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Newsletter #222

A Call to Resist Illegitimate Authority

January, 1990

Radical Change in Eastern
Europe/New Thinking at Home
JOANNE LANDY
Joanne Landy and her associates at
the Campaign for Peace and Democracy East and West have long advocated an alternative vision for a new
U.S. foreign policy that would challenge the Cold War division of the
world into superpower blocs. With the
rapid process of change in Eastern
Europe, Landy 's phone has been ringing off the hook with calls f ram disoriented peace activists wondering where
we go f ram ·here. As she was preparing
for a trip to Prague and the GDR,
Landy sent us some of her current
thoughts on directions for the U.S.
peace movement, part of a longer article appearing in the current issue of
New Politics, an independent socialist
magazine. Included here are excerpts on
political changes in the Soviet Union
and East Germany, and their meaning
for activists in the U.S.
Each day's papers bring news of unprecedented victories for democratic
movements in the USSR and across the
Soviet bloc, disproving outright the
claims of the Cold Warriors who argued
for more than four decades that Communist societies were frozen monoliths
permanently impervious to challenges
from below. As Polish, Hungarian,

The hole in Die Mauer is a reality. At Potsdamer Platz, East Berliners line up to cross into West
Berlin. Photo: Michael Daugard/2. Maj./lmpact Visuals.

Czechoslovak, East German, Bulgarian
and Soviet citizens courageously seize
the opportunities created by Gorbachev's liberalization policies, they are
causing the unravelling of Soviet-style
Communism. The result can be not only
the triumph of democracy in the Eastern bloc, but the end of the Cold War
order.
The upheaval in the Eastern bloc
poses three overarching questions. The

first concerns how East-West relations
in Europe will be redefined. The second
question is what economic and political
relations ought to exist among nations
and peoples around the world? The
third question posed by the disintegration of the old order in the Warsaw Pact
countries is what kind of society will
best fulfill essential human needs for
freedom, economic well-being and ecological survival? continued on page two

Eastern Europe
continued from page one

Challenges to the Warsaw_Pact and
NATO
Careful though many East-bloc activists have been not to explicitly repudiate the Warsaw Pact, the USSR faces
mounting de facto challenges to its
domination of Eastern Europe. As the
vision of an independent Eastern Europe takes on flesh, the role of NATO
necessarily comes into question. In fact,
the end of the Cold War division of
Europe into competing military blocs
suddenly seems like a possibility that
must be seriously considered.
Although Mikhail Gorbachev has
repudiated the Brezhnev doctrine - a
most welcome move - he showed his
apprehension about concrete moves to
end the division of Europe when he said
in October 1989: "We don't idealize the
order that has settled on Europe. But
the fact is that until now the recognition
of the post-war reality has ensured
peace on the continent.''
The Gorbachev leadership has sent
mixed messages. The USSR now admits
that the invasion of Afghanistan was a
violation of international norms, and
promises no new interventions in neighboring countries. The Soviets have proposed the mutual dissolution of
military-political blocs in Europe - but
for sometime in the future. In late October 1989, Nikolai Shishlin, spokes-

man for the Soviet Central Committee, seeing the Soviets out of Eastern
said Hungary was free to leave the War- Europe. To take advantage of this opsaw Pact if it wanted to - but, he add- portunity, the U.S. and other NATO
ed, of course it doesn't want to. Mean- countries would simply have to respond
while, just a few days before, Soviet positively to the Soviets' proposals for
spokesman Genadi Gerasimov had disarmament and disengagement of
said, ''We may witness a change of gov- superpower forces from Europe, and
ernment in Warsaw or Budapest, but in- proceed to actually implement these
ternational obligations do not necessar- proposals, both bilaterally and unilaterily go away with a change of govern- ally. This would put political pressure
ment."
on the USSR to live up to its own proThe Soviets have announced a will- nouncements and actually withdraw all
ingness to ''curtail all of our military its forces from Eastern Europe.
bases abroad as well as our military
However, it must be noted that most
presence there" by the year 2000 - but of the Western establishment, including
right now the USSR still maintains many U.S. political leaders, has also
more than 500,000 troops in Warsaw been far from enthusiastic about ending
Pact countries. The Soviet Union has the East-West division of Europe, and
clouded the meaning of its suggestion to has therefore proven incapable of rising
close down all bases in Europe by creat- to the occasion. Western politicians
ing a murky difference between sup- have developed a case of the jitters
posedly legitimate ''spheres of about disrupting the ''stability'' of the
security'' and apparently no longer ap- status quo established at Yalta, despite
propriate ''spheres of influence,'' leav- their years of decrying the evils of Coming it unclear whether it really intends to munism. One can only surmise that they
relinquish its claim over Eastern Eur- too fear the changed political equation
ope. Meanwhile, Soviet diplomats have that would come with a real termination
shown a new interest in keeping the of the Cold War.
U.S., and its nuclear weapons, in
The U.S. government, of course, has
Western Europe, to justify keeping special cause for concern: What will be
their own forces in Eastern Europe, NATo''s publicly defensible function if
albeit at reduced levels.
the Warsaw Pact continues to fall
These contradictory signals seem to apart? Without East-West confrontaoffer a golden opportunity for a U.S. tion, how can the U.S. sustain the
administration seriously interested in
continued on page five
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Prison Decision Reflects New Era
of Repression in U.S.
SUSIE DAY

A

many of us on the Left celebrate
the blossoming of new democratic
movements in the East Bloc, it is an appropriate time to reassert our outrage
over continuing repression of our right
to dissent here in the U.S. From the new
National Endowment for the Arts
guidelines concerning funding for the
arts, to CIA burglaries of the homes of
solidarity activists, it is clear that we are
facing more and more overt attempts to
discredit and harass those who choose
to differ from the prevailing ReaganBush ideology in both our private and
public lives. It is hard to imagine a more
dramatic example of the threat to political freed om than the recent reversal of
an earlier decision to shut down the
Lexington Control Unit, a high security
prison within a prison, designed to
crack the will of the political prisoners
held there. Washington, D. C. based
writer Susie Day has an update.

