacks. I want to free America." Here the
playwright is unfair to Malcolm X, who far more than
King, expressed himself vehemently on numerous issues
of American political life and foreign policy.

For example, on the evening of Feb. 14, 1965, (when

tred Speiser

‘Harlem) he was actually speaking in Detroit—where he

denounced America's neo-colonial policy in Africa and
Vietnam.

It was to be two years before King dared to resist his
Democratic Party allies and take a full public stand
against the war in Vietnam. He had changed, he
explained, under pressure from the militant Black youth.
"The Meeting," unfortunately, gives no hint of King's
future turnaround on any issue. Instead, the play's Martin
Luther King states with his teeth set, "I can't change.”

Despite their differences, toward the end of the play,
the two men join in a warm bear hug. When I saw the
performance, the overwhelmingly Black audience broke
into applause at that point—in deep appreciation of the
continuing need for unity in the Black liberation
movement.

"The Meeting" continues at the Oakland Ensemble
Theatre through Feb. 21, the anniversary of Malcolm's
assassination. For more information, call (415) 839-

racists, "We will wear you down with our capacity to

the playwright imagines Malcolm in a hotel room in

5510.

By TINA BEACOCK

CHICAGO—A recent Chicago Tribune
article (Dec. 13, 1987) claimed to describe a
"terrorist cabal” at Northeastern Illinois
University here, portraying the state-run
school as a "threshold to the underground.”

The article attempts to back its allega-
tions by means of "unofficial" comments
from the FBI and local police, as well as
from a Justice Department "terrorism
expert.”

According to Daniel Stern, Prof. of
Sociology at Northeastern, "This article has
all the elementsof an FBI media operation
and political smear job" (unpublished
paper, January 1988). The FBI has tradi-
tionally used smear campaigns, planted
news stories, burglaries, and provocateurs
against activists in groups for social change
—including Martin Luther King Jr. and
Malcolm X.
~ Several of the people mentioned in the

article have been accused by the govern-
ment of various crimes. But clearly their
real "crime" is their support to Puerto Ri-
can independence and other political causes.

Secret-police operation
smears campus activists

Jaime Delgado, a counselor at North-
eastern, was convicted for allegedly plotting
the escape of political prisoner Oscar
Lopez-Rivera. As a well-known activist for
Puerto Rican independence, he had spoken
to the U.N. Decolonization Committee on

“this issue. A recent rally in his defense at

Northeastern drew a wide cross-section of
support from the campus.

Another who was mentioned, Professor
Jose Lopez, was jailed for not tatking to a
grand jury—a notorious device for
harassing activists and organizations.
Another, Professor Charles Knox, was
accused of impersonating a lawyer—
although he is one.

In a bizarre and ominous twist, the files
and school papers of one student, Irish
Greene, were subpoenaed by the FBI after a
charge was made against him by a

To order and for list of other Socialist
Action pamphlet titles, write to
3435 Army St., Rm. 308, SF, CA 94110

Pamphlets for struggle!

The Legacy of Malcolm X
by Joe Ryan, Nat Weinstein, Kwame M.A. Somburu ($1.25)

Is the ‘Rainbow’ a Real Alternative?: A Response
by Shirley Pasholk, Joe Ryan, Kwame M.A. Somburu ($1.00)

South Africa: The Black Unions Go Forward
by Michael Schreiber ($1.25)

Everyday Life in Capitalist America
by Hayden Perry ($1.25)

Student Activism in the 1980s
by Adam Wood and Suzanne Forsyth ($1.00)

Dynamics of the Nicaraguan Revolution
by Alan Benjamin and Jeff Mackler ($1.50)

How Can Labor Fight Back? A Strategy for Today
by Nat Weinstein and Carl Finamore ($1.25)

The Meaning of Gorbachev's Reforms
by Alan Benjamin ($.75)

government informant in a courtroom. He
stands accused of writing a paper.

In short, an elaborate web of accusations
of "terrorism" is woven, even though no
illegal actions ever occurred at North-
eastern.

"Too many minority students?"

By far the most slanderous indictment in
the Tribune article was made about the
student body as a whole. The problems
with Northeastern, we are told, are the
following: the school has too many
minority students. They have time for
militancy because they don't study; the
school has low academic standards.

And there's far too much academic
freedom, allowing "rabid ideologues” to
teach. The article contains commentary to
this effect from a supposed expert on
terrorism, M. Cherif Bassiouni, who
teaches at DePaul University. "Universities
that promote free speech and tolerate a wide
range of ideas are particularly vulnerable to
infiltration," he says.

Professor Fred J. MacDonald states in the
article: "The last thing in the minds of
most white middle-class kids is activism.
Most live at home with their parents and
work 20 hours a week....But some mino-
rity students from depressed circumstances
have a different attitude.”

