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Issues warped

Election tallies

The LP News is trying to use
a crude mathematical trick to
convince people that we are on
the verge of winning the Presi-
dency in 1984. The chart and
accompanying article in the
Nov.-Dec. LP News ignore the
fact that if you double the
number of LP candidates who
are fielded you tend to double
your total national vote, and
the fact that we do better in
non-Presidential years. In ad-
dition, in the past many LP
candidates ran in two-way
races, creating artificially high
vote totals.

A more accurate measure of
the LP’s strength can be ob-
tained via the method
employed in this article,
namely adding up the top LP
vote-getters in each area. Even
so this total will overstate the
LP’s potential in a Presidential
race where our vote is usually
lower.

The national LP has long
tried to convince the media, the
public, and its own members
that we are growing faster than
we actually are. This has con
tributed to the growing cred
bility gap between the LP’s
propaganda and our actual
strength and size. This is court-
ing disaster. At some point,
people will realize that we are
not as strong as the national of-
fice claims. Using the LP News
system of figuring vote totals,
we could reach 60 million by
1986, which appears to be a
majority of voters in the coun-

"The LP is growing and may
very well continue to grow. But
misrepresenting our base and
rate of growth will create many
problems for us. Let’s be honest
with the public and ourselves.
Let’s do the work necessary to

really build the party instead of
playing numbers tricks.

Numbers have been thrown
around by national LP spokes-
persons to prove that the LP is
“the fastest-growing political
party.” The LP is billed as the
“third largest party,” which is
a little like billing something
the “fourth largest television
network” or the “third largest
football league.” The most re-
cent edition of the national
Libertarian Party News has a
charting of LP vote totals
which is very misleading.
These figures show LP vote to-
tals increasing two and one-
half times every two years
since the 1978 election. This
leads to a prediction of ten
million votes for 1982 and
leads one to a prediction of 25
million votes for 1984, enough
to elect a President under some
circumstances.

The problem is that these fi-
gures were derived by adding
up all LP candidates vote totals
in each election. In other
words, LP candidates for local
offices, state legislature,
statewide offices, Congress,
and President are all added up
together. This ignores the fact
that many of these votes came
from the same persons. In
California, this would give
each voter a chance to cast ten
ormore votes for LP candidates
for various offices in 1982.

The source for the LP News
figures was elections expert
Richard Winger. Using figures
OEraTICE O Y IgeT, We ave
compiled a much more realis
tic count of LP votes taking the
highest LP vote total in each
area of the country and adding
them up. The figures are far
smaller than those of the LP
News.

Top
Year LP News Vote-Getters
1976 1,000,000 442,000
1978 1,420,000 702,000
1980 4,300,000 1,700,000
1982 (projected) 10,000,000 3,580,000
We Said It
In July of 1980, the LPRC pub-
e 4 analyss Ofthe Clark can-
eral” opportun- A
B s robihe et i bacme or Mary,
tragically obvious to most LP  / PRy &R

members that Clark’s campaign

wasasell-out. From Clark’s neo-

the immigration question and
the existence of the border

foreign policy reversals—all
this and more was docu-
mented and criticized in a
twelve-page pamphlet, A
Matter of Principle, now going

into a second edition. Of course, the storm
of controversy which has erupted over the conduct

of the Clark campaign has now taken center stage in the ongoing de-
bate within our movement over strategy and tactics. But the issues
now being raised by a wide variety of forces and individuals in the LP
were first raised by the LPRC; uniquely, we predicted the problem
in advance, and offered a comprehensive solution. The many pub-
ished criticisms of the Clark campaign which have appeared since
November all basically update and re-state the case against opportun-
ism first put forward in this pamphlet, which is available from the
LPRC for only $2.00. Send in your order today and get a free copy
of Murray Rothbard’s ‘“‘Libertarianism Versus ‘Low-Tax Liberal-
ism." " Order from: LPRC, 1800 Market St., SF CA. 94102.
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By Justin Raimondo

Poland today stands on the
brink of revolution. The Polish
United Warkers Party (PUWP)
the ruling Communist party,
now in disarray] was correct to
maintain that Solidarity had
gone beyond its origins as a
free trade union. For the plot-
line of the Polish drama is the

story of mc_imzq s transfor-
mation into a genuine political
opposition. In spite of every
obstacle, every attempt by
forces both within and outside
the Solidarity movement itself
to derail, delay and defuse the
revolutionary process, a
spectre is haunting Eastern
Europe — the spectre of an

RC protests
Crackdown

“We appeal,” said a state-
ment from Solidarity head-
quarters in the Baltic port of
Szczecin; “‘support us in our
fight with a massive protest
and moral help. Do not sit idly
watching how they try to
strangle the germ of budding
democracy in the heart of
Europe.”

In Vienna, Rome, Paris, Lon-
don — and across the US, in
New York, Chicago, and San
Francisco — thousands
marched in support of the
Polish revolution.

On December 14, 1981,
Christmas shoppers and office
workers in downtown San
Francisco reacted with en-
thusiasm for the first local
manifestation of the Solidarity
support campaign. Alongside
AFL-CIO trade unionists,
Polish nationalists, and others
from the Democratic Socialist
Organizing Committee
(DSOC), the Socialist Workers
Party (SWP), the International
Sacialists (IS) and various
other leftist grouplets, 25
members of the Libertarian
Party (LP) and the Libertarian
Party Radical Caucus (LPRC)
carried picket signs saying:
“Poland: The Death-Knell of
Socialism,” “Free All Political

Prisoners! Hang Jaruzelsk
“The Red Tide Is Turning —
Communist Murderers Out of
Poland!” and ‘‘America,
1776/Poland, 1981.”

Our unique approach to the
Polish events —reflected in the
title of our leaflet, Poland &
The Crisis of Socialism —
caused considerable conster-
nation among the leftists at the
demonstration. But even the
died-in-the-wool sectarians
among them could only grit
their teeth and bear it, showing
their discontent only as a pro-
longed but silent pout. After
all, the TV cameras were run-
ning — and a melee with Liber-
tarians carrying signs proc-
laiming “Red Army Out Of Po-
land!” and ‘“‘Solidarity’s R
volution  Must  Spread
Throughout the Socialist
Bloc!” was not something they
wanted to see happen so pub-
licly.

But they did not prove to be
so shy at a meeting called to
plan further actions on behalf
of Solidarity, held later that
night in the East Bay. The mo-
ment Libertarians entered the
meeting hall and attempted to
speak, their right to do so was
challenged. Rather than spend

(Continued on page 9)
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a free trade union operating
within the confines of
socialism Solidarity has de-
veloped into an amazingly di-
verse mass anti-socialist
movement. What began as a
movement of millions de-
manding vague economic re-
forms has now embarked on
avhat the PUWP correctly calls
“an open struggle for power.”

The whole world knows by
now how martial law was im-
posed on Poland: the round-up
of Solidarity leaders, the con-

and the depraved attempt by
the Communist authorities to
starve the Polish people into
submission. In December 1981,
ary junta of Gen-
eral Jaruzelski raided Solidari-
ty’s national headquarters and
arrested thousands of Solidar-
ity activists and leaders. The
scene was described by the Los
Angeles Times: “Eleven heavy
trucks blocked both ends of the
street where the union’s head-
quarters is situated here in the
capital, and police equipped
with riot shields and batons
blocked access to the build-
ing.” Solidarity leaders meet-
ing in Gdansk had called for a
national referendum on setting
up a non-Communist govern-
ment, the Jaruzelski regime
was demanding that nation-
wide demonstrations called to
protest the storming of the fire
cadets academy on December 2
be called-off. The organizers of
the protes i
Warsaw’s militant
branch — refused. The unpre-
cedented crackdown was the
Communist response.

Day Of Reckoning

As the Communists mounted
a campaign of repression,
Jaruzelski's propaganda mill
went into full gear. “The state-
controlled networks piped out
hair-raising_ daily wrap-ups,”
said the New York s

country told tales of workers
preparing for a day of reckon-
ing. Some were said to be
stockpiling supplies or laying
in medical equipment, others
were supposedly setting up
“secret’ leaderships in case the
current ones were arrested, or
organizing squads of ‘worker
guards’ for self-protection.”
For once the government-
controlled Polish media was
telling the truth; this was not
just the commissar’s worst
nightmare. In retrospect it has
become clear: what the whole
world was witnessing was no-
thing less than the birth of a
revolution. The PUWP under-
stood this, which is 23 :E:
anti-Solidarity
tensified. Some sectors of Sol-
idarity also understood this.
“We have begun to crawl be
cause we believed socialism
will have a human face,” said
one delegate to the late October
Gdansk Solidarity congress.
“Let's take over power, because
there is no power in Poland.”

Reports that dozens of strik-
ing workers have been killed,
that some Polish troops refuse
to fire on their countrymen,
that the Polish secret police
apparatus entrusted with im-
plementing the crackdown
have met actual physical resis-
tance — this news has yet to be
confirmed. Because of the
news blackout imposed by the
Polish military regime, the real
extent of resistance cannot be
measured. But there is no
doubt that the civil war has al-
ready begun. It is no longer a
question of whether or not the
final struggle will come. The
real question is: when will it
come?

Predictably, the Western
press worked itself intoa frothy
white Cold War lather only
hours into the crisis. One TV
newsman even asked a gov-
ernment official “Would the

Hide World Photos

US go to war over Poland?
The top-ranking official in
Washington at the time —
Donald T. Regan — declined to
comment. Although everyone
seems to be predicting an im-
minent Soviet invasion, no one
seems to really believe it —and
for some very good reasons.
(Continued on page 5)
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Pretoria marches north

By Justin Raimondo

The army of the apartheid
regime of South Africa —
which invaded Angola on Au-
gust 24, 1981 — has apparently
consolidated control of Ango-
la's southern-most Kunene
province, paving the way for
the Jonas Savimbi's National
Union for the Total Indepen-
dence of Angola (UNITA) to
become —under South African
auspices — the nominal ruling
authority in the region. More
<han 11,000 South African
troops — as well as mer-
cenaries and a few ragtag
UNITA remnants — have dug
in, even as South Africa pro-
claims to the world that it is
“withdrawing"” its forces.

Although military opera-
tions in the region began in
July 1981, the war reached a
new level on August 23, when
South African bombers blasted
Tchibemba, and Cahama, both

in Angola. Two days later, two

South African armored col-
umns swept into Angolan ter-
ritory. Two months later, the
Angolan defenders had been
pushéd back 100 miles to the
north; in all of Kunene pro-
vince only the town of Cahama
is still in Angolan hands.

Civilians are the main target
of the South African offensive.
Entire villages have been
leveled, villagers mown down;
waterholes, essential during
the dry season, have been oc-
cupied or even poisoned; cattle
are being slaughtered; crops
and homes burned, as the
Israeli-supplied South African
Army fights to defend and ex-
tend apartheid in the name of
““anti-Communism.”

After blanket bombings by
South African Mirage, Buc-
caneer and Impala jets, the
back of the Angolan defense
was broken. The key town of
Xangongo fell to the invaders
on August 25. On August 29,
the provincial capital of Ond-
jiva was occupied by South Af-
rican forces, after three days
and nights of heavy artillery
and air bombings. Despite this
initial success, South Africa
reportedly suffered heavy los-
ses, and fighting was fierce.

So far, Cuban troops
stationed in Angola at the invi-
tation of Angola’s Marxist re-
gime have not intervened di-
rectly in the fighting. But the
continued military occupation
of Kunene province — and a
possible South African attempt
to push northward into Ango-
la’s rich Huila province — will
probably mean a direct military
confrontation between the two
superpower surrogates.

Question Of Namibia
As 45,000 South African

troops gather at the Namibia/
Angola border, the focus of
superpower contention shifts
to Southwest Africa, centered
on the struggle of the Namibian
people to be free of domination
by the colonial powers. For
partof South Africa’s agendain
Angola — besides setting up
Savimbi as ruler of ‘Vichy An-
gola’ — is to destroy the
SouthWest African People’s
Organization (SWAPO) bases
outside Namibian territory.

Awarded to South Africa in
the wake of World War I,
Namibia is one of the world’s
largestrepositories of uranium,
diamonds, zinc, copper, and
oil.

In addition, Namibia’s
natural resources are vital to
the state-subsidized nuclear
power plants of Europe;
British, Canadian and French
interests control the Rossing
mine, which ships 5000 tons of
uranium oxide each year.

In 1966, the United Nations
ended South Africa’s mandate;
in 1969, the UN proclaimed
South Africa’s continued
military occupation to be “il-
legal”; and in 1971, the World
Court declared that South Afri-
ca’s virtual annexation of
Southwest Africa was in viola-
tion of “international law.”

On January 30, 1976, the UN
Security Council passed Re-
solution 385 — unanimously
— demanding free elections in
Namibia.

South Africa continued to
ignore international condem-
nation, and instead undertook
to consolidate its economic
and political domination by
negotiating an “‘internal set-

tlement.” By this time SWAPQ

was conducting a war of na-
tional liberation against South
African troops —and so the de-
fenders of apartheid sought
help from conservative white
planters and certain tribal
chieftains amenable to collab-
oration. The Democratic Turn-
halle Alliance (DTA) was

born, under the auspices of the
South African colonial regime,
asanalternative to SWAPO. By
5, the interim govern-
ment led by DTA leader Dirk

mid-197!

Mudge, was projecting inde-
pendence by 1978. This new

South African strategy — giv-
ing a democratic cover to what
is, in fact, a military occupation
— parallels US strategy in El
Salvador, where the junta has
scheduled phony elections to

legitimize rightwing terrorism.

Elections — tightly controlled
by the South African au-
thorities — were held in late
1978. Since SWAPO refused to
enter elections with Namibia
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stillunder the guns of the South
African army, the DTA had no
trouble _mr_:m 41 of 50 seats.
‘The Namibian government has
racial and ethnic quotas, with
disproportionate representa-
tion for whites; apartheid is the
very basis of the constitutional
proposal sponsored by the
DTA. Of course, the DTA is
heavily financed by South Af-
rica, with links to BOSS (South
Africa’s intelligence agency)
and the CIA. (Counterspy, De-
cember 1976.)

The South African regime of
Prime Minister P.W. Botha
realizes that a free Namibia
would provide sanctuary for
anti-apartheid  freedom-
fighters directing political and
military operations against the
citadel of white supremacy —
South Africaitself. Both the Af-
rican National Congress (ANC)
and the Pan African Congress
(PAC) have recently stepped
up their activities in response
to increasing repression
against South Africa’s black
majority.

