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O n  th e  D u rk in  A c q u it ta l

O
n August 2, a Bronx Supreme Court jury acquitted 
killer cop Kevin Durkin of the double murders of 
Domingo Morales and Manuel Martinez. Durkin shot 
the two men last February during a pool game in a bar 
in the South Bronx. Durkin, who was offduty at the time, had 

been drinking all day. He got into an argument with Morales and 
Martinez, drew his gun, and as the men turned to leave, pulled the 
trigger. Witnesses testified that the two men made no threatening 
gestures. Both were unarmed.

Durkin’s trial stands out as a crude miscarriage of justice, 
punctuated by racist slurs against blacks and Puerto Ricans by 
both Durkin and the presiding judge, John Welsh. In his defense, 
Durkin presented no concrete evidence to justify his action, other 
than suspicion. He said that he felt his life was in danger in the bar 
because the two men, whom he knew from the neighborhood for 
a long time but who didn’t know each other, “ seemed to him” to 
be members of the Fuerzas Armadas de Liberacion Nacional 
(FALN). In short, Durkin’s defense was that he “ felt” his life 
was threatened and that in self-defense he had to shoot Martinez 
and Morales.

The Durkin acquittal clearly implies that a policeman is 
justified in committing murder if he “ senses” a threat to his life 
or “ feels” that his life is in jeopardy. In other words, individual 
perceptions and prejudices that a given policeman might have 
against racial and national groups have become acceptable 
replacements for concrete evidence. In essence, Judge Welsh and 
the jury have given free reign to any policeman to act out his or 
her racism and frustrations.

Most decisions of this type have been made by all white juries. 
However, the jury in the Durkin case was composed of 7 white 
North Americans, 4 blacks and one Hispanic. The fact that the 
five minority members also voted for acquittal reflects the degree 
to which oppressed peoples accept the values and distortions of 
bourgeois law-r-either because of fear, false consciousness or their
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own class interests. This highlights the need to raise the level of 
class-consciousness of working people and organize them around 
their concrete social and economic interests. Furthermore, we 
must demonstrate the need for united militant action to defend 
these interests.

The implications of the Durkin case go beyond racism and na
tional chauvinism. Durkin’s main point of defense—that he 
“ thought” the men were part of the FALN—has extremely 
widesweeping political implications. The court’s decision implies 
that any Puerto Rican or Latin may be brutalized and killed by a 
policeman—simply because they are Latin—since all are potential 
“ terrorists.” This provides another basis for increased political 
harassment of the Puerto Rican community, whether through in
creased police brutality, subpoenas before a Grand Jury, or illegal 
police surveillance. Such harassment is easily applied to other 
minority groups and any group fighting for its democratic rights.

In the past year, the cases of police beatings, harassment and 
brutality in minority communities in New York City have increas
ed. This rise in the misuse of police authority has been over
whelmingly directed against blacks, Puerto Ricans and other 
Latins.

This pattern is repeating itself nationwide. The shooting of 
Morales and Martinez is yet another example in the emerging 
wave of.racist attacks against minorities being carried out by 
those who supposedly are there to protect people—the police. As 
the country continues its move to the right in this period of 
economic crisis, there will be many more incidents like these oc
curring. In the last few months alone, there are numerous ex
amples of this trend. In addition to the murder of Arthur McDuf
fie in Miami and the subsequent acquittal of the 4 policemen who 
killed him, there is:

—In July, in Boston, Mass., the murder of 14-year old black 
youth, Levi Hart by policeman Richard W. Bourque. Hart had 
been arrested on charges of car theft. Bourque was acquitted.

—In August, in Philadelphia, Pa., a black teenager, 17-year 
old William Green was stopped by police for running a red light, 
he was handcuffed, pistol-whipped and then shot. He died later 
the same day. The police said that the gun went off by accident.

—Several weeks ago, Native American Rita Silk-Nauni was 
sentenced to 150 years for shooting a policeman in self-defense 
after an assault on herself and her son in Oklahoma City. Silk- 
Nauni had been arrested for “ suspicion of littering.”

This phenomenon of police brutality or “ legal lynching” is cer
tainly not new. The current increase comes during this period of 
economic crisis when crime is on the rise. As a response to this, 
“ law and order” has become the cry of the mass media, right- 
wing groups, liberal and conservative politicians, and unfor
tunately, many working1 people. “ Law and order” is a code 
phrase for keeping blacks and Latins in their place. The slogan is 
a smokescreen raised by the rich who profit from the misery and 
exploitation of the working class and in particular, the oppressed 
minorities. But the real cause of crime and its devastating effect 
on working people is never addressed.

These same forces also raise the cry of “ law and order” in 
response to people demanding their rights to jobs, housing, 
healthcare, and better pay and working conditions. Police roam
ing the streets with a license to kill are meant to terrorize people 
into accepting their place in society. The struggle to punish these 
killer cops and keep them in check is essential to the struggle for 
democratic rights and a decent standard of living. □
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Metropolitan Hospital:

A  S u m m a ry  o f  o u r  E x p e r ie n c e s

The struggle to keep Metropolitan 
Hospital open and maintain it as an effec
tive, full-service hospital for the East 
Harlem community has proven to be a rich 
experience fo r  our organization, 
M.I.N.P.—El Comite. For the past one 
and a half years we have participated within 
the Community Coalition to Save 
Metropolitan and have deepened our con
tact with the East Harlem community. 
Since the beginning o f our involvement we 
have periodically covered different aspects 
o f the struggle in the pages o f Obreros en 
Marcha. Our articles have ranged from  
analyses o f the political forces involved to 
interviews with leading activists in the strug
gle.

A t present, the struggle to save Metro
politan is at a crucial stage. In June, the city 
and federal governments agreed upon a 
“Metropolitan Rescue Plan. ” We discuss 
this latest development within the context 
o f the relationship that developed between 
M.I.N.P. and the Coalition and some o f the 
lessons teamed by both in the course o f the 
struggle.

The present stage of the struggle opened 
with the June 20th declaration in the com
mercial press that there was a $77 million 
agreement worked out by city, state and 
federal officials to “ save” Metropolitan. 
This Metropolitan Rescue Plan calls for two 
basic actions. First of all, Sydenham 
Hospital, another municipal hospital in 
Harlem, also slated for closing is to be turn
ed into a drug and alcoholism unit. Such a 
solution negates the reality of a community 
in great need of a full-service hospital, fur
thermore it feeds the racist myth that 
Harlem is mostly composed of drug addicts 
and alcoholics.

The second aspect of the “ solution” is 
that Metropolitan will remain open as a full 
service hospital under a five-year demon
stration project. This project calls for the 
enrollment of 17,000 East Harlem residents 
who have no medical insurance in a Health 
Maintenance Organization (HMO) which 
would provide health care without a fee. 
While on the surface this sounds like a very 
positive action on the part of the govern
ment, the weaknesses in the plan are very 
real.

It is important to note that of the 150 
HMO’s set up throughout the country, only 
13 have been successful. Of these, none 
were located in poor, minority communities 
such as East Harlem. HMO’s have proven 
to be successful only in neighborhoods 
where there is a solid basis of knowledge 
and experience with preventive medicine.

“From the onset we as M.I.N.P. spoke o f the attack on Metropolitan within the context o f the ci
ty ’s attacks on the standard o f living o f poor and working class people, as the solution to New 
York’s 'fiscal crisis'. ”

This is not the case in poorer neighbor
hoods where there are unusually high 
percentages of people with serious illnesses 
at advanced stages; in addition, easily 
prevented illnesses run rampant both 
because people are ignorant of basic 
preventative measures, and also because af
fordable healthcare is not available.

