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BONN

i 'HE PENTAGON CAN BE PROUD
- “of- its victory over West
European democracy. NATO
paid absolutely no attention
to public opmxon—to the big-
gest mass movement in recent history.
Greenham Common women were cart-
_ed off to jail, Italian parliamentarians
were clubbed by police when they stop-

ped to talk to pacifists on their way to the -

National Assembly debate, protestors
were swept from the streets of Bonn by

water cannon. And Cruise and Pershing |
II nuclear missiles (which may or may not -

work) were duly delivered to U.S. bases
in Britain, Italy and West Germany.

The last act in this power play was the
intense two-day debaté in the German
Bundestag leading up to the November 22
vote to go ahead with missile deployment
in the absence of any result at the Geneva
intermediate nuclear forces (INF) talks
between the U.S. and the USSR. It was a
foregone conclusion. The majority Chris-
tian Democrats and Liberals voted for
deployment. Social Democrats and the
Greens voted against it. As soon as the
vote was counted, Bonn’s Defense Mini-
ster Manfred Worner rushed to report to
his boss, U.S. Secretary of Defense Cas-
par Weinberger, that all was quiet on the
Western front.

EUROMISSILES
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policies that seem sens1ble to most of
them. Brandt said he was no optimist.
The SPD leader told his own party that
he considered the threats from the arms
race, the imminent breakdown of the in-
ternational trade system and the many-
sided mixing of ‘East-West”
““North-South’” extremely dangerous.

~ “But I have decided on the working Hyp-

othesis that the self-destruction of hu-

manity may still be averted,” he said. I

am betting not on fear, but on critical
reason and the courage to correct our-
selves.”’

What some commentators called ‘‘the
power struggle’’ between Helmut Schmidt

and Willy Brandt, which ended - with"

Brandt’s triumph at the Cologne party
meeting, might more correctly be de-
scribed as a contest between political phil-
osophies. Their debate hinged on differ-
ing views of how to bring ‘‘rationality’’

Deployment—the
fate of the Germans

Indeed, for the moment a sort of stun-
ned, exhausted silence fell on many Eur-
opeans as'they strained fo see what lay be-
yond this turning point.

In the brightly lit dusk of downtown
Bonn, Christmas shoppérs coming
around the Cathedral weére stopped by an
eerie sight. At a long, narrow table spread
with a few candles, glasses of wine and
pieces of bread sat a hundred chalk-
white-faced men .and women, all dressed
in black. They were silent and melan-
choly. Two ghostly musicians played a
strange, sad air on the flute and accord-
ion. The sign behind them read: ‘‘Con-
demned to death by the Bundestag.”

Almost all the arguments developed
during the past four years (and there were
volumes of them) for, but especially
against, the missile deployment were re-
peated, often with passion and elo-
quence, in the final Bundestag debate.

- At a special convention in Cologne two
days earlier, the Social Democratic Party
(SPD) had put an end to its long inner
split caused by former Chancellor Hel-
mut Schmidt’s strong personal endorse-
ment of the December 1979 NATO “‘dou-
ble decision’ to “‘modernize’’ the alli-
ance’s nuclear forces while seeking a Euro-
pean theater arms control agreement with
the USSR. Only 13 of the 400 elected par-

"ty delegates—four of them former cabinet
_ ministers who shared responsibility—vot- -

with Schmldt against th
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SPD entered the Bundestag debate with a
freshly recovered unity, sense of purpose
and ‘‘social democratic identity.”’

Already the issue was what to do after
the missiles came, how to get rid of them
and how to halt the new rounds of nu-
clear arms buildup their deployment
would set off. More fundamentally, the
underlying issue was: can there be such a
thing as a European policy, a German
policy? That is, can Germans (or Eur-
opeans) determine their own fate accord-
ing to their own rationality and interests?

Among established politicians, the cur-
rent majority answer is obviously ‘‘no.”’
That is the clearest meaning of the Nov-
ember 22 Bundestag vote. Nobody really
seemed to want the Pershing II and
Cruise missiles—which will not really be
“NATO” but American missiles that are
being deployed to service U.S. global
strategy, not the defense of Europe. Even
the Christian Democratic-Liberal coali-
tion government resolution said the ob-
jective remained the ‘‘drastic reduction,
if possible complete scrapping of land-
based, medium-range missiles.”” But the
ruling conservatives appear convinced
that Europe’s only hope is to stick close
to Uncle Sam.

Brandt as visionary.