Savimbi

That the Reagan administra-
tion is the champion of the
‘free market” on an interna-
tional scale is a myth easily re-
futed by the treachery of
Washington in Southwest Af-
rica. While Cuban and Angolan
troops protect Gulf Oil
facilities, as well as extensive
investments made by Texaco
and Cities Service, the Reagan
administration is supporting
Savimbi — who would like no-
thing better than to nationalize
everything in sight. Although
Soviet-trained Angolan Presi-
dent Eduardo dos Santos has
yet to take.over substantial
foreign investments, thereisn’t
much ideological distance be-
tween dos Santos and Savimbi.
As columnist Mary McGrory
wrote:

Rep. Edward Wolp, D-Mich.,
the MIT graduate and onetime
Peace Corps consultant who
heads the House African sub-
committee, recently went be-
fore a dinner meeting at the
Carnegie Endowment to report
on a recent African tour.
Citibank, Gulf, the Equator
Bank were on the nametags.
When Wolpe said he had never
met “‘more capitalistic Mar-
xists” than Angolan officials,
there was much vigorous nod-
ding. (Oct. 12, 1981)

Chase Manhattan’s officer in
charge of Africa, Brian Hender-
son, recently wrote that the
American corporate presence
in Angola “effectively limited
Soviet influence and
strengthened the government’s
commitment  to  non-
alignment.” Gulf Oil — which
recently signed a $160 million
deal with the Angolan gov-
ernment — reassures its stock-
holders in a company newslet-
ter that Angola’s ostensibly
Marxist government is “reli-
able, cooperative, businesslike
and very market-oriented.”

Reagan gave explicit support
to Savimbi’s UNITA during the
presidential election cam-
paign. On the eve of Reagan’s
inauguration, CIA director
William Casey and former Na-
tional Security chieftain
Richard V. Allen met secretly
with UNITA representatives;
other secret meetings with US
government representatives
have been reported in Paris and
Rabat, Morocco. The Clark
amendment —  which
explicitly forbids US aid to
Savimbi — has only barely sur-
vived Reaganite repeal at-
tempts in Congress. The West-
ern press regularly states that

Savimbi's army numbers some
16,000. In fact, the number is
closer to 2000. Arnaud de
Borchgrave once maintained
that UNITA troops numbered
100,000 (New York Times;
March 31, 1981) — but later, in
testimony before Congress,
claimed that this was a typo-
graphical error and should
have been 10,000.

Although it is unclear what
the future of the Clark amend-
ment will be, therepeal effort is
in fact a formality. In reality the
CIA has been aiding UNITA all
along — or, at least, what is
supposed to pass for UNITA.
With concription of all black
South Africans — except
Ovambos — now in force, most
of the South African troops on
the northern Namibian border
are black. As Covert Action In-
formation Bulletin points out:
“South Africa often creates,
Cecil B. DeMille style, what
seem to be huge UNITA camps
situated in Angola.” In fact,

The Reagan
administration is
supporting Savimbi
— who would like
nothing better than
to nationalize
everything in sight.

have been helping South Af-
rica the present policy was
decided at a secret meeting that
took place in Zurich, Switzer-
land between Prime Minister
Vorster, Dr. Kissinger, and
Alexander Haig, in the summer
of 1977. It was then decided
that the policy of South Africa
would be to set up a black and
white government in Namibia
and to build up an army that
would be under the control of
Pretoria.”

The new plan offered up by
the Western Contact Group
provided for a ceasefire,
phased withdrawal of South
African troops, and control of a
scheduled election by the
South African army. SWAPO
denounced the plan as
“‘suicide” for the people of
Namibia. Military operations
against SWAPO refugee camps
escalated; in 1978 the South
Africans attacked the Kassinga
camp, killing 600. SWAPO
then agreed to the Contact
Group plan; but, on September
20, 1978, Prime Minister Vor-
ster resigned and P.W. Botha,
the South African Defense
Minister, took the reins of
power. The new government
announced that Namibian elec-
tions would take place at the
end of the year, without the
UN. Nine days later, the UN
Security Council adopted Re-
solution 435.

In response to growing in-
ternational condemnation and
internal rebellion, the military
aspect of South Africa’s
strategy began to escalate. In
late 1979 and early 1980
SWAPO members were
rounded up and tortured. This

these UNITA camps aré filled
with mercenaries, both black
and white.

The operations of these
mercenary outfits are de-
scribed by ex-mercenary Tre-
vor Edwards, in the Manches-
ter Guardian:

Dressed in unmarked camouf-
lage uniforms, under strict or-
ders to carry no documents of
any type, and using East Euro-
pean weapons, they move into
Angola for sweeps through
groups of villages. White offic-
ers and NCOs black their faces.
A typical operation, as de-
scribed by Edwards, would in-
volve a formation of one or two
platoons moving through a vil-
lage area gunning down men,
women, children and livestock.
In such sweeps they sometimes
find, among the corpses, a few
armed men — who may or may
not have been SWAPO — but as
Edwards makes clear most of
them are civilians.

Jose Ricardo Belmundo,
ex-mercenary leader of the
Buffalo Battalion,” stated:
“We wreaked total destruction
of everything in our path, vil-
lages, schools, hospitals. Many
were killed, both people and
cattle. We had very strict in-
structions toattack and destroy
everything we came across.”

Role Of The West

The role of the Western pow-
ers, known as the Contact
Group or Group of Five —
France, Britain, the United
States, West Germany and
Canada — has been to support
the division and conquest of
Southwest Africa by the South
African army. As the ex-UN
commissioner for Namibia,
Sean McBride, said: ““South Af-
rica wants to divide and con-
quer Namibia, and it wants to
maintain control of Namibia
with a South African economy
and with Africans fighting Af-
ricans, not whites fighting
blacks. The Western powers

terror was accom-
panied by a game of diplomatic
hide and seek: South Africa
demanded the right to monitor
SWAPO bases in Angola — in-
stead, Angola and SWAPO of-
fered the creation of a de-
militarized zone. South Africa
demanded that SWAPO dis-
nstead, SWAPO and An-
gola reluctantly proposed the
presence of South African
troops in the demilitarized
zone.

Thus, South Africa led the
world to believe that a resolu-
tion of the crisis was at hand
when, in fact, South Africa was
getting ready to escalate the
war; by the end of 1980, South
Africa had invaded Angolan
territory over 2000 times, kil-
ling 1800 civilians, wounding
3000 others, and causing more
than $7 billion worth of dam-
age

Stalling for time, South Af-
rica arrived at the January 1981
Geneva conference — called to
implement Resolution 435 —
with no intentions of negotiat-
ing. Pretoria rejected any at-
tempt by SWAPO to ensure in-
ternational supervision of
Namibian elections. In addi-
tion, the Botha regime used the
conference as a pretext to
parade around the various
splinter “parties” who haveag-
reed to operate within the limi-
tations of apartheid ‘and the
bantustan system. Two previ-
ously unknown groups,
SWAPO-D, and the Caprivi Af-
rican National Union (CANU),
suddenly appeared out of
nowhere. Demanding to be
given status equal to SWAPO,
these split-offs from SWAPO
all together have no more than
a handful of followers. The
CANU representative an-
nounced that his group was
going to negotiate separately
with South Africa on the issue
of independence for the Cap-
rivi Strip region of Namibia.
The Geneva conference col-
lapsed when it became clear

(Continued on page 3)
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In response to charges
Of opportunism

By Herbert Julius
(Editor’s  Note: Any re-

semblance vm:a&n: fictional

purely deliber-

March 15, 1989 — Attacks on
certain policies of the National
Libertarian Campaign Commit-
tee during the last election
have appeared in libertarian
publications recently. As legal
counsel to the Committee, 1
want to respond to these
charges by providing the
reader with background to the
issues involved and show how
our actions were well within
the parameters of libertarian
principles

The essence of these recent
charges is that the National
Libertarian Campaign Commit-
tee violated libertarian princi-
ples when it filed suit in Fed-
eral Court last year, during the
Presidential campaign, to re-
quire the Federal Social Re-
sponsibility Commission to al-
locate 3.2% of it's more than 2
million person manpower pool
to work on Libertarian Party
campaign efforts. One of the
most outspoken of these critics,
Evan Williamson, labeled the
suit “a sellout of libertarian
principles and an endorsement
of slavery.” In fact nothing
could be farther from the truth
— the suit was based on ‘the
long-standing traditions of
equality under law and due
process. I do not need to men-
tion the important role played
by the thousands of additional
workers this lawsuit provided
us, perhaps the major factor in
our gain of record percentages
on election day.

A background in this case

~~Grmrahed valuable light on our

clear justification for Commit-
tee actions. Our suit was a re-
sult of the failure of the Federal
Social Responsibility Commis-
son (FSRC) to give the Liberta-
ran Party its fair share of some
2 million young people who
tad chosen the “political ser-
vice” option in compliance
with the 1984 National Social
Responsibility Act. The reader
will recall that this law re-
quires all graduates of public
high schools or tax-supported
higher education to serve one
year for the public good. Con-
trary to charges by some liber-
tarians, this program is not
slavery” since all participants
have a free choice to select
either a) military service, b)
welfare/hospital duty, c) con-
servation labor, or d) political
service. While the Libertarian
Party did fight against the pas-
sage of this Act because of its
compulsory nature, it would be
political suicide not to take ad-
vantage of thousands of work-
ers given us by the law. The
Republican and Democratic
parties, it must be noted, at-
tempted to monopolize the
Commission allocations, but
under my direction the LP
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joined with the Socialist Work-
ers Party in 1987 in Socialist
Workers Vs. The FSRC to suc-
cessfully get our fair share of
allocations.

The present vocal com-
plaints by defeatist libertarians
stem from our suit last August
in Federal Court to force the
FSRC to raise our allocation
from 1.8% (based upon 1984
results) to 3.2% (in line with
1986 vote totals). Despite
charges by some libertarians
that these LP actions are a sanc-
tion of compulsory servitude,
the fact is that it is our right to
get a fair share of the more than
2 million young people who
selected “political service” as
their Social Responsibility ob-
ligation. This action is in the
clearest tradition of equality
under the law and is fully con-
sistent with past national LP
decisions.

Let no libertarian be fooled
into thinking that these 2 mil-
lion people are innocent vic-
tims of government coercion.
They each willingly accepted
free government education,
subsidized tuition, and many
even attended government re-
creation programs and summer
camps. The large majority use
public libraries and public
highways. Each enjoys a
superior position in society
and reaps profits as a direct re-
sult of special government
privileges.

Just who are these outspoken
libertarians who criticize our
suitagainst the FSRC? They are
in large measure the same,
self-styled radicals who almost
ten years ago denounced our
suits against the FCC which in-

cost TV time tor L

(Continued from page 4)
and that a party organ should
provide oversight to ensure
this. Royce has long been a de-
nizen of the fringes of the GOP.
He should spend his time try-
ing to make the Republicans
more libertarian and stop try-
ing to make compromisers out
of a Party of Principle...

© Three BRICKBATS ru_. the
ever fertile mind of Milton
Mueller Milton's first
BRICKBAT comes because he
has concluded that all tax cre-
dits are immoral and antiliber-
tarian. It seems that tax credits
don’t have an equal impact on
everyone, as Mueller notes in
Caliber ... Funny Milton didn’t
mention all this publicly in
connection with the tax credit
plans of the Clark for President
or the Clark for Governor cam-
paigns — campaigns that were
run by his buddy Ed Crane.... A
BOUQUET to the Clark cam-
paigns for having never bought
the Mueller madness on this is-
sue. It seemed obvious to the
Clark campaign managers and
Clark himself — as it does to us
— that justas you cannot havea
fair and equal tax system, you
canniot have a fairand equal tax
cut or credit. Anyway Milton,
the goal of Libertarians is lib-
erty, not equality... A
BRICKBAT to the Clark cam-
paigns though for always hav-
ing limited the amount of
money someone could claim as

denounce the whole arrange-
ment. According to Milton
bizarre logic, Libertarians
should not protest experiments
on imprisoned criminals or in-
voluntary mental patients, but
should only discuss grand
theories of punishment. Pro-
tests against government
schemes and experiments like
busing are exactly what the LP
is for....

o Finally, Milton has come
out against homesteading
ownership of the radio spec-
trum and airwaves in a new
study for Cato Institute. Even
though it has happened in the
past, he can’t see how it legiti-
mately could be done. Again
according to Milton’s fantastic
logic, one could not homestead
land either, since the soil and
the plow are nothing but waves
of quarks. Another hearty
BRICKBAT, we're afraid.

® A BOUQUET to the Cato
employee who lost the file on
Roy Childs during Cato’s move
to D.C. The file contained in-
teresting old material from
Wichita on Roy and helps exp-
lain why Libertarian Review
was shut down and not In-
quiry. This from Wichita in
1974: ““This past weekend I
learned that Roy Childs has
dropped out of school (Univer-
sity of Southern California).
His once erratic efforts for
Books for Libertarians (Editor's
Note: The precursor of Liberta-
rian Review) and others have

we=emed e ability to get low atax mﬁm =
R on's' Second BRICK=  come to a halt. Apparently

they argued that we had be-
trayed our principles by using
government coercion against
private TV networks to sub-
sidize our media campaign.
And again in 1984 these same
nit-pickers attacked our accep-
tance of $7 million in Federal
matching funds for the 1984
Campaign (funds which, inci-
dentally, enabled us to finally
pay off the debt incurred by the
1980 “'Clark For President”
campaign).

Now these same malcontents
are attacking our participation
in the Federal Social Responsi-
bility program. Certainly as
Libertarians we urge abolition
of the FCC, FEC and FSRC, but
let’s be realistic. We have as
much right to the benefits of
these programs and laws as
anyone else. Besides our ends
are just: The triumph of the
Libertarian Party.

1 think our case is incon-
trovertible. You decide: Are the
acceptance of coerced airtime,
stolen money and slave labor
too high a price to pay for vic-
tory? I think not!

Reprinted courtesy of Society for
Individual Liberty from Individual
Liberty, December 1981
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BAT comes because on left-
opportunist grounds he thinks
Libertarians should not oppose
the busing of school children.
For what he calls “strategic”
reasons, Milton counsels
shunning the antibusing cause,
perhaps for fear thatamong the
American majority that sup-
ports it one may find people wil-
ling to permit nuclear power
generation or people who think
the ERA is tyrannical gov-
ernment meddling. Milton is
simply wrong to claim that
busing cannotbe “a Libertarian
issue,” because according to
him once the government so-
cial engineers have the chil-
dren in their clutches, Liberta-
rians have nothing to say but to

(Nathaniel) Branden has given
Childs a rationale for a
hedonistic existence and now
Roy spends his time eating and
listening to music. He has
drawn advances from (Robert)
Kephart (then publisher of
Books for Libertarians and sub-
sequently of Libertarian Re-
iew) and yet has exhausted all
his resources. . ..