Another major pitfall in the HMO 
scheme is that it has only been successful in 
hospitals where vast amounts of money 
have been poured in over an extended 
period prior to the plan’s beginning. In con
trast to this is Metropolitan, barely surviv
ing after years of official neglect, with the 
last two years consisting of a conscious, 
vicious campaign to destroy and close the 
hospital. Metropolitan Hospital today is 
badly in need of renovations, dangerously 
understaffed, poorly equipped with out
dated and even missing equipment, and ser
ving an extremely sick population, many of 
whom have been denied access to 
healthcare for years. This is the hospital 
chosen as a candidate for an HMO. Ob
viously the rescue plan has many problems.

Some Background to the Fightback

The impact which this plan has had on 
the work of the Community Coalition to 
Save Metropolitan is better understood

when viewed within the process of the 
struggle.

When Metropolitan’s closing became im
minent almost two years ago, a small group 
of employees representing all levels of staff, 
together with a few members of the*, 
hospital’s Community Advisory Board 
(CAB) contacted several community groups 
and together formed the Community Coali
tion to Save Metropolitan. Our organiza
tion, M.I.N.P.—El Comite, was part of 
this initial grouping.

Because of their past experiences with 
local politicians and with the leadership of 
the hospital workers’ union, D.C. 37, the 
initial founding group saw the need to 
create an independent organization. The 
first principle which united the Coalition 
was the need to keep Metropolitan open as 
a full-service hospital.

From the onset we as M.I.N.P. spoke of 
the attack on Metropolitan within the con
text of the city’s attacks on the standard of 
living of poor and working people as the 
solution to New York’s “ fiscal crisis” . This 
led to the Coalition adopting a perspective 
which held that the city’s long-range plan 
was to slowly dismantle the municipal 
health system and eventually turn the best 
city hospitals over to the powerful private 
hospitals—strong supporters of Mayor 
Koch. The Coalition responded favorably 
when we began to raise the concept of
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‘‘planned shrinkage” (see OEM editorial, 
Aug/1979). When we targeted the banks 
and I he Financial Control Board (FCB) as 
the forces behind these anti-worker and 
racist policies, the idea was picked up by the 
other members of the Coalition and utilized 
in their own leaflets, newsletters and other 
literature. This initial positive development 
of the Coalition was bound to, and did 
bring us into confrontation with I he domi
nant political force in East Harlem, the 
minority politicians or “ politiqueros” .

The Politicians Respond

For years the role of the minority politi
cians in East Harlem, like in many other 
minority communities, has been to act as a 
buffer to people’s growing discontent stem
ming from their conditions of oppression 
and exploitation. Despite their posture as 
defenders of the peoples’ interest, politi
queros have functioned to maintain 
“ order” in the community. Their reward 
has been control over local anti-poverty 
monies and organizations and other related 
fringe benefits.

At this time the main politiquero in East 
Harlem is Councilman Robert Rodriguez, 
his family, and political cronies. He is the 
front line for justifying, imposing, and 
smoothing the way for Mayor Koch’s 
policies in East Harlem.

The Coalition’s views drew sharp attacks 
from these politiqueros and also from 
hospital administrators. They attempted to 
divide the Coalition and isolate M.l.N.P.’s 
position by saying that to protest the cuts 
and not make political deals would only 
bring more cuts to the community. In addi
tion, they began accusing the Coalition of 
being communist-dominated because of the 
prominence of M.I.N.P. within it. This was 
not the first or last time that we were red
baited. Harlem’s senior politician, Con
gressman Charles Rangel, after feeling the 
pressure of the Coalition, warned the com
munity that the Coalition could not be 
trusted because its leadership was emo
tional, irresponsible, communist and 
detrimental to the needs of the people of 
East Harlem. Despite these attacks on the 
Coalition, and on M.I.N.P. in particular, 
the Coalition increased its ability to educate 
around the situation and form a plan of ac
tion. Thus more community groups in
cluding churches, youth programs and 
others and increasing numbers of 
employees began to listen to and join the 
Coalition’s activities.

Coalition Challenges Union Leadership

Since the onset of the fiscal crisis, and 
even before, the rank and file of District 
Council 37 were not used to getting much 
from their union leadership. While 
sprouting militant rhetoric, the leaders 
allowed hiring freezes and attrition to 
gradually eat away at jobs and create 
deteriorating working conditions. Cynicism
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about the unions’ top leaders was growing 
among the rank and file. This was true for 
many of the workers at Metropolitan.

The creation of an Employees’ Subcom
mittee within the Coalition was an impor
tant aspect of the effort to organize the 
hospital workers. In addition, the subcom
mittee attempted to function as a rank and 
file caucus within the union. This attempt 
was not too successful because of the 
group’s lack of experience, but within the 
hospital it played an important organizing 
role.

Dishonest elements both at the local and 
top leadership levels of D.C. 37 worked 
overtime trying to discredit the Coalition in 
the eyes of the hospital workers. They 
spread many lies about the Coalition, and 
M.I.N.P. in particular, being anti-union 
and anti-black. They too accused the Coali
tion of being communist-dominated.

From the very beginning M.I.N.P. had 
raised the importance of building close lies 
between the hospital’s workers and the users 
of the hospital’s services, i.c., the people of 
East Harlem. However, this idea was never 
made concrete. It is now seen lhal the 
Employee’s Subcommittee could be used as 
the basis upon which to develop i hese ties. 
The concretization of this idea will be key 
to the development of the struggle in the 
coming period.

The Movement Grows

As the struggle progressed, the principles 
of unity of the Coalition broadened. Soon 
they included opposition to the budget cuts 
in general and to the attacks on the city’s 
minorities in particular. As I he principles of 
unity broadened, so did the scope of work 
of the Coalition. It began to educate and 
organize around the concepl of a compre
hensive, community-developed health plan 
for all of East Harlem. Melropolitan was a 
crucial, but now only one, aspect of this 
plan.

By spring 1980 city officials were begin
ning to present plans to “ save 
Metropolitan” , the earliest of which were 
rejected as little more than outright destruc
tion of the hospital. Then the present HMO 
plan was developed by a joint government 
effort. While the plan offers some conces
sions at this time, our analysis is that it still 
forms part of the intent of Koch to disman
tle the municipal hospital system.

In addition to the serious disadvantages 
we discussed earlier, the new Metropolitan 
HMO will be administered by a board set 
up by Koch and the Health and Hospitals 
Corporation—-the same forces which set 
out to destroy the hospital. The Communi
ty Advisory Board and the Coalition have 
been excluded from the planning and im
plementation process and the local politi
cians have been allowed to maintain control 
over hiring.

Within the Coalition and the community 
the announcement of the government plan 
caused much confusion. Immediately the

politicians proclaimed it as their victory and 
organized celebrations. While some of the 
problems of the new plan were evident from 
the start, the Coaliton was at a loss as 
to how to respond. The Coalition agreed that 
federal funds could not be rejected. But at 
the same time, the transformation of 
Metropolitan into a five-year demonstra
tion project was no substitute for the com
prehensive health plan East Harlem des
perately needed. How to begin raising this 
idea in the community was a difficult tac
tical question. Some Coalition members 
became demoralized; they felt that with all 
the meetings and mobilizations for over a 
year and a half, the Coalition should have 
been able to win a complete victory. These 
views in the Coalition reflected a lack of 
understanding of the strength of the 
political forces the group was up against. 
They also reflected a shortsighted view of 
the struggle, i.e., not seeing the necessity 
for a long-term effort. In order to win more 
than concessions and decisively confront 
the politicians and city administration, the 
Coalition needs to build a larger, stronger 
and more consolidated base in the com
munity. This means a long struggle.