These statements have outraged many
students and faculty on the Northeastern
campus. The article implies, wrote Profes-
sor Ronald Glick, "that minority students
have time for militancy because they are
not studying hard. When not in class or
studying, most Northeastern students work
20 hours a week to pay for their education.”

As a result of students’ demands, the
university has increased its minority

enrollment, now up to 33 percent of the
student body. It also maintains a series of
programs to aid and support inner-city
students, ill-prepared by their high schools
for college. These programs are now under
attack and students have organized
demonstrations to preserve them.

Apart from its blatant racism, the article
reveals a secret-police mentality that sees
every campaign for justice coming not
from conditions in society itself, but from
a conspiracy in which innocents are duped.

This means every student is suspect who
ever took a leaflet, wrote a paper, checked
out a political book from the library, took
a political class, attended a sit-in, rally, or
demonstration, or advocated social change.
The article, then, calls for the suppression
of students’ freedom of speech, association,
and political rights.

University Provost Barbara Hursh states
that the university will begin "reviewing
the employment” of teachers who are facing
criminal charges. Jose Lopez has already
been denied tenure at the school—in order,
the article notes approvingly, "to achieve
balance."

These measures are quite in line with
developments on some other campuses.
The CIA recently announced a program to
send agents onto campus to teach as
"visiting professors.” The Supreme Court
just ruled that the First Amendment does
not apply to high-school student news-
papers.

These attacks require a united response by
students and their organizations. Every
student has a stake in defending his or her
right to write, to read, to join organiza-
tions, to take whatever course he or she
may choose. .

A united response by students, from the
student senate to every other group, would
send a powerful message that these kinds of
attacks will not be tolerated. Statements,
meetings, and letters to the Tribune could
make clear what the majority of the
students, and the faculty as well, think of
these attacks on their rights. [ ]
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Boston labor activists
discuss fightback tactics

By W.I. MOHAREB

BOSTON—On Dec. 12, the Boston
branch of Socialist Action hosted a small
but important forum titled "New England
Labor vs. Corporate Greed."

Mike Fliss, a worker at the General
Motors plant in Framingham, Mass., was
the first speaker. Fliss, a member of United
Auto Workers Local 422, examined the
recent "indefinite" closing of the plant in
the context of growing capitalist over-
production and the class struggle.

The auto industry suffers from massive
overcapacity, with U.S. manufacturers
alone capable of producing an estimated 5
million more cars than the market can
absorb by 1990; non-U.S. makers are
facing even greater overcapacity.

GM is laying off tens of thousands of
workers and has announced plans to close a
dozen or more plants in coming months.
These closures are by no means indis-
criminate.

As Fliss pointed out, Framingham and
five other factories in North America,
including one each in Canada and Mexico,
produce two of the top five best-selling cars
in the United States (the Cutlass Ciera and
the Chevrolet Celebrity).

Sales of these models have fallen far less
than for other comparable GM cars. Yet
Framingham was closed while GM
management stepped up production in
Mexico.

The reason Framingham was singled out,
Fliss explained, is that workers there had
refused to submit to the speed-up scheme
otherwise known as the "team concept.” In
fact, the bosses went out of their way to
cite "problems with labor relations" as a
factor in the decision to close the plant,

Cornerstone principles

The ultimate responsiblity for the
thousands of layoffs at Framingham and
elsewhere lies on the bosses and their
anarchic system. But Fliss pointed out that
the GM management has been capable of
whipsawing union local against union local
only because of the weakness and
conciliationism of the present labor
leadership.

For example, Donald Ephlin, UAW vice
president, is a leading supporter of the
"team concept.” And the UAW leadership
has been compromising individual contracts
by dealing with each car company
separately. It then paints the contracts in
unjustified rosy terms.

Fliss discussed the efforts of the Stand-
Up Coalition at Framingham and of similar
caucuses in other plants in providing an
alternative program more faithful to the
"cornerstone principles of our union: to
increase our standard of living, to eliminate
competition between workers, and to create

jobs for all who need work."

Laurie Haapenen, an organizer for UAW
Region 9A, was the second speaker. The
focus of her talk was the service sector—
and office workers in particular. Tradition-
ally unorganized, these people "generally
don't consider themselves workers or part of
the working class," she said.

Haapenen described common work
conditions for an office worker—long days,
low pay, speed-up, no respect, sexual
harassment. Stress is "nearly as high as

that of an assembly-line worker," she
emphasized.

Unfortunately, a relatively small
proportion of office workers is organized.
But the picture is changing as growing
numbers seek unionization; the Boston area
alone boasts several major drives. [Excerpts
from Haapenen's speech are reprinted on
this page.]