® The other interesting item
from Child’s file that merits
Charles Koch a BOUQUET is
the following 1979 memo from
Koch to Childs:

After reflecting on our con-
versation yesterday, | am con-
cerned that there may be some
sort of degenerative disease at

work at Libertarian Review
The magazine seems to be drift-
ing away from hard core liber-
tarianism to a forum for the
editors to ride their particular
technical (and other) hobby
horses.

I shouldn’t have to remind
you (but apparently do) that
libertarianism is a political
philosophy containing no posi-
tions on alternate technologies,
except when a technology is
used in a coercive manner. You
say that visiting with your new
anti-nuke friend (Editor’s note:
Dr. John Gofman) has made you
‘more radical on nuclear energy
because, according to him,
harmful radiation can never be
eliminated. Roy, this isn't radi-
cal, it's stupid. No one can pre-
dict future technology. You
should know that all past at-
tempts to predict future
technology now appear ludi-
crous. Your soothsaying will,
doubtless, prove no less inaccu-
rate.

It seems clear that the latest
nuclear positions of you and
some of your colleagues are
simply a case of deciding what
is profitable and backing up
from there to principle. I realize
that you believe there are strong
and tactical reasons
ions, but
this kind of methodology is
fatal. And Iam not so concerned
about your nuclear positions as
Tam your methodology. To dis-
tort libertarianism to fit the
popular side of each hot issue is
not sound strategy — it is the
destruction of our distinctive
character and, ultimately, of
our whole appeal

nally conceived, played a vital
role in the development of a
strong libertarian movement. If
the present drift of the

perspective, its value.

© This memo reminds us of
the need for another
BRICKBAT. This one goes to
Roy Childs himself who lied to
the 1000 in attendance at the
1979 LP National Convention.
His lie: during his nominating
speech for David Koch, Roy
said that no one in the Koch
family had ever pressured him
on any matter. Well, Roy,
perhaps rereading his memo
will refresh your memory. . .
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SF Police

On Oct. 6, 1981 undercover
policeraided the San Francisco
Libertarian Party bookstore.
Claiming to have found drugs
on the premises, police ar-
rested 11 people; charges were
later dropped against all but 4.
During the raid, police de-
stroyed books, smashed furni-
ture and carted away files —
which they now deny taking.
Photographs, art supplies and
other expensive equipment
necessary to the production of
Libertarian Vanguard were all
destroyed or found to be mis-
sing. (Indeed, the SFPD'’s phys-
ical destruction of 1800 Market
St. is a major reason why this is
the first issue of Libertarian
Vanguard in over six months.)

In response, the Libertarian
Party of San Francisco has
launched a suit against the city
and county of San Francisco, as
well as the undercover police
involved, seeking damages to-
taling $25 million. The Ameri-
can Civil Liberties Union has
become involved in the case; in
addition, the LPSF has re-
ceived significant support
from various community or-
ganizations. (For example, the
city’s most important local
Democratic club — the Harvey
Milk Democratic Club — voted
to condemn the police attack
without being asked by the LP.)

The police raid can only be
understood in the context of
the local political situation.

The LPSF has been in the
forefront of efforts to eliminate
police repression in the Bay
Area. In 1979, the LPSF put a
referendum on the San Fran-
cisco ballot which would have
abolished the very same police
unit responsible for the raid.
The LPSF has been actively
and quite visibly involved in
defending those arrested in
San Francisco on May 21, dur-
ing protests against the lenient
sentence meted out to Dan
White — the ex-SFPD officer
and San Francisco Supervisor
who murdered Supervisor
Harvey Milk and Mayor George
Moscone. A week before the
raid on the bookstore, mem-
bers of the LPSF led over three
hundred people in a demon-
stration _protesting va:nm

Plunder
Jookstore

Libertarian contingent was
singled out for physical attack
v the SFPD. A full half hour
before police dispersed the
protestors, police on horseback
suddenly and without provo-
cation went straight for the

In 1981 eleven Libert:

officials are listed below.

State Individual

Alaska Dick Randolph

Alaska Ken Fanning
Alaska Stan Thompson
Alaska Bruce Wammack

John Davis
Bill Privett

Arizona Murray Feldstein
Arizona Joe Saggio
Kentucky Terry Bogel
Minnesota Jack Ardoyno
Minnesota Robert Floyd
Missouri Marshall Cobb
Montana Michael Tanchek

New Hampshire Thomas Reed

New Jersey Dick Siano

Oregon Paul Dillon
Pennsylvania  Jay Zane
Pennsylvania  Rod Bowman

South Carolina Marshall Danenburg

South Carolina Michael Carruth

Office

State Legislature
State Legislature
Mayor, Kenai Borough

Borough Assembly, Fairbanks

President, Kenai Borough Assembly

City Council, Wrangell

City Council, Flagstaff

Sch. Bd., Apache Junction

City Council, Brownsboro*

Sch. Bd., Apple Valley

Sch. Bd., Brownsville

Alderman, Lakeshire

City Council, Troy

City Budget Comm., Londonderry
Town Board, Kingwood

City Council, Philomath

Study Comm., Schuylkill County
Tax Assessor, East Buffalo

Gity Gouncil, Elgin

City Council, Landrum

Libertarian banners, billy- Texas Honey Lanham Board of Ed., Harris County
clubs swinging. One LP . o ;

i bl Tl Y el iTs e Texas Bill Fraser Board of Ed., Harris County
cident. Those SFPD officers in- Texas Jeffrey Calvert Board of Ed., Harris County
volved had removed their s ?
badges, prior to the attack, to Wisconsin David Ripp Town Board, Waunakee
avoid identificati

—Elected officials—

ns were elected to public office. We now have 24 elected
officials in the country. It is important for local radical libertarians to give input and keep
up with the activities of these people and to make sure they keep a Libertarian record. The

Itis probably no coincidence
that the commanding officer
responsible for this attack —
Captain George Eimil —
headed up the vice squad in
1979, at the time of our cam-
paign to abolish his particular
department and the laws they
enforce. Indeed, Captain Eimil
often served as a spokesperson
for the other side.

Itis also probably no coinci-
dence that at the time of the
raid, the LPSF was working to
launch a city-wide initiative ef-
fort to create a civilian review
board. Although the an-
nouncement had not yet offi-
cially been made, our plans
were already widely known in
local political circles.

It is quite clear that the raid
on the LPSF bookstore was
politically motivated, carried
out by a police department
which has recently escalated
harassment of gays and other
minorities — and which is in-
creasingly on the defensive.
The campaign to create a civi-
lian review board in San Fran-
cisco — elected by the people,
with the power to fire police
officers and lower (but not
raise) the SFPD budget —
could very possibly be the first
Libertarian electoral victory in
a major metropolitan area.

Because those familiar with
the background of our case
knew it had political roots, the
LPSF received sidespread sup-
portand help, Two members of
San Francisco’'s Board of
Supervisors personally inter-
vened in our case — which is
why those arrested were re-
leased from jail after only 24
hours, in spite of the fact that
all those arrested were charged
5;5 Em_an felonies.

ofh

ian Books & Periodi-

San Francisco’s Polk m:mmn.
(Police officers in unmarked
vehicles were observed photo-
graphing those who partici-
pated; these same police offic-
ers were also observed follow-
ing participants after the crowd
had dispersed.) On October 19,
1981, at a massive protest
against the visit of El Sal-
vador’s president Jose Napo-
leon Duarte to the Bay Area, the

nm; continues to operate and
thrive at 1800 Market Street, in
San Francisco— in spite of this
rather obvious attempt to close
us down.

We are setting up a legal de-
fense fund to cover the enorm-
ous cost of our lawsuit. We can
win — with your help. Please
send contributions to: LPRC
Legal Defense Fund, 1800
Market St., SF CA. 94102,

emphasizing the following ten points:

to liberty and justice for all.
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defense and resistance to tyranny.
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benign foreign policy.
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estimates.
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nouncements should reflect these facts.

The Radical Caucus of the Libertarian Party is

The Ten Points of the LPRC

(Adopted by the Central Committee, July, 1979)

dedicated to building the Libertarian Party by

Principled Mass Party — The Libertarian Party should be a mass-participation party operating
in the electoral arena and elsewhere, devoted to consistent libertarian  principle, and committed

Resistance & the Oppressed — The Libertarian Party should make a special effort to recruit
. members from groups most oppressed by the government so that the indignation of those
who experience oppression is joined to that of those who oppose oppression in principle. The
Libertarian Party should never approve of the initiation of force, nor should it rule out self-

Anti-State Coalition — The Radical Caucus agrees to the view, adopted by the Libertarian Party
at its 1974 Dallas convention, that for purposes of party programs and activities the issue of
the ultimate legitimacy of government per se is not relevant. We oppose all efforts to exclude
either anarchists or minimal statists from party life.

Populism — The Libertarian Party should trust in and rely on the people to welcome a program
of liberty and justice. The Libertarian Party should always aim strategically at convincing the
bulk of the people of the soundness of libertarian doctrine.

No Compromise — The Radical Caucus insists that all reforms advocated by the Libertarian
Party must diminish governmental power and that no such reforms are to contradict the goal
of a totally free society. Holding high our principles means avoiding completely the quagmire
of self-imposed, oligatory gradualism: We must avoid the view that, in the name of fairness,
““abating suffering, or fulfilling expectations, we must temporize and stall on the road to

erty.

6. AntiImperialism & Centrality of Foreign Policy — Because the United States government
aspires to world-wide control of events, foreign policy is always potentially the mos
issue of our time. The Libertarian Party should bring to the public the truth about the U.S.
government’s major responsibility for the cold war and the continuing threat to world peace
posed by U. . foreign policy. No one should be deceived by the notion that any government,
like the American, which has a relatively benign domestic policy, therefore has a relatively

portant

Our goal is to build an international revolutionary libertarian movement, and our task is to hold
up the banner of liberty so that all the world’s peoples and races can rally around

‘Mutual Disarmament — The Libertarian Party should support general, joint, and complete dis-
armament down to police levels, The Libertarian Party should be in the forefront of efforts to
end policies that prepare for mass miirder.

Rights Are Primary — The central commitment of the Libertarian Party must be to individual
liberty on the basis of rights and moral principle, and not on the basis of economic cost-benefit

Power Elite Analysis — American society is divided into a government-oppressed class and a
government-privileged class and is ruled by a power elite. Libertarian Party strategy and pro-

10. Land Reform — Because of past land theft and original claims not based on homesteading,
many landholdings in America are illegitimate. The Libertarian Party in cases of theft (for
example, from the Native Americans and Chicanos) should support restoration to the victims or
their heirs and in cases of invalid claims should advocate reopening the land for homesteading.
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Angola
(Continued from page 2)

that South’ Africa was only in-
terested in publicity for virtu-
ally nonexistent internal op-
position to Namibia’s national
liberation movement

Groups like CANU fitin well
with South Africa’s plan to
dominate a “constellation” of
nominally independent black
buffer states, an expansion of
the bantustan system which
imprisons blacks on the worst
land and consigns them to the
status of a permanent under-
class. As secret documents de-
tailing US/South Africa :.:G
(see Washington Post; May 2
1981) revea Botha _ua‘
sented vision of southern Afri-
ca’s future, in context of ‘Con-
stellation of States’ concept. He
appealed for USG support. for
South Africa’s view of region’s
future, involving a confedera-
tion of states, each indepen-
dent, but linked by a centraliz-
ing secretariat.” [Text of leaked
documents; Covert Action In-
formation Bulletin; July/
August 1981; #13; p. 37]

Namibia Will Be Free

Washington’s alliance with
apartheid was starkly revealed
by the lone US veto of a UN
resolution condemning South
African aggression in Angola.
The United States was the only
Security Council member to
vote against the resolution,
which stopped short of calling
for economic sanctions — but
also condemned South Africa
destabilization campaign di-
rected at other African states.
The acting US delegate,
Charles Lichenstein, attributed
the US vote to suspicions of
Soviet-inspired subversion
The US rejected the UN resolu-
tion because it “places the
blame solely on South Africa
for the escalation of violence,’
when — Lichenstein asserts —
in fact it is the presence of
“foreign combat forces in An-
gola, particularly the large
Cuban force, and the provision
of Soviet-originated arms to
SWAPQ" which is the real root
of the crisis.

The Cubans have yet to in-
tervene directly in the fighting.
The “market-oriented’ Marxist
government of Angola is not
eager to turn foreign troops
loose on whatever African
supporters Savimbi may still
have. The continued occupa-
tion of Kunene province, how-
ever, could rapidly turn
Southwest Africa into the
newest front of an ever-
widening clash of the super-
powers.

It is clear that the Angolans
consider the presence of Cuban
troops a necessary evil in the
face of the South African
onslaught. It is equally clear
that South Africa is embold-
ened by the election of Ronald
Reagan, the US veto, and the
rhetoric of ‘“rollback” proc-
laimed by former National
Security adviser Richard V. Al-
len.

The recently leaked text of
conversations between Botha
and U.S. Assistant Secretary of
State Chester A. Crocker indi-
cates that South Africa’s milit-
ary occupation of Southwest
Africa will continue, as will at-
tacks on Angola, with full US
cooperation. The desire of the
United States to get a.quick,
cosmetic settlement basically
gives South Africa carte
blanche. “We see a panel of ex-
perts,” said Crocker to the
South Africans “consulting all
parties, writing a constitution,
and then selling it ::.o:m: the
Contagt Group.” (Crocker
memorandum of Pretoria meet-
ing; “The Secret State Depart-
ment Documents”’; Covert Ac-
tion Information Bulletin #13;
July/Aug. 1981; p. 39)

The real issue, of course,
South Africa’s military occupa-

tion of Namibia. Unlike the in-
ternal parties who serve as a
decorative front for South Afr
ca’s military might, SWAPO
has real mass supportand areal
organization. This has nothing
to do with Soviet influence, or
arms; indeed, sophisticated
arms will not save the South
Africans, in the end. SWAPO
could not exist without broad
deep-rooted support. No war of
national liberation against a
colonial regime can continue
to exist, never mind win, with-
out that kind of support.

No constitution dictated to
some puppet regime in Wind-
hoek — Namibia’s capital city
and the seat of the South Afri-
can colonial administration —
and supported only by, a
rogue’s gallery of make-believe
parties can bring peace or will
bring peace to Namibia. Any
election which takes place
under the auspices of the South
African war machine will
rightfully be declared invalid
by SWAPO; and all other anti-
imperialist forces.