Compounding these weaknesses was the 
inability of M.I.N.P. to successfully challenge 
them. As a Marxist-Leninist organization, 
it is not enough for us to function only 
within the Coalition itself. We also have the 
responsibility to present through our own 
independent propaganda and activities the 
kind of analyses that would enable people 
to see why a prolonged struggle would be 
needed, the power of the forces the Coali
tion was up against, why the gains, 
although limited, represented strengths of 
the Coalition and not weaknesses, etc. This 
is a key area that we must begin to rectify in 
the coming period.

One of the main lessons that the Coali
tion has learned is the need to be consistent 
in educating and bringing its analysis to the 
community. When the Coalition limited its 
discussions to members of the coordinating 
committee and did not discuss with or in
form community supporters about a plan 
of action, we left ourselves open to attacks 
from the politicians and hospital ad
ministrators and for misinformation to be 
disseminated. The need to maintain close 
and consistent contact with your base in the 
community is fundamental.

As the struggle for healthcare in East 
Harlem enters a new phase, we must learn 
from our past weaknesses and strengthen 
the participation of M.I.N.P. and our 
allies. An educated apd organized rank and 
file within the hospital and an intensifica
tion of work within the community will-be 
fundamental. Trying to work within the 
context of this new HMO will not be an 
easy task, but the need to further educate 
and organize around a community- 
developed health plan responding to the 
particular needs of Harlem will be the ma
jor task for the Coalition to undertake in 
the next period. [j
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Military draft: an element o f the U.S. bourgeoisie’s moves to the right

I

The following is the first o f a two-part ar
ticle on the military draft. In this first part 
we point out some o f the general features of 
this draft, the context in which it occurs and 
some o f the elements to consider when 
looking at the relationship between the 
draft and North American youth, in par
ticular those from the oppressed minorities.
In the second part o f the article we will look 
at the new anti-draft movement the sectors 
that make it up, its strategy and the need to 
give this movement an anti-imperialist 
character because o f the increasing possibil
ity o f U.S. intervention in the Caribbean 
and Central America.

Starting on June 21st and for two suc
cessive weeks over four million North 
American youths between the ages of 19 
and 20 received orders to go before the 
Selective Service System. Thus the plans 
that Carter had announced on January of 
this year became a reality. On July 20th the 
Supreme Court approved this plan to 
reestablish military conscription.

This draft registration is taking place at a 
time when the foreign policy strategists are 
at a loss on how to effectively control the 
rapid social changes taking place interna
tionally. From the loss of Iran as a principal 
ally, to the consolidation of a progressive 
government in Grenada, the triumph of the 
Sandinista Revolution in Nicaragua, the 
ever growing strength of the Cuban Revolu
tion in spite of U.S'. destabilization efforts, 
the resurgence of mass movements in El 
Salvador and Guatemala, all point to a loss 
of initiatve by imperialism in areas usually 
considered key for its strategy of domina
tion: Latin America and the Middle East. 
With the ever increasing crisis of the world 
capitalist system simultaneous cycles of in
flation and unemployment, the U.S. 
balance of payments deficit, the high cost 
of energy and the world monetary crisis- 
areas such as Latin America and the Carib
bean become even more important as 
centers for raw materials and sources of 
cheap labor for the U.S. bourgeoisie. 
Within this context the bourgeoisie and par
ticularly its right-wing and militaristic sec
tor have pressured to achieve a more 
agressive foreign policy. Thus Carter an- 
nounqed the creation of a Caribbean Task 
Force, a Rapid Deployment Force (to be us
ed in the Persian Gulf) and unleashed the 
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) as ways 
of regaining the lost initiative. The military 
budget proposed by the ruling circles rein
forced these policies and underlined the real 
possiblity of a U.S. intervention in Latin 
America and the Caribbean. For the next

five years Carter has proposed a military 
budget which totals a trillion dollars. And 
the Republican presidential candidate- 
Ronald Reagan—has promised that, if 
elected, he will spend even more. Within 
this general shift to the right by the U.S. 
bourgeoisie the call for a draft registration 
is made as one more element in the 
poiicy-of increasing its military capacity 
as a means of insuring its interests.

The Character of the Actual Draft

It is clear that the current draft registra
tion is not of an emergency character; 
rather its purpose is to investigate. It serves 
to let the bourgeoisie know the level of 
cooperation or resistance that it will face 
from political and civic organizations 
(churches, universities etc) in the country. 
To a certain extent this helps the dominant 
class determine how agressive its foreign 
policy can be.

Another aspect of the current draft 
registration, related to the former, is that of 
surveillance. The registration of millions of 
youths gives the federal government infor
mation on the location of the different sec
tors of youth and their levels of education. 
As the economic crisis worsens this type of 
information becomes more necessary for

the government. With this type of informa
tion the government will be able to decide 
where to channel funds: to those areas most 
affected by the economic crisis and thus 
most likely to be centers of “ social distur
bances” . The goal of this selective disburse
ment of funds would be to pacify protests 
and channel any popular discontent into 
forms that will not endanger its interests.

As the crisis of capitalism deepens, the 
standard of life of the masses here and 
abroad worsens. In the U.S. the shift to the 
right has been accompanied by an increase 
in repression and racist attacks against the 
working class and the oppressed minorites. 
These conditions have contributed to the 
resurgence of social movements that strug
gle against these attacks. The organization 
and strength of the social forces that strug
gle against U.S. intervention abroad and in 
defense of democratic rights of workers and 
oppressed minorities here are key elements 
in the development of the sturggle. Thus we 
recognize the importance of linking anti
draft work with anti-imperialist work and 
of examining the sectors that make up the 
anti-draft movement, Its political concep
tions and strategy.

This will be covered in the second part of 
the aricle. D
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Puerto Rico Solidarity Committee

Statem ent a t the U.N. 

Decolonization Com m ittee

This past August the United Nation’s Decolonization Committee pftssed a resolution 
reaffirming its support for the independence o f Puerto Rico. This marked the fifth time 
since 1972 that the committee has passed such a resolution. In addition to the support 
for Puerto Rico’s independence the committee called for a complete transfer o f powers 
held by the U.S. to the Puerto Rican people. Of key importance this year was the 
denunciation o f the repression against the independence forces and the use o f Vieques 
as a target for military practice. The resolution also demanded a halt to all military ac
tivities in the island by the United States.

The United Nations and other international institutions are important arenas which 
both the independence movement in Puerto Rico and the solidarity forces in the U.S. 
can utilize to propagandize the colonial status o f Puerto Rico and raise the call for in
dependence. But this and other international work must consistently be placed in a cor
rect context. We must recognize that it is fundamentally the struggle o f the people o f  
Puerto Rico, particularly its working class and vanguard organizations, who will play 
the determinant role in bringing an end to colonialism in the island. In consistently rais
ing this perspective we can dispel some o f the illusions and bourgeois legalism that 
represent potential pitfalls in work in the international arena for the genuine anti
imperialist and revolutionaries both here and in Puerto Rico.

In this year’s hearings, for the first time the Puerto Rico Solidarity Committee 
(PRSC) made a presentation before the Decolonization Committee. In previous 
years the PRSC had been present through the People’s Delegation but had not 
made its own presentation as the PRSC. Below we reprint its presentation which 
had the endorsement o f many progressive individuals and organizations in
cluding the People’s Delegation. We consider it to be one o f the clearer statements 
made by the PRSC within the framework o f its international work.

My name is Judith Berkan, I am a mem
ber of the National Board of the Puerto 
Rico Solidarity Committee, an attorney, 
and a law professor. I am also one of the 
Vieques 21, a group of protesters arrested in 
Puerto Rico on federal trespass charges in 
May of 1979, in the fight to free the Puerto 
Rican island of Vieques from the occupa
tion and bombardment of the U.S. Navy. I 
am currently free on bail, waiting to serve 
the six months in jail to which I have been 
sentenced for my participation as both an 
attorney and an activist in Vieques.