What put us in jail to begin with was
that we made a commitment to say it's
possible to resist the strongest state
in the world.
Susan Rosenberg is a North American anti-imperialist who was convicted
of weapons possession in 1985 and sentenced to an unprecedented 58 years in
prison. In October 1986, she and Alejandrina Torres, a Puerto Rican independentista serving 35 years for alleged
activities in the FALN, were brought to
a small, newly-opened underground
prison for women in Lexington, Kentucky. They were soon joined by Silvia
Baraldini, an Italian national, who had
been sentenced to 40 years for conspiracy in the prison escape of Black activist
Assa ta Shakur. Told that they would
never be transferred unless they renounced their revolutionary politics,
Rosenberg, Torres, and Baraldini endured nearly two years of isolation and
sensory deprivation in the behavioral
modification facility that has become
infamous as the Lexington High Security Unit (HSU).

Silvia Baraldini, Susan Rosenberg and Alejandrina Torres, political prisoners who spent twenty
months in the Lexington HSU. Photo: Through the Wire, a new film by Nina Rosenblum.

That these women spent twenty
months, and not the rest of their lives,
in the Lexington HSU is due to the efforts of Puerto Rican groups, women's
communities, church organizations,
and Amnesty International, which
mounted a campaign to close the unit.
The campaign culminated in August
1988, when D.C. federal Judge Barrington Parker ordered the HSU closed as a
violation of the prisoners' First Amendment right to political freedom. The
broad coalition that shut down the HSU
is rare enough in the United States, yet
now it seems an even broader and more
powerful coalition must be mobilized:
on September 8, 1989, the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the District of Columbia
reversed Judge Parker's decision.
Although the United States continues
to deny that it holds political prisoners,
there are now almost 200 people with
left-wing or progressive views in prison
for alleged crimes against government
policies. This figure includes a range of
activists, from New Afrikan and Puerto
Rican nationalists who identify as
''prisoners of war'' and support armed
struggle, to sanctuary workers and antinuclear protesters who have received as
many as 18 years for their nonviolent

opposition to the government. The reversal of the decision to close Lexington
is devastating, not only for Rosenberg,
Torres, and Baraldini, but also for
every political prisoner in this country.
In its decision, the Court of Appeals
effectively ruled that First Amendment
Rights do not protect prisoners from
being designated to virtually any punitive conditions that the Bureau of
Prisons can justify in the interest of
maintaining ''security.'' Rosenberg,
Torres, and Baraldini have never been
convicted of injuring or assaulting
another person, nor have any of these
women presented behavioral problems
in prison. Yet their refusal to deny their
politics and political associations makes
them ''terrorists'' and escape risks in
the government's eyes. The fact that
they ''continue to hold violent, revolutionary views,'' writes the Court, and
"to maintain memberships in organizations dedicated to putting those views
into practice'' hereafter gives the
Bureau of Prisons absolute license to
put these women - or any prisoner in conditions similar to, or worse than,
Lexington. Yet the purpose of the conditions and the Lexington HSU was not
primarily to prevent these women from
continued on page four
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escaping; it was to shatter their political
identities.
As part of an experiment to monitor
the long-term effects of stress and sensory deprivation, the Bureau of Prisons
created a silent, featureless world,
where florescent lights glowed continually against walls that were painted a
stark white, and windows that had been
thickly covered. Once inside the Lexington HSU, Rosenberg, Torres, and Baraldini (with Debra Brown and Sylvia
Brown, two women convicted of other
crimes) were entirely cut off from the

is to destroy them, preferably by making them desperate enough to destroy
themselves.''
Horrifying as it was, the Lexington
HSU was ~erely the latest development
in the government's policy of isolating
political prisoners from the general
prison population, and from the outside world. It has long been customary
for political prisoners to be held for
years at a time in ''lock down,'' a form
of solitary confinement in which people
are caged in tiny, often parasite infested
cells for 23 hours each day. They are

In its decision, the Court of Appeals effectively ruled
that First Amendment Rights do not protect prisoners
from being designated to virtually any punitive
conditions that the Bureau of Prisons can justify
in the interests of maintaining ''security. ''
outside world, except for a television
set, occasional ten-minute phone calls,
and attorney visits. Mary O'Melveny,
attorney for Susan Rosenberg, saw her
client at the HSU and observed (in an
article in Covert Action):
The things we take for granted as basic components of human existence - natural light,
fresh air, color, sound, human contact, variable smells - were conspicuously, intentionally absent from the lives of the women
confined to the HSU.