In the hour of the Euromlssﬂes, Willy
Brandt stood out among estabhshed poli-

Willy Brandt (below) said, *I have

decided on the working hypothesis that

the self-destruction of humanity may
still be averted.”’

into politics. Schmidt admits that “‘irra-

tionality can exist even at the summit of

power,”’ but, as a model member of the
world leaders’ club, he feels rationality
declines from the summit to the base.
Schmidt would surely agree with Wor-
ner that that “‘the role of responsible gov-

,Ohne Frieden ist
les andere nichts”

with
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ernment is to win over public opinion,
not run after it.”’ But to what? To Penta-
gon dictates? It took the maverick Brandt
to commit the heresy of defending those
in the peace movement as ‘‘more ration-
al’’ than the elité Who accept the nuclear
armis race,

" “We have to begin a rational desxgn
for the future in the tradition of the Eur-

*_a@pean elightenment, of freedom and so-

‘cial demecracy,” Brandt told his party.
“In matters of European unity, of a
peaceful order, of North-South relations,

- social democracy must once again take

on its shoulders what could have been ex-
pected from an enlightened bourgeoisie.”’

By channeling the renovating impulse
of the peace movement through his party,
Brandt did not appear to be seeking per-
sonal power (he is too old and skeptical
for that). Instead he was breaking
through the paralysis of Schmidt’s prag-
matic realism on behalf of the SPD’s
younger generation.

One of the younger SPD leaders, Kar-
sten Voigt, assailed the aggressiveness of
right-wing Christian Democrats as a sign
of fear. ‘‘Your fixation on Pershing II is
a compensation for your pessimistic
Spenglerian vision of the decline of the
West,”> Voight told the conservatives in
the Bundestag. ‘‘Our vision of the year
2000 is not the Alrland Battle, but a free
and peaceful Europe.”’

Private conversation with European
conservatives quickly confirms Voigt’s
charge. They cling to the U.S. because of
both their conviction that Europe is worn
out and fear of their own ‘‘masses,”
whose social demands they readily equate
with weakness for Russian Communism.

Brandt repeated the proposal he made
to the U.S. Congress on September 28 for
a step-by-step verifiable freeze on testing,
production and deployment of all nuclear
weapons. In the longer range, the SPD
will spell out its comprehensive peace pol- -
icy based on the idea of ‘‘security part- .
nership’’ and purely defensive strategies
at its regular congress next May.

~On the other side, the debate occasion-
ally took an ominous turn. There were in-
sinuations that Social Democrats were %
disloyal to the West. Brandt reacted
sharply to such . ‘‘slander’” and asked
Chancellor Helmut Kohl whether Ger-
man interests were really served by
spreading the false' impression that the
SPD did not support the Atlantic Alli-
ance, national defense and the Bunde-
swehr. ‘

““No doubt should be cast on the deter-
mination of the Federal Republic not to
bow to any pressure, any blackmail,’’ he
declared. Brandt recalled his friendship
with President John Kennedy, who had
been assassinated exactly 20 years before,
and said friendship with the U.S. should
not be reduced to a few cabmet ministers

" currently in office.

“What have you gained when you get a
couple more weapons and lose the hearts
and minds of the people in the Alhance"”
he asked.

Although Social Democrats had, with
some msigivings, supported the ‘‘double
decision,’’ they had watched with “‘dis-
may’’ as the ‘“‘arms control and detente
part”’ shriveled into ‘‘pure camouflage,’’
Brandt said. Soviet offers to scrap SS-20s
were ignored. ““The Alliance and the Fed-
eral Republic are frivolously and blatant-
ly missing the historic chance to bind the
Soviet Union to an agreement to scrap a
farge number of modern nuclear weapons
for the first time in history,”’ he told the
Bundestag.

Brandt is hoping to arouse understand-
-ing and support in the U.S. outside, and
against, the Reagan administration. But
pessimistic Europeans think the East
Coast liberals who ‘‘understand’’ Europe
have lost power permanently. With the
U.S. being led by politicians like Reagan
—who apparently neither know nor care
about Europe at all—the German right
hopes to stay in office for a long time. It
wants Washington to veto the SPD as un-
reliable in East-West matters. Already
the American press, generally strongly in-
fluenced by U.S. embassies in its foreign
political coverage, is tending to ignore
and distort SPD positions as too radical

.

.. to,be taken seriously.

While demandmg that Europeexerx anm
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The Greens reject
an alliance with
either NATO or
the Warsaw Pact.
They seek to link
with independent
peace movements
in East Europe.