The unions in Maine

Greg Guckenberg, a member of
Shipbuilders Local 6 in Bath, Maine, was

Oil Workers prepare
, —— |

As oil negotiations begin, over 50 Oil, Chemical, and Atomic Workers
(OCAW) union members picketed the Chevron Corp. headquarters in San
Francisco on Jan. 25. OCAW's opposition to concessions has attracted
many young workers to the union. Contracts begin expiring at the end of
January.
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the final speaker. "Maine unions have been
very much in the news over the past three
years," he pointed out.

Four major strikes, "steps in a
progression of learning experiences,” have
occurred during the last three years: Bath
Iron Works (1985); Guilford Transportation
and the Maine Central Railroad (1986);
Boise-Cascade at Rumford, Maine (1986);
and International Paper (IP) at Jay, Maine
(ongoing since June 1987).

All of the strikes were against conces-
sionary contracts. With the Jay strike,
however, "the solidarity and preparedness of
the union was a surprise to many
unionists" as well as to the bosses,
Guckenberg said.

The Jay local's public meetings of more
than 1000 (in a town of 4000) were
"inspiring and unlike anything I've seen in
the labor movement before," he reported.
The local's leaders have taken it upon
themselves to lead the entire union.

Despite tremendous efforts, Guckenberg
stressed, the Jay strikers "didn't do the one
thing they had to do—stop production at
the mill. The longer the strike goes on, the
harder it is to do this because support
becomes dissipated and the membership
demoralized."

A new strategy is needed

Guckenberg then examined the conditions
of the years during which the present labor
leadership was "trained"—that is, the post-
World War II period of relative labor peace
in the United States that was bought by
business to ensure their looting of the rest
of the world.

Now the U.S. capitalists are increasingly
squeezed by foreign competition. They also
face "the continuing spread of unrest
represented especially by the Cuban Revo-
lution and the Vietnamese Revolution." So
they seek "to take away our past gains and
convert them into cash for themselves."

"Their strategy has become clear,"
Guckenberg continued. "Where they can't
destroy the union, they close the plant.
Where a buck can't be made, people will -
starve. Where resistance is strong, bring in
the National Guard!"

"And especially,” he said, "they rely on
those union bureaucrats who never had to
fight, never learned how to fight, and have
no intention of leading a fight."

A new generation of labor leadership will
develop in today's climate of confrontation
and struggle. "What we need,"” Guckenburg
said, "is a new strategy. A strategy that
recognizes that this is a class society, that
the workers have interests that have
nothing in common with those of the
employers.”

That goal demands an end to the unions’
reliance on the Democratic Party and an end
to their dependence on the courts to settle
labor disputes. "We must get the unions
out from behind the skirts of the lawyers
and the politicians,” Guckenberg said.

"We need new ways," he concluded, "and
we need to rediscover the old ways to make
our strikes effective and our voices heard."

Dave Walsh/Socialist Action

Laurie Haapenen
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The following are major excerpts from
the talk given by Laurie Haapenen at the
forum on "New England Labor vs.
Corporate Greed,” sponsored by the Boston
branch of Socialist Action on Dec. 12,
1987.

Office workers are the sweatshop factory
workers of today (and of the future). At
least 85 percent of us are female, and it is
seen as a job ghetto for women. A lot of us
are single parents.

The stress of clerical work is nearly as
high as that of assembly-line workers.
VDT (video-display terminal) users report
more stress on the job than any occupation
ever studied—including air-traffic con-
trollers. Female clerical workers experience
coronary heart disease twice more often
than other working women.

If the health risks aren't enough, some
terminal users are frequently monitored by a
supervisor and reprimanded if they make
too many errors or don't work fast enough.
And you thought computers were supposed
to enhance your worklife! Instead, the boss
can demand five or 10 draft revisions
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because "the computer will do it."

Fortunately, secretaries are beginning to
see their jobs for what they really are. They
are looking toward unionization as a
solution to low pay, high stress, and no
respect.

Clerical organizing is really nothing
new, although every article written on it
lately claims it is the latest rage in
organizing. Anyone familiar with American
labor history of the 1930s and '40s knows
that massive union organizing took place,
and the office was no exception. My union,
the UAW, was organizing the white-collar
sector 40 years ago.

But the more traditional and conservative
unions didn't organize women, because they
felt we were "unorganizable.”" Many union
officials sadly still hold to this miscon-
ception—but they are hopelessly out of
touch.

For example, in the 1930s, when the
auto industry was first organized, wives of
striking autoworkers organized the
Women's Auxiliary Brigades. They kept the
sit-down strikers fed and they picketed in
support outside the plants. Although not

union members as such, they made the
strike a success, and this built the union
movement.

Today we see images of flight attendants,
teachers, nurses, and chambermaids fighting
for their rights on the job and for their
unions.

There is a move today to return women
to the home. With the advent of personal
computers, women will be able to work at
home on a VDT, and there will be no
"office” to go to every day. The boss will
still be able to monitor her work via the
computer.

