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Kremlin attempts to
suppress Armenian

protests

MOSCOW’S RESPONSE to the demand of the Armenian
people for the re-attachment of the Nagorno-Karabakh district
to the Soviet Republic of Armenia was in fact announced by a
long article in Pravda on March 21 before any governmental
decision was made. This procedure managed to make a
mockery at the same time of the so-called orderly democratic
procedures of the Soviet state, of the independence of the
Soviet press and the new honest reporting that is supposed to
be an essential part of glasnost and perestroika.

In the face of a ban on demonstrations and the deployment
of police and military forces, the Armenian leaders called for a
passive general strike, a “dead city,” in Yerevan on March 26.
As we go to press, it is reported that the Soviet newspapers
themselves have recognized that the capital of
Nagorno-Karabakh was shut down by a strike. There are also
some reports that the protest was effective in Yerevan,
although the Soviet authorities have tried to prevent any
independent reports from coming out of the city.

GERRY FOLEY

MOTION and reason,” was
the title of the March 21 Prav-
da article. In the press of the
Stalinist bureaucracy, as in
the press of all governments that are set
above the masses, the aspirations of the
people represent “emotion,” and the inter-
ests of the rulers, “reason.” The original sin
of the Armenian protests, the article made
clear, was that they sought to mobilize
masses of people behind a demand on the
Soviet authorities.

“Indeed, a plenum of the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union [CPSU] is to be held on the
national question, where it will be consid-
ered in all its complexity and in a rounded
way. In fact, that was announced already at
the February plenum of the CC of the
CPSU, that is, many days before the events
in Nagomo-Karabakh and around it.

“However, judging by everything, it
seems that precisely this sober and busi-
nesslike approach was not to some people’s
liking. For true and consistent democratiza-
tion, they are trying to substitute a democ-
racy of mass meetings, a democracy of the
streets, in which emotions and passions
come to the fore.”

Deplorably, these actions were really

powerful. “On specific days in Armenia,
up to 60 enterprises in Armenia did not
function, and in the Nagorno-Karabakh au-
tonomous Oblast, work was in effect
paralyzed.”

The more than suspicious leadership of
the protests even sought to oust officials
opposed to the will of the people, some-
thing the authors were sure would have
shocked participants in the protests them-
selves: “We were able to be present at a
meeting of this committee [they call it the
“Karabakh Committee”] where its action
program was ratified. We think that if what
had been said on that day in the Writers’
Home, whose hall was obligingly put fully
at the disposal of the Committee, had been
said in [Yerevan’s] Opera Square, the
speakers would not have been interrupted
by applause. For example, the demand was
raised for dismissing and re-electing lead-
ers of enterprises and party bodies, for re-
calling people’s deputies and expelling
them all from the party if they obstructed
the formation of ‘Karabakh® base
committees.”

Even independent decisions by an offi-
cial, supposedly representative, body was
enough to shock the authors of the article.
In fact, they began by saying that “On Feb-

ruary 20, an event unprecedented in the re-
lations among the nations in our country
occurred. By a majority vote, the deputies
of the Oblast Soviet of Nagomo-Karabakh
adopted a resclution asking the Supreme
Soviet of the Azerbaidzhan and Armenian
S8Rs to transfer the Nagorno-Karabakh
Autonomous Oblast from Azerbaidzhan to
Armenia and requesting the Supreme So-
viet of the USSR consider the question.”

It must have been the decision by a divid-
ed (“majority”) vote that was “unprece-
dented.” There have in fact been territorial
readjustments between various republics
before, for example, between Kazakhstan
and Uzbekistan.

The article did pay its respects to glasnost
and perestroika by saying that, indeed, “the
time is over when there can only be one
opinion about any question.” But in this
case, it argued, the question was too deli-
cate to be a subject for public dispute,
which after all was an unreliable way of de-
termining the truth. If there was an objec-
tive basis for settling such questions, it was
around economic criteria.

Spurious economic
arguments

“When the territorial attachment of Na-
gorno-Karabakh was decided by the Com-
munists of the Caucasian Bureau of the
Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks),
they took into consideration above all in
which republic the region could develop
the fastest socially and economically, so
that the lives of the people would be
better.”

“A thousand ties over the past decades
have bound the Nagorno-Karabakh Auton-
omous Oblast to the Azerbaidzhani repub-
lic. Should this well-oiled mechanism be
destroyed? This would have a negative ef-
fect not only on the social and economic
situation in Nagormo-Karabakh and Azer-
baidzhan but in the entire country. And if,
by analogy, other regions started to satisfy
their own interests at the expense of other
peoples, what would happen then to the un-
ion of brother peoples, to the economy of
the country?”

At the same time, the article acknowl-
edged that the “well-oiled mechanism™ had
not functioned all that well, and the people
of Nagomo-Karabakh had real causes for
complaint. Moscow would remedy these by
special measures, such as pouring in extra
resources.

Pravda’s economic argument seemed to
be a good example of positions that could
not stand much exposure to “democracy of
mass meetings, democracy of the streets.”
Nagorno-Karabakh is a small area. How
could its transfer to the Armenia SSR have
a big effect on the Soviet economy as a
whole? Furthermore, it is separated from
the Armenian Soviet Socialist Republic by
only a small stretch of Azerbaidzhani
territory.

On the other hand, part of Azerbaidzhan
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is separated from the rest of that republic
by the Armenian SSR, the enclave of Nak-
hitchevan. According to Armenian protest-
ers, Armenians, originally a large majority,
have been reduced to a tiny minority of two
per cent in this little Azerbaidzhan beyond
Armenia.

Leaders of the Armenian protests claim
that the decision to grant Nagorno-
Karabakh to Azerbaidzhan was made per-
sonally by Stalin for the sake of diplomatic
relations between the USSR and Mustapha
Kemal’s Turkey, as well as with the nation-
alist movements of the Muslim peoples in
general.

What is there to convince the Armenians
that the Soviet authorities would not sacri-
fice their interests for the sake of realpoli-
tik? They are, after all, a small and isolated
people.

There are only two national questions in
the USSR that, by themselves, could really
threaten the power of the bureaucracy. One
of them is the Ukrainian question. The oth-
er is that of historically Muslim nations, of
which the strongest and most developed is
the Azerbaidzhani.

On the other hand, feelings of national
solidarity, even in small nations, have
proven to be very resistant even to the to-
talitarian steamroller. So far it has been
only the national movements that have
been able to mount mass opposition to the
Soviet bureaucratic rulers.

Vast and mysterious
“conspiracy” suggested

Pravda suggested that there was some-
thing sinister, some vast and mysterious
conspiracy behind the organization of the
Armenian protests. “The people coming
onto the streets and squares of Yerevan,
coming here from various parts of the re-
public, were well-organized, disciplined. A
role was played by a long premeditated,
carefully prepared organization to lead
‘popular agitations.” In the enterprises, in-
stitutes, Vuzes [centers of higher educa-
tion], ringleaders ‘suddenly’ appeared,
who knew beforehand where and at what
time to lead people and what slogans to
chant. What is more, if anyone refused to
go to the mass meetings, they were publi-
cly shamed, virtually called traitors to the
nation and forced to go to the meetings.”

National solidarity at high points can be
extremely powerful. The Soviet bureaucra-
cy experienced this both in the occupation
of Hungary and Czechoslovakia. In 1968,
it made a point of warning the Czechs and
Slovaks about trusting in such slogans as
“Ten million hearts beat as one,” which
had been raised by the Hungarians resisting
the bureaucratic counter-revolution im-
posed by Soviet troops in 1956. Ironically,
this very article provoked another example.

The bureaucratic rulers tried to give it an
“internationalist” facade by publishing it
over the signatures of Pravda’s Armenian
correspondent, Yu. Arakelian; its Azer-

baidzhani correspondent, Z. Kadymbekov;
and a Russian “special correspondent,” G.
Ovcharenko. This unsubtle maneuver ex-
ploded in the Soviet authorities’ faces
when the Armenian “signatory” publicly
disavowed the article. It was an unheard-of
act of courage by a Soviet journalist. It is
difficult to imagine that he would have
dared to do it if he had not felt the power of
Armenian unity.

The article did not make any concrete ac-
cusations about who or what was behind
the Armenian protests. It only hinted at ob-
scure “organized” and “prepared” forces,
without naming names or offering any evi-
dence other than innuendo. It seemed to
make an amalgam between Armenian na-
tionalists and local officials opposed to
Gorbachev’s reforms or fearful of being
exposed for their incompetence. It asserted,
for example:

“Nonetheless [despite the assignment of
the area to Azerbaidzhan in 1923], the
problem of Nagomo-Karabakh has arisen
again more than once, as a rule in those
moments when it was advantageous to one
or another ruler of Armenia to distract the
attention of the public from the mass of un-
solved economic and social problems, from
the improper style and methods of work of
the party leadership.” No concrete instanc-
es of this were given, although that would
certainly be interesting, especially given
the current re-examination of Soviet
history.

At the same time, the article said that the
Azerbaidzhani authorities had also asked
for parts of Armenia, Georgia and Dage-
stan. But it was not stated whether these re-
quests were also motivated by a desire to
distract attention from their own unsolved
“economic and social problems.” This
school-masterly distribution of bad marks
to the authorities of both republics was
hardly the sort of thing to convince the
Armenian protesters, who have accused the
Soviet central authorities of manipulating
the Azerbaidzhanis in order to counter the
Armenian claims.

Apparently, the article was trying to hint
that Armenian party authorities, who have
been accused of opposing Gorbachev’s re-
forms, had connived in the protests in order
to save their own skins. The bureaucratic
rulers of the subordinate nationalities have
tended to be especially open to charges of
corruption. But it seems hardly likely that
the Armenian sub-bureaucrats were so dar-
ing or desperate as to try hide behind the
mass mobilizations of a small people. Ac-
cording to the well-informed Soviet dissi-
dent, Sergei Grigoriants, they were
bypassed and dragged behind the mass
protests.

The article in a general way blamed the
bad old days that Gorbachev has pledged to
overcome: “Unfortunately, when the style
and methods of the period of the cult of the
personality were judged, the question of
the further development of the Leninist tra-
ditions of nationalities policy was avoided.
In the years of stagnation [presumably un-

der Brezhnev], people tried to avoid ap-
proaching it from any standpoint. In this
way, many diseases of society were driven
inward, carefully hidden.”

The way the Soviet authors of this article
tied themselves in knots seems to be an in-
dex of the contradictions of Gorbachev's
pretences and objectives. They blame the
Stalinist past, but they use its methods. The
national problems were hidden before, but
the one that has blown up in their faces is
too delicate for open discussion, too explo-
sive to permit public involvement in decid-
ing it. They prove themselves incapable of
discussing it with the least openness or
honesty.

Massive, all-pervading
repression

Now, after some hesitations, the Soviet
authorities have returned to their funda-
mental method of handling disagreements
— high-priestly declarations coupled with
massive, all-pervading repression. The hes-
itations were probably largely owing to the
fact that the Armenians by themselves can-
not pose a great danger to the power of the
all-Union bureaucracy, as well as to the
massive and united character of their
protests.

At first the price to be paid for repression,
at a time when the Kremlin leadership
claims to have turned over a new leaf, prob-
ably seemed to be out of propertion to the
actual threat posed by the Armenian pro-
tests. Ultimately, however, the independent
mobilization of hundreds of thousands of
people, even in a tiny and isolated nation,
could not be tolerated.

Tronically, the very article that denounced
the Armenian protests in Stalinist style and
prefigured the turn to repression pro-
claimed the ineffectiveness of traditional
Stalinist methods of dealing with national
dissent. It was an indication of the difficul-
ty that the Kremlin will have now in intimi-
dating the Armenian people and stamping
out their protests.

Furthermore, the other national resent-
ments that the article itself admitted had
been driven underground and festered in
the bad old days have been coming to the
surface again, as in the Baltic states or even
Byelorussia.

The bureaucracy is in a weaker position
to repress them, and it has proven in the
Armenian case that it has no political argu-
ments for dealing with them.

Arbitrary decisions and maneuvering by
the all-Union authorities can only make
such national problems more explosive.
Sacrificing the national claims of the
Armenians will not placate the peoples of
Muslim culture. They have much more fun-
damental differences with Moscow than a
small jurisdictional dispute here or there.
The Kremlin leaders’ total lack of a princi-
pled democratic approach to the national
question is sowing their path with land-
mines. Y
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War on
funerals

FUNERALS became
battlegrounds in Belfast twice
in one week. On Marcn 16, a
Loyalist assassin attacked
the crowd gathered in
Miltown cemetery for the
burial of three Republicans
—Mairéad Farrell, Sean
Savage and Danny McCann
— who were summarily
executed in Gibraltar on
March 6 by a British elite
counter-insurgency unit. The
Loyalist gunman had a
firearm as well as hand
grenades. Since possession
of firearms is illegal in
Northern Ireland without
special permission (which
Catholics rarely, if ever, get),
the killer could have expected
to have the upper hand over
a weaponless crowd. For
example, during the rise of
Nazism it was not uncommon
for individual or small groups
of Brownshirts to attack large
gatherings, to show the
superiority of a trained and
ruthless elite over “mere
numbers.”

HE LOYALIST killer, however,

badly misjudged the determi-

nation of the nationalist youth.

Although he killed one of them
and wounded others, they over-
whelmed him, and he had to be res-
cued by the state forces.

A few days later, on Saturday, March
19, at the funeral of the Republican
killed on Wednesday, two armed British
soldiers clashed with the funeral pro-
cession, were overwhelmed by un-
armed young people and executed by
the IRA before the state forces could in-
tervene. Since then, the British authori-
ties have tried to make martyrs out of
the two soldiers in order to whip up Brit-
ish public opinion against the Irish na-

tionalist resistance.

The hypocrisy of the British authori-
ties is equal to their imperialist and ra-
cist arrogance. They have even gone
to the length of proposing to award the
two soldiers posthumous medals for
“forbearance” for not firing into the
crowd. The Loyalist killer certainly
could not be said to have exercised
any “forbearance,” but the nationalist
youth overwhelmed him just as surely
as the two soldiers. Moreover, he had
the benefit of surprise. In the second
case, the youth were ready for an at-
tack. Eye-witnesses say that at least
one of the soldiers fired a shot, but was
immediately disarmed. The IRA has
announced that it believed that the two

were members of the SAS elite force
that assassinated the three Republi-
cans in Gibraltar.

It is important that the facts and the
context of this incident be clearly un-
derstood because it is obvious that the
British authorities intend to use itas a
pretext for a “legal” lynching of as many
nationalists as they can.

The author of the following article, a
leader of People’s Democracy, the Irish
section of the Fourth International, is a
cousin of Sean Savage and was with
the family at Miltown cemetery on
March 16 when the attack occurred,
within the area spattered by gunfire. %

British policy in

tatters

CHOES of the last grenade explo-

sion had scarcely died away fol-

lowing the massacre of moumers

at Miltown cemetery in Belfast be-
fore the British government began a cam-
paign of racist lies and disinformation.
There was no sympathy for the victims.
The Sun asked, “Who’s to blame?” and an-
swered “Mairéad Farrell, Sedn Savage and
Danny McCann....they conspired in their
own deaths.” The Daily Mail took up the
same theme: “Now, even as their bodies
were being interred, they have triggered a
counter-terror. They would have enjoyed
that.” The Times argued that the massacre
had proved the need for a British shoot-to-
kill policy.

Although anti-Irish racism is one of the
formative traditions of the British ruling
class, they normally like to distance them-
selves from the sadism and rabid commu-
nalism of their Loyalist guard dogs in
Ireland. But when they think that they can
get a section of British public opinion go-
ing with them, they bay just as loudly.

Running up and down the scale, the Brit-
ish bourgeois and reformist politicians did
not neglect the dulcet tones of pious mod-
eration. Tory and Labour leaders, who a
week before the Miltown funeral had been
vying with each other in cheering and glo-
rifying the SAS assassins in Gibraltar, sol-
emnly informed the dead and injured that
their tragedy had proved the “futility of
violence.”

Official statements about the events in
the churchyard attempted to minimize its
significance. The killer, a Loyalist called
Michael Stone, was declared to be a mad-
man with no connections with the Loyalist
military organizations. He was supposed to
have carried out the attack on his own. An
unmarked white van that sped away from

JOHN McANULTY

the scene belonged to the RUC walfic
branch. The total absence of armoured pa-
trols was supposedly the result of requests
from the Catholic Church and Catholic
bourgeois nationalist politicians that the
state forces maintain a “low profile” at the
funeral.

Police sped away from
the massacre

Even this version totally discredits the
RUC. According to them, a number of
heavily armed police sped away from the
massacre, leaving unarmed young men to
tackle the killer and capture him at the cost
of further death and injury. “Madness™ has
been used before as a way of explaining
away Loyalist killings.

In fact, extreme sadism and a psycho-
pathic indifference to their victims® suffer-
ing is a political characteristic of the
Loyalist “‘death squads.”