A battery of video cameras recorded
every action of the women; they were
also watched constantly by male guards
and forced to submit to frequent, invasive strip searches and pat searches.
The women were subject to sleep deprivation techniques for weeks at a time.
Food and medical treatment were dangerously inadequate. Silvia Baraldini,
for example, complained for months of
abdominal pains; when she was finally
allowed to see a specialist, it was
discovered that she had an advanced
stage of uterine cancer.* Each day,
Susan Rosenberg recalls, the prisoners
were told, "You're never going to get
out of here.''
In its report on the Lexington HSU,
ACLU psychologist Richard Korn
noted the rage and severe depression
these women experienced, but dared
not express. Heart palpitations, hallucinations, weight loss, and memory loss
indicated to Korn that the women were
beginning to experience the intended
"state of submission essentially for
ideological conversion. . . . That failing, the (government's) only alternative
PageFour

allowed out - in handcuffs and leg
shackles - for one hour to shower and
make phone calls. Former Black Panther leader Geronimo Pratt, for example, in prison since 1972, has spent 8
years in such conditions. There has been
a permanent lock-down for four years
at the Marion, Illinois prison for men,
which holds a large number of political
prisoners and is the only U.S. prison
currently under continuous watch by
Amnesty International.

new, nor are they limited to the United
States. According to Mary O'Melveny,
they were first developed by the Nazis in
their experiments on communists and
gays at Dachau. Isolation measures
have since been refined in South Africa,
where they have been a calculated factor in Nelson Mandela's years of imprisonment. They are particularly popular
in NATO countries such as West Germany, which has held leftist political
prisoners, including members of the
Red Army Faction, for as many as 18
years in the "white cells" or "dead
wings" of Stammheim Prison. Stammheim, says O'Melveny, was the primary
model for the Lexington control unit.
Although the Bureau of Prisons may
not reopen the Lexington HSU, reports
are that the Shawnee Unit for Women in
Marianna, Florida has duplicated many
of its horrors. Silvia Baraldini, now at
the Metropolitan Correctional Center
in New York City, and Alejandrina
Torres, at the Federal Correctional Institute at Pleasanton, California, have
been informed that they will be transferred to Marianna, along with many
other women political prisoners.
Susan Rosenberg is now a defendant
in the Resistance Conspiracy case in
Washington, D.C. where she and six codefendants are charged with conspiracy
in four protest bombings of government sites in the D.C. area, including
the U.S. Capitol Building, following the

The fact that they ''continue to hold violent, revolutionary views, '' writes the Court, '' ... gives the Bureau
of Prisons absolute license to put these women - or
any prisoner - in conditions similar to, or worse than,
Lexington.'' The purpose of the Lexington HSU ...
was to shatter their political identities.
The Bureau of Prisons has gone to
great lengths to justify its treatment of
political prisoners. Professor Gilda
Zwerman of SUNY, Long Island, cites
criminal justice "experts" who claim
that conventional punishment for radicals is useless and many even reinforce
their self-concepts as "threats to the
state." These "political terrorists,"
also have an extraordinary ability to inspire and organize prisoners in the
general prison population, which, at
this moment in U.S. history, is the largest prison population in the world. The
solution, therefore, is the eradication of
political will through isolation.
Isolation units, and the bloodless torture that accompanies them, are not
Resist Newsletter

invasion of Grenada. After their trial,
according to defense attorneys, Rosenberg and her female codefendants will
almost certainly be placed in Marianna,
while her male codefendants will be sent
to Marion.
Legal avenues of fighting the entombment in which these and increasing
numbers of prisoners will find themselves are all, but exhausted. "The issue
isn't with the courts any longer," states
Susan Rosenberg. "The issue is now
with the Movement.''
•

Susie Day is a freelance writer living in
Washington, D. C. For more information, contact the Washington Area
continued on page nine
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Eastern Europe
continued from page two

rationale for dominating its European
allies? Undergirded by the prospect of
West European integration in 1992, the
process of West European rejection of
U.S. "leadership" has already gained
considerable ground. A mark of the
degree of independence achieved is the
refusal of West Germany to accept the
deployment of medium-range nuclear
missiles; indeed, it now seems virtually
certain that these missiles will never by
deployed.
Changing Economic Relationships
As Hungary and Poland begin to
democratize, activists in those countries
have called for international financial
support. The West's response reflects
the nature of today's global politicaleconomic relationships. First of all, the
amount of money promised to these
countries is disgracefully inadequate,
even after substantial increases offered
in response to public pressure from
Lech Walesa and other Solidarity
leaders. Secondly, the U.S. and Western Europe are demanding that in order
to receive further financial support,
Eastern European countries must adopt
the same kind of austerity /privatization
programs that have been imposed with
such devastating effects on Third World
countries.
Is this unequal global distribution of
wealth and power an inescapable, permanent fact of life? The International
Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and
Western governments and financial institutions require that the great majority of the population suffer a drastic
reduction of their already miserable living standards in order to qualify for
help in overcoming their economic
crises. Are these "solutions" the inevitable price of admission into an international economy?
Democratic Movement in the GDR
Transforms East European Political
Landscape
It is impossible to overestimate the
significance of the rise of a mass democratic movement in East Germany. The
future of both Poland and Hungary
look much brighter now that the
strongest and most economically powerful of the East European countries is
on the move; intransigent bureaucrats
in Czechoslovakia and Rumania are
suddenly bereft of their mightiest ally.
The effects of the GDR's new grassroots movement have been immediate
in Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria; ac-
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Textile factory worker in Estonia displays Perestroika T-shirt. Photo: Michael Daugard/2.
Maj./lmpact Visuals.