South Africa Is Next

As important as the struggle
ofthe Namibian people s to the
future of Africa, it is but a pre-
liminary skirmish compared to

and land for whites only. When
labor is separated along racial
lines by the State, a free labor
market is impossible. Beyond
the question of apartheid, it is
the land question which domi-
nates the politi land:
above all else. As Parker T.
Moon points out in Im-
alism and World Pol

.. Arecentissue of the Officic
Year Book of the Union of
South Africa shows that the

al amount of land owned by

half million negroes, 27 million
acres! Moreover, by General

s Land Act of 1913, na-
tives were forbidden to buy
from whites lands outside the
native reservations. Only
123,000 natives lived on
(Im-

MacMillan, 1927; p. 195.)

This historic injustice must
be rectified if justice is to be
served. Tribal lands mustbe re
stored to those from whom it

anational liberation movement
which continues the struggle
into the present day

Somewhat :;, than 600 war-

machine guns and airplanes,
and the planss bombed the

wounded
because the
Hottentots carry their wounded
with them in retreat. Thus r
bellion was crushed. And the
attle owned by the tribe were
captured or stampeded. (p. 505)

The continuity of SWAPO,
the ANC and PAC as the in-
heritors of a history of armed
struggle against colonialism
can be understood if we
examine the revolutionary le-
gacy of these modern-day
freedom-fighters. SWAPO and
the South African liberation
movement are 20th century
Bondelzwarts; the fight against
apartheid is_largely a re-
enactment of the heroic fight
put up by the Bantus in the up-
land grass-covered veldt, and
along the rich eastern coast.
The Basutos, th and the

MARCHING FROM PRETORIA — South African soldiers atop an armored personnel carrier in
southern Angola last August. (Wide World Photos)

the scale, the sheer scope of the
struggle unfolding within
South Africa itself. This is the
real significance of the war in
Namibia and the invasion of
Angola: It is an aspect of the
struggle to overturn the hated
apartheid system of white
minority rule inall of South Af-
rica, the underlying weakness
and growing desperation of the
racist regime is revealed.

European dominion in South
Africa dates back to 1652,
when the Dutch founded a
naval station at what is today
known as Cape Town. The
Dutch naval station grew into a
Dutch colony of farmers,
known as Boers, who forced
black slaves from Southwest
Africa to till their fields and
watch their herds. The British
grabbed Cape Colony, in 1806,
during the Napoleonic wars.
The abolition of slavery by the
British colonial authorities; in
1836, caused several hundred
Boers to trek out of the Colony.
and establish settlements in
the high veldt. The Boer Re-
publics of the Transvaal and
the Orange Free State arose on
the veldt, and were recognized
as independent in the 1850s. In
spite of the results of the Boer
War, Boer dominance over the
black and ‘‘colored” (i.e.,
mulatto) majority was in-
stitutionalized under the aegis
of British imperialism. All of
Africa has overthrown the old
European- colonial powers —
except for South Africa, which
is burdened by a tyranny over
three centuries old.

The conquest of the land,
and the enslavement of the
South African people, today
takes the form of apartheid —
the hated system which re-
serves the best jobs, schools,

was stolen, or their heirs; the
vile system known as apartheid
must be smashed, and white
minority rule must come to an
end in South Africa.

Namibia, too, has a long le-
gacy of suffering at the hands of
European colonialism. The
brutality of Southwest Africa’s
pre-World War I German over-
lords provoked several native
rebellions. The Herero tribe
rose up, in 1904, only to be
ruthlessly crushed: A long
series of native insurrections,
which were sparked by bitter
racial antagonism, were all
crushed by the German colo-
nial authorities. When the
British took over, they prohi-
bited the flogging of natives —
apparently a favorite pastime
of their German predecessors
— but were, as historian Parker
T. Moon writes, severe "in cer-
tain other matters.” “Because
the whites complained that
there were too many hunting-
dogs killing game, the British
administration in 1921 levied a
dog tax of one pound sterling
for the first dog, ten pounds for
five dogs. Many of the natives,
of course, were too poor to pay
any such tax, and consequently
in four months over 100 mem-

bers of the d ts (a

Bechuanas were towering obs-
tacles to British imperialism in
the region. The Bushmen, too,
were intractable; after fierce
opposition, they were driven
into the desert north of Cape
Colony. Today, they face vir-
tual extinction.

But the struggle continues.
Although Dutch, British and
German imperialism have long
since declined, their colonial
legacy lives on in Pretoria.

But Pretoria cannot stand
alone against the world, as
much as the hardline descen-
dants of the Boers like to think
they can circle the wagons into
a laager, in the manner of their
ancestors. Only one thing
stands in the way of the black
majority’s final victory: US
support to the apartheid re-
gime.

US/South Africa Axis

The US tilt toward South Af-
rica surprises no one. From an
administration wich officially
différentiates between au-
thoritarian and totalitarian re-
gimes — with the former being
desirable — we should expect
nothing better.

The most frightening aspect
of Reagan'’s alliance with apar-
theid is the likelihood of South
Africa obtaining a source of en-

local tribe) alone were con-

riched uranium. The nuclear

demned, for non-payment of
the tax, to pay a fine of two
pounds or spend two weeks in
jail. To obtain the money for tax
and fines, the natives would
have to work for white ranchers
and mine owners.”

The Bondelzwarts rose up
against the colonial administ-
ration, in 1922. Things haven't
changed all that much in
Namibia; what Parker T. Moon
describes in Imperialism and
World Politics is the history of

of the Nati; re-

gime in Pretoria — as a final
solution to the rising tide of re-
bellion — is well-known; the
South Africans have been try-
ing to build atomic weapons
for years. The recent expulsion
of US agents from South Africa
— who were allegedly attempt-
ing to photograph South Afri-
ca's nuclear facilities — is only
a hint of the developing crisis.
The text of conversations be-
tween Botha and Crocker —

secret documents leaked from
the State Depa tment to the

enriched uranium.
rica did havea 1974
with the US Depar
Energy, which would have
given them acc riched
uranium — 7
lified that
South Africa refuses t
Nuclear Nonprolif
aty

Another aspect of
Washington's growing links to
Pretoria is the poss ty of a
South Atlantic Alliance, which
would include South Afri
Argentina, Brazil and Chile.
The recent visit of top South
African military leaders to the
United States, where they met
with UN Ambassador Jeane J.
Kirkpatrick, was undoubtedly

. connected with this new inter-

national development. The
SATO proposal has been dis-
cussed in the South African
press; the Sunday Express
(March 22, 1981) notes that
“the Reagan administration in-
tiatives toward South Africa
could lead to the creation of a
NATO-type military pact bet-
ween the Republic and :_:.1
South American :::::
i s has als
tc:ri on the SATO story. >_,
though both Brazil and Argen-
tina are reluctant to become in-
volved — for fear of endanger-
ing commercial relations with
black Africa — the Pinochet re-
gimein Child has embraced the
idea enthusiastically. Accord-
ing to Africa Now (May 1981),
the Esmeralda — the Chilean
naval training vessel notorious
for its use as a torture center in
the days following Pinochet's
coup — was headed for South
Africa. Let those who doubt
that US imperialism which is
the main danger to world peace
observe the birth of the
Washington/Pretoria axis.
Reagan and Haig point to al-
leged Soviet penetration of the
region to justify the US alliance
with apartheid. Both SWAPO
and the ANC, say the Reaga-
nites, are getting arms and
other support from socialist
bloc nations.

If these allegations are cor-

national liberation movement
accepts whatever arms are
forthcoming. If the American
revolutionaries had refused to

monarchies of France and
Spain, in the struggle against
the British, we might very well
be a Crown colony today.

The Libertarian Party Radi-
cal Caucus (LPRC) calls for an
end to the developing US/
South Africa alliancé and
Reagan's rapprochement with
the racist regime in Pretoria.
We call for the independence-
of Namibia, and the immediate
withdrawal of all South Afri-
can troops. Let the people of
Namibia determine théir own
destiny, in their own way; they
don’t need a hand-picked
“panel of experts” to draw up
their constitution in their
name. If elections are to be
held, let thém take place under
the sponsorship of both
SWAPOQ and the much-touted
“‘internal parties,”” without
outside interference.

No further development
along the road to liberty is pos-
sible unless and until apar-
theid is smashed. If South Af-
rica is ever to be free — in any
sense of the term — then the
entire racist system must be
overturned; a full free market
cannot possibly come into
being within the present
framework. South African soc-
iety has been horribly distorted
and disfigured by apartheid;
the libertarian solution re-
quires nothing less than the
complete dismantling of apar-
theid.
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® A BRICKBAT to Canadian
Unparty President William A.
McDonald for maladroitness at
leastin discussing gay rights in
an interview entitled “Why the
Unparty?” McDonald suggests
that a major reason for found-
ing the Unparty was the prom-
inence of homosexuals in the
leadership of the LP of Canada
and the LP’s active defense of
gay rights. McDonald claims
that the LP has been so up-front
in defense of homosexuals that
most Canadians think liber-
tarianism is a synonym for gay
rights. He also thinks that LP
newsletters have too much on
the subject. McDonald main-
tains that audiences have radar
that can detect that a Liberta-
rian speaker is gay and that “in
politics, being labeled
homosexual is ‘devastating.”
Most bizarre of all, McDonald
claims that everyone thinks
David Nolan’s “Libersign” (a
horizontal bar with an arrow
crossing it and pointing up-
ward and to the right) is meant
to be sexually symbolic. We
certainly agree with McDonald
that gay rights isn’t all of liber-
tarianism. But to be embarrass-
ed, as he is, that Canadian LP
leaders participated ina parade
protesting police attacks on
homosexuals is just plain
wrong. He should have been
proud. . . .

©® A BRICKBAT to Tonie
Nathan for her position on
Sheldon Richman’s “bad on-
ion” theory of the state. Nathan
believes-that to question the
validity of the state is to “ig-
nore the concerns of millions
who willingly fund our gov-
ernment, believing it offers the
best hope of security . . .” and
that “we would be defrauding
the voters by running for office
if we believe (the government)
is ‘rotten to the core.’ " Furth-
ermore, Nathan believes that
“‘we should not waste time cas-
tigating Reagan and the state.”
Tonie, meet our limited-
government radical friend who
points out that Reagan’s regime
is neither Ayn Rand’s nor
Robert Nozick’s just and free
society. Why not call it rotten
and illegitimate if the spirit
moves one? And why not at-
tack Reagan for his sins?

© A BRICKBAT to LP Alaska
state legislator Ken Fanning
(Washington Post, November
7,1981) for warning the Liber-
tarian Party against engaging
in philosophical debates over
difficult issues such as abor-
tion. Isn’t abortion an impor-
tant issue? And how else do
you propose that we discover
the correct libertarian position
and get the party to advance it
in the political arena, Ken?. .

o A BRICKBAT to Warren
Gibson of the San Mateo
County (California) Libertarian
Coungil for his conclusions on
the government’'s Medfly
eradication program. Warren,
writing in the Peninsula Liber-
tarian (August, 1981), said, “Is
not spraying someone’s prop-
erty without their permission,
whether they have any fruit
trees or not, an invasion of their
property rights? Given the
seriousness of the problem, we

say no. There is no practical
way to spray a checkerboard
pattern all over the country,
avoeiding property where there
is no fruit. Therefore anyone
who would block the spraying
on grounds that his yard has no
fruit would be jeopardizing the
entire program, thereby indi-
rectly aggressing against his
neighbors.” Obviously, Gibson
has never had his car
pockmarked by Malathion. . . .
® A BRICKBAT to the 1982
Convention of the California
Libertarian Council for spon-
soring a Peter Breggin presen-
tation on “Applying Liberta-
rian Principles to Life.” There
is no distinctly libertarian way
to live one’s life beyond abs-
taining from force or fraud in
one’s dealings with others. . . .
® A TRIPLE BRICKBAT to
Richard Suter for his column in
the November/December, 1981
Illinois Libertarian in which he
argues for perpetuating the So-
cial Security system, for paying
off, rather than repudiating, the
national debt, and for the view
that people who pay taxes and
vote in elections abrogate their
fundamental rights and are en-
titled only to the rights gov-
ernments grant them. Suter ad-
vocates paying off the national
debt by selling current gov-
ernment holdings (so much for
the homesteading principle)
and places the avoidance of
“dislocation in (people’s) pri-
vate lives” and the fulfillment
of their expectations above
libertarian principle. The road
to tyranny is paved with
guarantees of people’s expecta-
tions.
. IO”mm—thh: of the
month: Roy Childs’s claim ina
recent mail solicitation that
Update “takes a firm stand for
libertarian principle.”
®A BOUQUET to Jule Herbert
forurging that the Washington,
D.C. tuition tax-credit initia-
tive make vigorous, public use
of power elite analysis in exp-
laining to the news media why
the wealthy and private
schools catering to the wealthy
were opposing the initiative. A
BRICKBAT to organizer Chuck
Pike for refusing to take up
Herbert's suggestion. . . .
® A BRICKBAT to Jule Her-
bert for having told Liberta-
rians over the years that
Alabama Gov. Fob James was
“basically a libertarian.”
James, who ran for governor on
the theme “It's time for a new
beginning” (here’s the source
of the Crane machine’s insipid
theme for the 1980-Clark cam-
paign), has quite a record of
evil achievements. His princi-
pal claims to fame are salvag-
ing the state’s socialized
medicine system, upgrading
its public school and mental
hospital systems, opposing tax
cuts for farmers, and setting up
a special enforcement unit to
crack down on commercial
drug transport. It's the kind of
new beginning Alabamans
should have been spared. . . .
© A BOUQUET to Riverside
area RC activists, who together
with other libertarians and
leaders of various other an-
tiwar groups, organized the

largest antiwar, antidraft de-
monstration in overa decadein
that part of California. Protest-
ing against those speaking at a
day-long forum on defense and
military issues sponsored by
the World Affairs Council,
about 100 demonstrators pic-
keted for over two hours in
downtown Riverside. Local
libertarians have also joined
Common Ground, the major
antiwar coalition in the area,
and are participating in the
leadership of that organiza-
tion....In the course of the pic-
ket, many pieces of literature,
including Vanguard, were dis-
tributed.

e ABOUQUET to the Radical
Caucus activists in Utah, who
have opened up the Libertarian
Bookstore in Salt Lake Gity.
The address is 358 East 3300
South, Salt Lake City, UT
84115. The telephone number
is 801-467-1631

e A GOCOCH‘H to Daniel
Hansen for his Frontlines

SRR
There’s no
distinctly
libertarian or
unlibertarian way
to organize —
beyond, of course,
abstaining from

aggression . . .