I speak to you in behalf of the Puerto 
Rico Solidarity Committee, a national 
organization committed to developing sup
port for and solidarity with the Puerto 
Rican struggle for self-determination and 
independence and for the endorsers of the 
U.S. People’s Delegation.

This is the fifth time that we have 
brought a U.S. people’s delegation to pre
sent our views on Puerto Rico’s colonial_ 
status to this committee. We represent a 
broad spectrum of people in almost all 
walks of life. Almost, but not quite all:

There are not among us any directors of 
the corporations which exploit Puerto 
Rican labor, control her markets or eye her

mineral resources.
There are no generals or admirals among 

us who want to continue using Puerto Rico 
as a military base and Vieques as a target 
for bombing and shelling practice until it 
sinks into the sea.

There are no slumlords or sweatshop 
owners among us who benefit from the 
poverty, forced migration and racist 
segregation of Puerto Ricans in the United 
States.

There are no police officers who earn 
their living by systematic repression of the 
Puerto Rican people or who are free to ex
press their racist hatreds and fears in 
capricious brutality against Puerto Ricans 
selected at random.

There are no detached researchers among 
us for whom Puerto Rico is a laboratory, 
and Puerto Rican women convenient 
guinea pigs for testing bright new ideas of 
population control.

But with these and similar exceptions we 
include people in all sections of the nation 
united in our opposition to U.S. col
onialism in Puerto Rico.

We see this colonialism not only as an in
justice to the Puerto Rican people but also as

degrading the quality of our own lives and 
threatening the peoples of the world:

Colonialism gives the United States 
government a stake in countries beyond its 
borders—an excuse to extend its military 
presence into the Caribbean, Latin America 
and elsewhere; an opportunity to build 
bases and weapons; to think in the cynical 
idiom of geopolitics; and prepare with 
growing military budgets and the new draft 
for renewed foreign adventure.

Colonialism is racist, and when people 
from the colony are forced to migrate to the 
Unitd States they encounter this racism in 
their daily lives. The racism already present 
from a long history of oppression and 
genocide against Native American, black, 
Asian and Chicano peoples is turned on the 
Puerto Ricans as well, and is reinforced 
thereby. This tradition of racism in turn is 
partly responsible for the especially brutal 
and violent quality of life in the United 
States.

Colonialism enables employers to divide 
workers against each other, leaving the 
United States they encounter this racism in 
union organization of the industrial coun
tries.

The case of Puerto Rico first came to the 
attention of the United Nations at its 
founding convention in San Francisco in 
1945 when a delegation of the Puerto Rican 
Nationalist Party was granted observer 
status. In the euphoria of the victory over 
fascism and the spirit of liberation, millions 
of people looked forward to the twilight of 
colonialism. And indeed many of the coun
tries represented here now won their in
dependence in the following decades. But 
colonialism has had a very prolonged, Arc
tic twilight even in the tropics. The youth of 
that optimistic time when the United Na
tions was founded are grandparents now— 
and Puerto Rico is still a colony.

Puerto Rico has been studied more than 
any other islapd in the world, debates have 
been held or evaded and resolutions passed 
or tabled, reflecting changes in the com
position of the United Nations, fluctuations 
in the courage and freedom of action of the 
members of this committee in the face of 
U.S. pressure, reflecting the ebb and flow 
of the non-aligned movement and of the 
cold war and the effectiveness of U.S. 
diplomatic maneuvers.

Wars were fought and Puerto Ricans 
were drafted into the U.S. Army for service 
in Korea and Viet Nam. Its forests were 
used to test the weapons of defoliation and 
to train “ special forces,” its island munici-
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pality was used, and continues to be used as 
a military depot and firing range. Now a 
new draft threatens Puerto Ricans into new' 
military adventures, fqr Puerto Ricci is still 
a colony.

The U.S. economy has gone through 
several cycles of boom and bust, dragging 
Puerto Rico with it, but with a difference: 
the booms in a colony never h 
of employment or prosperity of tH 
recessions of Europe or North America.

New economic programs were pro
claimed, introduced, and abandoned, each 
one leaving Puerto Rico’s economy more 
completely subordinated to that of the 
United States for whom Puerto Rico is its 
most profitable field for investment, its best 
trading partner, its most docile dump for 
environm ental contam ination. The 
economy has evolved from a classical sugar 
island to a sweatshop for light industry to a 
stinking cauldron of chemicals and petro
chemicals. The changing balance of costs 
and benefits have shifted investments, but 
leaves constant the concentration of costs in 
Puerto Rico and the accumulation of 
benefits in the United States: for Puerto 
Rico remains a colony and each new 
development only serves to increase that 
dependence which is used to justify con
tinued colonial status.

The four Nationalist prisoners have been 
released, only to be replaced by the 
Evanston eleven, who, like the four Na

tionalists before them, proclaim and defend 
their people's right to independence and 
self-determination against the violence oj#^ 
80 'years of colonialism. Only last 
November,^Vieques protestor, Angel 
Rodriguez Cristobal, was murdered in his 
jail cell in Tallahassee Florida. Angel was.,i| 

of the 21 protestors, including myself, 
m m  arrested for trespassing on land 

rightfully belonging to the Puerto Rican 
people. Aglfs'e speak today, Carlos Rosario 
Pantojdfifits in a maximum security jail in 
Puerto Rico for refusing to cooperate with 
a federal Qrand Jury conducting a broad 
scale investigation into the independence 
movement. In July of 1978, independentistas 
Arnaldo Dario Rosado and Carlos Soto Ar- 
rivi were lured to their deaths in a police 
ambush at Cerro Maravilla. In October 
1977, trade unionist Juan Rafael Caballero 
was kidnapped, tortured and murdered by a 
police death squad. As the regime ex
periments with new approaches to repres
sion, Navy lieutenant Alex de la Zerda, who 
used Navy explosives to bomb and terrorize 
the Vieques protestors, was exonerated just 
one month ago by a U.S. federal court in 
Puerto Rico.

Legal administrative structures have been 
decorated and redecorated: each new model 
has been introduced with flutes, drums, and 
crepe paper; our attention is drawn to the 
shining tailfins and reinforced muffler 
while, in the dazzling light of flashbulbs,

men exchange 
it is the same old 

two plebiscites and 
lierto Rico is still a

the manufacturers arj 
praise and self-prai 
tin one-tij 
seven elections lafer- 
colony.
IfTjjynans ways Puerto Rico is a classical 
colony. It is governed under U.S. legisla
tion, the Jones Act of 1917 and subsequent 
amendments. The Puerto Rican govern
ment is a local administration without real 
powers which belong to Washington. And 
federal agencies operate freely in Puerto 
Rico without reference to the wishes of the 
Puerto Rican people.

But in addition to the classical features of 
colonialism Puerto Rico has some special 
characteristics:

1. Environmental imperialism: the ex
port to the colony of industrial and military 
activities which destroy and pollute the en
vironment and endanger the health of the 
people. In a small country such as Puerto 
Rico this can develop very quickly, leaving 
a unique combination of the miseries of 
underdevelopment and exploitative over
development. Environmental destruction as 
an accidental by-product of exploitation is 
supplemented here by the deliberate 
destruction of land and vegetation in the 
military target island of Vieques. The 
deliberate nature of the destruction, the 
callous cynicism of the military command, 
the viciousness of the repression and the 
heroism and ingenuity of the people’s
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trxUlitiuc Ims made Vieques a symbol of the 
si niggle for the defense of Puerto Rico’s 
environment.