It quickly emerged that Stone was a lead-
ing figure in Loyalist paramilitary circles.
He had close connections to the Ulster De-
fence Association (UDA), which is the
leading Loyalist terror gang, responsible
for most of the sectarian assassinations. It
nonetheless remains a legal organization,
with many contacts in the state forces. He
also had close ties with the Ulster Volun-
teer Force (UVF), a smaller group.

Stone has now been linked with a whole
series of Loyalist killings of civilians. He
was formally refused membership of the
UDA, but was subsequently used by mem-
bers of its leadership for undercover kill-
ings. He was armed with weapons from a
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consignment of modern arms obtained by
Loyalists in January.

Two other Loyalists are now being ques-
tioned about the organization of the atroci-
ty. The “Ulster Freedom Fighters” (UFF), a
cover name used by the UDA to distance it-
self from the sectarian murders it carries
out, admitted killing a Catholic civilian the
day before the attack and offered support
for Stone.

The attack would have been impossible
without collaboration from state forces. All
Republican funerals since the H-Bloc hun-
ger strike have been surrounded by a ring
of steel. This was the true of the funeral
corteges for the “Gibraltar Three" up until
the evening before the burial. The killer
could not have acted without intelligence
from the RUC.

RUC collaboration must indeed have
gone a lot further than offering informa-
tion. They have evolved a two-minute re-
sponse time for military incidents in West
Belfast. It took them 15 minutes to return
to Miltown cemetery — just in time to res-
cue Stone from a group of Republicans.
Among the weapons used by the killer was
a Rugar pistol with its number filed off.
These are standard issue to the RUC,

What is more, Britain’s responsibility
goes far beyond direct collaboration be-
tween members of the state forces and Loy-
alist groups. The Miltown atrocity was an
inevitable outcome of their own policy
decisions.

Constants in British
policy

The following have been constants in
Britain’s Ireland policy:

® Aiming for the military defeat and
physical smashing of the Republican
resistance.

® Isolating and criminalizing that
resistance.

® Ulsterization — replacing troops,
whose death causes a political reaction in
the imperialist mother country, with native

forces drawn from the Loyalist community.

The “shoot-to-kill” policy is one element
of British strategy. The troops and police
involved in these murders had to be pro-
tected. Through a whole series of court cas-
es, the silencing of John Stalker's
investigation, the release of Private Thain
after his conviction for murder and the offi-
cial and media praise for SAS assassins, all
legal restraints were removed from the
state forces.

The “Battle of the Funerals” was a sec-
ond element. Begun during the hunger
strike, when it became evident that the H-
Block protest would not succeed, it focused
on armed salutes by Republicans, and used
force to prevent this. In fact, police state-
ments talked of “paramilitary display.”
Anything could serve as the focus for at-
tack: gloves and beret on the coffin, drap-
ing the coffin in the Irish flag, or Jjust police
suspicion that a display might take place.

At one INLA [Irish National Liberation
Army] funeral, mourners were arrested for
lining up behind the coffin. This was sup-
posed to constitute a “guard of honour.”
The funeral of Lawrence Marley, an IRA
member murdered by Loyalists, was held
up for three days, and subjected by the po-
lice to wave after wave of attacks.

Republican funerals
physically assaulted

When this policy of calculated savagery
was joined to the policy of Ulsterization, an
explosive mixture was formed. The sectari-
an RUC, with all legal restraints removed,
turned every Republican funeral into a cir-
cus of vile abuse combined with physical
assault.

For a time, this policy seemed to be
working. A series of ambushes led to the
death of leading Republicans. Their funer-
als were subjected to brutal attacks, and
their families and friends assaulted and hu-
miliated. As a bonus, through the Anglo-
Irish Agreement, the British were able to
draw on the full collaboration of the Irish
bourgeoisie and win church support for
their attacks.

This cosy relationship held up until after
the Gibraltar deaths. The Irish airline, Aer
Lingus, rejected a request for a charter
flight to take the bodies home. One Fine
Gael TD (teachta Dala, member of parlia-

BELFAST REPUBLICAN Press Centre spokesman
‘ Brchard McAuIey made the followmg comment on the
vents leading to the deaths of the two British soldrers ina_
;.telephone mterwew on March 21 L

3“AII of those'who were there, 'rncludmg the journallsts and '
priests...all believed that the funeral was again under
__ attack, that we were facing a similar attack to that which
. : had occurred on Wednesday, and peopte reacted
' accordlngly

o he sad thmg about this whole_srtuatlon zs that apan

ment) called for blocking entry of the bod-
ies into the country and diverting them to
Belfast.

John Burton, a former Fine Gael minister,
made the position of Irish capitalism clear:
“We have sensibilities, and we have inter-
ests. The British are not being very genile
with our sensibilities — but what they are
doing is in our interest.”

But it was too late to avert the reaction
that the neo-colonial politicians feared. The
“sentiments” that Burton was talking about
were the support of working people for
Irish freedom and independence and their
resentment at British insults. They began o
move into action, and mobilized in their
tens of thousands behind the cortége ac-
companying the three bodies as it drove
through the formally independent 26 coun-
ties to the border.

Tens of thousands
mobilize for funerals

After crossing the border into the British
enclave, the cortége became the focus of an
RUC riot. It and the moumners were at-

tacked on a number of occasions. The po-
lice joined with Loyalist gangs in stoning
the coffins, and fmdlly kidnapped the bod-
ies to prevent demonstrations of support in
Belfast.

The home of Danny McCann was put un-
der siege, with moumners assaulted and the

~ from the fact that the two. soldiers were killed, the people
_who were involved in challenging them, attacklng themand

draggrng them out of the car were the same people
involved in confrontmg the Loyallst gunman on

Wednesday Yeton Wednesday, they were belng ha;led as
_heroes, and their behaviour was described as courageous

- On Saturday, in exactly the same crrcumstanoes as far as
people at the funeral were concerned...they behaved in

;i‘rexactly the same way ason Wednesday Tk
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family subjected to constant abuse and ex-
pressions of glee at their son’s death. The
British had backed themselves into a cor-
ner. They were under a great deal of inter-
national pressure. Southern workers were
beginning to mobilize. Tens of thousands
of nationalists were going to attend the fu-
nerals even in the face of the threat of death
or serious injury. To deploy the RUC
would mean a bloodbath. Reluctantly, it
was decided to concede defeat. But it was
easier to launch the RUC on the resistance
than to draw it back.

Elements within the RUC made the con-
tacts to ensure that the Loyalists would car-
ry out the attacks they themselves were
prevented from making. Loyalist politi-
cians, traditional mouthpieces for RUC dis-
content, argued that the massacre proved
the need for “firm policing.”

Loyalist violence, however, is not coun-
ter to state violence but supplementary to
it. That is why the bourgeois Catholic par-
ty, the SDLP, despite showing their relia-
bility by immediately ruling out RUC
collaboration in the killings, will not get
satisfaction from their calls for the banning
of the UDA.

Potential and power
mass action

After along period of demobilization, we
have again seen the potential and the power
of mass action. It was the breath-taking
bravery of nationalist youth that defeated
the assassin. It was mass mobilization, plus
support in the South and internationally,
that held the state forces at bay.

The deaths of two British soldiers at the
funeral of a victim of the Miltown killer is
one of the most bizarre incidents of the
troubles. It seems now that they were in-
volved in some private adventure rather
than constituting an assassination team. In
the course of that adventure, they drove at
high speed into the cortége and drew and
fired a gun.

The manner of their death was shocking.
But the way that they threatened the crowd
with their car and their weapons set off an
explosive confrontation that developed
with a lightning rapidity. The mourners had
had friends and relatives killed and injured
only two days before, and they had good
reason to suspect the involvement of the
British forces, who had served only to res-
cue the killer. The pattern was set for what
happened.

The shock of these killings may give the
British some leeway, but their overall poli-
cy is in tatters.

The credibility of their native collabora-
tors is at an all-time low. The discussions
of strategy and policy in the anti-
imperialist movement have not yet, unfor-
tunately, led to the building of a united-
front organization.

But the conditions for united action and
broadening the resistance have greatly
improved. Y

Israeli army out of the
occupied territories!

THE UNITED SECRETARIAT of the Fourth International
issued the following statement on March 21.

HE UPRISING of the Pales-

tinian population on the West

Bank and in Gaza, which is in

its fourth month, is already the
most important stage in the struggle of
the Palestinian people since the rising
of 1936.

The main characteristics of the
present uprising are the following:

@ The spontaneous way it broke out
and the massive proportions that it at-
tained from its first days, involving the
vast majority of the inhabitants of the
occupied territories.

® The vanguard role played in the
movement by three social categories:

1. A new generation of Palestinian
youth has decided to take its fate into
its own hands, particularly in the light of
the dead-end into which the policy of
the PLO leadership has led.

2. Women have been playing and will
increasingly play a major role in the
struggle of the Palestinian people, a
role that is in no way reflected in the
composition of the leaderships of the
Palestinian organizations that came
out of the post-1967 experience.

3. In particular, the inhabitants of the
refugee camps (since 1948) have been
in the vanguard of the uprising. This
testifies to the fact that the national op-
pression of the Palestinian people is by
no means limited to the occupation of
the West Bank and Gaza in June 1967.
Also, and above all, it is a product of
the creation of the Zionist state in 1948
as a racist state founded on the expul-
sion and oppression of the Palestinian
people.

Remarkable self-
organization

® The remarkable self-organization
of the uprising, which emerged in the

very first weeks. Committees have

been formed in the camps, cities and
villages of the West Bank and Gaza,
committees that are the expression of
the spontaneous movement and are
composed mainly of previously unorga-
nized youth.

At the same time, a “united leader-
ship” of the uprising has been esta-
blished as a bloc of the main political
currents involved in the movement.
The role of this leadership is confined

to calling central initiatives — that is,
calls for days of general struggle, which
are the high points of the uprising. Nev-
ertheless, the main driving force of the
uprising remains the fight of the lccal
committees in a decentralized struggle
embodied in “flying demonstrations”
that throw the Zionist repressive appa-
ratus off balance.

Deepgoing split in the
Zionist movement

@ The fact that within the territory on
which the Zionist state was created in
1948 the uprising has not only evoked
the active solidarity of the Palestinian
and Arab populations who remained in
this territory 40 years ago and hold
Israeli citizenship. It has also produced
a deepgoing split in the Zionist
movement.

These features of the ongoing upris-
ing described above are in contradic-
tion to the call for for an “international
conference” to be attended by the im-
perialist powers, the USSR, the Zionist
state and the Arab states bordering on
Israel to decide the "settlement” of the
Israeli-Arab conflict and of the Palestin-
ian question.

This contradiction is particularly clear
since this conference is supposed to be
called around a platform including UN
Security Council resolution 242 (1967).
This projects the recognition of the
Zionist state's “right to exist within se-
cure and recognized borders” in ex-
change for a possibly partial withdrawal
from the territories occupied in 1967, as
well as granting guarantees for its safe-
ty and security (among other things, the
de-militarization of the regions border-
ing on this state).

This project contradicts the real right
to even partial self-determination of the
Palestinian people on the West Bank
and in Gaza. An “international confer-
ence” can only be the framework of a
diktat designed to create a Palestinian
bantustan under the twofold control of
the Zionist state and the Jordanian
monarchy. The only slogan corres-
ponding to the aspirations expressed
by the Palestinian uprising, particularly
its youthful vanguard, is that of an im-
mediate, total and — most importantly
— unconditional withdrawal of the Is-
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raeli army from the territories occupied
since June 1867.

This is the only slogan in line with the
partial self-determination of the Pales-
tinian people on the West Bank and in
Gaza. It is the immediate goal of the
uprising which could take the form of
the free democratic election by the in-
habitants of these territories of govern-
mental self-determination organs. It is
around these slogans — combined
with that for the right of the entire Pa-
lestinian people to self-determination
— that we will fight to organize active
solidarity with the struggling Palestin-
jan masses. % :

Hands off the Kurdish
people!

THOUSANDS of Kurdish civilians were
killed on March 16-17 by poisonous
gas delivered by Iraqi forces during an
offensive by Iranian troops, supported
by Kurdish nationalist guerrillas. Whole
communities seem to have been
exterminated. On March 25, the United
Secretariat of the Fourth International,
issued the following statement on this
atrocity, which ranks with the atrocities
of the two world wars of this century
and of the US intervention in Vietham.
ONCE AGAIN the dictatorship of Saddam
Hussein has resorted to the use of chemical
weapons, this time against a civilian popu-
lation. By diffusing deadly gas in the Kurd-
ish town of Halabja and its environs, the
Bagdad regime has shown, if this were not
already clear, that there is no limit to its
barbarism, especially when it is directed
against other nations.

Once again, the Kurdish people has been
the victim of the barbarism of its national
oppressors. The new atrocity committed by
the Ba’athist dictatorship is another in a list
series of outrages against the Kurdish
people, including those perpetrated by the
Turkish, Iranian and Syrian regimes.

Subjected to these four dictatorships, the
Kurdish nation is one of the most op-
pressed in the world. Not only is its right to
independence and national unity denied by
its oppressors but even the simple exercise
of its cultural rights and its right to self-
government in its territories.

The national emancipation of the Kurd-
ish people is tightly bound up with over-
throwing the oppressor regimes. In
particular, the people of Kurdistan in Iraq
and Iran need to unite their forces against
the Bagdad and Tehran dictatorships,
which are now busy savaging themselves
in a war whose murderous madness contin-
ually grows worse.

The Fourth International unreservedly
supports the right of the Kurdish nation to
self-determination, as well as the struggle
of the Kurdish people against its national
oppressors, regardless of the policy of the
various leaderships of this struggle in
Kurdistan. ¥

ITALY

March 8 demonstrations

INTERNATIONAL Women’s Day in Italy
was marked by a whole series of demon-
strations in which students played a promi-
nent role. Demonstrations were held on
March 8 in 40 cities, and according to the
daily press (in particular the Communist
Party paper I'Unitd ), nearly 200,000 uni-
versity women took part in them.

One of the dominant themes was denun-
ciation of sexual violence against women.
Incidents of rape were reported a few days
before the Women’s Day demonstrations
in Rome, for example, and a law on sexual
violence is presently under discussion in
the parliament. In Milan, mobilization by
women was given impetus even before the
latest demonstrations by the brutal murder
of a young woman last November in one of
the neighborhoods of the city.

In Rome on the same day there were two
demonstrations. The first, in the moming,
brought out about 15,000 high-school stu-
dents. The second, in the afternoon, was
built by various groups, associations and
organizations. It brought out an even larger
number, about 20,000. Some contingents
carried placards expressing solidarity with
the struggle of the Palestinian women.

Milan saw its largest student and youth
demonstrations since the 1986 movement.
About 15,000 people participated. The
demonstration was called by the FGCI, the
Communist Party youth organization, the
youth of Democrazia Proletaria and the
Revolution Youth Organization (OGR),
which has a revolutionary Marxist orienta-
tion and is in political solidarity with the
Liga Communista Rivoluzionaria, the Ital-
ian section of the Fourth International. The
OGR played a prominent role in the course
of the demonstration, and its slogans were
taken up widely in various sections of the
procession. &

SOUTH AFRICA

Protest at brutal
repression

ANOTHER protest on International Wom-
en’s Day was that of women from Fedtraw,
the Federation of Transvaal Women.
Around 500 women converged on the
Chamber of Mines in Johannesburg to
hand in a memorandum that charged that
South Africa’s repressive laws were made
to protect “your interests as business at the

expense of human rights and democracy”.
The personnel at the Chamber of Mines of-
fices refused to receive the women, allow-
ing only a few copies of the memorandum
to be thrown through a crack in the door.

The protesters went on to the British con-
sulate offices, where they met consul-
general John Massingham. The Weekly
Mail of March 14 reported that the Fedtraw
memorandum “accused the British govern-
emnt of presenting a ‘false front’ to the in-
ternational community when working
towards resolving the South African prob-
lem; charged that the country’s repressive
laws were passed to protect British interests
in South Africa; and slammed the British
government for remaining silent when 17
extra-parliamentary organizations were
banned.

“Amid the strains of hummed freedom
songs filtering through the consulate’s
closed doors, the women demanded that
Massingham make clear Britain’s stand in
the face of the ‘continuing repression’ in
South Africa.

After Massingham’s pathetic reply in the
form of justifying Britain’s anti-sanctions
position, the Weekly Mail report continued:
“*We are not here for rhetoric,’ said a Fed-
traw representative. ‘What does Thatcher
say as a woman and mother about the plight
of women in South Africa?’”

The International Herald Tribune of
March 9 reported that later police broke up
the demonstration, briefly detaining seven
press photographers and cameramen. The
same edition of the newspaper carried a
photo feature on its front page including the
Johannesburg demonstration, a women’s
rally in the Philippines where women car-
ried banners saying “Military aid = vio-
lence against women”, and Palestinian
women demonstrating at a refugee camp in
Sidon. %

WESTERN EUROPE

Anti-racist campaign

ANTI-RACIST and anti-fascist activists
from seven Western European coun-
tries met in Stockholm for a European
Anti-Racist Conference on Feburary 5-
7 (see report in /V137). The following
statement was issued from the
meeting:

Concemned by the rise of racism and fas-
cism in Europe, by the conditions imposed
on immigrant workers, by the restrictions
placed on the right to asylum, the organiza-
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tions present examined ways of combatting
together racism and of promoting equal
rights in Europe. They decided:

1. To do everything in their power to
establish a movement which would assume
the form and slogans enabling it to become
a large-scale movement against racism and
for equality.