This will "dis-organize" the workforce.
Unions should soundly oppose this form of
subcontracting out to women at home. At
the same time, they should be organizing
all office workers who remain unorganized.

Divisions between male and female,
union and non-union, Black and white,
should be opposed by all of the organized
labor movement. We are all allies... White-
collar employees have to realize that they
are part of the working class, too. And thr -
will, I'm certain.



‘The struggle of the
Palestinians will continue...’

The following are major excerpts from an interview
with Ralph Schoenman which was broadcast on KPFK
Radio in Los Angeles on Jan. 14, 1988.

Schoenman, former general secretary of the Bertrand
Russell Peace Foundation, has been involved for over 30
years in solidarity work with the Palestinian people. He
was interviewed by Suzi Weissman on her show,
"Portraits of the USSR.” The excerpts are reprinted with
permission.

Suzi Weissman: Welcome back to "Portraits of the
USSR." Today we are going to discuss the civil war in
Israel. T understand you have some recent information
about the situation in Palestine.

Ralph Schoenman: I got a report from friends of
mine in Dheisheh camp, which is the most militant
Palestinian camp in the West Bank and is located in the
outskirts of Bethlehem. Dheisheh has been subjected to
continuous repression by the Israelis for over 20 years.

What the Israelis have done in the last couple of days
is to seal the camps. They have put up concrete barriers
in front of the entrances and exits so that no one can go

Ralph Schoenman

in or out. And they have prevented food and medical
supplies from going in.

They are doing the same thing in Gaza, the Jabalya,
the Beach Camp, and elsewhere. In fact the United
Nations officials are reporting that when the children are
going to the U.N. depots to get powdered milk, the
soldiers are shooting at them and beating them with
sticks.

So essentially what the Israeli army is doing is
attempting to create a series of Warsaw Ghettos by
starving out the camps—preventing food, water, and
medical supplies from getting in.

Weissman: When I started out this program I referred
to recent events as a civil war. Perhaps I should
reformulate this to say a war on the Palestinians by the
Israeli state.

Schoenman: It is certainly a civil uprising, an open
insurgency, a rebellion on the part of the Palestinian
people. And, as the papers have begun to make clear, it
is not confined to the territories occupied since 1967, but
includes the territories occupied before 1967—the
territories that are called Israel proper, or what is known
as the territory inside the "Green Line."

Weissman: Could you describe for the listeners what
the nature of the conflict is today?

Schoenman: To understand what is going on in
Gaza and the West Bank you have to appreciate the day-
to-day conditions under which people live. One cannot
plant a tomato or an eggplant in the West Bank or Gaza
without a military permit—which is not issued. You
can't white-wash a house. You can't repair a window.
You can't sink a well. You can't have a cassette which
has Palestinian national songs.

The military law under which people live is that which
the British had imposed during the Mandate, and which
ironically enough the Jewish jurists at the time
designated as worse than the laws that had been adopted
during the Hitler rule in Germany. These are the laws
which govern Palestinian life today throughout the
territories.

It means that anybody can be detained or arrested
without charge, without notification to family, without
habeas corpus, without any due process—and can be
"disappeared.” This is a day-to-day constant of Pales-
tinian life.

Weissman: Are you talking about just the West

Bank and Gaza or Israel itself?

Schoenman: The conditions inside the "Green Line"
for Palestinians are equally onerous, but a little bit
different. These conditions of military rule existed from
1948 to 1967. In 1967 military rule was modified for
Palestinians, but one has to bear in mind that the process
through which Palestine was colonized is only
marginally different from what we see today in the West
Bank and Gaza.

The Zionists represented approximately 29 percent of
the population in 1947 and had about 6 percent of the
land. And that land was largely obtained by force of
arms. When Palestine was partitioned, the Zionists were
given 55 percent of the most fertile lands.

But between the time that the United Nations
partitioned Palestine and the time that the Israeli state
was formally declared, the Zionist militia had already
seized 75 percent of the land and had driven out 800,000
Palestinians. In that period, they systematically razed to
the ground 385 towns and villages, out of the total of
475 towns and villages of Palestine. They were literally
wiped off the face of the map.

Weissman: After these settlements were destroyed,
what became of the inhabitants?

Schoenman: The inhabitants were in large majority
driven out. Approximately 800,000 Palestinians were
driven out, leaving approximately 138,000 in Palestine.
The 90 remaining villages and towns had their land con-
fiscated without compensation. So effectively what was
done was to steal almost the entirety of Palestinian land.