(January 1982) article entitled
“Is the LP Like a Govern-
ment?” Hansen is properly
critical of those who attempt to
analyze the structure of the
party and other movement
oranizations in terms of liberta-
rian principle. Justas there’s no
distinctly libertarian way to
live one’s life, there’s no dis-
tinctly libertarian or unliberta-
rian way to organize —beyond,
of course, abstaining from ag-
gression....

e A BRICKBAT to Alaska
membership chair Lydia Ran-
dolph for criticizing the lan-
guage of the LP’'s “Q&A”
brochure that singles out nuc-
lear war as “today’s greatest
single threat to our lives and
liberties™....

® Free Texas, the radical,
issue-oriented newspaper of
the Texas Libertarian Party,
has, we are sad to report, been
almost completely cut out of
the budget by the party leader-
ship, to whom we therefore
award a BRICKBAT. In an
ideological dispute with editor
Michael Grossberg over the
radical positions taken by con-
tributors such as Jeff Hummel,
the gradualists and antiradi-
cals got the votes and one of the
best organs of principled liber-
tarian analysis got the shaft.

o Before Jeff Friedman left
the National office of SLS last
fall, he and his staff put to-
gether two most amazing is-

sues of Liberty, the “Voice of
Students for a Libertarian Soci-
ety.” They were especially not-
able for their outrageously sec-
tarian use of the organ of a
broad-based organization.
Friedman and Milton Mueller
repeatedly attacked the Radical
Caucus, blaming it for every
problem SLS has ever had.
Perhaps most amazing was a
book review of Peter Breggin’s
The Psychology of Freedom, in
which Friedman raved on
about the RC, about Mueller's
analysis of “‘culture,” and
about “principle versus oppor-
tunism” for page after page,
and finally mentioned Breg-
gin’s book in the last three
paragraphs. Though he has de-
parted the SLS National Office,
thank God, we take this oppor-
tunity to heave after him a
well-deserved BRICKBAT .
Make that two BRICKBATS.
We understand that Friedman,
who while he was SLS Na-
tional Director followed an un-
balanced, ultracentralist line,
is now — when he is out of
office — saying that the na-
tional office of SLS is irrelev-
ant. How’s that for consi;
tency?...

e A BOUQUET to Sheldon
Richman for his ‘“Smash the
Onion” article in the
November, 1981 Individual
Liberty, published by the Soci-
ety for Individual Liberty.
Richman pointed out that a
good part of the differences in
strategy among libertarians de-
rive from their views on the
“inner layers” of the state. Does
it have a basically good core,
with rotten layers on the out-
side that should be peeled
away, or s it rotten to the core?
Richman says it is rotten to the
core and we agree....

e A BRICKBAT to Lance
Lamberton for his “Give the
Gipper a Break” column in
Frontlines (October 1981).
Perhaps Lamberton’s most
ludicrous suggestion is that
Reagan is ‘taking on the
leviathan state” and “is doing
an effective job of it.” Close be-
hind is his contention that
libertarians  “fear the triumph
of their ideology” because
“‘that would leave them no one
to blame for their problems. ...

e Speaking of Frontlines, we
must admit dismay over their
choice of centerpiece articles
in the past year or so. Each of
the following articles deserves
a BRICKBAT for one reason or
another: “Is there a Libertarian
Foreign Policy?” by David

which they contend that draft
resistance now is “premature”
and the draft should notbe tied
to the general issue of foreign
policy; and “Sell Tridents to
the Soviets? What Embargoes
Are Justified?” by Thomas
John Holton (Febreuary 1981)
in which he argues that U.S.
embargoes on products sub-
sidized or produced by foreign
governments do not constitute
intervention and actually ad-
vance the cause of liberty

o A BOUQUET to the Judith
Jones for Mayor campaign for
their hard-core TV ads. The
four commercials produced
blamed coercive taxation for
driving people and businesses
from New York City, called for
the breakup of government
services monopolies, blamed
victimless-crime law enforce-
ment for shortages of police
personnel, and attacked rent
control, zoning laws, and
building codes for the decline
in the supply of housing. After
the relatively insipid commer-
cials of the Clark for President
campaign, it was a pleasure to
see Libertarians make good use
of this very important
medium..

o The Judith Jones campaign
was not without its flaws, how-
ever. The campaign’s white
paper on housing and educa-
tion advocated abolishing an
existing tax abatement pro-
gram for real estate developers.
A BRICKBAT for this unliber-
tarian position; libertarians
always believe in maintain-
ing, enlarging, and extending
all tax relief. The cure for a tax
structure that distorts the
economy is abolition.

e [n addition, the Jones cam-
paign merits a BRICKBAT for
its garbled and unclear news
releases. One release called for
a system of *‘tax vouchers” for
parents with children in
school. What exactly are “tax
vouchers’ ether Jones ad-
vocated tax credits or vouchers
wasn’t clear. Why shouldn't
nonparents who wished to con-
tribute to education receive tax
credits? The subject'wasn’t ad-
dressed....Another press re-
lease on crime declared that
you as taxpayers pay for crime
when you “don’t receive full
value from insurance com-
panies for stolen merchandise
(assuming you can even obtain
insurance)” and when ‘“‘the
criminal is returned to the
street unrehabilitated.” It
sounds like Ms. Jones could be
calling for action against the
and for

=

Friedman ( ber 1981) in
which he argues that no par-
ticular foreign policy follows
from libertarian principle;
Lamberton's article BRICK-
BATed above; “Should a Liber-
tarian Candidate Demand
Equal Time?" by Jule Herbert
(August 1981) in which he es-
sentially answers “yes”; “The
Party and the Movement:
Friends or Foes?" by Tibor
Machan (July 1981) in which
he argues that the LP has too
much power and money com-
pared to the movement as a
whole; “Dump the Draft, Not
Defense” by John Gofman and
Egan O’Connor (June 1981) in

government
programs.
o ABRICKBAT to the Alaska
Libertarian Party for reprinting
in its newspaper Eric Scott
Royce's article ‘‘Party or
Purism?”" Royce attacks the
struggle for keeping the LP the
Party of Principle, instead he
wants us all to worship the
heathen idol of Compromise.
Of course, the LP is and will
remain a multi-tendency party.
But there is nothing extreme or
unreasonable about Ed Clark’s
proposal, for example, that LP
national candidates should
adhere to the national platform
(Continued on page 11)
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(Continued from page 1)
precious time planning a un-
ited front campaign to defend
the Polish Revolution, these
sectarians spent the better part
of an hour and a half debating
whether or not to exclude the
Libertarians from the meeting.
As what remains of the Solidar-
ity leadership was making a
last desperate appeal for mas-
sive protests against Red terror
in Poland, these hopelessly ir-
relevent relics from the '60s
were busy deciding who
should be kicked out of the
meeting hall. (This, appa-
rently, is a favorite pastime of
these advocates of ‘‘workers’
democracy.”) In spite of the
fact that nearly half of those in
attendance had walked out in
disgust by the time this burn-
ing question was résolved, the
motion to exclude us still
failed. At one point a young
student from Poland who had
been in the United States for a
year got up to denounce the
split tactics of the leftist group-
lets; with genuine passion he
pleaded for unity in the face of
the Communist crackdown on
Solidarity in Poland, which
was going on even as he spoke.
But representatives of one left-
tist grouplet after another rose
to bury the meeting in a verita-
ble storm of leftist jargon. Be-
hind all the jargon was a des-
Wm:;m attempt to explain the
olish events in terms which
evade the moral and political
bankruptcy of existing
socialism; behind the motions
to exclude the Libertarians was
and is the gnawing fear that
socialism is dead as a moral
ideal — and that the Polish Re-
volution is nothing less than an
indictment of Marxism and all
TOLLlis OF State-WOrship.
Therest of this ill-fated meet
ing was taken up with ritualis-
tic denunciations of the AFL-
CIO — co-sponsor with the
Polish American Congress of
pro-Solidarity rallies to be held
nationwide that Wednesday —
and longwinded denigration of
the rally planned for December
16. Although the meeting
adopted three amendments to
the original demands of the
group — “Russian Army Out of
Poland!” and a statement sup-
porting free elections and the
right of Poland to national
self-determination — all~pro-
posed by Libertarians, the secta-
rians eventually carried the
day. After deciding it was futile
to ask the AFL-CIO if they

could have a speaker, that the
December 16 rally would flop
— in spite of pleas from sane
leftists calling for a broad-
based united front — those
who remained decided to or-
ganize their activities around
their own narrow concerns.

On December 16, 300
people showed wup at
San Francisco’s UN Plaza to
hear a variety of speakers de-
fend the Polish upsurge. The
AFL-CIO speakers praised
Reagan’s statements on the
Polish crisis, couched in Cold
War rthetoric, while speaking of
Solidarity as if it were still li-
mited to the role of a trade
union rather than a genuine
political opposition. On the
other hand, Polish nationalists
from the Polish American Con-
gress denounced the Soviet
stranglehold on their country,
calling for a free and indepen-
dent Poland. The Libertarian
speaker — who spoke in the
name of the newly-organized
San Francisco Solidarity Sup-
port Group, because AFL-CIO
officials refused to speak on the
same platform with upfront
Libertarians in the absence of
either Democrats or Republi
cans — offered a radical liber-
tarian analysis of the Polish
Revolution. LPRC Central
Committee member Justin
Raimondo said:

e

The Polish people are on
strike. They are on strike
against a system which cannot
feed the people, either physi-
cally orspiritually. They are on
strike against the concept that
life is sacrifice. They are on
strike against the vicious idea
that man must live for the sake
of the state.

In the shadow of the Kremlin
the people of Poland have con-
ducted a brave and prolonged
struggle to break the chains
that bind them. Every obstacle,
every delay, every diversion
has been met by a people un-
ited against a common enemy:
the Red Army and the vile sys-
tem it serves. And now the final
struggle has come. Today, Po-
land stands on the brink of re-
volution. It is only a matter of
time before the shock of the
communist crackdown wears
off. Itis only a matter of days, of

hours before the people begin
to fight back.

The communist regime has
instituted the death penalty as
punishment for those who re-
fuse to work. What could be a
stronger indictment of Marx-
ism than this? And what
could be more of a tribute to the
bravery of the Polish people
than the fact that massive
strikes continue? In Warsaw, in
Krakow, in Silesia — all across
Poland — the people are rising
up.

But how is such bravery pos-
sible? How is it that millions of
people have been brought to
the point where they refuse to
work? How is it that millions
would rather face Soviet tanks
than live another day in the
so-called “worker’s paradise”?
As the death-knell of Marxism
is heard from one end of Poland
to the other, the failure of the
planned society can no longer
be mmn_mn The failure of

can be d by

g

munist government.

This fight for the right of
self-ownership has unfolded as
a struggle for national self-
determination. As people all
around the world begin to de-
clare their independence from
the superpowers, the Polish
people show .uie way forward.
The rebirth of the Polish nation
is on the agenda. What we are
witnessing is the first stage of a
war for national independence.

The Polish revolution is a
democratic revolution. Every
attempt to rein in the solidarity
movement and keep it within
the confines of communism
has failed. The right to a free
press, free speech and free elec-
tions — this is what the Polish
people are demanding, and
they will accept nothing less!

The Polish revolution is our
revolution. In the era of the
all-powerful state— in this, the
ago of juntas and dictators —
the Polish upsurge is a ray of

the length of the bread lines.

What started out as an at-
tempt to reform the system is
now transformed into a revolu-
tion. But what kind of revolu-
tion?

First and foremost, it is a re-
volution based on the idea of
self-ownership. It is a revolt
against the creed which sac-
rifices happiness to duty. It is
an open rebellion against the
system which sacrifices the in-
dividual on the altar of the
state. Polish farmers have won
the right to privately owned
land — and now the Polish
workers are demanding an end
to the domination of society
and the economy by the com-

FOR

procedures.
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hope from the dark-
ness. Whether that light will
burn brighter or be snuffed out
depends on many factors — but
all of us have a role to play.
Today, across the nation,
thousands are protesting the
brutal suppression of the Sol-
idarity movement. We must
mount an international cam-
paign to support Poland’s
struggle for freedom. We must
and  we

will  mobilize
thousands, even millions,
against the threat of outside in-
tervention.
The crisis of Marxism in Po-

land is only one aspect of a
movement which could sweep
all Eastern Europe. The crack
n the iron curtain grows
wider. The victory of the Polish
people is not an impossible
dream.

Martial law has been de-
clared in Poland. And so the
essence of the Marxist sys
stands revealed before the
whole world. Marxism is mar-
tial law — and nobody knows
this better than the Polish
people.

We must send a message
loud and clear to both super-
powers: Hands off Poland! we
must raise an international
outcry: Free all political pris-
oners! Poland must have the
right to determine its own de-
stiny. As millions enslaved by
communism rise up, the sys-
tem will collapse. Sooner o la-
ter, Poland will be free!

This hard-hitting, liberta-
rian analysis of the Polish Re-
volution was greeted with loud
cheers by hundreds of Polish-
Americans and other suppor-
ters of Solidarity mmwm:.._u_mn in
UN Plaza. Our inci

g

Many people crowded around
our literature table; back issues
ofLibertarian Vanguard featur-
ing articles on the Polish
events proved to be especially
popular, along with copies of
our leaflet Poland & The Crisis
of Socialism — which we
couldn’t hand out fast enough

Not more than half a dozen of
those from the East Bay’s
sectarian-dominated “Solidar-
ity support group” showed up
at the December 16 rally. Half-
way through the rally, these
phony supporters of Solidarity
folded up their banners and
huddled in a tight little group
on the fringes of the crowd,
muttering among themselves.
(Howard Wallace — the leftist
gay leader who got a whopping
of the vote for SF super-
visor, who had listened in si-
lence 48 hours earlier as secta-
rians downplayed the impor-
tance of the December 16 event
and railed against the AFL-
CIO leadership — was seen
conferring  with AFL-CIO
bureaucrats, complaining
about the presence of Liberta-
rians on the speakers platform.)

Disoriented and reeling from
the impact of Poland’s rebell-
ion against socialism, sectarian
leftists have resorted to the
same anti-democratic tactic
their Communist comrades in
Poland are employing
the Polish people. If these sec-
tarians have their way, only
those who have the ‘“‘correct
line” are permitted to speak
out

But Libertarians are not
about to be intimidated. We
will sharea platform with prac-
ically anybody in defense of
he Polish Revolution, we will
march alongside leftists calling
foran end to the suppression of
Solidarity — but we will raise
our own slogans and fight for
our right to participate as an
active and visible component
of the pro-Solidarity coalition.
We must and will teach these
alleged leftists a real lesson in
the true meaning of “‘workers
democracy,” in spite of all at-
tempts to disrupt and split up
the broad movement in solidar-
ity with Solidarity.