2. To take all the initiatives necessary to
promote the emergence of a majority anti-
racist current among young people across
Europe: by creating base committees in
schools, colleges, universities, neighbour-
hoods and factories.

The delegates of each country have
decided to organize initiatives appropriate
to the situation in their respective countries
within the framework of a European Day of
Action on April 23 (on the eve of the
French presidential elections). On that day,
anti-racist, anti-fascist and minority
organizations will organize action to:

a) Draw international attention to the
dangerous rise of racism and the spread of
fascist ideas in France in the shape of the
National Front, whose leader Jean-Marie
Le Pen is a candidate in the French presi-
dential elections. There is a similar growth
in other European countries.

b) Highlight growth in racist government
policies which lead to increasingly restric-
tive immigration laws and the inhuman
treatment of refugees, especially from the
so-called third world, who seek shelter in
Europe from terror, persecution and death.

c) Focus attention on the violent and
criminal activities of racist, fascist and neo-
Nazi organizations in Europe who seize on
the climate created by state racism to raise
the temperature of hatred generally and
who are closely involved in building
terrorist, often armed, organizations.

3. To work towards a mass mobilization
of organizations next autumn before the
European elections in order to achieve the
following goals:

a) Free entrance into Western Europe.

b) Equality of rights for immigrants and
refugees.

c) Freedom of movement for immigrants
and refugees within each country and from
one country to another.

d) Full voting rights for immigrants and
refugees.

4. To call for a European day of initia-
tives and anti-racist and anti-fascist mobili-
zation, also calling for equal rights in each
European country on March 21, the sym-
bolic date of international action against ra-
cism in homage to the victims of South
African apartheid.

Anti-racists and anti-fascists from Swe-
den, Norway, Denmark, France, Belgium,
West Germany and Britain call on trade un-
ion, democratic and minority organizations
and on all those who oppose all forms of
oppression to support us in our activities.

We see these actions as only the first step
towards a united mass movement against
racism and fascism in Western Europe and
for a Europe which can be a safe haven for
refugees. %

TIM A
PALESTINIAN DEPORT
NATIONALIST Him !
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TM A PALESTINIAN WE'RE WILLING - BUT THERES
STUDENT nemwf Te NEGOTIATE WITH ~ NO ONE To
LEADER. HeR. THE PALESTINIANS... TALK T

WAL SE RANAN 09 BOWTON Groge

Copenhagen celebration of 50th anniversary of
the Fourth International

THE REPORT that follows on the upcoming commemoration in Copenhagen of
the founding of the Fourth International has been condensed from the March 10
issue of Klassekampen, the paper of the Socialistisk Arbejderparti (SAP), Dan-
ish section of the Fourth International: :

MANY guests from all over the world are expected in Copenhagen on May 14
for the celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of the
Fourth International.

The Copenhagen meeting is an all-Scandinavian
affair. One of its features will be a presentation of
the campaign of the Socialist Party, Swedish sec- 1938—88
tion of the Fourth International, for the September
general election in their country. It expects to do \
even better than in the last general election, where [EERCESE
it increased its vote four-fold. JLBILELMSMODE

There will be a series of speakers from the Fourth JEELE
International. One of the best known is Ernest Man- ST L
del, and a Fourth Internationalist from the Middle
East will also speak. There will be speakers repre-
senting some of the hotspots in the world today,
such as Nicaragua and South Africa. Likewise, [t
there will be greetings from solidarity organizations
and political parties.

Our aim Is to show that the class struggle is international. The meeting will not
be confined just to members of the Fourth International. The affair will reflect
the struggle that is going on throughout the world and its interconnections.

Just as much as when Marx and Engels wrote the famous slogan “Workers of
all countries unite!” and just as much as when the Fourth International was
founded, if not more today there is a need for a revolutionary workers’
International. Today, we are seeing that even parties that call themselves so-
clalist are proposing nationalist solutions to the crisis. e

There will also be entertainment during the day, but mainly in the evening,
during the “International Festival Against Racism.” We chose this theme for the
festival because the anti-racist struggle Is one of the most urgent questions
today and an effort must be made to give a concrete expression to
internationalism. :

Tarlq Ali, a Pakistanl revolutionist, will speak at the festival. The hall is very
big but our Swedish comrades alone expect to bring a couple of hundred peo-
ple. Likewise, we expect delegations from Norway and West Germany. Be-
sides that, we expect many people from the Danish left. There is room for about
a thousand people. This will be the first affair of this type for a long time, attend-
ed by revolutionists from all continents. *

4. Internationale

NORREBROHALLEN
KABENHAVN

Ring oplyrminger:
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COLOMBIA

HAT WAS NEW in the
March 13 elections in
Colombia?

It was an election for
mayors, municipal councillors and depu-
ties to the departmental assemblies. What
was new was that for the first time in the
history of Colombia mayors were elected
in 1,009 municipalities. Previously,
mayors were named by the governors, who
in turn were appointed directly by the pres-
ident of the republic. This partial extension
of electoral democracy is a product of the
negotiations between the guerrilla move-
ment and the government of Belisario Be-
tancur in 1984. But it has been presented
by the two-party system’s Liberal tweedle-
dum and Conservative tweedledee as their
great contribution to the democratization of
the country.

M So, did this reform put an end to the
control of the central government and
the barons in the cities and towns?

By no means. The governors are still ap-
pointed by the president of the republic, re-

gardless of the political relationship of
forces in the departments. Although
mayors are elected by the people, they can
be removed by the governors. This can be
done arbitrarily, whenever it suits the gov-
emnor. The law that provides for popular
election of mayors says nothing about just
causes for removing elected mayors. This
reflects the power that the barons still have
in the country’s instifutions.

On the other hand, there are no mecha-
nisms enabling the community, the volers,
to exercise a check over the municipal ad-
ministration, municipal finances and so on.
Nor, up until now, has there been any pro-
vision for mechanisms through which the
community could express its views publi-
cly. The means of communication continue
to be in the grip of the traditional forces.

W Nonetheless, the election of mayors
aroused great expectations on the part
of the population.

Yes. In a regime such as the one in our
country, which is closed in and so top
heavy, this reform was a partial victory for

the democratic mass movement, which
started proposing this reform in the 1970s.
However, the rate of abstention, 40% of
registered voters — which means 55% of
the electorate — shows that the enthusiasm
was less than expected.

B What did the election results show?

In the first place, they showed a deterio-
ration of the image of the Liberal govern-
ment. The Liberals lost the mayoralties in
two of the country’s main cities, Bogota
and Medellin. The Liberals won in 423 mu-
nicipalities, and the Conservatives in 4135,
although the Liberals got almost a million
votes more than their rivals. The Conserva-
tives, who have been in opposition since
the start of the government of Virgilio Bar-
co, who took office in August 1986 (from
1958 until then there had been bipartisan
governments), benefitted from the prevail-
ing discontent.

For the Union Patriotica ( UP, supported
by the Communist Party) and the Frente
Popular (FP, a current of Maoist origin),
these elections were a bitter disappoint-
ment. They elected mayors only in 15 small
towns, after the UP and FP had seen respec-
tively 550 and 50 of their activists and lead-
ers murdered by ultra-rightist paramilitary
gangs trying to intimidate voters through-
out the country.

A contributing factor to this new setback
for the left also was the failure of the UP
and the FP to campaign for a left alterna-
tive, independent of the two bourgeois par-
ties. In 80 per cent of cases, they made
electoral deals with Liberal barons, even
with their most corrupt elements. In major
cities, the UP allied itself precisely with the
sections of the Liberal Party that lost be-
cause of their unpopularity, as in Barran-
guilla, Medellin and Bucaramanga.

B Why did A Luchar decide not to partic-
ipate in these elections?

We had, and are still having, an internal
discussion about this. The majority holds
that we do not yet have the strength and or-
ganization to undertake such a campaign.
There is also the view that, in the context of
the dirty war that is going on in the country
today, pulting up candidates means expos-
ing them to physical liquidation. It cannot
be denied that these arguments have some
weight. A Luchar has also been subjected o
persecution. Forty of our comparieros have
been assassinated, in particular in the Urabd
and Santandar regions.

Nonetheless, 1 think we have to insist that
the political situation in the country calls
for the most active sort of participation in
the legal and parliamentary struggle, in
spite of all the risks that this involves. A
Luchar has a considerable social base and
has been involved in all the regional and
national civic strikes in the recent period. It
has to complement this activity with a bet-

ter defined political struggle.

M It seemed that there was a possibility
for the emergence of a third party in
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Colombia, as indicated by the vote won
by the UP candidate, Jaime Pardo
Leal, in the May 1986 presidential elec-
tions. What has happened in this
respect?

There was such a possibility. Pardo Leal
got 300,000 votes. That was the highest
vote the UP has won in its entire history.
Pardo Leal was a focus for a sentiment re-
Jecting the traditional two-party system. He
waged a brilliant campaign around three
main questions — opposition to militarism
and the dirty war; against the IMF’s austeri-
ty plans; and against the corruption of the
barons and the decadent two-party system.
At that time, the Liberals refused to make
deals with the UP. But things changed in
the recent mayoral elections, as I explained.
The UP broke the continuity with what Par-
do Leal symbolized in terms of class
independence.

W So, what about this opening for a
third party?

You can’t build a third party if you are
unwilling make a definitive break with the
Liberals and Conservatives. Dissident
bourgeois groups such as Anapo and the
MRL ended up being caught in the mesh of
the two-party system, after trying to play
the role of third parties. Colombia needs a
third party, a party that will unite the op-
pressed, that will break the logjam in politi-
cal life, that will fight for real democracy,
that will raise the present concrete social
struggles to a new level, that of political
power.

M It could also be said that there are
enormous pressures coming to bear
against this. The dirty war seems to
have as its final objective the destruc-
tion of all popular resistance.

Yes. In Colombia there are three political
assassinations a day. On March 4, 40 work-
ers were assassinated in the Urab4 banana
plantations. Uniformed squads shot these
people one night in front of women and
children. The region is under the military
control of the Eleventh Brigade, which is
commanded by General San Miguel Bue-
naventura. No one was arrested for this
massacre.

On the national level, the same thing is
happening. In 1987, there were 1,500 polit-
ical assassinations. No one was arrested for
this. There are 140 gangs of hired killers in
the country, according to the Ministry of
Interior’s figures. This wave of murders has
claimed the lives of a minister of justice, a
general prosecutor, the editor of the coun-
try’s biggest daily, most of the left mayors,
democratic figures, priests, journalists,
trade-union and popular leaders.

The group that has suffered most is the
UP, which has had 550 people killed, in-
cluding Jaime Pardo Leal. The objective of
this war is to destroy all political or social
opposition to the government. There are
several interests behind this, but there is a
sort of alliance among the barons, sections
of the mafia and army officers. Industrial-

ists have also financed the murder opera-
tions. The political rulers of Colombia have
been using this mechanism for several dec-
ades. Colombia has been a Turkish-style
democracy, Now, given the rise in social
struggles, they are looking for a solution
like that imposed in Indonesia in 1965 [that
is, a massacre of the entire left].

B What role is Virgilio Barco’s govern-
ment playing in this war?

It is an accomplice in the dirty war. Every
time there is a massacre or a particularly
notorious murder, it expresses sympathy.
But it has never managed to capture any of
the killers. Of course, the instigators of
these crimes are left untouched. The gov-
emmment bodies specializing in the investi-
gation of these things do not investigate
them. What the government has done is to
beef up the armed forces and the police.
Some 60 per cent of the national budget is
eaten up by the military forces and the in-
terest on the international debt.

An unconstitutional anti-terrorist law has
been passed. Today, any cop or secret
agent can arrest anyone without a warrant;
they can force their way into any home
without a warrant on the pretext that they
suspect that there is a terrorist there. Co-
lombian and foreign jurists have publicly
condemned this law. I learned on arriving
in Europe that a delegation of observers,
including a general and several French jur-
ists, visited Colombia this month and came
back very concerned. They said that “the
old Colombian democracy has ceased to
exist,” that “there is a determination to car-
ry out an underground, a clandestine cam-
paign of extermination on the part of the
paramilitary groups,” that the anti-terrorist
law “is institutionalizing the possibility for

more active repression.”

B What is involved in the discussion
over the referendum?

In Colombia democracy is so limited that
the constitution does not allow forms for
consulting the people directly, even con-
trolled ones, such as referendums. Many
European democracies use referendums.
Switzerland is an example. There, people
are regularly consulted about the most va-
rying decisions. Virgilio Barco is trying to
reform the constitution to deal with the cri-
sis. He announced that a referendum might
be held, given the extent to which the Con-
gress has become discredited and its ele-
phantine slowness. He has to race against
time, because the decline of the institutions
does not leave him any respite.

However, the Ex-Presidents’ Club and
the most reactionary sectors opposed such a
form of popular consultation. Barco had to
backpeddle. Now a referendum might be
held only to ratify the cuts that may be pro-
posed by a two-party commission of “ex-
perts” named by the president. The
commission will be formed on the basis of
proportional representation based on the re-
sults of the March 13 elections. So, the left
would only have a minimal involvement.

This proposal could, of course, blow up.
The country is going through an immense
crisis. What is said today is out of date to-
morrow. Therefore, the mass movement
and the left can insist on their proposals,
bring pressure to bear to advance their pro-
gram and contrast it with the program of the
ruling circles.

In fact, with the ground shaking under
their feet, the rulers do not know if what
they denied yesterday may not overwhelm
them tomorrow. %
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FRANCE

Left-wing challenge Iin
presidential election

THERE HAVE been no surprises, little drama and even less
excitement. This year’s French presidential election
campaigns — building up to the first and second rounds on
April 24 and May 8 — could provide a classic study in
bourgeois electioneering: personalities come first, policies

come nowhere.

But outside of the campaigns of the major bourgeois parties,
something new and rather more exciting has been taking
shape. The candidacy of Pierre Juquin, supported by a wide
range of left groups and individuals organized in hundreds of
local and workplace support committees, has breathed some
fresh air into an otherwise stagnant atmosphere.

HILARY ELEANOR

RESIDENT Mitterrand has just
announced his bid for a second
seven-year term in office. Even be-
fore his declaration, the Socialist
Party (SP) leader was top of the polls, with
the right-wing vote split between his two
main rivals. President Jacques Chirac is
standing for the neo-Gaullist Rassemble-
ment pour la République (RPR), currently
the leading group in the right-wing coali-
tion government. Challenging Chirac is
Raymond Barre of the Union pour la Dé-
mocratie Francaise (UDF), itself a federa-
tion of republican and liberal parties.
These three main contenders for the
much-coveted presidency are all fighting
for the “centre” ground in French politics.
From the right, Chirac and Barre are both

trying to appeal to the middle ground, us-
ing the record of the previous SP govern-
ment to attack the left and personal abuse
to attack each other. Mitterrand, for his
part, in delaying the announcement of his
candidacy has tried to stay above the in-
fighting, using his presidential status for all
its worth to project an image of “‘statesman-
like” superiority.

New parliamentary
elections may be held

Whether right or left win the presidential
election, new elections for the national as-
sembly are likely to be held fairly rapidly.
If Mitterrand wins, the Socialist Party lead-

er may decide to try to overturn the present
right-wing majority and put an end to the
present “cohabitation”. A victory for either
Chirac or Barre may result in a disselution
of parliament and new elections in which
the RPR and UDF will each hope to in-
crease their share of seats.

On the far right, Jean-Marie Le Pen is
standing for the neo-fascist National Front
(NF). His standing in the polls has declined
somewhat after he caused a scandal by say-
ing on television that the Nazi’s gas cham-
bers were simply a “detail” of history. But
even so, Le Pen is still expected to get a
frightening 9%-10% of the vote. At
present, the NF have 33 deputies in the na-
tional assembly, but, even if their support
holds up in this election, they are unlikely
to retain anything like this number of seats
should a new parliamentary election be
called. This is because the present govem-
ment has reintroduced a first-past-the-post
system, after the Socialist Party held a one-
off proportional election in 1986,

Further decline expected in
Communist Party vote

Paradoxically, if the Socialists win the
presidential election with Mitterrand, the
second, third and fourth places all seem
likely to go to the right-wing or far right.
Trailing behind Le Pen in the polls are a
number of left-wing candidates, presently
headed up by André Lajoinie for the Com-
munist Party who is expected to get around
5%-6% of the vote — a big drop even from
the 1986 national assembly election where
the CP scored 10%.

The new element in the campaign is the
candidacy of Pierre Juquin, a leader of a
current that has recently broken with the
Communist Party known as the communist
rénovateurs (renewers). This split of around
3,000 ex-CP members is the most signifi-
cant in the last 40 years, and is important in
that it represents a break to the left from the
CP’s traditional Stalinist politics.