The Jewish National Fund estimates that the figure
was as high as 90 percent of the land. The value of that
land and property is estimated by the United Nations at
$300 billion.,

The Israeli state is really a function of piracy. It is the
result of the sustained plunder of the Palestinian people
and the seizure of their land and property. The slaughter
that took place in Deir Yasin and other Palestinian
villages in 1947-48 was designed to create a panic that
would cause people to flee for their lives. This is the
process through which the Palestinian exodus was
accomplished.

So the conditions in which the Palestinians live in
pre-1967 Israel are no less onerous than those facing the
people in the West Bank and Gaza. '

Weissman: Then what happened in 1967 to make
things worse?

Schoenman: In 1967 the Israeli state expanded and
absorbed the West Bank and Gaza and the Golan Heights.
It imposed on the territories the conditions that I had
mentioned earlier of military rule. One thing to bear in
mind is that the absence of any formal rights means that

(continued on next page)
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Regional peace conference will
compromise Palestinian rights

By RALPH SCHOENMAN

On Jan. 10, 1988, Al-Fajr, a Jerusalem
Palestinian weekly, published an ad signed
by prominent Jews and Arabs living in the
United States which called for an end to the
Israeli occupation of the West Bank and the
Gaza Strip.

In the ad the signatories offer their
political perspective for "resolving the
violence" in Palestine. They write:

"We Jews and Arabs believe that conti-
nuation of the occupation will only lead to
more violence. We support a peaceful
resolution of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
to ensure both Israeli and Palestinian
national rights. So do a growing number of
Israelis, including former Defense Minister
Ezer Weissman,

"We call for an end to the occupation
through the convening of an international
peace conference on the Middle East with
the participation of all parties to the Arab-
Israeli conflict, including Israel and the
P.L.O."

In an interview with the Reuters press
service on Jan. 18, Hanna Siniora, editor of
Al Fajr, specified how Israeli and Pales-
tinian "national rights" might be ensured at
such an international peace conference.

Siniora called for "an association among
Israel, Jordan, and a Palestinian state like
that of the Benelux countries — with a de-
militarized West Bank as the Luxemburg."

"Palestinians, including Arafat, would
accept autonomy as an interim step toward
independence,” Siniora said. "Autonomy is
a step that would lead eventually to
negotiations between the state of Israel and
the P.L.O., ending in a Palestinian state
emerging as a result of those negotiations."

Siniora met with Secretary of State
George Shultz in Washington on Jan. 28 to
discuss this proposal.

The call for a Middle East peace
conference has likewise been endorsed by a
number of presidential candidates, including
the Rev. Jesse Jackson.

"Overtures from Arafat for talks with
Israel ought to be welcomed,” Jackson said.
"When the United States gives up the right
to talk to the Palestinians, it gives up its
right to protect Israel."

Jackson said that ever since his meeting
with Arafat eight years ago, he has realized
that it would be possible "to move the
P.L.O. from its position of destruction and

frustration to one of mutual recognition."
(San Francisco Examiner, Jan, 20, 1988)

Defusing the powder keg

The strategy of the United States and
Israel has always had one core objective:
the eradication of the Palestinian resistance.

In the aftermath of the recent Palestinian
uprising in the West Bank and Gaza, a
growing wing of the U.S. ruling class has

met by writing stringent, enforceable
safeguards into a formal treaty, denying the
new [Palestinian] state any armed force of
its own and limiting the numbers and kinds
of weapons available to its police.

"As a further safeguard, the settlement
could require installation of surveillance
posts larger, more numerous and more ef-
fective than those now functioning in the
Sinai under Israel's peace agreement with

“The appeal for mutual recognition and for a

peace conference to set up a Palestinian
‘rump state’ will do no service to the
Palestinian people.”

joined the call for the establishment of a
Palestinian "mini-state" in the West Bank
as a means toward accomplishing this
objective and preventing the "destabiliza-
tion" of the entire Arab East.

George Ball, who served as under
secretary of state under the Kennedy and
Johnson administrations, recently spelled
out how the United States and Israel should
approach an international peace conference.
Ball's article, which is titled "Peace for
Israel hinges on a state for Palestinians,"
states the following:

"Israel's security worries could be largely

Egypt." (Los Angeles Times, Jan. 17,
1988)

Ball explains that the establishment of
what he openly admits would be a "rump
Palestinian state in the West Bank" is a
matter of urgency. "If the United States
does not seriously seek to bring the parties
together,” Ball warns, "the...warfare in the
Holyland will spread and intensify; sooner
or later, the neighboring Arab states—even
Egypt—will be dragged into the
maelstrom.”

The "maelstrom" that this imperialist
spokesperson so strongly fears is the

Donald ljcCallum

emancipation of the Arab masses of the
region from the Israeli colonial-settler state;
from the feudal sheiks of the Gulf and
Arabian peninsula; and from the Egyptian
regime, which has reduced the workers and
peasants of Egypt to a level of poverty
unknown even under King Farouk.