2. The massive migration of Puerto 
Ricans to the United States. As in the 
previous cases of Koreans in Japan and 
Algerians in France the Puerto Ricans are 
exploited both in their homeland and in the 
imperialist metropolis where, together with 
the blacks, Asians, Native Americans and 
other Hispanic peoples they are the reserves 
of cheap labor, alternately attracted into 
and expelle^ from the labor market and are 
rewarded with the highest infant mortality, 
lowest wages, highest unemployment, worst 
housing and most widespread police harass
ment.

3. The colony o f Puerto Rico has been 
used as a base for U.S. military, economic, 
and intellectual intervention in other areas 
of Latin America, and Puerto Ricans have 
been recruited as agents o f this process.

4. Puerto Rico has been subjected to the 
most intricate and pervasive system of col
onial control the world has ever seen. The 
familiar organs of repression are of course 
present: the anomalous political status of 
Puerto Rico as being both in and outside of 
the U.S. allows the operation of both the 
F.B.I. (charged with domestic suppression) 
and the C.I.A. (restricted to foreign in
tervention). These are assisted by military 
and naval intelligence and local political 
police. In addition the American Way 
allows for free enterprise in repression.
Private commercially operated detective 
agencies spy on workers, independentistas, 
or anyone who may spoil the investors’ 
paradise. Gangs o f Cuban emigres, unable 
to confront the revolution in their 
homeland, provide some of the strong arm 
terrorism for the regime. But long before 
young Puerto Ricans can begin to think 
about fighting colonialism they are sub
jected to a school system which emphasizes 
the achievements and virtues o f the United 
States, denigrates Puerto Rican culture, 
hails as heroes only those Puerto Ricans
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FJla Baker, Civil Rights Activist
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James Haughton, Fight Back
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* William Kunstler, Esq., Center for Constitutional Rights
* Dr. Richard Levins, Harvard University

changes in present forms. They have con
sidered the possibilities o f  spurious 
republics and keep a file o f potential 
Estrada Palmas, Trujillos, or.Som ozas. 
They endorse and support movements for 
statehood.

It is not surprising that a country with 
democratic traditions prefers to impose and 
maintain its tyranny through the forms of 
freedom: economic domination is effected 
through the “ free” market; wages of 
misery are enforced through collective 
bargaining between unequals; and the final 
annexation may be attempted next year by 
means of a plebescite.

But a plebescite or election, which in its 
form and rhetoric seems to be the embodi
ment o f free choice and self-determination, 
is clearly an illusion in the colonial situa
tion. The world community has seen ample 
evidence of this in the recent history of 
Zimbabwe. In the last colonial election in 
that country there were foreign observers to 
certify that the election was “ free.” The 
votes were counted and the intended result 
was announced . But later events 
demonstrated the fraudulent nature of the 
whole charade.

The manipulation of votes has become a 
science in modern times. When the archives 
of the State Department and the C.I.A. are 
opened for inspection, when we can ex
amine the curricula for training their 
specialists in democracy, we will find 
courses on destabilization, misinformation, 
intimidation, on where to invest funds and 
when to announce policies or break news, 
the theory and practice o f rumors, how to 
split a union or bomb a newspaper or 
silence a priest. While we await these details 
we know the central reality: there can be no 
self-determination without sovereignty. 
Colonial plebescites do not allow free 
choice. And the case of colonialism in Puer
to Rico will remain on your agenda and on 
ours until the Puerto Rican nation can 
determine freely its relations with all other 
nations. □

Don Luce, Clergy and Laity Concerned
Rev. Paul Mayer, Religious Task Force, Mobilization fo r Survival
Dave McReynolds, War Resisters League
Eli Messinger, New York Committee fo r  Education

* Liz Mestres, Graphic Designer'
Michael Myerson, U.S. Peace Council

* Clay Newlin .,
Mayor Eugene (Gus) Newport 
Bobbye Ortiz, Monthly Review

* Luis A. Prado, Hunter College
J. Benton Rhodes, Agricultural Mission, National Council o f  Churches 
Dr. Annette T. Rubinstein, Historian and writer

* Digna Sanchez, Puerto Rican Socialist Party 
Morton Sobell

* Annie Stein
* Olivia Taylor

Dr. Lucius Walker, Interreligious Foundation for Community Organizations
* Frank Vergara, M.I.N.P.-EI Comitt

* Puerto Rico Solidarity Committee National Board Member 

organizations listed for identification only

most willing to accept the U.S. invasion 
which is labeled “ the change of sovereign
ty” in official literature. They are bom
barded with the news selected by U.S. press 
services and newspaper chains and kept 
isolated from the currents of thought in the 
rest o f Latin America. They are forced to 
learn English by administrative compulsion 
and economic necessity. They are fed and 
clothed and entertained with products from 
the North. And when part o f the fruits of 
their labor returns to them disguised as 
food stamps or welfare they are told that 
they could not live without the U.S. They 
are told that they have no natural or human 
resources of their own. They are taught to 
see themselves as the recipients of history 
made elsewhere, to doubt their capacity to 
control their own destiny, and to learn the 
tricks of acquiescence. U.S. corporations 
and Puerto Rican institutions alike fire 
them for challenging the system; L.S. trade 
unions help employers and government to 
destroy national independent labor organ
izations. And those who nevertheless stand 
up for Puerto Rican nationhood are har
assed, assaulted, sometimes killed, or flat
tered and cajoled into lucrative collabora
tion.

Yet despite the massive effort of the U.S. 
over eighty years to destroy the Puerto 
Rican nation, it has survived and resisted, 
built movements and fought back with the 
limited resources available.

We In the Puerto Rico Solidarity Com
mittee support and defend that resistance.

*  *  *  *

Thus the case o f Puerto Rico, colony, 
refuses to disappear. This has been an em
barrassment for the United States govern
ment. It has sought over several decades to 
look for formulas which would allow for 
continued economic exploitation and 
military and political control while creating 
the illusion of self-determination. They 
have invented the term “ commonwealth” 
and toyed with schemes for cosmetic
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_______________________________________PUERTO R IC O  IN F O R P A

M S P /P S R  F o ru m :

Puerto R ic o  a n d  the Present State 
of the Revolutionary Movement

On July 25th M .I.N.P.-EI Comite spon
sored a public forum  at which the Popular 
Socialist Movement (MSP) and the Revolu
tionary Socialist Party, (PSR) both o f  Puerto 
Rico, gave their analysis o f  that country’s cur
rent situation. The two organizations made a 
brief presentation since the emphasis o f  the 
forum  was on questions and discussion with 
the audience. Below we reprint excerpts from  
both the presentation and the questions and 
answers. In the near future we willI publish a 
fu ll edited version o f  the forum  in pamphlet 
form.

MSP/PSR: We think that it is important to 
make as our starting point the economic sit
uation in Puerto Rico and to discuss some 
of its implications. In the past, we have 
stated that Puerto Rico is undergoing a very 
profound economic crisis in which its pro
ductive apparatus has completely stagnat
ed. However, the masses have not felt the 
full weight of this crisis because of the 
methods of crisis control that the U.S. has 
been using in P.R. These controls have 
taken the form of food stamps, transfers of 
federal funds, etc. These have been the 
basic elements of U.S. domination through
out this economic crisis... This does not 
mean that the Puerto Rican masses have 
not suffered from the crisis, but only that 
they have not suffered from it with all its 
weight.