The rénovateurs have just organized their
first national meeting, with 300 delegates
attending their conference in January, rep-

General election results for
the left
% 1945-1986
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56 62

—40| | National Assembly seats
% March 1988 Union pour la
Démocratie
—|30 Francaise (UDF)
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(Raymond
Barre)
_lpo Rassemblement
Socialist Party . . Pourla
214 seats République (RPR)
(Frangois Mitterrand) 158 seats
_ho (Jacques Chirac)
0 Communist Party National Front 33 seats
35 seats (Georges Marchais) (Jean-Marie Le Pen)
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resenting a first and decisive step in their
trajectory of building a new, revolutionary
communist movement in France. But, as
they will readily admit themselves, they are
nowhere near being a homogeneous group-
ing politically. While the dynamic of the
organization is definitely to the left, there
are many issues on which the pressures of
Euro-communist and reformist thinking are
still apparent, most notably around ques-
tions of economic programme and the role
of the state.

A new force in French
politics

The rénovateurs are one of the principal
components of the campaign in support of
Juquin, alongside the Ligue Communiste
Révolutionnaire (LCR, French section of
the Fourth International) and a number of
smaller political organizations and many
unaligned militants.

The split of the rénovateurs — represent-
ing just the tip of the iceberg as far as the
crisis in the Communist Party is concerned
— and the movement around Juquin’s
campaign are indications of the first small
steps in the recomposition of the French
workers” movement under the hammer
blows of the bosses’ offensive and lack of a
workers’ alternative.

The election result, and in particular the
relationship between Juquin’s vote and that
of the CP candidate, Lajoinie, will be an
important factor in assessing the next steps
in building a real alternative to the class
collaborationist policies of the Socialist
Party.

At present, Juquin is credited with
around 3% in the polls, which is thought to
be an underestimate of his support but also
reflects the blackout imposed on his cam-
paign by the mass media.

Finally, there are three further candidates
expected to get around 1% each. First is
Arlette Laguiller, the only woman running
in the campaign, representing Lutte Ouv-
riere (LO), a group that identifies with
Trotskyism but which generally has a rath-
er rank-and-fileist, sectarian approach to
politics. For example, LO are calling for an
abstention in the second round of the presi-
dential election. Another far-left candidate
is the leader of the International Com-
munist Party (PCI), Pierre Boussel — bet-
ter known under his pseudonym Pierre
Lambert — who is standing for the MPPT
(Movement for a Workers’ Party). There is
also an ecology candidate, Antoine
Waechter.

The two interviews that follow — with
David Assouline, a member of the LCR
and leader of the Juquin campaign and
Alain Amicabile of the rénovateurs cur-
rent— explain the importance of the new
movement that has been brought together
around Pierre Juquin's candidacy, the is-
sues at stake for working people in France
and the continuing internal crisis inside the
Communist Party. %

“Our long term
objective is to build a
mass revolutionary

partyn

DAVID ASSOULINE was a prominerit leader of the student
movement during last winter's massive protests that defeated
the government’s proposed education reform. He is now
working full-time for Pierre Juquin’s presidential campaign,
and is one of the four members of Juquin’s directorate that
forms the central political leadership of the campaign.

He is a member of the Ligue Communiste Révolutionnaire
(LCR), the French section of the Fourth International, having
joined as the result of a fusion last autumn between the LCR
and the Ligue Ouvriére Révolutionnaire (LOR).! Hilary
Eleanor spoke to David Assouline on March 21 at the national
headquarters of the Juquin campaign in Paris.

OU WERE one of the spokes-
people for the student move-
ment in 1986. Why did you
agree to become part of the
leadership of the Juquin campaign?

I accepted because it was necessary o
find a new perspective in light of the far
reaching crisis in the workers” movement
and the traditional left in France. Pierre Ju-
quin’s candidature could serve as a catalyst
to help open up such a perspective, notably
for the militants and the electorate of the
Communist Party (CP), who might other-
wise abstain and may be attracted by a
chance to cast a vote of resistance. The
same goes for those who have supported
the Socialist Party (SP) and no longer be-
lieve in it.

Also — and this is a new element —
young people who were involved in the
student movement of November to Decem-
ber 1986 are looking for a left-wing solu-
tion and reject the traditional left parties.
So, Juquin’s candidature was very timely
as an attempt to unify all these layers, and it
offers the possibility of a recomposition
coming out of the crisis in the workers’
movement.

B Could you summarize the central
themes of the Juquin campaign?
Briefly, the most important policies that
we are putting forward are equal rights and
the right to vote for immigrants; the dis-
mantling of French independent nuclear
weapons; radical social measures, such as
fighting for a 35-hour working week with

no loss of pay; a national minimum wage of
6,000 francs [about $9,600]; ecological
questions; cancelling the third world debt;
the struggle against French colonialism,
and in particular fighting for independence
for Kanaky [New Caledonia]. These are the
central planks of the campaign that we put
to the fore. But another aspect is the politi-
cal vacuum in French politics, the lack of
an alternative, and in a sense this is also a
central theme for us. Three things are im-
portant in relation to this.

In my opinion, firstly the campaign has to
raise the question of a balance sheet of the
experience of the left [SP/CP] government
in 1981-86. Secondly, our aim must be to
encourage workers’ unity in struggles,
against the right and so on. Finally, only the
mobilization of the social movements
themselves can guarantee any possibility of
advancing and winning these demands, of
changing society and the social relation of
forces in France. One essential lesson from
the 1980-86 experience is that it is only
such mobilizations themselves that will en-
able us to go forward.

These are the themes that are the most de-
veloped, and have the most resonance in
meetings and so on, and around which peo-
ple have come together in the campaign.

B What forces are supporting the cam-

1. The LOR came out of a group originally expelled
from Pierre Lambent’s Intemnational Communist Or-
ganization (OCI) in the 1970s. At the ime of the fusion
around 30 comrades from the LOR joined the French
section of the Fourth International.
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paign around Juquin’s candidacy?

Firstly, there are the organized political
forces. The two main ones are the LCR and
the communist rénovateurs, who have now
set up their own movement. Others in-
volved are the Parti Socialiste Unifié
(PSU), the Parti Autogestionnaire Commu-
niste (PAC) and the Fédération de la
Gauche Alternative.? These are the orga-
nized forces, but now there are 700 com-
mittees of the Juquin campaign in France,
and it’s estimated that 53% of the people in
the committees are not members of any of
the political organizations that I've just
mentioned. That is not to say that they were
never in an organization in the past — there
are a number of ex-members of left organi-
zations involved. But 53% is a very large, a
very significant number.

Often these independents come from the
trade-union movement, from the social
movements or were involved in the strug-
gles of last winter such as the train drivers’
strike, and from the anti-racist movement
[SOS-racisme].

W What is the impact of the campaign
nationally so far?

I think it's had a fairly big impact. The
dynamic that’s in motion is not at all a mar-
ginal one, judging by the meetings, for ex-
ample. All the meetings have been mass
meelings, attended by the left and by work-
ing people in general. Some examples will
give you a better idea,

In Paris, at the big rally held at Zenith on
March 4, there were 5,000 people. Meet-
ings in Strasbourg, Nancy and Thionville
— all in the industrial eastern region —
have each attracted audiences of around
1,000. There were the same numbers at
Montpellier, Bordeaux and 1,500 at the
meeting in Grenoble.

In addition, all the meetings that we’ve
held at the universities and colleges have
been packed. In ten universities the meet-
ings have been bursting at the seams, with
between 600 to 1,200 people each time.
The campaign is having a real impact
among young people. This is a new ele-
ment. In the past, the Socialist Party has ap-
peared to be almost politically hegemonic
among students and young people. Now,
with the movement that has been brought
together around the campaign, that situa-
tion is being changed.

W How Is the movement around Pierre
Juquin’s candidature actually struc-
tured? Where are the committees or-
ganized, for example?

The 700 rank-and-file committees are
closely linked to social reality in France to-
day and are actively intervening into it.
Essentially, there are committees in work-
places, in localities and in the universities
and high schools. They also exist in villag-
es, towns and so on. These committees are
coordinated at town or departmental levels,

Around Pierre Juquin there is a team of

1 4 15 people, who lead the campaign national-
ly, plus a smaller directorate of four people,

including myself, which effectively pro-
vides the day-to-day leadership. From the
beginning of the campaign commissions on
various themes have been set up. These are
working commissions responsible for pre-
paring reports, discussion documents and
so on. There are around 15 of these com-
missions, and they group together about
500 specialists working on various aspects
of the campaign, such as alternative
economic, ecological and political
programmes.

B What role does the Ligue Com-
muniste Révolutionnaire play in the
movement?

The Ligue plays a very fundamental role.
I'don’t think that either the candidature it-
self or the dynamic that has been launched
around the campaign would have been pos-
sible without the LCR. It has a great deal of
militant experience to bring into the cam-
paign at all levels, including nationally, as |
well as a certain dynamism. In addition, it
brings a revolutionary dimension into the
movement that keeps it anchored well to
the left.

M How would you respond to people

like the supporters of Lutte Ouvriére
[see introductory article], who criticize
the Juquin campaign for being “reform-
ist”, not revolutionary and so on?

I'think that in an election campaign there

is no principle that it should be conducted
on the basis of a revolutionary programme.
Every political battle has its own objective.
Here, the objective is to help to initiate a s
recomposition on the left on the basis of §
some central political themes. The begin-
nings and end of the process that could
spark off such a recomposition should not
be confused. The end of the process hope- |
fully will result in a coming together of
forces in a revolutionary current.

An election campaign is above every-
thing else a mass campaign, and I don't
think that it is possible, in the current situa-
tion, to build a mass campaign around a
complete revolutionary programme.

Moreover, it should be understood that
Lutte Ouvriére has never organized its own
election campaigns on the basis of a full-
blooded revolutionary programme. They
often organize around a number of themes,
and in this election the central slogan of
Arlette Laguiller’s campaign is that she is
“faithful to the workers”. So I would say
that LO are in no position to give us lessons
as regards a revolutionary programme. Her
campaign is very populist, if not apolitical.
Juquin’s campaign, on the other hand, al-
lows us to put forward all the key questions
around which a revolution can be prepared
in France.

B What coverage has the campalgn
had on the television, in the news-
papers and so on, and where does Ju-
quin stand now in the national opinion
polls in relation to the Communist Par-
ty’s candidate, André Lajoinie?

Ligue communiste révolutionnaire
recton mnpeas as 4 Osinie s rierasore
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Some of the LCR's election
posters:

® “Disarm France”

® “The right to vote for
immigrants”

® “Independ for Kanaky
[New Caledonia]”

® “35 hours with no loss of pay
— Work less, work for all”

When the campaign first started, we were
able to get some coverage in the mass me-
dia. But since it has been clear to all the tra-
ditional politicians and commentators that
we are neither some sort of satellite of the
Socialist Party, nor people who are pre-
pared to make concessions to the tradition-
al left, there has been a very strong freeze
on coverage by the media. But we are fight-
ing against this continuing censorship.
It is also a political battle, because we
think it is fundamental to occupy this ter-
rain. It is not enough to have a correct cam-
paign, we also have to convince millions of
people in order to really open up a political
perspective; just giving out leaflets or
whatever is not sufficient to build a mass
campaign today. So this fight against the
media black-out has important political
“tjimplications.

As for the opinion polls, at this moment

ey are giving Juquin around 3% and La-
oinie around 6% of the vote. But, of
ourse, we have to take such polls with a
i pinch of salt, given who produces them. It
ertainly can’t be said that there is total ob-
i jectivity in relation to way the polls are car-
iried out. I would estimate that our real
isupport is somewhere between three and
ix per cent.

André Lajoinie, the CP’s candidate,
i has repeated endlessly that the Juquin
campaign is nothing more than a set-
,up, or a manoeuvre, on behalf of the
ISocialist Party in order to take votes
dand support away from the Commu-
nists. What’s your reply to this
accusation?

The Communist Party has been alone in
attacking the candidature as a manoeuvre
by the Socialist Party, or some sort of SP
trojan horse. I think it is simply a classical
Stalinist lie, based on absolutely no facts or
arguments.

At a political level, the policies defended
by Juquin are to the left of those of the
Communist Party and, therefore, also well
to the left of Socialist Party. The CP just
want to sow confusion and to reassure their

sans _
reduction

e own base, which is in crisis, so as to pre-

vent any self-questioning by their members
and to try to block any possibility of them
being attracted towards the Juquin cam-
paign. But that won't work; it won’t wash.

e salaires

M A big debate has just been opened
up by the Central Committee in the
LCR around the strategy for building a
revolutionary party.

This has been partly sparked off by
the discussion on what the LCR’s per-

spective will be after the second round
of the presidential election vis-a-vis the
rénovateur current and the Juquin
movement, whether the committees will
continue and so on. What are your
views on this discussion?

I think that, fundamentally, the recompo-
sition that is taking place, that we are
launching now, must have as its objective
the building of a revolutionary party. That
also implies a debate about “what is a rev-
olutionary party?” That is the long-term
objective. It is a process. The electoral cam-
paign is not going to be the final link in the
chain of that process; it can only be a begin-
ning. So it’s necessary to continue this pro-
cess, with the forces brought together by
the campaign. A vital part of these forces
are political organizations, and they have to
carry on as before. They will still have a
role as before.

The organizations must continue not just
because they already exist, and are viewed
as some sort of problem, but because they
have a role to play in this recomposition.
The rénovateur current in particular has a
fundamental part to play: to continue to
welcome into its ranks militants who are
leaving the Communist Party because of its
crisis, a crisis that will continue. These mil-
itants who leave the CP are not ready just to
go anywhere, and in that context it's very
good that there is a communist organiza-
tion, that has come out of the CP itself, like
the rénovateurs.

The LCR still has an important role to
play as well, particularly among young
people where it has scored some successes
in the last period and gained a certain au-
thority. It is also essential in relation to all
those who have already been seeking an al-
ternative to the left of the SP and CP for a
number of years. In addition, the LCR is
necessary because of its role in the discus-
sions that are drawing lessons from the
record of the traditional left parties.

Next, there are the committees that have
been created around the campaign. It is in
the committees that a large number of far-
left militants have been brought together,
and they want to continue to have a unified
intervention into their workplaces, into the
mobilizations taking place and into their
trade unions, as well as at a more general
political level.

And I think that the process that could
bring about a recomposition, and hopefully
allow us to build a mass revolutionary par-
ty, must be a process that establishes a two-
way relationship between the committees
and the various political organizations
themselves. If we can link these two com-
ponents up, I think we have a good chance
that we can continue to build something to-

gether. %

2. PSU: this originated as a left split from the Socialist
Panty during the Algerian war. It grew after 1968
through identifying with social movements, self-
management and the left-wing of the CFDT trade-
union. It has since suffered major splits back to the So-
cialist Party.

PAC: formerly the Communist Party Marxist-Leninist.
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“We have decided to work for a
recomposition of the
revolutionary movement”

ALAIN AMICABILE is one of the leaders of the communist
rénovateurs. Now aged 39, he joined the French Communist
Party (CP) in 1967, becoming a leader of the Young
Communist League and subsequently secretary of the CP’s
Meurthe and Moselle area federation. Amicabile was elected
to the Central Committee from 1979 until 1985, at which date
he joined the opposition inside the CP.

He was interviewed by Ariane Merri in December, shortly
before the rénovateurs held their first national meeting on
January 9 and 10 this year. After two days of debates, to
which a number of guests were invited, the rénovateurs
established themselves as an independent organization with
a journal, Tabou, membership cards and so on.

OW DID the crisis break out in-

side the Communist Party?

And how did the rénovateur

movement develop out of this
crisis?

The 1984 crisis, although the most re-
cent, is not the only one that the French CP
has experienced. This party has been going
through crises for at least 30 years, and
each time it has appeared to be able to re-
solve them by using the same methods.
Everyone who asked questions, who raised
the problem of the relationship of the party
to the whole of society, they have all left —
or simply been expelled. This is a result of
the way the party functions, and the impos-
sibility of raising criticism inside it.

Fundamentally, what changed in 1981
and worsened in 1984, in my opinion, was
that the party began to slip seriously elec-
torally in a way that it had not done up until
then. It was in this period that the crisis of
the CP ceased to be confined to its internal
life. It became confirmed by society itself.
In order to understand and assess the inter-
nal crisis and why it came out into the
open, you have to keep the problem of this
slide in mind and understand it.

The history of our setbacks after 1973 —
after the signing of the Common Program
in 1972 — shows that they began in peri-
ods of unity and accelerated in periods of
disunity. It is not at all that we have to
choose between two evils. In my opinion,
the same mechanism has been at work in
both situations.

Over and above the so-called problems
of unity, the French Communist Party has
failed to master the problem of finding its

place in the array of political and social
forces. Starting in 1984 — and this is even
truer now, if we can believe the projections
for the coming elections — the Communist
Party fell to the threshold of survival as a
political party counting for something in
national life.

B What is the origin of the rénovateur
current?