"Crackpot realism"

The appeal for mutual recognition and for
a peace conference to set up a Palestinian
"rump state" will do no service to the
Palestinian people.

Those who call for mutual recognition
argue that there are two peoples and that
each should be entitled to national rights—
that is, a state. The Palestinians, it is
implied, should close the book on pre-1967
Israel and settle for a statelet on the West
Bank and Gaza.

Others who hold this position have
argued on the basis of "realism" that only
by accepting the fact of the Israeli state can
the Jews be induced to support the idea of
Palestinian statehood.

These views are based upon a profound
misunderstanding of the nature of the
conflict and of the dangerous consequences
of such advocacy.

Peace is inconceivable between a racist
Israeli enclave —where even the "socialist"
Mapam Party excludes Palestinians from
full membership in its kibbutzim—and the
Arab peoples of the region.

No Palestinian could recognize Israel in
good faith. Some 90 percent of the land in
Israel is administered by the Jewish
National Fund under rules which require
that those who lease or settle land prove
that they descend from a Jewish mother,
grandmother, and great-grandmother.

If, in the United States, we had to prove
the absence of Jewish maternal ancestry to
enjoy elementary rights no one would
doubt the racist character of such a state.

Not one Zionist grouping supports even
a "separate but equal" Palestinian state.
Even the best of them insist that Israel
maintain its full military might while the
Palestinians are disarmed.

The Labor Alignment and Likkud reject
even this. To advance the view that a
Palestinian state would be permitted by any

Zionist government is to succumb to what
C. Wright Mills called "crackpot realism."

As to the illusion that the recognition of

... Palestinian struggle

(continued from preceding page)

torture is the standard procedure imposed on every
prisoner.

Since 1967, for example, in Gaza and the West Bank,
300,000 Palestinians have been through Israeli prisons,
and torture is institutionalized and constant. This has
been acknowledged by most of the established news-
papers in Europe, and Amnesty International has
documented it thoroughly. In fact, the Amnesty report of
October 1986 was particularly detailed.

Amnesty reports, "Israel brutally tortures Arab
prisoners, violates their basic human rights, detains them
illegally, expels them over the borders, and thwarts any
attempt to publicize the truth with regard to these
matters."

The report is very specific and detailed as to the
methods that are employed. People are beaten all over
their body, deprived of their sleep. Sacks are put on
people's heads. Electric torture is applied routinely.

Weissman: There was a report, I believe in
yesterday's New York Times, about five schoolchildren
who were treated this way. These were children ages 10
to 14 who were taken and beaten up.

Schoenman: Children as young as 8 have been held
in prisons under these conditions and tortured. These are
not random acts, aberrant acts on the part of particularly
sadistic prison guards. It is institutionalized. It is
systematic.

The study that Mya Shone and I did for the United
Nations—which is going to be published in an enlarged
version called "Prisoners of Israel"—documents the
sustained nature of the torture in prison after prison, not
only in the West Bank and Gaza, but in the pre-1967
prisons of Israel as well.

Weissman: Why is it that there has been such a
conspiracy of silence in this country about the real
situation in Israel?

Schoenman: In the United States there has been a
particular effort to preserve the myths about Zionism and
about Israel because of the indispensable role that the
Israeli state has played for U.S. imperialism in the
region.

After all, over $90 billion have been supplied to Israel
since 1948. The Israeli state is really a complete creature
and extension of U.S. imperialism in the region. The
established press has been extremely careful to promote
myths about the presumptive Israeli democracy and to
keep from the public the apartheid nature of the state and
its brutality toward the Palestinian population.

It's been very difficult in the United States, as you are
aware, to puncture the myths about the Zionist state
because any attempt to discuss dispassionately the actual
behavior of the Israeli state is met with charges of anti-
Semitism. People are intimidated and afraid to discuss
what they would not hesitate to discuss in Chile or
Bulgaria or South Africa. It is a form of intellectual
terrorism.,

Weissman: But the uprising in the last month has
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received what I would say is a qualitatively different
coverage by the establishment media. It seems to be
much more sympathetic to the conditions of life in the
West Bank and Gaza Strip.

We're seeing things in the United States that only
people who wanted to know about before would have
known about. Is that your perception as well? And if it
is, why is this so? Is policy changing?

Schoenman: I think what you're saying is correct.
There has been a tremendous amount of press coverage
that has shown the face of Zionism to the world in a way
that hasn't happened before. But that is a function of the
magnitude of the uprising. It's the self-activation of the
Palestinian masses which has forced upon the established
media the reality of the conditions under which the
Palestinian people live.

The specter of revolution in the entire region of the
Arab East is haunting the ruling class in the United
States. I think that the Palestinian upsurge is inducing
them to report things by way of sending a message to
the Zionist rulers that they've got to cut some sort of
deal.