These mechanisms of control have served 
to control the class struggle in that they 
have created and deepened -our people’s 
ideological and material dependence on 
U.S. imperialism. But given the present 
reality of the U.^ economy and the U.S. 
politics, there may be a decrease in this type 
of help for Puerto Rico. We have already 
begun to see the weakening of the food 
stamp program. From May to October, wc 
lived a short crisis when there was the threat 
that we would have no more food stamps. 
Politicians in Puerto Rico almost commit 
ted suicide thinking of the implications of 
this threat in an election year...

We also want to discuss the implications 
of the Krepps Report which analyzes the 
economic crisis in Puerto Rico and makes 
recommendations on how to resolve it. Bar- 
celo’s administration asked Washington to 
make this report because they thought it 
would strengthen their arguments for the 
viability of statehood. On the contrary 
however, Krepps report has been a big blow 
to the New Progressive Party (PNP) strat
egy. The report even presented certain 
recommendations that were made by the

Popular Democratic Party (PPD). These 
are two points regarding the economic crisis 
that we think have very important implica
tions for the revolutionary movement in 
Puerto Rico.

Another point that we would like to dis
cuss is the statehood offensive of the PNP. 
There is disagreement among the left forces 
as to the U.S. strategy regarding the solu
tion to the status question. Our position is 
that although we see that there is an impor
tant sector that is pushing statehood for 
Puerto Rico, there continues to be a debate 
among the imperialist bourgeoisie and that 
as of yet they have not taken up a definite 
position ort this question. There are sectors 
that favor neo-colonial independence, 
others that favor a modified common
wealth and others that favor statehood.

Originally the left forces thought that the 
PNP was going to win the elections in Puer
to Rico by a wide margin which would re
inforce their ability to push their strategy 
for statehood. But now we see, because of 
very concrete political mobilizations, dem
onstrations, the primaries, etc. that the 
Popular Party was not dead and that they 
did an impressive job with the Democratic 
primaries almost beating Barcelo and the 
PNP in the Carter-Kennedy confrontation 
in Puerto Rico.

This series of elements indicate that the 
PNP is not as strong as it was a year before 
and that the PNP is not as weak as we had 
thought. At this moment, our organization, 
and 1 believe, many sectors of the left in 
Puerto Rico would say that the 1980 elec
tions are a toss-up. This has serious implica
tions for what has been put forward in 
terms of the 1980 plebiscite for statehood. 
It also has big implications for the Puerto 
Rican Independence Party’s (PIP) outcome 
in the elections. PIP has been saying that 
they are going to come out of the process as 
the second political force confronting the 
PNP in 1984.

We also want to address the issue of the 
state of the left and of the revolutionary 
movement in Puerto Rico. Everytime some
one comes to the U.S., they say that the left 
is weak and divided. This is basically true. 
There has been a period of fragmentation 
of the left forces since 1976. However, we 
should analyze what are the bases for these 
differences. Our organization understands 
these differences to reflect a struggle be
tween the tendencies of Marxism-Leninism 
and those petty-bourgeois nationalist forces 
who have historically given leadership to 
Puerto Rico’s independence struggle. In an-

Carlos Pabon, M ovim iento Socialista 
Popular

alyzing this division, we ask these ques
tions: Is this a permanent type of division m 
is it just a manifestation of the left’s inabili
ty to achieve unity? Is there in fact a class 
struggle inside the left, a struggle reflecting 
two different ideological and political per
spectives? Has a crisis of leadership of the 
petty.-bourgeois nationalist forces created a 
vacuum that the Marxist-Leninist forces, 
because of their lack of consolidation and 
development, have not been able to fill? We 
believe we should discuss these questions 
because they address a serious debate 
among the forces that do solidarity work 
with Puerto Rico. . .

Question: I  d o n ’t know much about the 
decrease in fo o d  stamps that you mentioned 
before, could you discuss that in more 
detail? *
Answer: There is a real possiblity that cuts 
in the food stamp program will take place in 
early 1981. Actually, the debate in Congress 
raised the possibility of cutting the funds 
not only in Puerto Rico but in other states 
of the union as well.

Overall, with the rise of the conservative
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Alfredo Fernandez, Partido Socialist a 
Revolucionario.

and right forces in the U.S., there has been 
a general tendency develoing to cut back on 
all social service programs. This is not only 
a problem of Democrats of Republicans. 
It’s not a Carter vs. Reagan issue. It reflects 
a general tendency of how to deal with the 

f conomic crisis of U.S. capitalism.
We believe that the U.S. is not in an 

economic position to sustain or increase 
Puerto Rico’s dependency on food stamps. 
Either they cut hospitals, schools, and 
social services in New York, Detroit, and 
Chicago in order to maintain the level of aid 
to Puerto Rico or they start cutting in Puer
to Rico. Either way, they are going to have 
problems. . . .

Question: You spoke o f the crisis in the left 
in terms o f its fragmentation. Why is this 
happening? Could you also speak on the 
crisis o f the petty-bourgeois nationalists 
that you referred to and the effect o f the 
underground movement on Puerto Rico? 
Answer: I would like to clarify that I did 
not state that there is a crisis in the left in 
Puerto Rico but rather, a crisis in the lead
ership and the political and ideological con

ceptions of the petty-bourgeois nationalist 
forces. To address this question, we should 
try to make a brief analysis of how we see 
the situation in Puerto Rico, and what is the 
basis for this fragmentation and lack of unity.

Basically, the left in Puerto Rico is going 
through a transition which has to do with 
the crisis of the major petty-bourgeois 
forces. We are talking of the Puerto Rican 
Socialist Party (PSP). In 1976, this party 
had a big crisis acknowledged both by 
themselves and other forces in the left. 
Although up until 1976, our struggle gave 
the impression of being in a flow going 
from victory to victory, in 1976, this im
pression exploded like a big balloon. As a 
result of this failure there has been a ten
dency by the forces like the PSP to move 
further toward reformist electoral politics 
as a way of advancing the struggle, as op
posed to grass roots organizing or inserting 
themselves in the mass struggle.

At the same time, we believe that another 
sector which has some of the same political 
and ideological conceptions would say that 
the problem of the independence movement 
was that its leadership was basically reform
ist in character. These groups, which the 
compafiero referred to as the underground, 
have differences between themselves but do 
basically agree on one point that defines 
their politics—that armed struggle is a fun
damental way of struggling in Puerto Rico 
at this stage. According to them, those in 
favor of their conceptions are revolu
tionaries, and those who are not in favor 
are reformists.

To our knowledge, these groups have not 
stated their strategy for Revolution in Puer
to Rico nor their tactics for the movement. 
They have not put forth their politics of 
alliances nor have they defined the char
acter of the revolution. They have not 
defined which is the principal class, the 
leading force in the process. They believe 
that Puerto Ricans in the U.S. are a nation 
and don’t have the conception of national 
minorities being part of the U.S. working 
class. We believe that although there are 
important differences among these groups, 
they generally reflect a petty-bourgeois na
tionalist tendency of the left in opposition 
to a petty-bourgeois nationalist tendency of 
the right which is represented by the P.S.P.

There is a class struggle and a political 
and ideological struggle within the revolu
tionary left that we define as a struggle be
tween the Marxist-Leninist forces and the 
petty-bourgeois nationalist forces. We be
lieve that the underground organizations 
have arisen and muiltiplied in Puerto Rico 
in reaction of a sector of the petty-bour
geois nationalists who do not understand 
the reasons for the present stagnation of the 
struggle nor do they have a long-range 
perspective of the slow process of develop
ing of mass work. They do not understand 
the conception of linking with the working 
class, forging cadres, and building a party 
that can give leadership to that process.

They think that the basic problem of the 
left is its inability to strike at imperialism 
and to create a revolutionary force. They 
are seeking a short path towards revolution 
in Puerto Rico. We believe, however, that 
insofar as the conditions and development 
of the mass struggle start to change, these 
forces will have to adjust their strategies so 
that they may insert themselves in the mass 
struggle and give it leadership based upon a 
clear class perspective. Otheriwse, they will 
be doomed to disappear.