The rénovateur- movement came out of
the crisis of the Communist movement and
our refusal to follow it along to the point of
marginalization. It bases itself on the social
movements of the recent period, which
confirm our view that the revolutionary
current had not run out of steam — in fact
the opposite is true — but that it had to be
offered political perspectives, perspectives
which the Communist Party has not of-
fered. And it is glaringly obvious that the
Socialist Party does not serve as a vehicle
for transforming society. So, if there is no
detonator current recomposing to the left, a
progressive force capable of uniting a
broad enough movement around proposals
for radical reforms of the society, then in
the present state of affairs there will be no
real perspectives in this country.

The rénovateur movement was born out
of this recognition, out of this crisis, out of
this absolutely vital need now to pass the
CP on its left. This means that we are not
taking up a position between the CP and
the SP; we are not a second Communist
Party. This is why a lot of people are look-
ing toward this movement and those who
speak and act in its name, whether it be po-
litical organizations like the Ligue Com-

muniste or movements such as the environ-
mentalists, anti-racists and so on. It seems
to me that on the big questions there is a
similarity of views. This does not mean that
our views are exactly alike, but that funda-
mentally all those who are coming together
have the same sort of radical response to of-
fer to the big questions.

This is not combining all the the losers,
all the small fragments of a left that has lost
out for 15 years in battles in the apparatuses
or in its relations to society. Something
quite different is happening, and this is pre-
cisely one of the reasons for the impact of
Pierre Juquin’s candidacy, which was an-
nounced some months ago. What is taking
form today is the idea of the need for a rec-
omposition of the revolutionary current that
would not be a gathering of the grouplets.
And when I say “grouplets,” I am not point-
ing a finger at anyone. I have no disrespect
for anyone, and especially not for those
who, in very difficult times, have managed
to maintain a communist identity in society.
I think that we have every interest, all of us,
in unhesitatingly claiming our heritage. We
have come out of a common way of think-
ing, even if by different routes, from a cul-
ture bearing within it everything that is
most radical for the emancipation of
society.

‘We have no need to deny where we have
come from; it would be a grave political er-
ror to do so. All rivers have a source, and
our source is communism. And a lot of peo-
ple today, without being communists —
some of them even come to the movement
saying that they find the word “commun-
ism” and what they think it represents re-
pellent — see things basically in the same
way as we do. On the big questions that de-
termine the framework of change, the revo-
lutionary transformations, there are very
few things that separate us.

Millions of people are concerned, as a re-
sult of the history of our country itself, be-
cause of the place that the communist
current holds in it. This current goes back
well beyond the formation of the Commu-
nist Party and is part of the legacy of the
very particular history of the French work-
ers’ movement. In my opinion, one of the
reasons for the crisis of the left in France is
that this communist current, which, I re-
peat, has not disappeared, no longer has a
credible enough expression for those who
tend to share this point of view, and in this
society there are millions of them.

B What happened in 1984 and why did
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the veiled, internal crisis in the CP
come out into the open? For the first
time something organized — the ré-
novateur current — came out of this
crisis. Beforehand, when individuals or
groups were in disagreement with the
party leadership, they slipped away
and retired into their personal lives or
often joined the social democracy. But
they never have proclaimed as you just
did, a communist identity. They never
offered, as you have done, an alterna-
tive to the CP, assuming this identity
and this tradition in a systematic way.

In a paradoxical way, in order to under-
stand clearly what happened in 1984, you
have to go back to 1981. There were all the
setbacks that I talked about after 1973, and
which, I repeat, occurred in periods of uni-
ty and grew in periods of disunity. They
created at least a certain disarray, since
electoral questions cannot be underestimat-
ed in a country like ours. But 1981 marked
the first big electoral reverse for the CP,
whose vote fell from 20% to 15%. We real-
ized at the time that there had to be other
causes besides the pat explanations the
leadership gave us.

However, in the month following May
1981, there was a sort of artificial rehabili-
tation of the Communist Party in society. It
should not be forgotten that because of its
strategy, the Communist Party is very
wrapped up in this question of universal
suffrage and the recognition that it offers in
society, and the fact that the Communist
Party had a few ministers in the govern-
ment could, in a certain sense, blur this
grave setback.

Moreover, we thought that in that way
we were going to “recover our health,”
without having to analyze the underlying
reasons for the setback. The years that fol-
lowed showed that far from being “rehabil-
itated,” the Communist Party had not
basically corrected its approach, and oscil-
lated between a left sectarian opportunism
and the dreariest sort of right opportunism.
Fundamentally, it supported everything
and justified everything because we were
in the government. So, we came to the
1984 European elections, and the Commu-
nist Party dropped to 10%.

The Central Committee meeting that fol-
lowed was extremely stormy. The only ex-
planation offered in the leadership’s report
was the same old “it’s everybody's fault
but ours.” And in the Central Committee
meeting, that seemed quite inadequate, to
put it mildly, since at least 30 speakers vio-
lently attacked the less than rudimentary
analyses offered by the leadership. What
emerged forcefully at this point was that
we could not be satisfied with this and that
the situation was becoming too grave.

For the first time in the history of the
Communist Party, to my knowledge, a re-
port submitted to a Central Committee
meeting was not voted on; it was purely
and simply withdrawn. But during the sum-
mer months, the leadership regained its
grip, and managed to set things up so that at

the September Central Committee every-
thing was cut and dried again, and the con-
ditions were assembled once again for
gradually isolating the more critical acti-
vists. They did not pull this off finally,
even if the operation seems to have been
accomplished now: the Twenty-Sixth Con-
gress [held in December 27] has just put its
stamp of approval on the “cleaning out” of
the party, which unified 99.3% of the
congress.

This is a party that has been drained dry,
a party totally closed in on itself (even by
comparison with the many sectarian peri-
ods before!), a party with a facade of unity
achieved at a disastrous price. Just to cite a
few facts at random — the Haute Vienne
federation has been decapitated, and in the
Meurthe and Moselle federation almost all
the main leaders were removed or found
themselves forced to leave because of what
they were asked to do, and so on. So, what
sort of price had to be paid for regaining

“All rivers have a source, and
our source is communism”

The rénovateur movement was set up at
the beginning of 1985, after the Twenty-
Fifth Congress. Its initial approach was to
try to renew the Communist Party from
within; we had not yet rejected this possi-
bility. This quickly turned out to be a blind
alley, a total impossibility, for a simple rea-
son that has to do with the culture of the
Communist Party. This culture is based on
a dogma that we inherited from the Stalin
period, an unwritten dogma but one that
still operates: it is the notion of an infallible
leadership, the idea that criticism is a dan-
ger, that the ranks are incompetent.

‘What is particularly grave about this, and
what leads me to speak of the Communist
culture, is that this is not imposed by the
leadership, but has been internalized by the
membership and functions automatically.
Personally, I am not surprised to see a con-
gress like the one that has just taken place .
The enthusiasm and the hard-nosed tone of
those attending it were not put on or stage-
managed by the leadership. They are a
product of the very way that the party
functions.

In these conditions, we soon perceived
the limits of wanting to renew the party
from within. For my part, I was one of the
most sceptical from the outset. We started
to function with a view to exchanging
points of view across the party. In the par-
ty, there are no tendencies, there is no ex-
pression of minorities. Everyone can
maintain their own point of view and con-
tinue to defend it, but always only within
the bodies to which they belong. Many of
us were removed from all leading bodies.
So, we began to transgress one of the Com-
munist Party’s fundamental laws by orga-
nizing a horizontal circulation of ideas.

This was a very serious step, even for us
personally, you have to understand. No one

should think that we went through all this in
a detached way. Sometimes it was very
painful. We thought to ourselves that we
were getting involved in something that
might lead further than we thought, and that
we were running that risk of being “misun-
derstood,” even by the comrades that we re-
spected and who respected us in return.

Gradually, we transgressed more and
more against the party’s laws of function-
ing. We noticed that every time we trans-
gressed further against these laws, we
scored points inside the party but, above all
— and that was decisive in changing our at-
titude — we started to create a dynamic in
society itself. People watching what was
happening inside the CP were rather
pleased that there were still communists in-
side this great ossified body that continued
to agitate and to say things that after all
were quite interesting.

M Did this movement then, in your opin-
ion, correspond to a need of a section
of society?

Absolutely, it corresponded to something
deepgoing. The media and others reported
our positions quite obligingly, at least at the
beginning. No doubt, in this they intended
to show that the party was in such disarray
that its chances of coming out of its crisis
were slim. But that was marginal. The main
thing was the interest that had been
aroused. Having said that, this dynamic
soon became exhausted, I think because
people expected us to reform the Commu-
nist Party.

They were waiting for us to make propo-
sals that they could identify with and which
would make it possible for them to do
something else besides retire from politics
or vote social democrat. So, the fact that
there were people in this communist cur-
rent who showed an aptitude for rebuilding
solid links with society presented a certain
interest.

However, we soon saw that we had
reached the end of this dynamic, that we
had to go beyond the situation that had been
created, otherwise we could lose ourselves
and get stuck in a rut and not longer be of
interest to anyone. So, we constantly had to
transgress further and intervene into socie-
ty. That is why we published a manifesto
that was not reserved for internal use in the
party but which was submitted for debate,
in the form of 47 questicns, with all com-
munists in the society, who were not all ne-
cessarily in the Communist Party, far from
it. You might even say that the bulk of com-
munists and revolutionists are no longer in
the Communist Party, numerically speak-
ing, that they never have been.

So, we continued to work on the inside,
but increasingly we oriented to society at
large. This is what enabled us to create a
dynamic and be propelled by it. From the
moment we turned resolutely outward, we
struck a chord with a great number of peo-
ple. Gradually, the rénovateur movement
took on more and more autonomy. But in
order to keep our “virtues” in proportion, it
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is worth pointing out there is no “genius”
among the leaders of the rénovateur
movement.

Without any false modesty, taking a good
look, we had nothing very new to offer bas-
ically beyond what some of our illustrious
predecessors in the critical communist
movement had said. A lot of them had a
much bigger aura than most of us. But they
did not have an enormous success. I am
thinking of all those who, after contributing
to trials against others, found themselves
expelled — Tillon, Casanova and Garaudy,
among others. And then there have been
people like Maurice Kriegel-Valrimont. He
is undoubtedly one of the communist lead-
ers for whom I have the greatest respect
and admiration. [ think that he is distin-
guished by a remarkable power of creative
thought and vitality of intellect. Essential-
ly, he said in 1960 what we have repeated
25 years later. All these people, before
whom I feel very humble, did not have the
success we have encountered.

To explain why we should be very mod-
est, I would say that we drew our strength
mainly from the weakness of the Commu-
nist Party. When it was getting 20% or
more of the vote, when it had hundreds of
thousands of members, thousands of elect-
ed officials, 20 years ago, critical people
had no chance of being heard. There was
no point. They were too vanguardist in a
way, and therefore easily open to suspi-
cion. But the expression of these views
could precisely have made it possible to
avoid wasting all the time that the Commu-
nist Party has wasted.

Maurice Kriegel-Valrimont said quite
appropriately a little while ago that it was
not enough for the Communist Party to rec-
ognize that it has been making mistakes for
20 or 30 years, but that it had to recognize
that those who raised questions 25 or 30
years ago found themselves without excep-
tion pushed aside. Failing to do that consid-

erably reduces the scope of the Communist
Party’s present pseudo self-criticism.

What has given us strength is the ad-
vanced crisis and weakness of the CP in so-
ciety and in the workers’ movement today.
And, to come back to the Juquin candidacy,
when we are in a situation in which a can-
didate coming out of the critical movement
may be proving able to compete on equal
terms with the party’s official candidate or
even to go ahead of him, that is a situation
which strictly speaking has nothing in
common with the previous situations.

I may seem to be overmodest. But we are
in a time of such crisis for the party that in
fact the rénovateur movement has a better
chance than the previous critical move-
ments, which does not mean that it’s all
moving along on its own. Activists had to
have the courage, and I mean courage, to
take this sort of initiative, to organize, to
overstep the bounds, to transgress their
own norms. But once this was done, they
saw that they had a field in front of them
that they did not expect, which, while not
easy, is at least open.

“The CP’s inadequacy has left a
space to fill”

There is a space to fill. Fundamentally, it
has been left vacant by the Communist Par-
ty’s inadequacy, inaptitude for filling it.
Nothing would be more wrong than to ex-
aggerate the intrinsic quality of this critical
movement by comparison with those that
have preceded it. It was not preordained, it
might not have happened, but those who
had the courage to lead this current found
out in advancing that there was a much
more favorable terrain than they thought.

M At the moment Pierre Juquin’s candi
dacy has had a quite spectacular im-
pact, especially among young people.

Hurfens
arﬁamm(f
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Thousands of people who were not ac-
tive any longer or have never been ac-
tive in any political organization today
find themselves together in the hun-
dreds of committees that are being set
up. Without underestimating what the
problems there may be — there will
certainly be some — if we take the
most optimistic view of the possibilities,
what is going to happen after the presi-
dential campaign? What are the
projects?

I will not answer that question, because I
am convinced the present stage will condi-
tion the following one. We have decided to-
gether to work for a recomposition, a
reconstruction of the revolutionary move-
ment. Whether this takes the form of a party
or a movement, what is clear is that an or-
ganized form is unavoidable. No one can
escape from this. There can be other struc-
tures, for which [ have the greatest respect,
the Rainbow Coalition, and so on. But try-
ing to conciliate everyone for the sake of
numbers is not necessarily a basis for clari-
fication and effectiveness in political
terms.

I think that we need an organization with
principles of functioning, a political pro-
gram. Everyone is more or less aware of
this, but I have a profound conviction that it
is premature today to say exactly what the
form will be and whether or not it will be
definitive. We are at the beginning of the
recomposition of a movement based on
several pillars. It rests on what I would call
the “new layers” in society, people who are
just coming to politics, young people by the
nature of things, but not only them.

And the contradiction is that this move-
ment is mainly marked by people who have
a political culture, who come from different
outlooks, who have had separate trajecto-
ries. For the communist rénovateurs — for
the great majority, if not all of them, to va-
rying degrees — their commitment to the
rénovateur movement came at the end of
personal crises that were often grave, It is
by no means an easy thing to leave the
Communist Party, to say “I have been
working 20 years in an organization — as [
have — and now I am going on to some-
thing else.” That is simple on paper. I have
reached that point now. I can look on my
leaving the CP without any trauma. But that
does not mean that the break was not
dramatic.

We have all come out of a history, of a
culture; we have our ways of functioning,
we have a tendency to anticipate. This an-
ticipation is absolutely necessary, but it
must not be transformed into precipitate ac-
tion. The reconstruction of a workers’ and
revolutionary movement that has taken
enough bruising has to be done with great
caution. That does not mean oversensitivi-
ty. But it has to done with a sensitivity shar-
pened by attentiveness to the reality of the
social movement. It is not enough to make
guesses, to sniff around. We have to inte-
grate ourselves into it, to steep ourselves in
it profoundly. The more we steep ourselves
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in it, the better we will be able, together
with all those taking part in this experience,
to define the subsequent steps.

Of course, I have my opinion, but I do not
want to give it, because it is possible that in
a few months we will all have advanced a
lot. We have to assure ourselves every
chance of success in the battles before us.
The problem is that we have completely os-
sified instruments on the left, and it is our
ambition to be the bearers of,, to represent, a
progressive future possible for France. This
is a very great ambition. And because it is,
we have to have intelligence and caution —
not jitteriness — so as to avoid the slightest
error.

For the first time, perhaps, because the
crisis has never been so grave, there is a
real possibility for recomposing something
that would have a “an attractive look” about
it and count for something in political life.

What I can say for the moment is that an
organized form and program are unavoida-
ble, but the content, the formulations, the
forms of delegating power, the role of lead-
erships and so on, everything that would
condition the life of this new organization,
this new party, remains to be determined, to
be built. If we establish a framework and
we said that everything had to go through
that first, I think that would deprive us of
considerable potential.

Obviously, at a given moment, it will be
necessary to decide, but it is this whole
movement that will have to decide. And
perhaps, because this process will be a long
one, we will see transitional organizational
forms. We ourselves have inaugurated
some, but these are forms that are not spe-
cific to the rénovateur movement. For ex-
ample, the leadership bodies are re-elected
every time. We have a national coordinat-
ing committee to which the representatives
are re-elected, the same goes for the depart-
mental coordinating committees and for the
bureau. We have just recommended, but
not is not an inviolable rule, that for the
sake of efficiency up until the election, un-
less there is a major problem, delegates
should not be changed too often, because a
certain continuity is necessary.

So, in action we are inaugurating forms
that are not the sort of perpetuation of the
delegation of power that we have known up
until now, We know that what I called the
“new layers” that are coming to politics
now are extremely touchy and distrustful of
what has existed and do not want to commit
themselves to just anything. They have to
be offered democratic guarantees and safe-
guards. Maybe we should envisage a feder-
ative transitional form, a front for example.

In any case, the dynamic that is develop-
ing shows clearly that there is no need for
an extremely rigid framework. I would
even say, on the contrary, that I am con-
vinced that too rigid a framework might not
be an effective means for mobilizing. Eve-
rywhere we go, the same theme comes up
again — guarantees, not only about the
candidate’s program but also about what
we are doing. People have to feel that the

main guarantee is that everything belongs
to them. This is the source of the idea of as-
semblies, committees, this whole business.