tivists in Yugoslavia and Rumania will
doubtless likewise be energized by the
new political complexion of Eastern
Europe.*
Until the fall of 1989, almost no one
predicted that a mass popular movement would emerge in East Germany,
among the most repressive and at the
same time most successful of the Warsaw Pact countries. Once started,
though, the pace of change in the GDR
has been astonishing. On October 6,
1989, Erich Honecker declared selfconfidently, "We have the answers to
all questions. Ours is the better world."
By the end of the month, Honecker was
no longer in office, hundreds of thousands of East Germans were in the
streets, pressing for reforms including
the right to travel, free association,
independent trade unions, free elections and an end to police brutality.
Demonstrators demanded ''ecology instead of economy,'' a slogan which
obviously cannot be taken literally, but
which reveals the popular outrage at
the way the country's bureaucrats,
unaccountable to society, had wantonly destroyed the environment. From
the day it took over, the new government of Egon Krenz was clearly on the
Ed. Note: This article was written in early
December, 1989, prior to the dramatic uprising
in Rumania and subsequent execution of Nicolae
Ceausescu. Obviously the pace of change in Eastern Europe today makes it impossible, in a
monthly publication, to precisely reflect the current political configuration in each state.
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defensive; within weeks it was replaced.
The crisis in the GDR was precipitated by the exodus of thousands of
citizens over the course of just a few
weeks. In response, activists formed
groups, the most well known being
New Forum, which were dedicated to
making the GDR a place where people
would want to stay. These groups have
demanded radical democratization.
Some activists call for democratic
socialism, others don't want to give an
explicit definition or label to their
beliefs, but a very large number reject
Western European or American
political/economic models as being too
competitive and insensitive to human
and ecological needs.
The Prospect of A Reunified Germany
Most of the new movements in the
GDR have not called for the reunification of Germany. This is for a complexity of reasons: many of the activists
don't want to be prematurely engulfed
in what they see as the conservatism of
West German political and economic
life; they want to concentrate on the
immediate issue of transforming East
Germany itself into a democratic and
humane society. Also, no doubt, GDR
activists hope to avoid causing the anxiety in other countries that the prospect
of a united Germany would evoke.
Yet it is clear that the emergence of a
democratic movement in the GDR at
least raises the question of a reunited
Germany, if not now, then sometime in
continued on page six
Page Five

Eastern Europe
continued from page Jive
future. It is therefore important to examine the grounds for opposing or
accepting this eventuality.
The reason most often given for
denying Germans the right to reunify is
Nazism and Germany's past international aggression. If the two Germanies
get together, the argument goes, what
guarantee is there that they won't do
the same thing all over again? Americans ought to have special insight into
what's wrong with this logic, reasonable though it seems on the surface.

ing statement by Charter 77, the Czechoslovak human rights movement, when
they said in their 1985 ''Prague
Appeal'':
... we can no longer avoid those
issues which have so far been taboo,
one of which is the division of Germany. If our aim is European unification, then no one can be denied the
right of self-determination; and this
applies equally to the Germans.
As with all other rights, though,
this must not be enforced at the ex-

East Berliners filling out forms for "good-will" cash to be spent in West Berlin, at Potsdamer
Platz, East Berlin side. Photo: Bill Biggart/Impact Visuals.

After all, look at the international
crimes of our government - from
Vietnam to South Africa, from Turkey
to the Philippines, and throughout the
Caribbean and Latin America. One
doesn't have to claim that U.S. policy
has been comparable to that of the
Nazis to understand that this country's
global role has been brutal and immoral. Should the U.S. therefore be cut
up into two, three, or more pieces? No
one would advocate such a punitive
and anti-democratic measure, including those of us who have strenuously
opposed American interventionism and
the disgraceful record of U.S. support
for murderous dictators and human
rights violators abroad. We argue instead for a humane and democratic
foreign policy.
Aside from the question of fairness,
defending the right of the superpowers
to permanently divide Germany stands
in the way of healing the Cold War division of Europe into competing military
blocs. This was recognized in a pioneer-
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pense of other peoples, nor by way of
ignoring their fears. Let us therefo/e
declare unequivocally, that no solution shall be sought through a further
revision of European frontiers. In the
process of European rapprochement,
frontiers should gradually lose much
of their significance, but even this
should not be regarded as an opportunity for nationalistic backsliding.
While appreciating this fact, let us
acknowledge openly the right of the
Germans freely to decide if or how
they wish to unite their two states
within their present frontiers ....

Polish Solidarity leader Adam Michnik
wrote in a similar vein in a recent editorial in Solidarity's daily newspaper,
where he said that the shape of Germany has to depend on ''the Germans
themselves, and on the situation in
Europe . . . the Germans must know
that Poles are not interested in the continuance of a Stalinist system in East
Germany, and that the de-Stalinization
of East Germany is in Poland's national interest.''
Resist Newsletter