Because sectarian elements
within the Bay Area Left have
chosen to organize outside a
united front framework — and
because they are doing so
under the name of the “Bay
Area Solidarity Support
Group” — non-sectarians have
formed a broader coalition: Bay
Area Friends of the Polish Re-
volution (BAFPR). Other
Friends of the Polish Revolu-
tion (FPR) groups are now
being organized around the
country. If you're interested in

— cutting through the E:ﬂ
apologias  for  existing
socialism and the Cold War
rhetoric of the AFL-CIO
bureaucrats — could not have
received a better reception.

to ’s ap-
peal for a massive response to-
the Communist crackdown,
write: Friends of the Polish Re-
volution, 1800 Market St., San
Francisco, CA 94102. Or call:
864-0952,
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tatorship.— far from being the
““puppet”’ of Moscow depicted
by Haig — is essentially
nationalistic attempt to stave
off Soviet intervention. Having
displaced  the liberal
nationalists who dominated

and Development — and even
the Federal Republic of Ger-
many

Behind the rhetorical gar-
bage spewed forth by every
Western leader is this poison:
ous cynicism. Behind theritual
and ‘s

the PUWP and the Government
ministries, the military Coun-
cil of National Salvation is a
last-ditch effort by the Polish
ruling class to stave off a Soviet
invasion. The coup is also an
attempt to hold the Polish
Army together; Polish soldiers,
including some elements who
now support the military junta,
would almost certainly resist
Russian invaders. This is what
both Jaruzelski and the Krem-
lin want to avoid at any cost.

Blaming Solidarity for the
repression is like blaming the
Jews for the Holocaust. The ar-
gument that by going “too far”
Solidarity was somehow “ask-
ing for it” is not only a moral
obscenity — it seeks to obscure
the fact that exactly the oppo-
site is the case. For only by ex-
tending the revolution into
other parts of East Europe and
into the USSR itself can the
downfall of socialism in Po-
land be assured. Calling for the
extension of the Solidarity
movement throughout the
socialist bloc is a necessary
prelude to a free and truly in-
dependent Poland. Now what,
Mr. Stanglin, could be more
“pragmatic” than that?

But Stanglin and Newsweek
are merely echoing the same
“Free World” policy-makers
who have a vested interest in
maintaining the present
balance of power in Europe.
Ronald Steel — author of Wal-
ter Lippmann and the Ameri-
can Century and a senior as-
sociate at the Carnegie En-
dowment for International
Peace — wrote a piece for the
Sunday New York Times edito-
rial page (tellingly titled
“Realpolitik”), which deftly
sums up the US ruling class
view of the Polish Revolution.
Steel writes:

Had Solidarity achieved its
most sweeping demands, bro-
ken the Communist Party’s
mondpoly of power, and taken
Poland out of the Warsaw Pact,
Soviet control over the rest of
Eastern Europe would have
been threatened. The other
satellites might have followed
suit. Freedom, after all, is con-
tagious. The Iron Curtain could
have cracked.
. Would that not have been a
wonderful day? Not necessar-
 Virtually every innovative
institution in the Western Al-
liance is based on the Cold War
division of Europe: NATO, the
Common Market, the Organiza-
tion for Economic Cooperation

authored by Western leaders is
the Sonnenfeldt Doctrine.
Formulated by Henry Kissing-
er’s office during the Nixon
years, as Steel says, “Its central
premise was that the interests
of both sides could best be
served by respecting the integ-
rity of their spheres of influ-
ence in Europe.” And, as our
latter-day Metternichs freely
acknowledge, “Nothing,” says
Steel, “‘has changed since. The
division of Europe is, for the
forseeable future, a fact of life, a
fact that reflects the com-
plementary interests of the
superpowers.” For the libera-
tion of Poland and perhaps
other Soviet satellites would
put the reunification of Ger-
many, the triumph of
Euroneutralism and quite pos-

T

FLEEING TEARGAS — A crowd of protesting Poles flees teargas g
(Wide World Photos)

at Gdansk.

ibly the end of the NATO al-
liance on Europe’s political
agenda.

Reagan’s phony economic
sanctions against Poland and
the Soviet Union are just so
much Cold War bluster; West-
ern bankers have everything to
gain from martial law in Po-
land, and nothing to lose. It is
they who have been financing
Polish socialism for many
years, and it is they who will
ultimately decide the fate of the
Polish economy. The measures
taken by the United States will
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not hurt the Polish ruling class,
men with guns never starve. It
is the people of Poland — espe-
ially children, the elderly and
the sick — who will suffer. The
arid cynicism of Cold War poli-
cs will make for a bitter Polish
winter.

Far from being a friend of the
Polish people, the current US
government is betraying Sol-
idarity and exploiting the
plightof the Polish people. The
same US government which
has no compunctions about
aunching a “winnable” nuc-
lear war “limited” to Europe
will not hesitate to sacrifice Po-
land on the altar of the Cold
War.

Revolution

The death-knell of socialism
s sounding from one end of Po-
land to the other. Reformist
elements within the Solidarity
leadership have been over-
whelmed by the logic of events
and the nature of the struggle
itself. In Poland today, even the
demand for a full stomach is, in
itself, an indictment of the
socialist system and the ““plan-
ned” economy.

This momentous event has
forced every tendency on the
political spectrum to take a
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stand which underscores the
political bankruptcy of both
the right and the left.

On the right we have Ronald
Reagan and the pro-war crowd
bellowing about the “Soviet
threat,” itching to spend their
$1.5 billion military budget —
while the political reality of the
socialist bloc in crisis is plain
for all the world to see.

On the other hand we have
the US left — divided, de-
moralized and so desperate to
redeem a thoroughly discred-
ited socialist dogma that they
are even willing to pretend Sol-
idarity is an attempt to revive
““genuine” Marxism! This is
how cravenly opportunistic
the American left has become
inits senility, in the impotence
of isolation and growing dis-
orientation. In spite of the fact
that Solidarity has called for
the defense and expansion of
the private sector in every
sphere of Polish society, in
spite of the fact that all mention
of socialism was deleted from
the final draft of Solidarity’s
platform, in spite of Rural Sol-
idarity’s principled fight for

economic freedom — in spite
of the facts, leftists from the
Guardian to In These Times

Many leftists point to Sol-
idarity’s demand for what is
called  “‘workers self-
management” as proof that
Solidarity is “defending rather
than overthrowing socialism.
But this is utter nonsense: in
the context of a socialist sys-
tem, - “workers self-
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management” is a fuzzy
euphemism for the transition
to some form of the market
nomy. When all capital is
statified, ‘‘decentralization”
and the creation of “autonom-
ous” economic enterprises
means a giant step toward real
competition and a price system
determined by market forces
rather than by edict.

Social democrats delude
themselves into thinking that
the Polish people are fighting
for something called “democ-
ratic socialism.” But if the
Poles have learned anything it
is that such a creature is impos-
sible contradiction in terms.
When the State owns the
means of production the rise of
a bureaucratic elite, the rise of
the New Class, is inevitable. It
is the power of that New Class
— which, alone, is defending
the bloody legacy of Polish
socialism — which is being
shaken to its very foundations
inPoland today; along with the
nationalized property forms
which make New Class rule
possible.

If US leftists cheer while the
failure of Marxism is spotligh-
ted on the world stage, far be it
from us to discourage them

9

till functioning due to the de-
fiant bravery of its members,
predicting that “the final vic-
tory will be on the side of Sol-
idarity, on the side of the na-
tion.” A former paratrooper,
Bujak has often been men-
tioned as a possible successor
to Wal as head of Solidarity.
Revealing that preparations for
martial law had taken nine

months, thus indicting by im-
plication those moderates who
wanted Solidarity to travel
down the road to reform before
the military coup made it clear
that revolution is the only
route. Addressing himself to
the families of ‘‘murdered
workers,” he expressed hope
that their “pain and grief”
would lead to a Poland where
no one is killed for advocating
individual rights. Turning to
the families of those detained,
Bujak said he believes “that out

renades during a Dec. 16 demonstration near the Lenin Shipyard

But they should know that they
are applauding their own polit-
ical demise. They should know
that what they are witnessing is
not the ‘“‘democratization” of
Polish socialism — but the
final verdict of history regard-
ing the socialist experiment,
the death-agony of the idea that
man must live for the sake of
the State.

The Polish upsurge is the
first ray of hope to emerge out
of the totalitarian darkness.
Whether that light will burn
brighter or be snuffed out de-
pend on how well a trans-
formed Solidarity has learned
the lessons of the past few
months as well as on the cour-
age and endurance of the
Polish people.

As rumors of a political solu-
tion to be negotiated by the
captive Walesa, the Roman
Catholic Church and the Coun-
cil of National Salvation reach
the West, the refusal of the
people to capitulate is sym-
bolized by the 1 Sol-

of your suffering will come a
Poland without prisons and in-
ternment camps, a Poland
without police round-ups and
constant fear.” Then he went
for the jugular: he said he
hopes soldiers and officers of
the Polish Army and the police
would

listen to the voice of their con-
science before that of their or-
ders. I hope you all remember
that first you are human beings
and Poles and only second the
executors of orders, that none
should allow themselves to be
used for fratricide, when you
have to pay the highest price. I
wish the time will come when
you will not be used against
your own society, when instead
of being tools in the hands of
the criminal authorities waging
a war against the nation, you
will become its real defenders.

Let the architects of “Real-
politik” in the West, and their
counterparts in the Kremlin,
tremble before the power of a

nation kened. The brave

idarity organization.

In a “holiday greeting” to
Solidarity members and sym-
pathizers the senior Solidarity
official still at large — 27-year
old Zbigniew Bujak, leader of
Warsaw’s militant Solidarity
branch — exhorted Polish sol-
diers and police personn
‘listen to their consciens
and “not allow themselves to
be used in the waging of war
against the nation.”

Bujak, who escaped arrest in
the early morning hours of De-
cember 13, said Solidarity was

battle of the Polish people will
serve as a shining example to
all those yearning to throw off
the Communist yoke. The de-
claration issued by Solidarity
at the Gdansk congress calling
on the people of. Eastern
Europe to rise up puts revolu-
tion on the agenda throughout
the socialist bloc. This is the
best the Polish people can work
and hope for — so that the
death-knell of socialism and all
forms of collectivism can be
sounded from Warsaw to Sofia
to Moscow itself.
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First of all, it’s still winter —
in that part of the world not an
auspicious time to launch an
invasion. (Look what hap-
pened to Napoleon, not to men-
tion Hitler; although these
would-be conquerors were
coming from the other direc-
tion, the lesson still holds true.)
This, of course, is why Solidar-
ity radicals — centered in War-
saw, Gdansk and southern Po-
land — made their pre-
Christmas bid for political
hegemony. Reports that the
“one final push” strategy had
been gaining strength in the
local Solidarity organizations
weré confirmed by the call fora
national referendum aimed at

repor

According to a draft propossal
endum would declare
society cannot any longer
isting situationin
the country,” and would raise
four questions:

* Are you for a vote of confi-
dence in General Jaruzelski?

* Are you for establishing a
temporary government and free
elections?

* Are you for providing mili-
tary guarantees to the Soviet
Union in Poland?

+ Can the Polish United Work-
ers Party be the instrument of
such guarantees in the name of
the whole society?

This declaration of indepen-
dence was apparently an at-
tempt by the Solidarity leader-
ship to head off the Communist
crackdown they knew was
coming. And herein lies the
most important lesson of the
Polish Revolution; the mythol-
ogy of “‘gradualism” and re-
form was exploded. The revela
tion that the Communist
crackdown was prepared far in
advance — even as Walesa and
his “moderates” were negotiat-
ing terms for entering into a co-
alition government with the
PUWP — settles the internal
strategic debate within Sol
idarity once and for all.

Whatever Walesa’s fate, the
Polish revolution has bypassed
his reformist nostrums. What-
ever illusions existed concern-
ing the viability of
with a human face”

have been
consigned to a well-deserved
oblivion by recent events in Po-

land. The crackdown has re-
solved the internal dispute
within Solidarity as to the na-
ture and intentions of the
Communist state. It is clear
from the precision of the sud-
den attack on Solidarity that
this assault w planned
months in advance; Solidarity
activists visiting the West were
listed by the government as

Lech Walesa

Wido World Photo

“having been arrested — a list
which includes every major ac-
tivist, every dissident, every
pro-Solidarity intellectual in
the country.

Thus the bitter truth begins
to dawn on the Polish people:
even as the reformists in the
Solidarity leadership were
spreading illusions about a
union/Church/PUWP “coali-
tion” government, the Com-
munists were preparing to
smash the Solidarity move-
ment. Even as Walesa attacked
Solidarity radicals, negotiated
with the Communist criminals
and went from one end o
land to the other trying to
quash strikes — hardliners in
the PUWP and the Polish mili-
tary were planning their bloody
coup de etat right down to the
last detai

But for many this
come to late. Some sources
within Solidarity assert that as
many as 50,000 people have
been arrested. A ban on all
union activities, a strict cur-
few, an edict forbidding all
public gatherings and requir-
ing permits for private meet-
ings — the imposition of these
measures had been in the
works all along. In response,
Solidarity called a nationwide
strike — and reports indicate
that the people of Poland are
heeding Solidarity’s call.

Of course, Soviet troops are
already stationed in Poland.
Those who are looking for
some sort of dramatic Russian
invasion are apt to be sorely
disappointed — the invasion
took place long ago, when Sta-
lin swallowed up Eastern
Europe.

Everything hinges on the
question: will the Polish army
fight if East Germans and
Czechs cross the border —and,
if so, on what side?

Propaganda directed at
Polish military units, urging
them not to fight against their
own people, has been a vital
part of Solidarity’s preparation
for the final offensive. Only
time will tell whether this es-
sential task was undertaken too
late. Will Jaruzelski do what he
pledged he’d never do — order
Polish Army troops to fire on
Polish workers?

Up until now, the Pol
equivalent of the Russian KGB
— special units numbering
some 80,000, with back-up
units totaling 350,000 — have
been entrusted with the dirty
work. Butif and when civil war
does break out, will Polish con-
scripts — whose tour of duty
has twice been extended — fire
on their own people?

The answer to this question
may be well-known very soon.
Reports and rumors emanating

sson has

sts
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from Poland emphasize two
themes: fear and defiance. Fac-
tory occupations, street de-
monstrations — and “Italian”
strikes, where workers merely
pretend to work, deliberately
sabotaging production — con-
tinue in all parts of Poland.