M | think that everyone is aware that if
there can be something new, it cannot
be the simple sum of what exists — the
rénovateurs, the Ligue Communiste,
and the rest. It has to be radically new
and, finally, to be very ambitious.

I think that what is very positive at the
outset is that everyone, whether it is the far-
left or left organizations or the environ-
mentalists, all those who look to this move-
ment want to participate in this experiment.
We agree that it is not a simple addition or
a repetition of what could exist before. This
is already a point of departure that breaks
with previous experiences and which has
much better chances for success because
we already see quite well what has to be
done. We will find out as time goes on how
we can set it up. But the prevailing feeling
among all the forces is that we have to pay
attention to what we are trying to do.

“Juquin’s candidacy is one
phase in an ongoing movement”

The idea that you can intervene in this
movement to “gain forces” may be har-
bored by some individuals, but I don’t
think any organization has been led by this
to join, to lend support or to participate in
this dynamic, in this movement. In all the
meetings I have attended, I have been sur-
prised by how quickly the old disputes
have been relegated to history and no long-
er encumber the discussions.

To take only one example, no one comes
in calling people horrible Trots or vile Stal-
inists. It is quite illustrative that these two
categories, which have been quite marked
in the movement, have both succeeded in
making the effort to overcome what previ-
ously divided us and to maintain what
could bring us together today and make it
possible for us to work together. Of course,
there are problems, as there have always
been between individuals in the same or-
ganization, by the way, because there is di-
versity. But the rest has disappeared, and
this is a venture that neither category in my
opinion would have attempted even two
years ago.

M | think that all those involved in this
effort are aware of the fact that thisis a
“historic” opportunity, not to get carried
away by big words. The concrete pos-
sibility to rebuild a revolutionary move-
ment does not present itself every day,
and we all know that if we miss this
boat, there is no telling when another
chance will come along.

We may miss the boat, but sooner or lat-
er, in other forms, this movement will re-
vive. The difficulty is that it may not
necessarily re-emerge in the most effective
forms for really transforming society, and
lost time is lost forever. But I think that we

have no right to risk a failure. We have a
historic responsibility, because what is
emerging, growing, shows that people are
looking to us with more than just electoral
interest.

In the meetings we are holding, we see a
lot of people who are coming and say that
the Juquin candidacy interests them, but at
the same time, and almost more, they are
saying that there could be something be-
sides an ossified CP or a class collabora-
tionist SP.

It is because of this aspect that Pierre Ju-
quin’s candidacy is so important, because it
can give expression to that need. This has
nothing to do with people getting together
to pull off an electoral “coup.”

Our objective is not to see Pierre Juquin
become president but to see him get a sig-
nificant vote and begin to pull together a
spark-plug left current outside of the CP
and the SP that will put an end to this
swinging from the wildest hopes to the
greatest disappointments. If the meaning of
this candidacy is understood, that is, a
phase of mobilization in a ongoing move-
ment, it is not very important at the moment
that we have a program on everything. We
need broad axes marking the points for
breaking with this system and going be-
yond it.

Our objective in this campaign is not to
have a president, or even to get into govern-
ment. Our objective is that on the election
night, the commilttees that have formed will
dissolve in fact, not so that their members
can go back to their private life, but so that
they can decide what should be done with
the structured organizations that exist.

Obviously, the vote that we will get is not
unimportant, because it will determine
what follows; that is evident for everyone.
If we do not make any mistakes, we can
win. I think that a rénovateur current was
expressed in the mobilizations last year —
among students, teachers and railway
workers. Rénovateur not in the sense of
what we are, but in the sense of a real will
for social renewal. If we manage to gain
recognition as the possible perspective that
is being built for expressing this social will,
that will be a radical transformation.

We must advance the four or five axes of
our profile for this presidential election —
the right to a job, social protection, opposi-
tion to nuclear power and atomic weapons,
democracy, self-management, equality, and
the questions of breaking with the capitalist
system. If on the big questions we are able
to take in the most progressive and most ad-
vanced elements in the society, to be seen
as the most relevant representatives of
these aspirations, then many people may
look to us and in so doing be able to say that
they belong to a current in French society
that exists and is determined to exist.

The conditions are there for us to be able
to succeed. The precondition is that we
dump everything that is sectarian and mar-
ginal, and retain what unites, and more gen-
erally what represents a really new
perspective for labor. Y
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The “new racism” in
the United States

THE UNITED STATES has just passed through a year, 1987,
that witnessed a dramatic increase in media reports about
racist attacks against people of color. At the same time, it was
a year of mass resistance to racism unparalleled in over a
decade. These and other developments have stimulated a
discussion among individuals and groups on the US left as to
whether a “new racism” has emerged, and, if it has, what kind
of political response is appropriate.

It may not be possible to fully answer such a question at this
time; much information is lacking about certain aspects of the
situation, such as the degree of racist and anti-racist activity
within the union movement at present, and the numerical
strength and actual policies of a number of national and local
organizations of people of color. Nevertheless, it is possible to
delineate some features of the political terrain of what may be

a new conjuncture.

ALAN WALD

AST YEAR was inaugurated by

two protests receiving national at-

tention. On January 21, 1987, 2,000

people marched in Manhattan in a
*Day of Mourning” for Michael Griffiths, a
stranded Black motorist who was chased
by a gang of racist whites to his death un-
der the wheels of a car in Howard Beach,
New York, on December 2, 1986 [see IV
117].Three days later, 20,000 people mobi-
lized from across the country to march
against Ku Klux Klan violence in Forsythe
County, Georgia.

Twelve months later, 1987 closed with
the national media devoting considerable
attention to the jury trial of the Howard
Beach lynchers, in which the prosecuting
attorneys tried to convict the victims for
being poor and Black. Since the anti-racist
activists in New York and elsewhere were
acutely conscious that the judicial system
ultimately serves the racist order, they kept
up as much pressure as they could during
and after the trial to demand serious con-
victions and sentences. Activists rightly
feared that a failure to convict or the ren-
dering of token sentences would encourage
similar violence against people of color.

In December 1987, three of the Howard
Beach lynchers were declared “not guilty”
of murder; they were found guilty merely
of manslaughter, which meant that they
might spend as little as eighteen months in
jail. However, as the sentences were subse-
quently handed down, the punishments

turned out to be fairly stiff; Jon Lester, the
most vicious, received the maximum of ten
to thirty years.

These results were beneficial in commu-
nicating the idea to people of color that mo-
bilization and protest can have an effect,
especially if massive and militant. After
all, whatever the weaknesses of the Ho-
ward Beach sentences, they were a signifi-
cant improvement over the acquittal six
months earlier of Bernhard Goetz, the vigi-
lante gunman who in 1984 cold-bloodedly
tried to execute several Afro-American
youths for harassing him on a New York
subway.

Howard Beach events
not isolated

It is also crucial to note that the highly-
publicized Howard Beach events were im-
mediately preceded and followed by other
atrocities against non-whites. For example,
on the day before the Howard Beach mur-
der, and in the same precinct, two Puerto
Ricans were battered by a gang of whites.
Three weeks later, according to the Coali-
tion of Asian Americans Against Racial
Violence, the New York police broke into
the home of a Chinatown family, beating
them without cause.

Moreover, the previous year, 1986, had
also been one of relentless violence against
people of color, although with less national

publicity and a more passive response.
Many of the 1986 incidents are typical of
the brand of racism that permeates the cul-
ture of the United States:

® In January 1986, six whites led by aKu
Klux Klan (KKK) member attacked a
group of Latinos with baseball bats in Ce-
dartown, Georgia, alleging that one of them
had dated a white woman.

@ In February, armed whites tried to
throw the Black leader of the University of
Texas anti-apartheid movement from an
eighth-floor dormitory window.

@® In May, a Black cyclist in Brooklyn
was stabbed to death by a white gang.

@ In June, a Chinese-American teenager
was knifed in Brooklyn by whites shouting,
“These Chinks don’t belong in this
neighborhood.”

@ In July, a Black teenager was murdered
in Lake County, Illinois, by a man shouting
allegiance to the KKK as he fired.

® In September, whites in Toledo, Ohio,
sodomized with a lead pipe and attempted
to castrate a Black man.

® In December, a week before the Ho-
ward Beach murder, an off-duty police offi-
cer in Ellenville, New York, “accidentally”
killed a Black man with a chokehold.!

Racist violence a fixture
of US society

These and similar events demonstrate
that ongoing violence against people of col-
or was a fixture of US society long before
the more spectacularly-publicized incidents
of 1986-87. Unfortunately, there is really
no way of determining whether there was
an absolute quantitative increase in the
numbers of racist attacks in the recent
months, since no national organization ex-
ists to prepare such a tabulation, and many
racist attacks occur in rural areas where
they go unreported.

‘While it is obvious that, in 1987, publici-
ty about such violence rose significantly,
along with the number of anti-racist mobili-
zations in protest, no one has yet to provide
a fully satisfactory explanation for this de-
velopment. However, one of the areas that
received a dramatic increase of attention
has been racism directed against university
students of color; here, there are clearly
several factors converging to create a spe-
cial situation.

For example, racist attacks on campuses
have sometimes had a relationship to a
growing aggressiveness in political activity
by Black students inspired by the new rise
of the South African liberation struggle.
Anti-apartheid organizations exist on a
number of campuses where they have built
public shanties as symbolic reminders of
the living conditions of Black South Afri-
cans. Many of these shanties have been
destroyed by right-wing organizations; at

1. These and other events are reported in “The empire
strikes back: racial violence on the rise,” Minority
Trendsetter 1, No.1, April/May 1987, pp.4-5.
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Johns Hopkins University, a shanty was
even doused with gasoline and set on fire
while four students slept inside.

However, racist incidents reported in
1987 at places such as Macalaster College
in Minnesota, Wellesley College in Massa-
chusetts, University of Michigan in Ann
Arbor, Purdue University in Indiana, Co-
lumbia University in New York City, Syra-
cuse University in upstate New York, and
at the University of Massachusetts at Am-
herst, tend to follow the traditional scenario
of whites attacking people of color.

All the “classical” features of anti-Black
racism are especially evident in one of the
most disgusting episodes — the attack on
Tawana Braley, a popular sixteen-year-old
Black highschool student in Wappingers
Falls, New York, who was raped and beat-
en. When she was found, her hair had been
chopped off, she was covered with faeces
and wrapped in a plastic bag, and the words
*nigger” and “KKK” were scrawled on her
torso.?

Here, in the form and features of the as-
sault — indeed, inscribed on the very body
of the victim! — one finds traces of modem
racism’s origins in colonialism and the
slave trade that still endure in the 1980s. At
that time, as a rationale for conquest and
enslavement, people of color were relegat-
ed to a sub-human category by white Euro-
peans who, emerging from Mediaeval
culture, projected their own repressed psy-
cho-sexual obsessions onto their victims.?
Although the forms of domination and ex-
ploitation of people of color today are dif-
ferent, there is a strong continuity with the
past transmitted through the racist culture
of the society of the United States with
which every child and adult is inculcated
from birth.

The contours of contemporary racism are
also seen in a number of other events that
have received considerable attention on the

US left, such as the following:

® The continuation of the struggle of
more than 10,000 Dineh (Navaho) people
living in the Big Mountain area of Arizona
who face forced removal from their
ancestral homeland by the National Guard,
due to the machinations of energy
companies.*

® The continued holding of the “Hartford
15,” supporters of Puerto Rican indepen-
dence, in “preventive detention,” following
their 1985 arrest as “terrorists.” 3

® The controversy surrounding institu-
tion of a fraudulent “amnesty” for undocu-
mented people under the Immigration
Reform and Control Act.®

® The steady stream of reports of hostili-
ty towards and attacks against new immi-
grants from Cambodia, Laos and
Vietnam.’

Character of racist
attacks is not new

Some on the left have already referred to
the present situation as one of a “new ra-
cism.” 8 The fundamental character of the
racist attacks, however, cannot be said to
be new. On the other hand, the context in
which these attacks have occurred does
have many new features. A recognition of
these may be helpful in formulating strate-
gies for the immediate defence of commu-
nities of people of color, as well as for
building unity with struggles of the work-
ing class and radical students. Among the
major developments creating increased
pressure and stress on the lives and strug-
gles of people of color are the decline of
the US economy, the persistence of de fac-
to segregation (“American apartheid”), the
crisis of leadership among people of color,
the AIDS epidemic and the new growth of
white supremacists.

The economic crisis in the US continues
to lower the living standard of the working
class in general and of people of color in
particular. The possibility of total economic
collapse was dramatized by the sensational
stock market crash of last October, al-
though most on the left are not anticipating
amechanical repeat of 1929.° Nevertheless,
the everyday reality for people of color —
especially Blacks, Latinos and Native Peo-
ples — is that, while they continue to suffer
immense impoverishment at an astonishing
rate, the bonuses and profits of the exploit-
ers continue to skyrocket.'®

US “underclass”
quadrupled in 1970s

In fact, even though US social scientists
have traditionally eschewed the use of
“class” as a relevant category in the United
States, there is now widespread talk of the
existence of an “underclass™ of citizens.
This group, for whom unemployment and
an environment of desperate violence and
drugs are the norm, quadrupled during the
1970s. At the present time, 28% of Black
families have incomes below the poverty
line.1!

Social and economic segregation are still
the reality, in the North as well as the
South. Most Black Americans live in
neighborhoods that are all Black or mainly
so0, send their children to schools mainly
comprised of people of color, and have few
sustained contacts with the white world.

This separate world is both economically
and culturally defined. Since 1980, report-
ed unemployment has generally been 7%
for all people but 17% for Black males. Na-
tive Americans have the highest rate of un-
employment of any ethnic group. Sixteen
states have over 40% unemployment rates
for Native peoples; the range nationally is
from 18% to 69%. Chicano families aver-
age $8,000 a year less than the national av-
erage, and every major center of the
Chicano population has been heavily hit
with plant closures and mass layoffs.!?

There has even been sensational publicity
about the exclusion of Black athletes from
executive positions in sports. Only one
Black holds a management position or

2. Jeff Jones, “Upstate New York march,” Guardian,
January 27, 1988, p.6.

3. See Winthrop D. Jordan, White over Black: Ameri-
can attitudes toward the negro, 1550-1812, 1969.

4. See Louise A. Sinesio, *Time is running out for Na-
vajo People,” New Democrat, June 16, 1986, pp.2-3.

5. See Juan Segarra et al, “Hartford Case,” Guardian,
August 12, 1987, pp.12-13.
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above in all of baseball. In the National
Football League, 55% of the players are
Black, but there has never been a Black
coach.13

The Afro-American community in par-
ticular has passed through a period of near-
ly two decades in which elected officials
have come to power — especially the phe-
nomenon of Black mayors in major cities
— with little or no advancement for the
masses, although the small Black middle
class has strengthened its own economic
position.’ In cities such as Detroit, the new
situation has been compared to “neo-
colonialism.”

Democratic Party
losing credibility

While the Democratic Party is losing
credibility as an instrument of social re-
form, no alternative has yet appeared.'’
Jesse Jackson'’s second effort to capture the
presidential nomination has so far indicat-
ed a retreat on his part from his more radi-
cal positions of 1982.!¢ In Philadelphia,
Black voters were forced by the Democrats
to re-elect Mayor Goode, who on May 13,
1985, murderously bombed a Black neigh-
borhood, as the only alternative to a white
racist candidate. In Detroit, a majority
Black city with a Black mayor and admin-
istration, the number of households receiv-
ing public assistance was 22% in 1970, and
is now 28%. In 1985 there were 635 mur-
ders in Detroit, seven times the national av-
erage. 173 children under 17 were shot in
the first half of 1987. Thousands took to
the streets under the leadership of an organ-
ization called “Save Our Sons and Daugh-
ters.” 7 Unfortunately, the far left has yet
to develop a viable program to respond to
immediate issues of this type.

Other features of the “crisis of leader-
ship” involve various elements of a new
Black right. Some of these are Black intel-
lectuals supporting Reagan, such as Thom-
as Sowell of the Hoover Institute and Glen
Loury of Harvard University’s Kennedy
School of Government.!® Others — such as
Ralph Abernathy, Dick Gregory, Hosea
Williams and Mayor Charles Evers (broth-
er of the martyred Medgar Evers) — open-
ly support the reactionary UNITA of Jonas
Savimbi in Angola.!® Another aspect of the
crisis in leadership is the growth of Black
social democracy, exemplified in the popu-
larity of books by William Julius Wilson,
such as The declining significance of race
(1978) and The truly disadvantaged (1987).
These undermine affirmative action argu-
ments and propose unrealistic (and unde-
sirable) “middle class” solutions for
economic despair.?°

Growing concern about AIDS has
brought more attention to poor health con-
ditions among Blacks and Latinos, who are
among the hardest hit sectors of the popula-
tion due to a high rate of intravenous drug
use. While Blacks and Latinos are approxi-
mately 18% of the US population, they

constitute 39% of all AIDS victims.? In
general, racial minorities in the US suffer
60,000 excess deaths each year due to inad-
equate health care.