Of course not all Poles, Czechoslovaks or other East Europeans agree
with Michnik and the signers of the
Charter 77 appeal. For instance, there
is a lively dispute taking place right now
within Solidarity over whether to limit
Solidarity's response to events in the
GDR to support for the democratic
movement, or to go further and defend
the right of Germans to reunification if
they so choose. The reason many
thoughtful East-bloc activists favor
defending this right, despite past horrible acts of the German state against
their countries, is that they believe they
cannot in good conscience deny to
others, national rights they demand for
themselves. They also believe it could
be suicidal to cut themselves off from
the emerging East German movement
by declaring in advance that reunification is off-limits, no matter what the
East and West German people may
democratically decide in the future.
Quite apart from fears of a repetition
of German military expansionism,
there are other considerations that fuel
concerns of Western governments
about serious prospects for confederation or reunification of the two Germanies. One is the competitive edge
West Germany is developing as a result
of closer economic ties with the GDR
and the rest of the Eastern bloc. A second, overlapping worry is that NATO
will disintegrate; that West Germany
will leave the Alliance if it becomes
deeply involved in East bloc economic
affairs, spearheaded by relations with
the GDR but extending to Poland,
Hungary, the USSR and other Eastern
countries.
President Bush said as much, in his
own convoluted way, when he remarked: "I don't share the concern
that some European countries have
about a reunified Germany because I
think Germany's commitment to and
recognition of the Alliance is unshakable. And I don't see Germany, in
order to get reunification, going off
onto what some are concerned about,
and that is a neutral path that puts
them at odds . . . with their NATO
partners .... '' In other statements Bush
and Secretary of State James Baker
have been much more blunt in indicating that while the United States
upholds its decades-old support for
German reunification, it would not
tolerate neutrality for such a Germany.
Of course, it is precisely this tendency
toward neutrality that both the United
continued on page seven
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States and the Soviet Union fear they
could not contain if the two halves of
Germany came together on a democratic and voluntary basis.
The interests of international peace,
environmental and human rights activists on these issues are fundamentally
different from those of the Western
establishment. From the standpoint of
the activists' concerns, the sooner
NATO is dismantled, the better - and
the same for the Warsaw Pact. These
military alliances not only give the
superpowers an opportunity to exercise
illegitimate influence and control over
weaker nations within their respective
blocs; they also perpetuate the danger
of an East-West military conflict in
Europe that would be devastating even
if, somehow, it could be limited to conventional weapons, and which would
probably spill over into a nuclear confrontation once it began.
As far as the "economic threat" of
Germany is concerned, this is not a
matter which can be dealt with in a progressive way through denying national
· rights to the German people. An honest
look at the way any of the world's
economically strong nations presently
use their power - whether toward the
Third World, Eastern Europe, or internally - shows that none of them
devote that power to socially responsible or equitable ends. Progressives
must call for a democratic restructuring
of economic relations both within and
among countries, rather than joining in
the game of favoring one powerful economic rival over another.

The Contradictions of Gorbachev
Gorbachev's liberalization policies
have opened up space for independent
initiatives throughout the Soviet
Union. With each passing month, the
world learns of the existence of new
grassroots groups, and of unprecedented opportunities for such groups to
organize. On the other hand, the new
liberties have not been institutionalized
or guaranteed for the future.

ban transportation, and at power plants
and communication centers.
To Rely on Gorbachev is a Mistake
These contradictory realities of Gorbachev's government - liberalization
coexisting with significant limitations
of civil liberties and democratic rights
- reflect his goal, which is to modernize and loosen up the system while retaining its essential social character.

While the U.S. upholds its decades-old support for
German reunification, it would not tolerate neutrality
for such a Germany. Of course, it is precisely this
tendency toward neutrality that both the United States
and the Soviet Union fear they could not contain if
the two halves of-Germany come together on a
democratic and voluntary basis.
Moreover, there are still important
day-to-day limitations on these freedoms. According to Helsinki Watch,
100 political prisoners remain in jail great progress over five years ago, but
nonetheless a basic violation of human
rights. In addition, Soviet citizens are
still regularly punished simply for exercising their right to freedom of expression. Over the past several months sentences ranging from 15 days in prison
to fines amounting to one year's salary
have been meted out to hundreds of
Soviet citizens because they distribute
samizdat literature or participate in
peaceful demonstrations.
As far as freedom of the officially
recognized press is concerned, the
record is uneven. Despite the liveliness
of today's soviet newspapers and journals, Gorbachev felt entitled to tell
Vladislav Starkov, editor of the prestigious newspaper Argumenty y Facty, to
get a new job simply because he had
published an informal poll indicating
that among the journal's readers many
radical members of the legislature were
more popular that Gorbachev himself.
It is testimony to the new strength of
independent critical opinion that at
least up until this writing, Starkov still
has his position.
While Gorbachev's initial draft of a
law prohibiting all strikes did not pass
in the legislature, the law that did pass
in the fall of 1989 would be opposed by
supporters of trade union rights anywhere in the world. It forbids strikes by
government agency employees, as well
as those on railroads, airlines, and ur-