But Jaruzelski and Com-
munist hardliners are willing
to go to any lengths to retain
power. While they rail at their
own people for “hoarding” a
few potatoes, the Red junta is
deliberately withholding food
from the people. (So much for
the benefits of State control
over distribution of basic
necessities; in Poland this
means, as Trotsky once said:
“Those who do not work shall
not eat.”” Of course, Trotsky
forgot that the Red Army alone
could not produce food — and
that bayonets only reap a har-
vest of blood.)

The new military regime has
cut meat rations again, while
making new demands on small
farmers to produce more food
— and turn it over to the State.
But this tactic may very well
backfire, and provoke a reac-
tion which will bring down
Jaruzelski himself, advancing
the Polish Revolution to a new
higher stage.

Rural Solidarity — the milit-
ation of private sec:
tor farmers, always the most
explicitly anti-sta element
within the Solidarity movement
— may be a key factor. It was

ownership of farm
abolition of agri¢ultural price

‘Peasants Party” —
PUWP front gro:
Polish peasants
exhorting farmers to support
the regime by producing more.
This may be a prelude to the
complete collectivization of all
land, in order to stop *‘hoard-
ing” and stamp out the last
remnant of resistance in the
countryside.

If hardline elements within
the PUWP consolidate their
hold over the party and con-
vince the military that such
steps are necessary such a
move could have serious con-
sequences. As the Peasants
Party appeal stated: “Sons of
peasants in military uniform
are defending the basic values
of our nation.” But if these
peasant’s sons -are ordered to
fire on their own relatives, on
people who have everything in
common with themselves —
nobody seriously believes they
will do it.

Because so many illusions
had been spread by the refor-
mist leadership of Walesa &
Co., Solidarity was unprepared
for the savage Communist
counterattack. Deluded by
false hopes of ‘“‘reform,” the
Solidarity organization con-
tinues a clandestine existence
against overwhelming odds

How is it that the Poles have
so far resisted the best efforts of
the PUWP, the Roman Catholic
hierarchy, the Reagan ad-
ministration and Soli
“moderates’ like Wal
negotiate a so-called “‘po!
solution™? Under enormous
pressure to capitulate, instead
atrend supported by the major-
ity of the Polish people is mov-
ing rapidly in the direction of
radical anti-statism. In re-
sponse to Jaruzelski's co
and contrary to premature
obituaries for Solidarity in the
Western press — the Polish
underground, replete with

D

clandestine  publications,
grows bigger and bolder each
day.

“rom December 6 through 8,

1981, Warsaw radio broadcast
tape recordings of a secret
meeting of top Solidarity offi-
cials held in the city of Radom
Atthe meeting, radical Solidar-
ity leader Jan Rulewski prop-
osed setting up a temporary
government “‘to stabilize the
situation in the country before
there are elections.” Zbigniew
Bujak, leader of Warsaw’s reg-
ional Solidarity orgamization,
said: “The Government should
be finally overthrown, un-
masked and deprived of credi-
bility.

According to Solidarity
spokesman Marek Brunne,
“The texts are authentic. They
chose the tastiest quotes.
Such a leakage discredits the
people who were in the confer-
ence hall. It may be,” Brunne
continued, “that someone sold
the tape for money. We doubt
the meeting was bugged.”

A question much more in-
teresting than the authenticity
of the tapes is the response of
this alleged “spokesman” to
what was obviously an attempt
to set Solidarity up for violent
tape record-
ing “discredits the people who
were in the conference hall”
then — according to this so-
called “spokesperson” — the
entire leades
s “discredited.
self was in that nference hall
— although, from all accounts
of that meeting, perhaps he
would have preferred to be
elsewhere.

Sources from Wai
to UPI describe the meeting as a
showdown by mili-
tant anti-socialist faction —

Warsaw Solidarity/Rulewsk
Rural Solidarity — and h
Walesa. The Polish press de-

tails what UP!
“bitter,

alesa, who tries to &
before

ontation

course, the confrontation had
already come — the storming
of the fire cadet academy, the
arrest of radical Solidarity
leaders, and Jaruzelski's call
for a strike ban.

According to the New York
Times, Em_mmmm no:.:v::::
to the di isted of

course fails

facts we'll do our we
wait." " But even :..._r.,f:. dto
concede some fundamental
points. “The confrontation
unavoidable,” Walesa said
‘We have to awaken people to
that. I wanted to reach the con-
frontation in a natural way,
when almost al ial
were with us. But I mad
take because I thought we
could keep it up longer and
then we would overthrow
these parliaments and councils
and so on.” (“These parlia-
ments and councils” is a refer-
encetolocal and national le
lative bodies.) The rank and file
of Solidarity would not retreat,
and their spokesmen did not
mince words with Walesa. “If
youmakea step back,” Warsaw
region deputy chairman Sewe-
ryn Jaworski said, “1 will cut
your head off. And if  don't do
it, someone else will.

The Polish phenomenon ha
always raced ahead of the Sol-
idarity union’s national leader-
ship. A November 12 UPI dis-
patch from Warsaw informs us:
“All of the strikes i
on in Poland began
actions without adv
proval from Solid
tional headquarters.” The
“‘moderate’”’ leadershi
given a bare m
darity’s first n
gress, a six-day s

unseated as F
the PUWP and
Jaruzelski took command,
Walesa & Co. began to pull
back. When laid
down the law — no more
kes — the national cc
sion of Solidarity
shall see to it th;

upon before
aching agr
exhausted,
(New York T

When the
first  preliminary
Solidarity moves, :m:
off on a trip to Frarice, basking
in the s&ﬂi: 1_:_ £_:
Meanwhile, in his abs
Solidarity's national commis-
sion was treading the path of
reform and reconciliation first

asserting that Solidarity
should ot . ‘aloud’ that

P d by Walesa himself
In response to the first hints of
the coming crackdown, the na-

, but
SR W loye e
love socialism and the party
and, of course, the Soviet Un-

tional called for a
two-month moratorium on all
strikes and demonstrations.
By :5 time Walesa could get
2.

on, and by the lish

d on page 6)

Gen. Wojciech Jaruzelski
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on the night flight to Warsaw,
workers were on strike in 28
out of 49 Polish provinces —
and the Polish Revolution had
begun

This entire phase of the re-
volutionary process in Poland
is characterized and colored by
the Gdansk congress — Sol-
idarity’s first national gather-
ing — at which time a platform
was adopted and officials were
democratically a_mr_g

Some indi of the pre-

Neo-Znak movement.

All these groups supported
the established order, and did
their best to keep the Solidarity
movement well within the con-
fines of the socialist system.
But they were pushed forward
by fear of losing their mass base
— the Rural Solidarity organi-
zation, a bastion of Catholi-
¢ism, under increasing attack
by the Communist regime. All
of these groups had *“deputies”
in the m»:.:, F:_Nm_mf s
HRDaist

crackdown factional line-up
within Solidarity was revealed
by the election for chairman.
Aside from Walesa, three other
candidates — all of them more
radical than the leading con-
tender — made their case to the
delegates. Jan Rulewski elec-
trified the congress by suggest-
ing that the limitations im-
posed by the Warsaw Pact were
intolerable: Solidarity, said
Rulewski, had held back the
movement in response to “‘the
real or imaginary threat of the
Soviet Union.”

Adjrzej Gwiazda, a Gdansk
engineer, told the delegates,
“We've gone backwards,” as-
serting that the leadership had
failed to effectively protest re-
newed censorship and increas-
ing arrests of radical Solidarity

activists. Marian Jurczyk, a
Szczecin warehouse manager,
made his own pitch on the
basis of criticizing Walesa's
“dictatorial” methods.

Walesa polled 53% of the
vote. With three other candi-
dates dividing up the rest,
Jurczyk led the pack, Gwiazda
trailed not far behind and
Rulewski polled 6%.

The program of Walesa and
his supporters was to rein in
militants and enter a “govern-
ment of national accord” led by
the PUWP or the military. This
power-sharing scheme has
been in the works for a while.
What Walesa wants is a tripar-
tite coalition government con-
sisting of the Church, the State,
and the reformist national
commission of Solidarity. The
remnants of the PUWP insist
on preserving the mythical
“‘leading role”” of the Com-
munists — although other ele-
ments call for liquidating the
PUWP altogether and forming
a new, all-inclusive party
backed by the military. The
radicals insist on free elections.

Walesa’s faction is led by
would-be architects of ‘“‘na-
tional reconciliation”: a coterie
of social democratic and
Catholic mentors — the advis-
ers who seem to-actually for-
‘mulate policy. Several Catholic
political tendencies were ac-
tive and growing in numbers
and influence in Poland prior
to the crackdown; Pax (pub-
lisher of the only Catholic
daily, Slowo Powszechnie),

ﬁ_mvuxmasuia_a origins
in a pre-Communist fascist
group and under Communism
enjoyed an official
government-granted monop-
oly onall Catholic religious ob-
jects, official Church literature,
and publishing houses. ODiSS
and Neo-Znak (now the Polish
Catholic Social Union, known
as PZKS) both have deputies in
the puppet Parliament and, ac-
cording to Labour Focus on
Eastern Europe (Winter/Spring
1981), their aim is to somehow

“reconcile” the three major
players in the Polish drama —
Church, State and Solidarity.
On whose terms such a “‘recon-
ciliation” is to take place seems
to be a question this particular
tendency ~:.m never answered
to EéEa mw:&mncon

i’::w;. .
P

Yet another Catholic politi-
cal grouping, the Independent
Catholic Movement, takes a
somewhat more radical stance.
This is the tendency most
closely associated = with
Walesa; it involves the loose
association of the Catholic
weekly, Tygodnik Pow-
szechny, the Catholic Intel-
ligentsia Clubs (KIK), and the
Catholic monthlies Znak and
Wiez. Like the Pax/ODiSS/
PZKS faction, the indepen-
dents were eager to enter a
tripartite coalition govern-
ment, provided they got their
piece of the pie. Unlike their
Neo-Znak allies, they attempt
to justify this kind of capitula-
tion on tactical grounds.

Jacek Kuron and what used
to be the Workers’ Defense
Committee (KOR) — since offi-
cially dissolved into Solidarity
— are merely a secular version
of the same strategic vision.
While the various Catholic
tendencies are concerned
primarily with preserving the
status of the Church as being
“above politics,” Kuron and
his social democratic friends
are concerned mainly with
preserving the socialist
economy and talk vaguely
about  “‘workers self-
management.” Kuron — who
in 1965 sang “The Inter-
nationale” while a PUWP con-
trol commission expelled him
from the party — was defeated
at the Gdansk congress. Al-
though Kuron's pet “‘workers

ODiSS (Docu ion and
Social Studies Center), and the

" scheme was
adopted at the Congress, so was

a motion deleting all mention
of the word socialism from the
final draft of Solidarity’s plat-
form.

As described by Abraham
Brumberg in the November 25,
1981 New Republic, the Sol-
idarity program is one of mixed
economy syndicalism guided
by indicative planning:

[The program’s] vision of the
future of Poland — egalitarian,
pluralistic,

panied by a well thought-out
plan for economic reforms,

strict “social control
plemented not by party
bureaucrats butby “individuals
commanding social and profes-
sional respect, placed in direct-
ing positions in the economy.”

The economic system must
be radically decentralized,
must “link” market laws to
socialized planning,” must in-
troduce *

greater incentives to private
farming,

Enterprises must be run by
workers’  self-management
bodies (i.e., workers' councils)
which, with the exception of
those connected with the ar-
mament industry and a few
others, must also be vested with
the power to appoint their own
directors.

The program accepts the
necessity of “price rises” — in-
deed, for a complete revision of
the existing pricing system —
Ea.a& they are accompanied

isions for

This is known as administer-
ing the economy through a sys-
tem of command-distribution.
In such a situation, individual
enterprises do not have any
freedom in the determination of
the production plan or in the
choice of methods, thereby
leading to the making of un-
realistic economic calculations
at all levels of the enterprises.
Nor does economic accounting
play a prominent role in central
planning, since there s a lack of
accurate information’ on real
costs. This aggravates the ten-
dency of enterprises to
maximize costs and promotes
their interest in valuing realiza-
tion of the plan, including ex-
panding costs.

Greater concentration of
decision-making ultimately
causes complete underutilizax
tion of mechanisms for motivat-
ing people.

Although no significant per-

sons or groups were calling

But the most dramatic
change — even more sudden
than the radical transformation
of Solidarity — was the rise of
General Wojciech Jaruzelski.
When Kania was deposed by
hardliners of the PUWP Central
Comumittee, Jaruzelski took his
place; already Prime Minister,
as well as Minister of Defense,
this concentration of power in
Jaruzelski’s hands is unpre-
cedented in the history of East-
ern European Communist re-
gimes.

General Jaruzelski — re-
membered by Poles as the man
who assured the nation, during
the food riots of 1976, that
“‘Polish soldiers will not fire on
Polish workers” — is attempt-
ing to preserve the socialist
system and Poland’s ties to the
Warsaw Pact in the name of a
threadbare nationalism. (Con-
trary to Alexander Haig’s
m:..:u:m.._n view of the recent

pl for pri of
heavy industry in 1981, Sol-
idarity members generally a-
greed that farming, retail trade,
light industry, and services
should be in the private sector.
The various proposals for
self-managed enterprises all re-
tained a major government role
for macro planning, invest-
ment, and formation of new en-
terprises. But in the pre-
revolutionary situation which
was transforming Poland on
the eve of the Gdansk congress,

»_s needy, and are “accepted by
the Union through a referen-
dum.”

It urges the to

every ion of the popular
will ran into the limitations of
the socialist system. It was only
a matter of time before _.wn_nu_

seek “foreign aid” and “rejoin
the International Monetary
Fund

The demand for ‘‘workers
self-management” is a partial
concession to the market
economy. This demand, in the
context of a socialist economy,
is a significant (but in itself in-
sufficient) step toward the de-
statification of society. This
growing syndicalist trend
could be a prelude to the dis-
covery of freedom — that is the
discovery of the free market
economy. Essentially, the call
for local autonomy is a rebell-
ion against the so-called
“planned” economy. Even the
American social democratic
journal Dissent (Fall 1981) had
toadmit that everywhere in Po-
land there is “‘a wide and deep
revulsion against central
economic planning.”