Well-armed right-wing racist groups are
thriving across the United States. Unfortu-
nately, they are a growing influence among
many of those affected by the economic
crisis — such as rural farmers, urban un-
employed and youth. The far right also re-
ceives a boost from the upsurge in religious
fundamentalism in the US. Despite a de-
cline in membership, the KKK has been
holding weekly public appearances, with

special strength exhibited in Georgia and
North Carolina.

According to a report of Klanwatch, an
organization monitoring white suprema-
cists, racists are shedding robes in favor of
other strategies. They now go under other
names such as Posse Comitatus, Aryan Na-
tions, Christian Identity Movement, Liber-
ty Lobby, Populist Party, National
Democratic Front and Aryan Youth move-
ment. There are Nazi youth gangs in every
major city. Survival festivals are held in the
mid-west in which as many as 1,500
“Christian Patriots” will gather to practice
weapons and study racism.?

While the above and other factors make
life more difficult than ever for people of
color in the US, there are also national and
international factors at work that create
new possibilities for fighting back effec-
tively and that impel people of color and
their allies toward perspective of revolu-
tionary socialism.

First, and most importantly, there are
signs of a new unity among people of color
across the nation. Recent events in celebra-

tion of the new holiday honoring the birth-
day of Martin Luther King, Jr., were broad-
ly multi-racial in some areas; and many of
the new leaderships of university and com-
munity struggles have made a special point
of emphasizing the common oppression
and common goals of all people targeted by
racism.

On an international scale, revolutionary
movements among people of color have
taken a dramatic upswing. For weeks at a
time millions of North Americans watched
massive demonstrations of Blacks in South
Africa; they have witnessed the Nicara-
guans resisting and outmaneuvering the
Reagan administration; and they have ob-
served the Palestinians on the West Bank
mobilize heroically against the Zionist
colonizers. -

While the labor movement has continued
in retreat, important events have occurred
such as the successful strike of the Chicana
workers in Watsonville, California, and
several anti-apartheid actions in the union
movement.?

Advances for
cultural movements

There have also been significant develop-
ments in the cultural life of the United
States influencing the current state of polit-
ical struggles. Following the decline of the
nationalist movements of Blacks and Chi-
canos that reached their height in the late
1960s and early 1970s, many left-wing
groups revised their views and took on the
new position that people of color are not
oppressed nationalities with an independent
dynamic, only super-exploited workers.?

Nevertheless, semi-autonomous cultural
movements of people of color have
marched steadily forward during this past
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decade, with substantial results. Leading
novelists in the US now include Toni Mor-
rison and Alice Walker; both of these Black
feminists promote Afro-American culture
as a source of sustenance, pride and inde-
pendence, significantly raising the cultural
level of the country above the banality of
Nobel Prize winner Saul Bellow, not to
mention mass-market hucksters like Harold
Robbins. There is also increasing public in-
terest in Latino film and theatre. Although
mass cultural phenomena are complex and
contradictory, with diverse effects depend-
ing on the context, there is no doubt that in-
formation and interest in the history and
culture of peoples of color is more wide-
spread than ever.

Patriarchal, European
perspectives questioned

Among the most impressive culturally-
linked struggles of people of color in the
past year have been those on campuses
across the nation. Student activists and fa-
culty allies put forward in an impressively
forceful and unified manner the demand for
an end to Euro-American domination of the
cultural life of the university. They advo-
cated required courses in “non-Western
cultures,” and the creation of or strengthen-
ing of independent programs in Afro-
American, Native American, Asian Ameri-
can and Latino studies. Often these national
demands were linked to international con-
cerns, especially regarding US support of
reactionary regimes in South Africa and
Central America.

Even within the ivory tower of the aca-
demic disciplines, the impact of this grow-
ing assertion of cultural “difference” and
autonomy on the part of people of color is
an issue of major contention. In the social
sciences and humanities there now rage vit-
riolic and highly political debates about the
appropriate methodologies for scholarly
study. Liberals and conservatives unite on
the side of the “Ethnicity school,” which
conflates people of color and white ethnics
into a single category on the grounds that
all citizens of the US are in some sense de-
scended from “minorities.” On the left
stand adherents of an analysis according to
categories of class, gender and race, in
which Marxism figures prominently. Not
only history and culture, but also psycholo-
gy and the physical sciences are now com-
ing under sharp criticism for theorizing and
present “facts” and “norms” that are actual-
ly ideological props facilitating the
domination of patriarchal European
perspectives.

What are the implications of these new
developments for the revolutionary left in
the United States? First and foremost, they
demand an orientation by all socialists to-
ward active support on the front lines of the
struggles — and the extension of these
struggles into the places where socialist
live and work. No criticism or suggestions,
no matter how non-sectarian or friendly in

tone, will be taken seriously — nor should
they be — if they are not predicated on an
activist commitment.

Anti-racism not primarily
a “Black” issue

Second, the complexity of these new de-
velopments suggests the necessity of an in-
tensive self-educational program on the
part of the left as to the history, dynamic,
needs and demands of people of color in
the US. Since the European invasion of the
continent over 400 years ago, a massive
disinformation campaign has been con-
ducted by the news media, educational in-
stitutions and the culture industry to
misinform people about cultural differ-
ence; to propagate biological theories of ra-
cial inferiority; to sew divisions among
working people; and to instill the illusion
of a possible assimilation to the racist order
by people of color.

As a result, not only Euro-Americans,
but people of color themselves, need to
participate in a fresh and updated historical
review linked to political struggle. A unity
of all people of color in alliance with the
union movement and radical students is de-
sirable, but cannot be achieved if the result
is that the less numerous and materially
weaker groups are subordinated and over-
run.

Unity among people of color, and be-

tween people of color and their class allies,
must be predicated on the recognition of
differences as well as interests in common.
Most significantly, it is no longer correct, if
it ever was, to treat the anti-racist move-
ment as primarily a “Black” issue, even
though Blacks have historically played a
major role on the left and have been heavily
proletarianized.

® Native Peoples, for example, have
played a special part in the history of the
nation and are presently linked to a hemi-
spheric-wide revolt of indigenous
peoples. ™

® “Asian American” is a term that refers
to numerous groups with many different
relations to the dominant society — Japa-
nese-Americans, Chinese-Americans, Fili-
pino-Americans, Vietnamese-Americans,
Korean-Americans and others.

® The Latino community is divided
among Chicanos, Puerto Ricans (from the
island as well as the mainland), Cuban-
Americans, recent refugees from El Salva-
dor, Guatemala, Mexico and elsewhere.

@® There are also diverse Arab Americans,
Haitians, people from India and other re-
cent immigrants.

Teach-ins on racism and cultural diversi-
ty are now being organized mainly on cam-
puses, but they can also be held in
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communities, in neighborhoods and in un-
ions. Particular dates should be designated
by anti-racist activists for special attention
and actions. For example, October 12 is
now celebrated as “Columbus Day,” a na-
tional holiday honoring the “discoverer of
America.” Anti-racist activists should
transform this into a day of infamy, mark-
ing the advent of the trans-Atlantic slave
trade and genocidal war against the inhabi-
tants of the North and South American con-
tinents. The birthday of Civil Rights leader
Martin Luther King, Jr., is in many areas of
the country still a “token” holiday; social-
ists should join the campaign to close down
business and state institutions, organizing
alternative events on this date to honor
King and to protest racism.

Strategy for the anti-
racist movements

Whatever the difficulties and unique fea-
tures of the present time, the opportunities
for effective participation by socialists —
by activists with a political analysis of ra-
cism and a vision of the route to its eradica-
tion — are many.

In formulating strategy and tactics for the
new anti-racist movements, there is a cru-
cial continuity of the present moment with
many of the past efforts of socialists, espe-
cially of the 60s and 70s.

The basic program of demands raised by
the far left of that earlier time — for inde-
pendent political action; for use of corpo-
rate dollars to build educational, health and
other facilities; for the defence of the rights
of prisoners of color; for the honoring to
treaties with Native Peoples; for the demo-
cratization and cultural transformation of
the school system; for the elimination of ra-
cist practices at work, in courts and else-
where — has been vindicated by recent
events.

What is required is not a complete over-
haul or new start in theoretical and prog-
rammatic work, but a development and
fresh application.

Finally, revolutionary socialists have a
special attitude that they bring to struggles
of people of color and the working-class
movement, regardless of their own individ-
ual backgrounds.

Socialists are at war with the culture and
institutions of class society, and do not
come to the anti-racist struggle as do-
gooders, or social workers, or to cure their
souls of guilt,

They come to the struggle because they
genuinely believe that it is in their own in-
terest to uproot racism and all that produces
it from their own society and other
societies.

They are not motivated by condescend-
ing pity, like many liberals; they feel at one
with the people of color who are waging
struggle now and have done so in the past,
and they are honored by having the privi-
lege of joining as front-line combatants in
the reshaping of the world. %

Twenty three years
after the

assassination of
Malcolm X

DEVELOPMENTS over the twenty-three years following the
assassination of the Malcolm X show how much his absence
has affected both the Black struggle and the revolutionary
movement in the US. When Malcolm was shot on February
21, 1965, the Black revolt was about a dozen years old and
heading into a worsening crisis of leadership. The dedication,
bravery and mobilization of Black communities across the US
had been phenomenal. But their struggles were increasingly
hampered and side-tracked by established national
organizations and individual leaders.

The proliferation of small, new groups and the strengthening
of Black nationalist sentiments testified to the search fora
structure and leadership capable of carrying the struggle to
new heights and new victories.

EVELYN SELL
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ALCOLM X had the potential to

fill the vacuum existing in the

leadership of the Black move-

ment of the 1960s. During his
dozen years as a member of the Nation of
Islam (NOI, popularly known as the Black
Muslims), he quickly displayed his abilities
as an organizer and speaker. Accepted into
the NOI in 1952, he rose with meteoric
speed to the very top ranks of the group’s
hierarchy, and became second in command
to Elijah Muhammad, the movement’s
leader.

When the NOI attracted national atten-
tion at the end of the 1950s, it was Malcolm
who received the most publicity. His char-
ismatic personality and fiery speaking tal-
ents made him the focal point of public
knowledge about the movement he
represented.

Radio and television appearances, maga-
zine interviews and articles, and speeches
at meetings and public rallies introduced
Malcolm to increasing numbers of Ameri-
cans. He was one of the most requested
speakers for college debates and forums —
where his intelligence, wit and personality
made him a favorite of the most militant
students and won him grudging admiration
from his opponents and detractors.

I can personally testify to the power he
exerted over a campus audience. I first
heard Malcolm speak at a Wayne State
University debate where he changed a jeer-
ing, overwhelmingly white crowd into a re-
spectful audience. Loud heckling was
transformed into resounding applause. His
power over a group — even a hostile one
— was astounding.

Insistence on Black
self-reliance

His impact during more informal discus-
sions was no less remarkable as I discov-
ered when I stayed after the debate to ask
him about the role of women in the NOIL.
For over an hour he devoted as much ener-
gy and concentration to discussing with me
and another student as he had to the hun-
dreds who had packed the campus meeting.

Malcolm’s influence was not confined to
the borders of the US. His relations with
top African delegates to the United Nations
and his trip to Africa to pave the way for
Elijah Muhammad’s 1959 visit to Mecca
established Malcolm abroad. He became
known as “the St. Paul of the Black Mus-
lim movement.”

It was not his religious message, howev-
er, that attracted the attention and respect
of Blacks across the US. They responded to
his searing attacks against racism, his insis-
tence on Black self-reliance, his criticism
of compromising Black leaders, and his de-
nunciation of Democratic and Republican
politicians who wooed Black votes but
failed to follow through on campaign
promises. An anonymous Harlem cab driv-
er told Life photographer Gordon Parks
“that Malcolm ain’t afraid to tell Mr. Char-

lie, the FBI or the cops or nobody where to
get off.”

At the same time that Malcolm and the
NOI were gaining more influence within
the Black community, the progress of the
Black liberation movement was affecting
him and the Black Muslim organization.
There was growing pressure within the
ranks of the NOI to join in the civil rights
struggles taking place and, as the 1964 na-
tional election campaign loomed on the ho-
rizon, there was strong sentiment to engage
in independent political action. Toward the
end of 1963 there were persistent rumors of
a division within the NOI, and that a split
was imminent between Malcolm, leading
the young militants, and Elijah Muham-
mad, who would not allow the NOI to get
involved in civil rights battles.

Mass actions against
segregation

While Blacks were mobilizing in mass
actions to fight against segregation and for
equality, the NOI maintained a different
goal and strategy: the separation of the rac-
es and the creation of an independent Black
nation on either American or African soil;
the establishment of separate Black busi-
nesses, schools and so on; and a pledge of
obedience to all civil authority in the US
(with the sole exception of their refusal to
serve in the armed forces because this vio-
lated their religious teachings).

Malcolm’s potential for becoming the
most authoritative voice of the Black mass-
es was evident during a November 10,
1963, public rally that climaxed the two-
day Northern Negro Grass Roots Leader-
ship Conference held in Detroit. The great
majority of the audience was not affiliated
with the NOI and did not come to hear to
Malcolm X, NOI minister, but to hear Mal-
colm X, the most eloquent spokesperson
for Black liberation. As a member of the
audience, I can report that the cheers, ap-
plause and shouts during Malcolm’s talk
were clear signs of the extraordinary stand-
ing he had within the militant wing of the
movement.

A few weeks after this conference, the
rumored split between Malcolm and Elijah
Muhammad was set into motion. The head
of the NOI had ordered all his ministers to
make no comment about the assassination
of President John Kennedy. But in re-
sponse to a question at a December 1,
1963, meeting in New York, Malcolm not-
ed that Kennedy’s death was a product of
the climate of violence and hate created by
whites in the US. For this violation, Mal-
colm received a public 90-day suspension.

In March 1964, Malcolm announced his
departure from the NOI and his plan “to or-
ganize and head a new mosque in New
York City, known as the Muslim Mosque,
Inc.” But there was more behind Mal-
colm’s break with NOI than a simple mat-
ter of disobeying an order. This became
clear to all when his new independence

from Elijah Muhammad made it possible
for Malcolm to get involved in the battles
of the Black community for “better food,
clothing, housing, education and jobs right
now.”

In mid-April Malcolm went to Africa to
organize support among the independent
nations of that continent for his proposals to
carry the American Black struggle into the
United Nations. His views were deeply af-
fected by his pilgrimage to Mecca and his
discussions with government leaders, jour-
nalists, students and others in Europe, Afri-
ca and the Middle East. His followers in the
US began to receive letters from him indi-
cating deep-going changes in his previous-
ly sweeping denunciations of all whites and
the goal of establishing a separate Black
state.

Organization of
Afro-American Unity

Upon his return to the US at the end of
May, he stated that he thought Blacks
should stay and fight in the United States
for what was rightfully theirs. His public
remarks showed that his thinking on politi-
cal and social issues was developing in a
revolutionary direction.

On June 28, 1964, Malcolm launched the
Organization of Afro-American Unity
(OAAU), patterned after the Organization
of African Unity which was founded in
May 1963 to unite all Africans in the fight
to eliminate colonialism. The OAAU pro-
gram showed a further development of
Malcolm’s ideas and a much more concrete
approach to the daily tasks of the Black
struggle. Its major theme was that the Black
community would control its own destiny
through its own organs of power.

The OAAU began to hold meetings, set
up a liberation school to teach African and
Afro-American history, and published a bi-
weekly newsletter, Backlash. These initial
steps were taken while Malcolm was over-
seas. He spent the summer and fall of 1964
in Africa and the Middle East pursuing his
campaign to put the US on trial in the
World Court, and solidarizing contacts with
government officials and Black leaders.

On November 24, 1964, Malcolm re-
turned to the US and carried out a heavy
schedule of activities. The ideas he ex-
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pressed at OAAU rallies and at meetings
across the country showed that he was still
going through a process of changing his
views and expanding his understanding of
society. In the last weeks of his life, he re-
peatedly asserted that he was a target for
assassination. On February 14, 1965, his
home was firebombed while he, his wife,
and their four young children were asleep.
They managed to escape unharmed and
Malcolm insisted on carrying out a Detroit
speaking engagement although he was suf-
fering from fatigue, strain, smoke inhala-
tion and a bad cold. As a participant in the
meeting that night I could see how tired
and ill he was, but it was clear that he had
no intention of swerving from his course
and that his views were still evolving.

Malcolm X cut down by
assassins’ bullets

Less than a week later his development
as a central leader of the Black movement
was cut short by assassins’ bullets. His
newborn organization was not sturdy
enough to overcome the loss of his guid-
ance, although it continued to function for
a time. His legacy has been passed down
primarily through recordings and written
transcriptions of his talks.

Although present and future generations
can learn from and be inspired by what
Malcolm said and did, his absence from the
living movement had a disastrous effect on
the development of a Black leadership.
Both his accomplishments during his life
and the vacuum left by his death testify to
the crucial role which can be played by in-
dividuals in shaping historical events.

