RESOLUTION ON CENTRAL AMERICA AND THE ANTI-WAR FHOVEWENT (draft) Dave F.

1. The.United States government is on the verge of . launching a major war in
Central America. The next two to three months are the. decisive turning point
in which the’direction of policy will be detérmined. During this period,
especially immediately after theSalvadoran "elections" exercize, U.S. imper-
ialism has two options: (a) an open-ended and essentially unlimited military
commitment to the Salvadoran junta, leading inevitably to the introduction of
substantial foreign troops (Aggentinean, Chilean, possibly Honduran) and the
takeover of the Salvadoran officer corps by several hundred U.S. officers
my8querading as "advisers;" removal of restraints on aid to the Guatemalan
dictatorship; a large-scale counter-revolutionary war of attrition or even,

as an outside chance, a direct invasion of Nicaragua; or (b) accepting
nerotiayions ‘with the Salvadoran popular revolutionary forces in the context
of the liexlcan "Caribbean peace plan;" continuing pressure on Nicaragua tut
with the aim of blackmailing it to withdraw support from the Salvadorans rather
tha trying (at this stage) to overthrow the FSLN; hopins in this way to break
up the Salvadoran popular forces' unity and preserve the risht-wing Salvadoran
military apparatus for future use.-

Uf these, option (b) is by far.the more rational; however, in the context of
a general ideological crisis of the right caused by the failures of-Reéaganomics,
etc., option (a) is a real.and frightening possibility.

It should be noted that tption’ %a) leads inexorably toward all-out regional
war, for the following reason:. any effective counter-insurgency irn: EX Salvadox,
i.e. massive enourh intervention to 'secure" the cities and d&prive” the FDR/FHLN
of secure rural strongholds =~- through search-and-destroy,’ napalming villages,
etc. -- would: force the Fill to establish bases instead in Honduras'and
Guatemala, directly linking up with insurgent forces insideé thoése countries and
effectively erasins all borders. A serious military effort to ‘overghrow the
Nicaraguan government would have similar results. The situation of full-scale
regional war would make direct and large-scale U.S. intervention increasingly
unavoidable, with 1nca1culab1e consequences.

2. Whether imperialism chooses. option (a) or (b), a massive anti-war movement
in the U.S8, i5 desperately needed.Its demands and strategies should be clear.,‘
U.S. out of Central America, no support to the dictatorships; mobilize on .
campuses, in the unions and the churches for. every form of visible opposition

to U.S. intervention,
Fortunate ¥, su 'a movement exists. It 1s multi-centered, ‘rdnfing from the

established leadership of many churches, to traditional peace ﬂroups like the
iiobe, left fron rroups such as PAI/APC, and locally based latin’America
solidarity groups: of -various kinds. However, the movement does have a visible
and dynamic left-wing center-at the present time, the U.S. Committee in
Solidarity With the People of El Salvador ( CISPES) With hundreds of chapters,
with the potential to tuild at least as many new ones, as the center of a broad
coalition orranizing actions like the iiarch 27 mobilization in” washington
against: the U.S. ‘war in El' Salvador, and with effective- workinp'relations with”
representatives of the FDR, CISPES may already be more important than any
particular organizing center durin- the anti-Vietnam war movement. (Leaving
aside ‘the unique phenomenon of SDS).

3. Two sirnificant potential political pitfalls nay face the anti-intervention.
movement in the short-term future: the’ ‘dancer of a optins a Vnegotiations“
instead of‘"withdrawal'" position, and (related) the dan(er of beinh captured
by Congressionalnemocrats whb ‘ate rapidly coming out against the Reagan ‘policy.
Both thése potential pitfalls can be avoided if the movement continues to.
focus on tiilding mass actions. While the FDB/FuLV as representatives .of the
Salvadoran people have every right to demand negotiations, it is up to their
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Worth American allies to be sure that the anti-intervention movement does not
become demobilized if the. U.S. government opts for.policy (b) as outlined a.bove.
This can only be done. by consigtently educatikng and organizing around all
forms of intervention. The same stance will ensure the movement's 1ndependence
of the Congressional types (who in essence.constitute a llberal/Prarmatic

lobby for option (b), even though their present opposition to the disastrous
logic of the Reagan policy is tactically useful). In any case the liberal-
electoral‘trap,is far less serious in a non-Presidential election year than it
will ve in1984.

At the same time, in certain crucial respects this new movement: is already
more mature and serious than the last one. Ultraleftism -~ the kind 'of pick-
up—the—gun now rhetoric that helped wreck the .'60s movement .-~ has not surfaced.
The movement today is also more conscious in organically linking issues of
intervention abroad and the .social-economic crisis at home. No one has put
forward the kind of"single-issue anti-war movement" formulas that served as
a conservatizing dra; on thé anti-war mobilizations of the late 1960s.

4, In addition to the anti-intervention, CentralAmerican solidarity tront, . there
is another.important front.of the new anti-war struggle: that is, the movement
for nuclear disarmament inspired in part by the European example. Toward this
movement ,  we should present the:idea:of the demand for unilateral disarmament,
Without pro-Stalinist- or. pacifist illusions- (See Changes, iiarch 1982 review

of Protest and Survive for a summary of this positioni. The conference sponsored
by the NY Solidarity. Support Campaifn (April 17), ‘bringing together support of
Polisk Solidarity;:disarmament and ElSalvador, is an exemplary way of raising

a revolutionary third-camp. approach. For reasons arcued in a supplementary
resolution to this document, we feel that in most Places I.S. resources should.
be placed more into theCentralAmerica solidarity component of the broader
anti-war struggle.

5. The I.S. needs to develop informed, critical analysis of the revolutionary
movements in Central America.The complexity of issues posed by the- differing

' stratericiand tactical orientations of differing groups in the reévolutionary
fronts, the paucity of reliable information on workers' struggles, etc., are
such that this will require at least a couple of comrades fluent in Spanish

to becomelentral America experts for the I.S. Reliance on English langua-é-
sources. makes it impossible to sort out hard facts from the ideolo;ical peedil-
ections of whoever did the writing....

The following are the.very rough framework within which detailed and concrete
analyses must be developed° -

(1) the victory of the revolutionary movements in CentralAmerica, FSLII,
FDR/FHLN, (GUP (Guatemala), etc. is the pre-condition for overcoming the
imperialist enforced backwardness, poverty and oppression suffered by the
peoples o6f that region.

(ii) @e must be unconditional: supporters of these revolutionary movements,
especially the Nicaraguan revolution, against imperialism while remaining prin-
cipled defenders of workers' democracy in Iicaragua (e.r. trade union rishts)

even where this position is unpopular in the movement .
iii) efforts at orranizing urban-based and workin/ class movements have been

stronrest in Guatemala, less so, although sirnificant in El Salvador and least
(up to the v1ctory in 19?9) in Nicararua, and are now hampered by terroristic
repression by theSalvadoran and Guatemalan regimes.

(1v) vwe must’ pay careful attention to a very rapidly changing situation,
especially the maneuvers of the i.exican. government; in which thé options to be
chosen by the U.S. for all-out war or negotiations’ will be determined; always
keeping in mind that our opposition to U. . intervention in any form is
complete and unconditional.’ 3/18/82