Hence his decision to allow a great deal
of freedom for independent civic associations, but to fine or imprison people
who go beyond certain limits in exercising these freedoms. Hence his decision to allow a measure of choice in recent elections, but to strongly condemn
any suggestion of a multi-party system
for the Soviet Union. (For a long time
Gorbachev simply dismissed the idea of
party pluralism as "rubbish." In
December, 1989, however, in response
to growing pressure, he retreated
somewhat and allowed that such pluralism might be possible in the future,
but not now, since the process of
perestroika needed to be "guided" by a
Communist Party facing no other competitors.) In the case of Soviet workers,
Gorbachev's goal of maintaining the
system explains why he has fulfilled
some of their economic demands while
attempting to deny them essential labor
rights; the right to strike and to form
independent unions.
Given the character of Gorbachev's
objectives, the tendency of many Western supporters of Soviet democratic
reform to rely on him is fundamentally
mistaken. Certainly Gorbachev's
recognition that radical changes were
necessary in order to save the system
from paralysis, impelled him to inaugurate the reform process, and his actions
have had enormous impact. At the
same time, however, it is the country's
independent associations of human
rights activists, ecologists, trade
unionists, defenders of oppressed
nationalities and others who have the
continued on page eight
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Eastern Europe
continued from page seven
social power to defend the reforms
already undertaken, and to institutionalize democracy. Only these groups
have sufficient popular strength to
effectively resist the threat of bureaucratic backlash that always waits in the
wings.
It is the very nature of these independent groups to use the spaces
opened up by glasnost to expand the
boundaries of freedom in the USSR.
Like mass social movements everywhere, these groups do not and cannot
act according to a finely choreographed
script, nor can they ascertain ahead of
time that their next moves will prove
successful. Over the past few years
there has been significant strategizing
and tactical self-restraint on the part of
virtually all Soviet social movements,
but to one extent or another, all have
engaged in acts of great daring and
imagination, seizing as rights
democratic freedoms that had until the
day before been thought of as impossible. This dynamic momentum has been
the key to the enormous victories
Soviet movements have made so far.

A Moment for Dialogue
The dramatic disintegration of
Soviet-style Communism has for the
firsttime in decades opened up the possibility for millions of people in the economically developed world to think
through what kind of society they
want. This is one of those rare
moments in history when the existing
order is no longer taken as a given, and
when people have the potential power
to consciously choose among politicaleconomic alternatives.
Unfortunately, the bitter experience
of people in the East bloc with Communist systems has seemed to confirm the
idea that a "normal" social order must
be organized around the imperatives of
private property. Moreover, the unrav-

Order Peacework Today!
You should be reading Peacework, the
New England Peace and Social Justice
Newsletter published monthly by the regional office of the American Friends
Service Committee. Latest nonviolence
news and organizing ideas. Rates: $5/
year, $10 by first class mail from Peacework, 2161 Mass. Ave. , Cambridge,
MA 02140.
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elling of East bloc Communism is
occurring at a time when the democratic left internationally is numerically
weak and intellectually confused.
Much of the Western left, trapped by
Cold War dichotomies into thinking
that ''the enemy of my enemy must be
to some degree my friend,'' has been
reluctant to support wholeheartedly the
struggle for democracy in the Eastern
bloc. This reluctance hasn't enhanced
the attractiveness of radical ideas to
people in the Soviet Union and Eastern
Europe.
There are, of course, major exceptions to this kind of thinking in the
Eastern bloc. For example, the founding statement of the New Forum group
in East Germany expresses hope for a
"Third Way" for the GDR that will
bring an end to· the bureaucratic domination of the Communist Par~y and will
at the same time avoid replicating the
anti-social and anti-ecological structure
of Western society. In most cases, however, East-bloc activists right now can't
see the possibility or viability of a third
option, of a society based on cooperation and democratic control of basic
economic decisions.
It may be that experience and dialogue are the only cures. Experience
with really-existing capitalism, as it imposes the same kind of draconian measures on Eastern Europe that it has for
decades inflicted on the Third World;
experience of ordinary people in the
East bloc with the perniciousness of
private wealth and power; dialogue
with people in the West and in the
South who have first-hand knowledge
of the logic of an economy based on the
prerogatives of private property and
capital. This dialogue is needed by both
sides. For too long radicals in the capitalist world have thought that democracy was just a catchword serving the
purposes of the West in the Cold War.
Listening to people in the East who
know what it means to be imprisoned
just for saying or writing an unorthodox opinion, or for peacefully demonstrating for their convictions, is an antidote to such misconceptions.
This dialogue will have to address
some tough questions. Agreement that
democracy is essential to any decent
society and that the ''survival of the fittest" capitalism of the Milton Friedman/Margaret Thatcher /Ronald Reagan school is unacceptable only begins
the discussion. The discussion must address the social limits and possibilities
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of an economy based on the private
market.
Many liberals and "market socialists" propose a market economy based
on private capital but with strong social
r.e,g ulation. Others, like Pat Devine,
author of the recently published book
Democracy and Economic Planning
and of an article on this topic in the current issue of New Politics magazine,
contend that as long as the market is
the motor of the economy it will inevitably produce concentrations of private
wealth and power with anti-social and
ecologically disastrous consequences.
Devine maintains that basic economic
decisions should be made politically, by
democratic means. If Devine is right
about the market, is his participatory
planning alternative viable? In my
opinion, Devine is right on both
counts. However, these are issues
which must be placed on the international public agenda through discussions among Greens, socialists, progressive liberals, and all sorts of democrats, including activists from the
whole range of progressive social
movements around the world.
The rapidity of change in countries
like Czechoslovakia, Poland, Hungary,
Bulgaria, Rumania, and East Germany
show that these discussions are not just
irrelevant abstractions: today's activists may well become tomorrow's political leaders, responsible for proposing
actual political/economic programs to
their constituencies. At this writing,
this has already happened in Czechoslovakia and Poland. As problems of
global debt, poverty inequality and
ecological suicide proceed apace, this
revitalized debate may well become of
practical importance in the West and
South as well. The Cold War helped the
custodians of the existing order in the
East and West to discredit alternative
thinking on the grounds that it was a
Trojan horse for the other side.
Today's deligitimization of the Cold
War opens up the social and intellectual
climate for fresh thinking about social
options in both blocs.