The Zionists are receiving pressure to concede some
little "Bantustan” [rural slums in South Africa where
Blacks are confined] in the West Bank to the
Palestinians, the better to quiet this uprising on the part
of the population.

I don't think, however, that the Zionists are going to
accede even to this modest demand.



WHY ARE OUR TRooPS KILLING

WASSERMAN, BOSTON GLOBE. L A TIMES SYNDICATE

PALESTINIAN KIDS ON THE WEST BANK?Z

OUR SOLDIERS ARE DEFENDING THEM-
SELVES AGAINST RoCk-THROWING: MOBS

On May 13, 1987, A. Vasilyev, the
assistant director of the Institute of
Africa of the U.S.S.R. Academy of
Sciences, wrote an article in the
Moscow daily Izvestia in support of
the idea of an international conference
on the Middle East. Vasilyev's article
is revealing:

"To put an end to the Arab-Israeli
conflict, the Soviet Union favors an
international peace conference... A
close examination of our proposals
will show that they do not encroach on
the rights and security of Israel... The
existence of the state of Israel cannot
be debated at an international
conference.”

Vasilyev's support to Israel and his
concern for its security—the rationale
the Zionist state has always used to
crush the Palestinian people—should
come as no surprise. The Soviet
Union, along with the United States,
was one of the first to recognize the
Zionist state in 1948.

It is nonetheless somewhat surpri-
sing that on Jan. 19, 1988, at the very

\

Gorbachev's proposals signal )
rapprochement with Israel

moment the Israeli government was
imposing a policy of collective pun-
ishment upon the insurgent people of
the West Bank and Gaza, the Soviet
Union announced that an Israeli
delegation would be welcomed in
Moscow to discuss the resumption of
diplomatic relations.

The Soviet bureaucracy broke off
ties with Israel following the 1967
Middle East war. But within the last
year the Soviet Union has established a
consulate in Israel. Moreover, accord-
ing to the Washington Post (Jan. 20,
1988), "Moscow has said that ties
[with Israel] could be resumed in the
course of a Middle East settlement
process, dropping its insistence that
Israel first retreat from territories
occupied in 1967."

This is just one more example of
what Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev
meant when he promised Ronald
Reagan that he would help promote
"regional stability” in key areas of the
world. —R.S.
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the state of Israel would remove a weapon
from Zionism, quite the opposite would
occur. The Zionist politicians would then
be able to say that even the "terrorists"
have been forced to accept Israel.

They would say that 40 years of "irra-
tional intransigence" were responsible for
the conflict and that at last it is clear that
the only Palestinians with whom Israel can
deal are the ones who all along accepted the
Israeli state.

Jesse Jackson's denunciations of the
P.L.O.'s past positions of "destruction and
frustration” and his appeal for "mutual
recognition” play right into the hands of
the Zionists. Jackson's strong implication
is that the Palestinians have gotten what
they deserved over the years.

Were South Africans to advocate an

international conference predicated upon the
preservation of the South African regime,
the guarantee of its security, and the
policing of a Black entity by the apartheid
regime itself, no one would fail to see the
social and political meaning of such a
proposition.

An international conference designed to
legitimize the security interests of apartheid
Israel in exchange for a Palestinian

BUT THESE ARE SCHOOL CHILDREN /
THEY AREN'T PLO GUERRILLAS /

from Egypt to the Gulf.

It was but a few years ago that no
Palestinian nationalist would dare associate
him or herself with so blatant an effort to
betray the long years of struggle for
Palestinian self-determination and emanci-
pation, let alone translate the Palestinian
cause into a plea for arole in preserving the
status quo in the region—with its grinding
poverty and relentless exploitation and
subordination to U.S. imperialist control.

Anotherﬂ strategy needed

The rights of the Palestinian people can
never be advanced in this way.

The alternative is before us in the
upsurge of the Palestinian masses. The
struggle awaits a political strategy which
poses the need to dismantle the Zionist
state of Israel and to establish a democratic
and secular Palestine.

Such a program was first advanced by
Arafat's Fatah organization in 1968—
though it has since been shunted aside in

AND THEY WONT BE

favor of the "mini-state" proposal. The
democratic Palestine of Fatah's vision was
one "in which Jews and Palestinians would
live as equals and without discrimination."

Arafat described his proposal as follows:

"We were saying 'no' to the Zionist state,
but we were saying 'yes' to the Jewish
people of Palestine. To them we were
saying, 'You are welcome to live in our
land, but on one condition—You must be
prepared to live among us as equals, not as
dominators."

We in this country must not advocate a
peace based on acquiescence, a peace based
on a "Bantustan" policed by Israel and its
agents.

We must link our demands for the release
of all the political prisoners in the West
Bank and Gaza and for an end to the
deportations of Palestinian activists to
demands which address the root of the
conflict in the Middle East—that is, the
very existence of the state of Israel.