The life experiences and the accomplish-
ments of Malcolm X demonstrate his ca-
pacity to become the central leader of the
Black struggle. His autobiography shows
that he was a fairly typical product of social
conditions in the Black community.

Bom in Nebraska during the late 1920s,
he experienced the oppression of a racist
society. In his late teens he became a suc-
cessful petty criminal in the Harlem under-
world. After several trips to jail, he landed
in a maximum-security prison in Massa-
chusetts. It was here that Malcolm began to
distinguish himself as a non-typical prod-
uct of racist social conditions. He read
“thousands of books because I wanted to
know what made people the way they
were.” He didn’t find answers in the prison
library. His brother, a member of the De-
troit temple of the NOI, visited him in pris-
on and began Malcolm’s conversion to the
Black Muslim movement.

Released from prison in August 1952,
Malcolm soon became a member of the
small Detroit Temple Number One and
volunteered his services. When he pro-
duced a threefold increase in membership,
he was made an assistant minister. At the
end of 1953, he went to Chicago to live
with and be personally trained by Elijah
Muhammad. By June 1954 Malcolm had

established Boston’s Temple Eleven in
three months and Philadelphia’s Temple
Twelve in less than three months, and was
appointed minister of New York City’s
Temple Seven. He transformed the small
storefront mosque into a large and power-
ful organization in Harlem, the largest
Black ghetto in the US.

The ruling class power structure in New
York was compelled to recognize Malcolm
as a potent force when a member of the
NOI was jailed on April 14, 1958. Hun-
dreds of fellow NOI members surrounded
the police station. Fearing a riot, the au-
thorities called on well-known Black lead-
ers to handle the situation — with no
success. Malcolm went to the station, ne-
gotiated hospital care and release for the
Muslim brother, and then stepped outside
and made a slight gesture to the silent
crowd. Within minutes, they vanished. The
awed police captain remarked, “No man
should have that much power over that
many people. We cannot control this town
if one man can wield that kind of power.”

Malcolm soon reached even greater na-
tional and international prominence. He be-
came chief trouble-shooter and public
voice for Elijah Muhammad both within
the United States and abroad. The record of
his successes during this period showed
that Malcolm had extraordinary abilities —
a powerful combination of native talents
augmented by his personal experiences,
studies and travel abroad. His leadership
qualities were proven. Though there are
never any historical guarantees, it seems
likely that, had he lived, he might well have
proven capable of passing history’s test,
answering the crucial need for leadership
of the Black liberation struggle.

Malcolm joined the National of Islam on
the eve of the civil rights explosion in the
South. Although the majority of Blacks did

Malcolm X
(right) with
Martin Luther
King (DR)
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not support NOI’s religious doctrine and
goal of a separate Black nation, that organi-
zation did articulate most clearly and sym-
bolize most dramatically significant new
attitudes in Black communities around the
country: self-reliance, self-confidence and
racial solidarity in the fight against the
dominant white power structure. In their
schools and publications, the NOI empha-
sized the true history of Black people in the
US, the past record of Black contributions
to world culture, and the contemporary
struggles and achievements of colored peo-
ple throughout the world.

The NOI played no role in the eruption of
civil rights battles in the mid-1950s and the
growing movement of the early 1960s. In
fact, it rejected the sit-in movement and
argued that, instead of “going into those
stores where we are neither wanted nor in-
vited,"” Blacks should concentrate on devel-
oping their own businesses. The NOI
criticized the NAACP and the Urban
League as being controlled by white men,
and opposed Martin Luther King’s passive
resistance philosophy — calling it a “slave
philosophy” which preached love for the
oppressor.

This abstention from and opposition to
the civil rights struggle ran counter to the
mood of many NOI members. After his
break with Elijah Muhammad, Malcolm
explained: “The Black Muslim movement
attracted the most militant young Black
people in this country. The most restless,
the most impatient, and the most uncom-
promising Black men and women were at-
tracted to the Black Muslim movement....It
actually developed, it grew, it became pow-
erful — but it was in a vacuum. And it was
filled with extremely militant young people
who weren’t willing to compromise with
anything and wanted action. More action,
actually, than the organization could




produce.”

Malcolm’s personal inclination to get in-
volved in the Black liberation movement
was expressed openly after his departure
from the NOL He said that Elijah Muham-
mad had restrained him from participating
more vigorously but “it’s going to be differ-
ent now. I'm going to join in the fight
wherever Negroes ask for my help, and I
suspect my activities will be on a greater
and more intensive scale than in the
past....] am prepared to cooperate in local
civil rights actions in the South and
elsewhere.”

“ril tell them what a real
revolution means”

Malcolm's entrance into the civil rights
street battles added a pungent ingredient to
a pot already boiling over with civil disobe-
dience actions, rent strikes, school boycotts
and countrywide demonstrations. His state-
ments were a challenge to the recognized
lcadership of the civil rights movement.

“There’s no use deceiving ourselves,” he
stated. “Good education, housing and jobs
are imperatives for the Negroes, and I shall
support them in their fight to win these ob-
jectives. But I shall also tell the Negroes
that while these are necessary, they cannot
solve the Negro problem.

“I shall also tell them what a real revolu-
tion means — the French revolution, the
American revolution, Algeria, to name a
few, There can be no revolution without
bloodshed, and it is nonsense to describe
the civil rights movement in America as a
revolution.”

These pronouncements were greeted
coldly by the acknowledged leaders of the
civil rights struggle. James Farmer, then
national director of the Congress of Racial
Equality (CORE), was quick to disclaim
any sympathy with Malcolm’s remarks.
“All participants in CORE projects are
pledged to non-violence in every project,”
Farmer explained.

Paul Zuber, a Black attorney practicing in
New York commented, “CORE can’t get
400 members in Harlem, but Malcolm X
can draw from 4,000 to 10,000 people
when he speals on 125th Street. I think the
power play is now on, and the ultimate de-
cision does not rest with Roy Wilkins [head
of the NAACP], Malcolm X, or James
Farmer; it rests with 22 million Negroes
living in this country.”

The alternative leadership offered by
Malcolm was codified in the program of the
OAAU. It addressed critical needs of
Blacks across the US, advocated a strategy
of independent united action to gain Black
control of the Black community, and ex-
plained, “What we do here in regaining our
self-respect, manhood, dignity, and free-
dom helps all people everywhere who are
fighting against oppression.”

Specific projects included support to rent
strikes and a housing self-improvement
program, community action to improve

schools and textbooks, and community
programs help unwed mothers, drug ad-
dicts, youth and veterans.

OAAU political action plans included “a
voter registration drive to make every un-
registered voter in the Afro-American
community an Independent voter; we pro-
pose to support and/or organize political
clubs, to run Independent candidates for of-
fice, and to support any Afro-American al-
ready in office who answers to and is
responsible to the Afro-American
community.”

In his public speeches, Malcolm attacked
the two major parties with equal fervor and
stated, “Any Negro who registers as a
Democrat or a Republican is a traitor to his
own people.” The significance of Mal-
colm’s call for independent political action
took on added weight when the Michigan
Freedom Now Party gained ballot status
and ran militant Black nationalist candi-
dates in the state’s 1964 election campaign.
This was the most advanced expression of
independent Black political action in the
country.

In order to carry out the goals he envis-
aged, Malcolm spent the summer and fall
of 1964 in Africa and the Middle East
where he gained further stature as an out-
standing leader. In July he addressed a con-
ference of the Organization of African
Unity and urged the members, “In the in-
terests of world peace and security, we be-
seech the heads of the independent African
states to recommend an immediate investi-
gation into our problems by the United Na-
tions Commission on Human Rights.”
While in Kenya he was given time on the
government radio and met with top-level
government officials. The US embassy
protested according such honors to a per-
son held in low repute in the United States,
but the Kenya government rejected the pro-
test. The World Muslim League, founded
in 1962 as the supreme religious body in
the Muslim world, designated Malcolm as
their official representative in the US.

“You can’t have capitalism
without racism”

Malcolm visited over a dozen countries
and spoke with such African leaders as
Nasser, Nyerere, Sekou Toure, Nkrumah,
Azikiwe and Jomo Kenyatta. US newspa-
pers complained bitterly that Malcolm was
responsible for the African opposition to
US policies in the United Nations’ discus-
sions on the Congo.

While Malcolm was overseas, the civil
rights movement in the US was carrying
out intensive activities in the South, and
there were Black ghetto explosions in the
North. When he returned to New York in
November, it was clear that his views had
continued to develop. Speaking at a sym-
posium in May 1964, Malcolm was asked
what political system he favored. He said:

“I don’t know. But I'm flexible. As was
stated earlier, all of the countries that are

emerging today from under the shackles of
colonialism are turning toward socialism. [
don't think it’s an accident. Most of the
countries that were colonial powers were
capitalist countries and the last bulwark of
capitalism today is America, and it's im-
possible for a white person today to belicve
in capitalism and not believe in racism.
You can’t have capitalism without racism.
And if you find a person without ra-
cism...usually they're socialists or their po-
litical philosophy is socialism.”

Nine months later, when I heard him
speak days before his assassination, he ex-
plained the connection between the internal
struggle against American imperialism and
the external struggle against US imperial-
ism being waged by peoples throughout the
world. I am not claiming that Malcolm was
a socialist or Marxist at the time of his
death. He was going through a process of
deepening his understanding of long-held
views and gaining new Insights into social
realities and possibilities.

It was the direction of his thinking that
was so exciting to Marxists who see the
combined character of the coming Ameri-
can revolution, that is, a proletarian revolu-
tion to provide the preconditions for the
establishment of a socialist society and a
nationalist revolution to win full equality
and liberation for oppressed national mi-
norities. Because of their key role in help-
ing to shape and reshape American society
and their social weight in contemporary
life, Blacks have acted and will act as a
vanguard within the revolutionary move-
ment. Malcolm's leadership qualities, ideo-
logically and organizationally, marked him
as a prime candidate to help forge the need-
ed unity between the working class move-
ment and the struggles of oppressed
nationalities,

Marxists celebrate Malcolm’s life as
proof of the capacity of exploited and op-
pressed persons to overcome tremendous
obstacles as they strive to build a better
world. We mourn Malcolm’s death as a se-
vere setback to the progress of the Black
liberation movement and the development
of the revolutionary movement. %

[From the February 1988 issue of Bulletin
in Defense of Marxism, produced by the
Fourth Internationalist Tendency and avail-
able for $3 from Bulletin IDOM, P.0O. Box
1317, New York, NY 10009, USA.]
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AFGHANISTAN

NFEBRUARY 8, Mikhail Gor-

bachev announced that Soviet

troops would withdraw from

Afghanistan in the ten months
following May 15, 1988.

The fact that the withdrawal of these
troops was decided on when “the causes
that led to their presence in the country” —
to repeat the phrase used by Leonid Brezh-
nev in the wake of the Soviet intervention
— have not disappeared but are more oper-
ative than ever, is in itself a striking recog-
nition of failure. More than eight years
after the start of the intervention, the bal-
ance sheet is terribly negative:

® The USSR is bogged down in an inva-
sion, which has led to slaughter and enor-
mous destruction.

® Iis intervention has run up against
deepgoing hostility from the great majority
of the Afghan population.

® The Afghan reactionary forces have
been able to increase their influence enor-
mously in the name of a struggle against
the invader.

® The “progressive” regime in Kabul is
even more unpopular and more fragile than
it was on the eve of the Soviet intervention.

® The intervention in Afghanistan by
US imperialism and its regional partners —
including in particular Pakistan and Saudi
Arabia, through their aid to the “Mujaha-
din” — is greater than ever.

® US imperialism and its European allies
have gained considerable political advan-
tage from the the vast revulsion of world
public opinien, including in the workers’
movement, against the Soviet war in
Afghanistan.

@ In the USSR itself, this “dirty war” has
engendered “moral gangrene” in the ranks
of the army and deepgoing discontent in
the population. This is especially true in the
“Muslim” republics, where anti-
communist Islamic propaganda has en-
joyed a vigor unequalled for several
decades.

Why the we called for
withdrawal

The Fourth International correctly judged
that the massive intervention of Soviet
troops, as it unfolded, was not only con-
trary to the right of self-determination of
the people of Afghanistan but also to the
real interests of the struggle of the exploit-
ed and oppressed throughout the region
and to those of the Soviet workers’ state.
The prolongation of this intervention could
only aggravate the harm that it did to these
interests. This is why the Fourth Interna-
tional called for the withdrawal of Soviet
troops from Afghanistan.

The withdrawal decision announced by
Mikhail Gorbachev will be executed when
the damage that it aims to limit has long
since grown 1o enormous proportions.

In his February 8 statement, Gorbachev
clearly refused to link the withdrawal of
Soviet troops to an agreement with Wash-

No Soviet
deals with
imperialism

THE UNITED Secretariat of
the Fourth International
issued the following
staterpent on March 21.

ington and Islamabad on the formation of a
new Afghan government, as is being de-
manded by the Pakistani dictatorship.

“This is a purely internal Afghan prob-
lem. Only the Afghans can settle it, even if
they belong to different, or even opposing
camps. When it is suggested that the Soviet
Union must take part in negotiations over
this and still more with third states, we an-
swer clearly: Spare us this, it is not our
problem, or yours.” That is what Mikhail
Gorbachev has said.

This attitude is in total contradiction with
the crude interference represented by the
intervention of Soviet troops in Kabul in
December 1979, just as it stands in contra-
diction to the very numerous occasions
throughout the history of the Soviet bu-
reaucracy when it has negotiated the fate of
governments in other countries with impe-
rialism and forced 1ts allies in these coun-
tries to conform to the results of these
negotiations.

The coming months and vears will make
it possible to verify whether the principle
declared by Gorbachev is more than a pure-
ly circumstantial argument, especially
since under Gorbachev Moscow today is
advocating a worldwide course of “recon-
ciliation” marked by the worst kind of
“peaceful coexistence” illusions. This con-
ciliationist course has already revealed its
futility in Afghanistan, where Najibullah’s
“national reconciliation” got the brush-off
from the reactionary Islamic Alliance.

However, this did not keep Gorbachev in
his February 8 statement from expressing a
wish for the same sort of “reconciliation”
for the Middle East, South Africa, Kampu-
chea and Central America! We will oppose
any attempt by the Kremlin to pressure the
peoples of these countries and regions into
accepting so-called reconciliation with
their worst enemies.

The USSR’ s duty is to provide aid, with-
out strings, to the peoples struggling
against imperialism and reaction. Only the
leaderships of these struggles have the
right to negotiate compromises with the
imperialists and their partners. In this re-
spect, since Moscow initially made ending
US and Pakistani aid to the Mujahadin a
condition for the withdrawal of its troops
from Afghanistan, it rapidly found itself

confronted with a new condition from
Washington — the ending of Soviet aid to
the Kabul government following the with-
drawal of Soviet troops.

This sort of trading between Moscow and
Washington, over the heads of their respec-
tive allies, in the last analysis can only harm
the more advanced revolutionary struggles.
To get what it wants in Afghanistan for ex-
ample, Moscow might be led to make con-
cessions at the expense of Nicaragua,
which is less important for its own security.
This is why, rejecting such deals in princi-
ple, we call for a withdrawal of Soviet
troops from Afghanistan without negotia-
tions between Moscow and Washington.
The USSR must withdraw its forces from
Afghanistan without delay, and conlinue to
provide aid for the Afghan progressive
forces struggling against the feudal-tribal
and Islamic reactionaries, who are support-
ed by imperialist and the reactionary Mus-
lim states. It should conform to the
announcement by Moscow on March 17
that its troops will withdraw, even if no
agreement is reached with Pakistan and the
United States. Moscow is continuing, how-
ever, to express its desire for such an accord
and to pursue that end.

Washington raises the
stakes

Even before being implemented, the So-
viet decision has already sown deepgoing
disarray in the enemy camp. This is true at
an international level. The most reactionary
currents in the imperialist countries are dis-
gusted by the perspective of losing what
has been one of their main anti-Soviet argu-
ments in recent years. Some have gone so
far as to denounce the decision for a Soviet
withdrawal, calling it “Machiavellian™! Far
from making it easier for Moscow to with-
draw its troops, the US is upping the ante.

The same thing is happening on the
ground. After having concealed their differ-
ences and rivalries behind a facade of unity
against the Soviet invader, the various com-
ponents of the Islamic Alliance based in Pe-
shawar, on Pakistani territory, are clashing
more and more openly. Recently, the
strongest of these forces, but also the most
fanatical and the most reactionary — Hek-
matyar’s Hezb-i-Islamic — has taken the
leadership of the Alliance. As the Soviet
troops withdraw, the Mujahadin organiza-
tions will lose their aura of “freedom fight-
ers,” as Reagan calls them, and appear as
they are — profoundly corrupt reactionary
organizations representing contending, ir-
reconcilable ambitions for power.

If, however, the government proves inca-
pable of surviving the Soviet withdrawal,
its fall would anyway be a lesser evil than
the Soviet Union getting bogged down in-
definitely in Afghanistan. In any event, in
the long run, the withdrawal will benefit the
development of a mass revolutionary
movement in Afghanistan and in its neigh-
boring countries. *
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