This is the situation of the left as we see 
it. These are three basic tendencies. We see 
two as major deviations in the left and the 
third as a Marxist-Leninist tendency that is 
slowly developing. Marxist-Leninist forces 
are a minority in the revolutionary move
ment because petty-bourgeois nationalism 
is still the predominant force. However, our 
hisotircal perspecitve plus our practice in 
the last few years demonstrates to us that 
the Marxist-Leninist tendency is rising slow
ly but surely.

Question: Could you talk about the con
crete and immediate tasks o f the left now in 
Puerto Rico . . . ?
Answer: We define three major tasks in 
our central perspective: first, to link our
selves with the most advanced sectors of the 
working class and insert ourselves in the 
strategi’ sectors of the eoncomy; secondly, 
to consolidate the theoretical formation of 
our cadres as a practical as well as theoret
ical task; and thirdly, to push forward the 
ideological debate by clarifying the political 
lines and platforms, programs and concep
tions of the revolutionary left. Concretely, 
this would mean work in trade unions to 
create rank and file committees and study 
circles. It would mean developing the most 
advanced sectors of the working class and 
recruiting them to our organization or to 
what we call workers’ commissions. These 
commissions would not only be rank and 
file commissions in the sense of trade union 
work, but would function as political 
organizations of the working class in the 
factories which would give direction to the 
workers’ struggles.

This means that we have to develop prop
aganda to workers in the factories. We are 
beginning to take Marxist ideas some very 
concretely defined sectors of the working 
class that we understand as strategic sectors 
of our economy—pharmaceuticals, elec
tronics, the big unions, workers of the pub
lic sector like the water resource company, 
the electrical energy comany, the telephone 
company, etc. Therefore, when we talk 
about linking ourselves to the strategic sec
tors, this means engaging in daily work of 
propaganda, education, and organization 
among the masses. We don’t speak of inser
ting ourselves in the struggle because at pre
sent, there is no such struggle of the masses 
taking place in Puerto Rico, but we have to 
develop the conditions to push that struggle 
forward. . . □
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G u a t e m a l a :

A  N e w  C h a lle n g e  t o  Im p e r ia lis m

The following article is a contribution by 
the Committee o f Solidarity with the Peo
ple o f Guatemala, a group working in New 
York City.

The victory of the Sandinista Revolution 
in Nicaragua and the revolutionary struggle 
of the people of El Salvador against the 
U.S.-backed junta have forced the U.S. 
government to focus more of its attention 
on Central America. Developments in' 
Guatemala, El Salvador’s neighbor to the 
northwest, have increased U.S. concerns. 
Like El Salvador, Guatemala is rapidly ap
proaching a political crisis. Drawing on the 
experiences of generations of their own 
struggles and deriving inspiration from the 
struggles of Nicaragua and El Salvador, the 
Guatemalan people are combatively con
fronting one of the most brutal and corrupt 
military dictatorships in Latin America.

The people of Guatemala are struggling 
for their liberation from an economic, 
social and political system that not only 
obstructs their development as a nation, but 
also threatens their very physical survival. 
Economic dependence on U.S. business 
and exploitation at the hands of transna
tional corporations, the local landowning 
bourgeoisie and the military has spelled ex
treme misery for the vast majority of 
Guatemalans.

In a country where almost three fourths 
of the population are peasants, a mere 2% 
of the population owns over 70% of the 
productive lands. This leaves most peasants 
landless or without sufficient land to pro
vide even a subsistence level of existence. 
Between 1958 and 1976 the cost of living 
rose by 76.6%. Salaries went up by only 
1.7%, thus reducing workers’ wages to 
below a subsistence level. Over 50% of the 
economically active population is unem
ployed or underemployed.

More than 80% of Guatemalan children 
are malnourished and 65% of the children 
die before reaching the age of 5. The infant 
mortality rate of 16% is one of the highest 
in the world. The illiteracy rate is 74%. 
Basic services such as hospitals, clinics, 
sewers and safe running water are either 
totally inadequate, nonexistent or too ex
pensive for the huge majority of 
Guatemalans.

Repression: The Backbone of the System

The system of exploitation which has 
engendered the hunger and poverty-suf
fered by the people of Guatemala is main
tained by means of brutal repression. Since 
1954—the year that saw the initiation of a

series of military or military-dominated 
governments unbroken up to the present 
day—more than 30,000 Guatemalans have 
been killed by government security forces 
and government-controlled paramilitary 
squads.

Under the present government of General 
Romeo Lucas Garcia, installed through 
rigged elections in 1978, union and peasant 
leaders, students, university professors, 
school teachers, priests and democratic 
politicians have all become targets for 
government repression. The massacre at the 
Spanish Embassy on January 31 of this year 
of 22 Indian peasants occupying the em
bassy, their supporters and Spanish person
nel, burned alive by government forces, has 
become the most well-known symbol of the 
Guatemalan government’s reign of terror.

Revolution and Counterrevolution

In the past thirty-five years the 
Guatemalan people have lived through a 
revolutionary period and a subsequent 
counterrevolution. In 1944, a coalition of 
the petit bourgeoisie (small shop owners), 
the small local commercial and industrial 
bourgeoisie, workers and peasants over

threw the dictatorship of Jorge Ubico. They 
initiated a democratic and nationalist 
period, in which the government attempted 
to create a modern capitalist economy both 
in the agricultural and industrial sectors, 
through the consolidation and growth of an 
internal market.

The character of the Revolution of Oc
tober 1944, as it is known ill Guatemala, 
became clearly defined under the admin
istration of Colonel Jacobo Arbenz, who 
was elected to office in 1951. On the one 
hand, as a condition for developing an in
ternal market and the rise of a strong' 
nationally-owned industrial sector, Arbenz 
signed into law an Agrarian Reform pro
gram which permitted the expropriation of 
unused land. Almost 500,000 hectars be
longing to the United Fruit company, one 
of the largest, most powerful and most ex
ploitative U.S.-based companies in 
Guatemala were expropriated.

At the same time, the Arbenz govern
ment permitted and encouraged the devel
opment of trade unions and peasant 
leagues. By 1954, the National Federation 
of Guatemalan Peasants (CNCG) had 1,700 
affiliated bodies with 250,000 members; the 
General Confederation of Guatemalan

hy„
“In Guatemala where almost three fourths of the population are peasants, a mere 2% of the 
population owns over 70% of the productive lands. This leaves most peasants landless or without 
sufficient land to provide even a subsistence level of existence. ”
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gobierno :dd, Arbenz y por el crecimiento del 
movimiento popular, apoyo una invasion 
militar para instalar un regimen represen
tative de los intereses de las compafiias esta- 
dounidenses y de la oligarquia terrate- 
niente. A pesar del clamor de los 
campesinos y obreros por armas para 
defender la revolucion, el gobierno de 
Arbenz capitulo y la contrarrevolucion se 
afined. Los resultados fueron desastrosos: 
la destruction de casi todos los logros 
populares de la Revolucion de octubre del 
1944 incluyendo la reforma agraria y la 
elimination de todas las organizaciones 
populares; asi se initio un periodo de 25 
aflos de regimenes militares represivos.

El Pueblo Responde:
La Resistencia Organizada

El golpe del 1954 march el fin de un 
periodo en el proceso revolucionario de 
Guatemala. La lucha del pueblo por su 
derecho a determinar su destino y de 
disfrutar de los frutos de su trabajo sufrio 
una derrota. Sufrio una segunda derrota 
durante la decada del 60 cuando el gobierno 
desato una represion masiva en contra del 
movimiento guerrillero. Sin embargo la 
lucha popular por la liberation nacional y 
social no fue aniquilada. Continuo crecien- 
do, alimentciridose de experiencias positivas 
y negativas.