And for that we must campaign to end
all U.S. aid to the Israeli state. ]

The hidden

New Socialist Action pamphlet!

This pamphlet by Ralph
Schoenman, former general
secretary of the Bertrand Russell
Peace Foundation and author
of the U.N. report ‘Prisoners of
Israel,’ discusses the origins
and sordid history of Zionism.

With thorough documentation,
it shatters the myths that color

"Bantustan” can never be viable except if a
Palestinian leadership were to provide this
plan with protective coloration.

Such an outcome will merely hand to the
P.L.O. the unenviable task of policing the
Palestinian people and of converting self-
determination into another sad replica of the
country-selling regimes which plague the
Arab masses—from Jordan to Syria and

history of
Zionism

by Ralph Schoenman

the consciousness of most peo-
ple in this society about Zionism.

‘The Hidden History of Zionism’
96 pages. Price: $3.00. Send
$1.00 for postage. Order today.

Weissman: Ralph, the news director of the station
has just walked in with a dispatch from Associated Press
which says that "Palestine Liberation Organization chief
Yasir Arafat is offering to make a deal with Israel and the
United States. He says that if those countries agree to an
international conference on Middle East peace, he will
recognize Israel's right to exist. The White House says
this could be an encouraging sign..."

There has been a lot of noise about an international
conference to discuss a negotiated solution. What do you
make of this noise? '

Schoenman: An international conference in which
the Israeli state and its sponsor, the United States, are the
principal participants is a conference which would be
designed to find a formulation that is compatible with
imperialism holding its sway in the region and which
would be predicated upon legitimizing and preserving the
Israeli state.

You cannot short-circuit the process through which
people have to struggle for their emancipation from
brutal forms of rule of this nature.

The P.L.O., which has been the national expression of
the Palestinian people, has never followed through on a
political program or strategy for the populations of the

West Bank or Gaza, or for that matter for the people -

within Israel itself.

At a certain stage of the P.L.O.'s development, a
program for Palestine—that of a democratic and secular
Palestine—was put forward. This would be a Palestine
where rights would be granted to anyone regardless of

ethnicity and religion. But in the recent period, the

P.L.O. has abandoned this perspective, focusing instead
upon what they call an "independent state" or a "two-
state solution"—which is based upon accepting the
continued existence of the Israeli state.

The Israeli state, as I mentioned before, with its $90
billion subsidy over the past 40 years, is nothing but an
extension of U.S. power in the region. It can only exist
upon a base of exploited Palestinian labor and expansion.
Ido not regard an international conference as offering any
prospects for the emancipation of the Palestinian people.

Weissman: It seems to me historically what you've
had is two nationalisms confronting each other: Jewish
nationalism, otherwise known as Zionism, and
Palestinian nationalism. I'd like you to continue your
discussion on what you think can be expected to come
out of these recent events...

Schoenman: I don't accept your formulations of two
nationalisms, of Jewish vs. Palestinian nationalism in
the area. The Zionist movement is a colonial movement
analogous to the colonial movements in Algeria or
Southern Rhodesia.

I don't think anyone would say that in Rhodesia there
were two nationalisms: European nationalism and
African nationalism. Everybody understood that what
was existing in Rhodesia was a colonial-settler state.
And that is what we have in Israel: a colonial-settler state
in which the people who came as settlers came with
arms or came to live on land that had been taken by force
of arms from the indigenous population.

Weissman: We probably will have to discuss this at
some other time. We only have one minute left. I am
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gqing to give it to you to wrap up and say what you
think will come out of the situation.

Schoenman: I would just like to reiterate that we
have to recognize that the state of Israel and the Zionist
movement have been mythologized, that what we have

‘here is a colonial movement modeled after the South

African and Rhodesian colonial ideas of the late 19th
century.

The struggle of the Palestinian people will continue.
The attempts on the part of many in the leadership of the
P.L.O. to cut the struggle short or to settle for less than
the emancipation of their people cannot, in my
judgment, succeed in the long run.

To my way of thinking, what has happened now in the
past six to eight weeks in the West Bank and Gaza is the
beginning of the generalized uprising of the Palestinian
population in the territories, which is inevitably going
to take on an increasingly political form.

I think the question of where the struggle goes turns in
large part upon the emergence of a leadership from
within the Palestinian struggle which.poses the alter-
native of a Palestine without Zionism, of a Palestine
which is not based upon rights flowing from ethnicity or
from religious affiliations.

The future of the struggle of the Palestinian people is
tied up with a political strategy which addresses itself to
the working-class Jews as well, and which calls upon the
Jews to join with the Palestinians in a struggle for a
democratic and secular Palestine, in the struggle for a
socialist society in Palestine and the Middle East. |
