•

Joanne Landy is Director of the Campaign for Peace and Democracy/East
and West, P. 0. Box 1640, Cathedral
Station, New York, NY 10025. She is
also on the Editorial Board of New
Politics, a "Third Camp" journal
allied with radical and socialist currents
seeking an alternative to capitalism and
Soviet-type societies.

January, 1990

Prisons
continued from page four

Committee for Political Prisoners'
Rights, P. 0. Box 28191, Washington,
D. C. 20038; or Freedom Now, Campaign for Amnesty and Human Rights
for Political Prisoners in the U.S., 5249
N. Kenmore, Chicago, IL 60640. To
voice your protest concerning the existence and use of high security isolation
units, write to the Director of the
Bureau of Prisons, J. Michael Quinlan,
Federal Bureau of Prisons, 320 First
St., NW, Washington, D. C. 20001,
(202) 724-3250.
A new film about the Lexington High
Security Unit is scheduled for release
early this year. Watch for showings of
Through the Wire, by Nina Rosenblum
and Daedelus Productions of New
York.
*Editorial Note: Although the lack of
medical care in the Lexington High
Security Unit is deplorable, there is
similar poor health care throughout the
U. S prison system. Many women report
long waits for doctor's appointments,
misdiagnosis, inappropriate or no treatment, and harrassing and humiliating
conditions while awaiting treatment.

Peace &Democracy News
The Bulletin of the Campaign for Peace
and Democracy/East and West

IN THE CURRENT ISSUE:
Symposium on U.S. Peace Movement
After the INF Agreement
Articles on Anti-Nuclear Protest
in Poland
South Korean Trade Unions
Official East-Bloc Peace Committees
and the Non-Aligned
Peace Movement
plus an exchange on Disarmament
and Human Rights

SUBSCRIBE NOW!
$5.00/ Individual; $10.00/lnstitution
Campaign for Peace and Democracy/
East and West
P.O. Box 1640, Cathedral Station
New York, N.Y. 10025 Tel. (212) 724-1157

CPD/EW brings together members of the
peace movement, trade unionists, environmentalists, feminists and minority rights
activists around the perspective of independence from both superpowers. The
Campaign opposes militarism, interventionism and the violation of human rights
everywhere, and promotes alternatives to
the Cold War based on movements for
peace, democracy and social justice
throughout the world .

continued from page ten

people to the City Council hearing on
the issue.
Though the matter was killed at that
level, due to powerful lobbying on the
part of the Chamber of Commerce,
the Board of Realtors and big landlords, the Coalition took the issue
to a referendum question on the
November ballot. This effort involved
another massive outpouring of volunteer canvassing, neighborhood
meetings, factory leafletting and
media work. The Coalition eventually
pulled in 11,000 votes in favor of Rent
Review, compared to 13,000 opposed.
Though defeated, the Coalition
believes its organizing work galvanized
the community, and it aims to stay
together to target housing issues in
low-income, primarily Latino and
Cape Verdean, communities in New
Bedford.
Resist's grant was for postage,
printing, and advertising costs for the
referendum campaign. Watch for an
upcoming newsletter article from this
group on organizing around affordable housing.
Rural Southern Voice for Peace, 1901
Hannah Branch Road, Burnsville, NC
28714.
Rural Southern Voice for Peace
(RSVP) was founded in 1981 after
draft counseling efforts in the rural
Southeast mountains revealed the need
for different materials and approaches
than were being used nationally. Initially volunteers produced a newsletter
to share ideas and experience. In 1985,
funds were raised to put an organizer
on the road to do training and networking in response to the needs
expressed in the newsletter. Now
RSVP has four staffers who provide
education, training and organizing
assistance to people in rural and small
communities in the Southeast as they
work for justice, peace and a healthy
environment.
One of the organization's primary

Politics: Lessons from the Grass
Roots, Bob Hall, ed.) RSVP also
sends trainers on peace delegations
such as a recent trip to Libya sponsored by the Fellowship of Reconciliation, and has a project on the Pacific
island of Palau to help bridge divisions created by controversy over the
U .S.-proposed "Compact of Free
Association" that would permit the
building of military bases on half the
island.
Resist's grant to RSVP was to buy
new parts for the organization's computer. (It seems a big part of community organizing these days involves
computer maintenance!)

THE NATIONAL WAR TAX RESISTANCE
COORDINATING COMMITTEE
We refuse to pay all or part of our federal taxes for militarism.

A 11atio11wide 11etwork of war tax resisters, cou11selors,
support groups, and activists

JOIN US!
P.O. BOX 85810
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avenues for social change is nonviolent civil disobedience. In the past
year RSVP staff members did trainings and were arrested in a non-violent
demonstration with striking mineworkers in Virginia, and did nonviolence training for the second
annual Hiroshima Day demonstration
at the nuclear plant in Oak Ridge,
Tennessee, in which 600 people
participated.
RSVP has been especially successful
in using an organizing technique called
The Listening Project. These projects
basically involve training activists in
listening techniques to better understand the needs and concerns of the
people they wish to reach. A project
with a group in Keysville, Georgia
worked to begin a process of community building after a successful civil
rights struggle in which Black town
officials were elected. Biracial teams
visited households in the community
to explore ways of working together.
Unexpected support was found and a
human relations council was planned.
Another project is working with the
Western North Carolina Alliance to
find out how people feel about solid
waste recycling, chemical and nuclear
waste, and how to better organize
against nuclear waste sites. (Note: An
interesting account of this kind of
organizing appears in Environmental
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This month we are highlighting
recent grants to community organizing
and housing projects. All the information in these reports is provided to us
from the groups themselves. For more
information, please contact them at
the addresses provided.