Fascinating evidence of this
revulsion can be found in the
text of Solidarity’s fall 1981 na-
tional program, which in some
passages sounds like Mises and
Hayek during the socialist
economic calculation debate of
the 1920s and 1930s:

The deepest causes of the
crisis are lodged in the system
itself. All economic decisions
are monopolized by the main
centers of authority, which
issue orders to individual en-
terprises on what, how much,
and in what way things should
be produced:

ti-statists put th at
the head of amass movement to
overthrow the Communist

tyranny.
An explicitly anti-socialist
faction — grouped around

Gwiazda, Rulewski, and the
Warsaw Solidarity regional or-
ganization — was mobilized at
the Gdansk convention, pres-
sing for an all-out attack on
censorship. This group openly
called for free elections, and
succeeded in passing sucha re-
solution in Gdansk. In addi
tion, this group took the lead in
defending Rural Solidarity
from the very beginning; in
Gdansk, radicals insisted that
Solidarity take up the defense
of private farmers harassed by
the secret police for organizing
in the countryside.
Red Pilsudski

The events of the past few
months have transformed all
the gladiators in the Polish
arena, Although Jan Rulewski
received only 6% of the vote in
Gdansk, today his admonition
that the union must become a
genuine political opposition
has become an accomplished
political fact. The Roman
Catholic Church has also un-
dergone a dramatic shift — al-
though this has less to do with
the death of Stefan Cardinal
Wyszynski and the ascension
of Josef Glemp to the Polish
Primacy than it has to do with
increasing attacks on the
Church itself.

as produced and
directed by the Kremlin,
Jaruzelski has been careful to
emphasize his differences with
Moscow. While Jaruzelski in-
ists that the “socialist renewal”
is not over, Pravda and TASS
rule out any role for Solidarity
in the future.)

In a gesture symbolic of this
whole period, the Polish gov-
ernment celebrated the an-
niversary of the founding of the
Polish Republic — for the first
time since the Communists

came to power. This attempt to
hide the red banner behind the
Polish flag was also a ploy to
link the new military regime to
an older military heritage. As
the New York Times said:

Indirectly, today’s event also
honored the memory of Mashal
Jozef Pilsudski, the nationalist
military leader who led Poland
to independence in 1918 and
headed an authoritarian milit-
ary regime from 1926 until his
death in 1935.

Like Mussolini, Pilsudski
swung from socialism to fas-
cism. Initially perceived as a
man of the Left — supported by
the Polish Socialist Party (PPS)
and the Communists — Pil-
sudski wound up in the fascist
camp. Pilsudski’s party, the
PPS, was the product of a split
with the PPS-Left over the
question of Polish nationalism.
Eventually, the PPS-Left
merged with Rosa Luxem-
burg’s Social Democracy of the
Kingdom of Lithuania and Po-
land (SDKPiL) to form the
Polish Communist party —and
the remnants of the Polish
Socialist Party evolved into a
local variation on Italian fascist
and German National Socialist
themes.

After siding with Austria in
World War I, Pilsudski was
imprisoned by his erstwhile al-
lies in 1917. Released in 1918,
Pilsudski returned.to Poland
and headed the newly-minted
Polish Republic. Consumed by
a desire to restore “greater Po-
land” — the Poland of the Re-
naissance, which included
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Lithuania, the Ukraine and
Byelorussia — Pilsudski at-
tacked the Soviet Union and
sent the Red Army reeling. But
the Russians regrouped, coun-
terattacked, and soon the Red
Army was at the gates of War-
saw. It was then that the “‘mira-
cle on the Vistula” occurred;
the Polish army, led by Pil-
sudski, delivered the Russians
a crushing blow. The 1921 Tre-
aty of Riga — engineered by the
Western powers — incorpo-
rated five million Ukrainians
and a few million Byelorus-
sians into the Polish state. Sys-
tematic repression of these na-
tional minorities — as well as
frequent anti-Jewish pogroms
— was to become the center-
piece of domestic policy in Pil-
sudski’s Poland. Although he
left office in 1922 in accor-
dance with the new constitu-
tion, Pilsudski turned around
and in 1926 organized a milit-
ary coup.

In the beginning,” said Pil-
sudski of his relationship to the
Polish Left, “we took the same
red-painted streetcar; as forme,
I got off at Independence Sta-
tion.” But he was still commit-
ted to socialism. When Pil-
sudski's forces marched on
Warsaw in May of 1926, they
received the full support of the
Communist party.

Although Pilsudski’s leftist

supporters eventually turned
against him, by then it was too

late. In 1930, Pilsudski moved
to dissolve the Sejm, arresting
and torturing his social democ-
ratic opponents — and gaining
the support of some sectors of
the Catholic hierarchy by in-
itiating a campaign against
Jewish merchants. Pilsudski
himself did not push anti-
Semitism — but his followers,
especially after his death, were
and are among the most viru-
lent anti-Semites in Europe.
Pilsudski’s government openly
tolerated roving bands of anti-
Semities who attacked Jews
with impunity. After Pilsud-
ski’s death in 1935, the “regime
of the colonels” escalated the
pogroms, openly embracing
fascist and anti-semitic ideol-
ogy.

Pilsudski’s heirs in Poland
today constitute an ideological
bridge between the worst as-
pects of Polish nationalism and
the strict authq :E:ms_m—: of
the Isk On

count of the Katowice riot pub-
lished in the New York Timi
throws some light on a rather
murky incident:

“Isay it was all prepared,” said
a young man, about 17 years
old, to a group of friends in
front of the Wyspianski Theater
on Market Square. . . .

“My friend has a friend who
said the police were brought in
days ago.” the young man said.
“These things don't just hap-
pen.” His friends nodded. (10/
22/81)

Prepared — why whom?
And for what purpose?

The suspicions of these
anonymous young people
seem to be borne out by the
facts. It is more than curious
that the Tegime was arresting
people for distributing photo-
graphs of Pilsudski in October
— and honoring the old dic-
tator no more than two months
later. It is no accident that less
than 24 hours after the
Katowice incident, a demonst-
ration sponsored by Warsaw
Solidarity in Wroclaw — pro-
testing the detention of several
Solidarity activists — was bro-
ken up by the police. Citing a
rise in “anti-state” actions —
equating the KPN's activities
with those of Solidarity —
Jaruzelski took full advantage
of the Katowice precedent.

In addition to photos of Pil-
sudski and other KPN litera-

ture, the Katowice vendors
were also distributing photos
of slain Polish officers
exhumed at Katyn forest, a
mass murder by the

Roman Catholic Church, which
has worked out a modus viv-
endi with Warsaw and fears a
crackdown on its activities
throughout Eastern Europe. Not
the European foreign minis-
tries, both East and West, which
have profited from detente and
do not want to see the Russian
bear angered. Not officials of
the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization and Warsaw Pact,
who have learned to live com-
fortably with a European di-
vided into manageable halves.
And not even President Reagan
who, though shedding a public
tear for Solidarity while de-
stroying the air controllers’ un-
ion, has no reason to welcome
revolt in Central Europe. (1/3/
82)

View From Washington
US policy analysts see open
rebellion behind the Iron Cur-
tain as doomed from the start.
In the end, the United States is
hoping that a “government of
national reconciliation” will
recoup Western bankers’ in-
vestments — and perhaps even
stand up to the Russians on
some minor matters, succeed-
ing where Gomulka failed.
Several sickening statements
by members of the American
financial community were re-
ported in the news media in
late December. On December
8, the Wall Street Journal
printed an interview with Irv-
ing Geszel, an analyst with
Bear, Stearns & Co. Geszel

ited States long ago consigned
Eastern Europe to the Soviet
“sphere of influence” — in ex-
change for Soviet de facto rec-
ognition of US interests in
other areas. (The rhetoric of
“rollback” has nothing to do
with indigenous revolutionary
movements behind the Iron
Curtain. The advocates of
“rollback,” the most frenzied
anti-Soviet faction within the
US foreign policy establish-
ment, envision nothing less
than a military struggle bet-
ween the United States and the
Soviet Union — with the Un-
ited States as the “winner” ina
“limited” nuclear war!)

The present US government
has no interest in the prospect
of a victorious Polish re-
volutionary movement. Any
force not controlled from
Washington is looked upon
with the utmost suspicion. At
every turn — even at the height
of the recent crackdown — the
US State Department urged, in
the words of Alexander Haig, a
policy of “cooperation, con-
ciliation and compromise’
upon Solidarity.

One curious aspect of US rul-
ing elite reaction to Jaruzelski's
crackdown amounts to a moral
inversion, summed up in a
Newsweek article entitled “Did
Solidarity Go Too Far?” Doug-
las Stanglin, Newsweek’s East
European  correspondent,
writes:

b inded observers could

ined that th
3 the Polish military on labor
unrest may well decrease the
chance of the Polish govern-
ment defaulting on its loans to

Red Army in 1940. This is
standard  anti-Communist
propaganda based on the facts
and could be designed to stir
anti-Soviet passions. On the
other hand, in the context of
the Polish situation, such
propaganda aimed at the
Polish military might have the
purpose of cowing the Army
into accepting Jaruzelski’s
crackdown as the only alterna-
tive toa bloodbath at the hands
of the Soviets. As Ronald Steel,
writingin the New York Times,
said:

Two dramas are taking place in
Poland today.

The first is the apparent de-
nouement  of Solidarity’s
struggle against an autocratic,
and corrupt Gov-

October 21, 1981, partisans of
the Confederation for an Inde-
pendent Poland (KPN) — a
clandestine group — provoked
an incident by openly dis-
tributing photographs and
other memorabilia of Marshal
Pilsudski (as well as Solidarity
publications) from a truck, in
the town of Katowice. When
the police tried to detain them,
the crowd rebelled, overturned
a police car — and the riot
police intervened. This inci-
dent was used as a protext 5
the PUWP for a crack

ernment. This romantic en-
deavor, tinged with syn-
dicalism and anarchism, has
touched the hearts of people
everywhere.

The second drama involves
the stability of the European
state system. This is not a very
romantic story. It concerns such
sordid matters as diplomacy,
‘military balances, spheres of in-
fluence, and international fi-
nance.

The terrible truth about the
Solidarity movement is that vir-
tually no responsible Western
official wants it to succeed fully

Solidarity's activities, and sig-
naled the beginning of the
Communist crackdown. An ac-

in its ambiti Not the inter-
national bankers, who are hold-
ing $27 billion in LO.U.’s fium
the Polish Government. Not the

Western banks.

“If the Polish government is
successful in gaining better
control, or if the Russians take
over, it will be unfortunate for
the Polish people, but the loans
will be paid off,” said Geszel.

Then on Dec. 21, the Wall
Street Journal reported that
“many U.S. bankers see
Soviet-style authoritarianism
as their best hope for recover-
ing the $1.3 billion that Poland
owes them.”

The newspaper also quoted
an executive at an unnamed
bank that has loaned millions
of dollars to the Polish gov-
ernment as observing, “Most
bankers think authoritarian
governments are good because
they impose discipline.”

The same article quoted
Thomas Theobald, senior
executive vice president in
charge of Citibank’s interna-
tional division as saying: “Who
knows which political system
works? The only test we care
about is: ‘Can they pay their
bills?

The bankers’ concern seems
to have been noticed in
Washington, because Ronald
Reagan — for all his anti-
Communist bluster — plans as
of February 1 to bail out the
American banks from their
Polish crisis with American
taxpayers’ money.

In the interests of an im-
perialist foreign policy, the Un-

only wince as Solidarity pub-
lished its stunning message last
September in support of free
unions elsewhere in the Soviet
bloc. “We did it to show our
independence,” said Bogdan
Lis. But the gesture showed a
dangerous lack of pragmatism;
it was certain to outrage the
Kremlin. In the weeks that fol-
lowed, Solidarity seemed ob-
livious to threats of reprisals, as
if the Polish Government was
about to fall. Time and again,
the union threatened a general
strike, almost eager to get on
with what one activist called
“the final struggle.” . .. With a
confidence sometimes border-
ing on arrogance, Solidarity
leaders meeting at Radom
talked more about provisional
governments than about pay
packets. (12/28/81)

These “sober-minded" ob-
servers are, of course, represen-
tative of the same US ruling
class circles who brought us
Yalta, where the superpowers
redivided the world after
World War II (see Gabriel Kol-
ko, Limits of Power, chapter
14). Apparently these obser-
vers are so sober-minded that
they cannot even conceive the
Polish people might resent
their fate. Having written off
the possibility of a successful
revolution in the Soviet bloc,
the betrayers in Washington
(and their hitmen in the media)
are merely irritated when Poles
insist on asserting their inde-
pendence. This is what
Stanglin means when he refers
to Solidarity’s “dangerous lack
of pragmatism.” Indeed, in ad-

dition to being dangerously
unpragmatic, the desire for in-
dependence is “bordering on
arrogance”’!

Now all of this sounds famil-
iar. Polish journalists — in
military uniform — say the
same thing on the state-
controlled media evry day.

And Stanglin contradicts
himself, criticizing the call for
what amounts to Solidarity’s
own militia (“workers defense
guards”), while claiming that
radicals were “‘oblivious to
threats of reprisals, as if con-
vinced that the Polish Gov-
ernment was about to fall.” It
seems almost unbelievable that
the East European correspon-
dent for Newsweek could be
unaware of the recent military
coup. The “Council of National
Salvation ” — dominated by
the military — has swept the
PUWP aside; not only is the
PUWP being purged (as-
sociates of ex-Prime Minister
Edward Gierek are undergoing
show trials now) — so is every
other facet of Polish society,
including sectors of the Polish
ruling class itself. The univer-
sities, the press, the Govern-
ment itself — everything is to
be exorcised by the Red Milit-
ary Terror.

MEASURE OF FAILURE —
Food lines in Szczecin, Poland
shortly after the crackdown.
(Wide World Photos)

The PUWP itself is split into
several warring factions; ironi-
cally, after the crackdown the
question of the “leading role”
of the PUWP is now a rather
moot point — since the party
has virtually ceased to exist.
One should bear in mind that
the PUWP Politboro was
notified of the military coup
only after it had taken place.
ertainly, the remnants of the
PUWP are playing a strictly
subordinate role. If Solidarity
leaders saw that the power of
the PUWP was ending, then
they were absolutely correct.
Their only error was assuming
that Solidarity would necessar-
ily move into a power vacuum
unopposed.

The military junta represents
the interests and ideology of
the most unrelenting sector of
the Polish ruling class. These
are the  old-fashioned
Stalinists, mostly in the milit-
ary and secret police ap-
paratus, imbued with devotion
to the “socialist fatherland” as
well as a vicious anti-
Semitism. Indeed, the anti-
Semitic filth spewing forth
from Poland’s militarized mass
media is assuming Hitlerian
proportions. Jews, as well as
private farmers, are now being
blamed for chronic food shor-
tages. Having cut rations to the
bone, these would-be po-
gromists are seeking out tradi-
tional scapegoats to blame for
the failure of socialism — and
thus usher in the era of the Red
Pilsudski.

The new Polish military dic-

(Continued on page 8)