Tal vez la lection mis imporante para los 
campesinos y obreros durante el periodo de 
la contrarrevolucion haya sido la de la 
necesidad de construir organizaciones in- 
dependientes para defender sus intereses, 
hacer demandas y eventualmente para 
dirigir la lucha por el poder estatal.

En los ultimos aflos el pueblo 
guatemalteco ha podido resistir las tacticas 
represivas de varios gobiernos y ha desa- 
rrollado un fuerte movimiento de masas. 
Un paso importante en la consolidation de la 
unidad sindical fue tornado en marzo del 
1976, con la creacion del Comite Nacional 
de Unjdad Sindical (CNUS). Este es un 
organismo coordinador que representa el 
96% del movimiento obrero organizado en 
Guatemala. Mientras el porciento de 
obreros industriales organizados es 
minimo, el CNUS ha desempeflado un 
trabajo clave en las diferentes luchas 
populares.

Otro paso importante en la formation del 
movimiento popular se dio con la creacion 
del Comite de Unidad Campesina (CUC) en 
abril del 1978. CUC representa a los 
agricultores pequefios y a los obreros 
agricolas en Guatemala. Su incorporacion 
al CNUS marco un avance cualitativo en la 
creacion de una alianza obrero-campesina.

La organization mas amplia y unitaria 
del pueblo guatemalteco es el Frente 
Democritico Contra la Represi6n (FDCR). 
Fundado en el 1979, el FDCR esta com- 
puesto por 160 organizaciones obreras, 
campesinas, habitantes de arrabales,
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maestros, estudiantes, cristianos, profe- 
sionales y dos partidos social-democratas. 
Sus objetivos princ pales son la denuncia de 
la represion a nivel nacional e internacional 
y la lucha por los derechos democr&ticos del 
pueblo guatemalteco. El FDCR representa 
una amplia alianza de fuerzas sociales con- 
struida en un espiritu unitario y en respeto 
de los derechos de las diferentes organiza
ciones sociales que lo componen. A la 
misma vez es importante sefialar que el 
FDCR fue formado a instancia del CNUS 
y son las organizaciones populares mas 
militantes las que le han dado direction a la 
FDCR.

Tal vez el hecho mas significative para el 
avance del movimiento popular en el 1980 
ha sido la incorporacion masiva de indios 
campesinos a la lucha nacional y el for- 
talecimiento de la alianza obrero-campe
sina. La mayoria de los guatemaltecos son 
indigenas rurales de mas de 20 diferentes 
grupos etnicos. Aunque supuestamente 
tienen igualdad legal con la poblacion 
ladina, en realidad los indios son el sector 
mfls explotado de la poblacion y el que 
sufre discrimination en todas las areas 
sociales.

A principios de marzo, mas de 70,000 
trabajadores agricolas, ladinos e indios, in- 
iciaron una huelga paralizando la produc
tion en mas de 100 fincas de algodon y 
azucar. La huelga fue organizada por el 
CUC, apoyada por la CNUS y el FDCR, y 
acompaftada por huelgas de solidaridad en 
varias fabricas urbanas. Los obreros 
agricolas armados con machetes y palos 
tambien ocuparon varios ingenios 
azucareros e invadieron docenas de fincas. 
Frente a esta masiva action huelgaria, el 
gobierno se vio obligado a aumentar el 
salario minimo de los obreros agricolas de 
$1.12 diarios a $3.20 diarios. Esto resulto 
en protestas por parte de la oligarquia te- 
rrateniente y agudizo las contradicciones 
entre la burguesia.
* Despues de ser casi aniquilado a fines de 

los aflos 60 y principios del 70, el movimien
to guerrillero ha adquirido una fuerza im- 
presionante a traves de todo el pais. Con- 
trario a la experiencia de los 60 el movi
miento guerrillero ahora ha desarrollado su 
base principal de apoyo entre el campe- 
sinado; campesinos indigenas, 
especialmente mujeres, forman el grueso de 
sus combatientes. Las cuatro organiza
ciones guerrilleras principales—el Ejercito 
Guerrillero del Pueblo (EGP), la Organiza
cion del Pueblo en Armas (ORPA), las 
Fuerzas Armadas Rebeldes (FAR) y el Par- 
tido Guatemalteco del Trabajo 
(PGT)—estan coordinando sus acciones, y 
recientemente anunciaron su compromiso 
de unir sus fuerzas. Flan tornado docenas 
de pueblos y llevado a cabo reuniones; han 
emboscado tropas gubernamentales; han 
ajusticiado a verdugos y distribuido pro
paganda. A pesar de una campafla de con- 
trainsurreccion que ha incluido el bom-

bardeo de la poblacion civil y la ocupacion 
militar de la mayoria del pais, el gobierno 
no ha podido detener el crecimiento de las 
organizaciones guerrilleras.

Fin a la Intervention 
Estadounidense en Centroame'rica

Desde el golpe del 1954, el gobierno esta
dounidense ha sido el principal apoyo de los 
regimenes militares guatemaltecos, dan- 
doles apoyo economico, entrenamiento y 
provisiones militares. Entre el 1950 y el 
1981 los EE.UU. habra provisto a 
Guatemala con $65.9 millones en asistencia 
y ventas militares. En el 1977, como 
resultado de la politica de derechos 
humanos de Carter, la asistencia militar 
directa fue suspendida ocasionando acusa- 
ciones de comunismo contra el Depar- 
tamento de Estado por parte de los politicos 
derechistas en Guatemala. Sin embargo los 
EE.UU. continua enviando millares de 
dblares en equipos militares anualmente 
para la masacre de los guatemaltecos. 
Ademas, Israel, uno de los principales 
aliados de los EE.UU, se ha convertido en 
el principal abastecedor militar de 
Guatemala.

A pesar de la importancia y el tamaflq de 
los intereses economicos de los EE.UU. en 
Guatemala, especialmente en petroieo y 
niquel, los intereses estadounidenses en 
Guatemala son principalmente politicos. El 
imperialismo estadounidense desea 
mantener a Giiatemala como baluarte del 
anticomunismo en la America Central, y 
poner fin a los avances revolucionarios en 
ese pais y en la region.

Guatemala se ha convertido en un centro 
de reaction en la America Central. Fuerzas 
somocistas de Nicaragua se han reagrupado 
en Guatemala y en Honduras. Antiguos 
miembros de la Guardia Nacional de 
Somoza se esrm entrenando y apoyan a las 
fuerzas represivas de Guatemala.

La capacidad de los militares 
guatemaltecos de intervenir en El Salvador 
esta limitada por la lucha interna. A medida 
que la lucha de los pueblos de Guatemala y 
El Salvador avanza y la politica de los 
Estados Unidos se torna mbs agresiva, la 
centroamericanizacion de las fuerzas repre
sivas de Guatemala sera apoyada por los 
EE.UU. al igual que en El Salvador.

La posibilidad de intervention militar 
estadounidense es cada dia mayor. 
Nuestros esfuerzos de solidaridad aqui en 
los Estados Unidos deben enfocarse sobre 
impedir la intervencibn economica, 
diplombtica y sobre todo militar de los 
Estados Unidos en la America Central.

Para mas information sobre el trabajo de 
solidaridad con la lucha del pueblo 
guatemalteco, escriba a: □

Comite' de Solidaridad con el Pueblo 
de Guatemala

P.O. Box 270 Wyckoff Heights Station
Bklyn, NY 11237
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