With a small budget, the organization manages to fund four organizers
around the state and a lobbyist in
Jefferson City. The Coalition's lobbyist is the only full-time Black lobbyist
in the state, and the only lobbyist
working primarily on low-income and
minority people's concerns. The
Coalition has successfully defeated
proposed workfare laws that would
have required welfare recipients to
work at whatever jobs they were
assigned, and they forced the end of a
state workfare experiment that had
people doing meaningless make-work
tasks.
Resist's grant in early 1989 assisted
the organization in purchasing a
computer.

People's Coali'tion of Missouri, 438
North Skinker Boulevard, St. Louis,
MO 63130.
The People's Coalition of Missouri
is an alliance of over 100 grassroots
organizations across the state, made
up largely of low-income and rural
people. A majority of the members
and governing board are Black. The
Coalition was established in 1981
to fight proposed Reagan-era state
budget cuts and setbacks in civil rights
protections. As a multi-issue organization, members have been involved in
struggles to raise the minimum wage;
fight for decent, affordable housing;
obtain safe, sanitary working conditions, and revamp the welfare system.
Some of the projects the Coalition
has undertaken recently include joining nationwide efforts on the minimum wage issue; studying exactly how
federal housing dollars, allocated to
St. Louis in block grants, are being
spent (scheduled for release in the next
few months); working with organizations in other rural states to combat
horrendous working conditions in the
poultry industry; and acting as a
mediator between residents and
management at a subsidized housing
project. Tactics have included mass
rallies, public speak-outs, legislative
alerts, door-to-door campaigning, and
local workshops.

nent housing; and help revive
neighborhoods by making available
tools and information, and organizing
to stop gentrification. The form of
permanent housing advocated is the
limited equity cooperative in which
tenant-owners provide both labor and
money to the cooperative on a sliding
scale as long as they live there, and
pass on this "equity contract" to the
next resident if they leave.
This project is still in its initial
stages. Resist's grant was to provide
tools and printing for organizing the
land trust.

Greater New Bedford Affordable
Housing Coalition, P .0. Box 40273,
New Bedford, MA 02744.
This coalition came together three
Freedom Fund, 4534 University Way
years ago to address the mounting
NE, Seattle, WA, 98105.
housing problems confronting the
The initial mission of the Freedom
greater New Bedford area. The group
Fund, which was born in 1984, was to
is made up of people with diverse
raise funds and promote awareness of
interests including tenants, labor,
the violation of human rights of
lesbians and gays, elderly, people with
Central, Latin and Native Americans.
mental illnesses and others who
In 1987 the group became concerned
recognized the urgent need for a voice
with homelessness in the Seattle area,
for affordable housing in the
and sought to find a way to address
community.
the causes of homelessness while
When the New Bedford area was
creating solutions. The next year the
"discovered" by outside speculators,
group became the fiscal sponsor and
rents began to climb at an astrofund-raiser for a land trust to secure
nomical rate. Between 1985 and 1987
housing for low-income people.
rents jumped 400Jo each year, while
The group works in coalition with
wages rose only 60Jo. Currently some
the African-American Heritage
7,000 households pay more than a
Museum, El Centro de la Raza and
third of their income in rent alone.
other neighborhood groups. The
Since 1983, evictions have doubled,
purpose of the Homestead
and the city is faced with a serious and
Cooperative Land Trust is to acquire
grow,ing homeless population. Because
titles to restorable properties; repair
this issue is so deeply felt, the comand maintain the buildings for permamonality of interests of the Coalition's
--------------------7 members has made it an effective
Join the Resist Pledge Program
force in its short history.
The Coalition initiated a campaign
We'd like you to consider becoming a
Yes! l would like to become a Resist
for a Rent Review Board that would
Resist Pledge. Pledges account for over Pledge. I'd like to pledge$._ _ _ _ /
allow tenants to challenge rent
250Jo of our income. By becoming a _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ (monthly, biincreases they feel are unfair. The
pledge, you help guarantee Resist a monthly, quarterly, 2x a year, yearly).
proposed board would include
fixed and dependa~le source of inco~e
Enclosed is my pledge contribution
tenants, landlords, and single-family
on which we can bmld our grant makmg of $
program. In return, we will send you a
·----homeowners and would include
persons from the Latino, Black and
monthly pledge letter and reminder,
I can't join the pledge program just
Portuguese communities. To build its
along with your newsletter. We will now, but here's a contribution to sup1I campaign, the Coalition collected
keep you up-to-date on the groups we port your work. $_____
have funded, and the other work being Name _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I 4,000 signatures on petitions; gained
the endorsement of 26 local organizadone at Resist. So take the plunge and Address _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
tions; conducted door-to-door
become a Resist Pledge! We count on
1
you, and the groups we fund count on City /State/Zip _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I canvassing, held six neighborhood
us.
I meetings, carried out a vigorous letterResist
I writing campaign, and turned out 100

r
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