L ]
equal-partner role in a “‘reformed’’ At-
lantic Alliance, Brandt stressed Ger-
many’s need for its allies, especially the
U.S. and France. SPD policy aims at
avoiding two potential temptations: a re-
vival of German nationalism or the am-
bition to establish an independent Eur-
opean nuclear arsenal. Brandt empha-
sized his conviction that *‘the world does
not need still another atomic superpow-
er.”” Thus, he said he opposed a ‘‘Eur-
ope with nuclear great-power ambitions
brought together in opposition to the
U.S.”” This is the still-secret project of
right-wing “‘Gaullists”’ in Germany and
even among some sophisticated right-
wing strategists of East European origin
in the U.S.

Brandt’s ambition is the opposite.
“Europe as a moderating force and,
eventually, a stabilizing power, will be
able to help make positive changes in
worldwide political power structures.”’ In
particular, such a Europe could help
found new relations with the Third
World. This constructive role requires a
purely defensive, conventional military
force rather than nuclear weapons that
threaten other regions.

The Green position.

While the SPD was saying ‘‘no’’ to the
missiles but ‘‘yes’” to the Atlantic Alli-
ance, the Green Party radicalized its post-
deployment position by coming out for
the first time in favor of German with-
drawal from NATO. At a congress in
Duisburg, the Greens decided to reject
political alliance with anyone *‘‘who has a
foot in NATO or in the Warsaw Pact.”

In practice, this means no Communists
can hope to get on the open lists of candi-
dates that will be put up by the Green
Party for state elections next year. Green
priorities now are to link up with inde-
pendent peace movements in Eastern

‘Europe, especially East Germany, and

seek early withdrawal from NATO.

This position was criticized in the Bun-
destag debate by Karsten Voigt, who said
that the eventual long-range goal must be
to overcome the need for NATO. ‘‘But
withdrawing from NATO today would be
a step backward to the nationalization of
security policy,”” he warned.

When a Green asked him to admit that
the Greens were not nationalistic, Voigt
said he ‘“wished things were that simple.
Next to healthy patriotism, there is a re-
nascent nationalism, on the left too, not
only on the right.”” Germans had to be
especially attentive to history and to their
neighbors’ concerns, Voigt said.

The SPD did all it could to make de-
feat painless for Helmut Schmidt. The
face-saving line officially stated by the
party and developed by Schmidt himself
was that the ‘‘double decision’’ might
have had a happy ending—that is, an
arms control agreement instead of an
arms buildup—if Schmidt had stayed in
office as chancellor.

With his incomparable influence as
star member of the world leaders’ club,
Schmidt would surely have been able to
bully Washington and Moscow into a
good deal. Instead, wishy-washy Helmut
Kohl let the ‘“‘walk-in-the-woods” deal
get away. This is the flattering myth that
the SPD gave to Schmidt to soothe him
during his retirement.

Privately, many believe that the clever
chancellor let himself be maneuvered by
the Pentagon into championing weapons
systems contrary to German interests.
Even Schmidt admitted that agreeing to
deploy the Pershing II in Germany, and
only in Germany, was ‘‘a mistake.”’

Oskar Lafontaine, mayor of Saarbruc-
ken, said he was glad to see the lumbering
old ship SPD finally brought back on
course. But a healthy number of the
extra-parliamentary left, in addition to
the Greens, consider this just another ex-
ample of the SPD’s historic record of
““too little and too late.”

The SPD, its critics recall, failed to
block World War I, failed to stop the rise
of Hitler and now has failed to prevent

the deployment of nuclear missiles some
fear may be intended by the Reagan ad-
ministration to decapitate the ‘“‘evil em-
pire”’ and provide a ‘‘final solution to the
Russian Communist problem.”

Those who see the situation in desper-
ate terms may feel compelled to more
desperate opposition than the long-range
political program of the SPD. Social
Democrats are finally coming around to a

After a busy fall of peace protests (above)
silence has fallen on many Germans
now that the missiles are in.

coherent policy that by the light of cur-
rent reason seems able, as Willy Brandt
said, to rally majority support in West
Germany and in Europe. The question as
the missiles arrive is what room and time
remain for Europe’s political rational-
ity? m
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Labor Notes

Continued from page 2

Weisen’s ability to mount an effective
challenge. Suddenly last week the pic-
ture changed when Odorcich announced
that he was withdrawing and would sup-
port Treasurer Frank McKee, who had
been mentioned by some prominent op-
position leaders as a possible candidate,
depending on his program. McKee is
seen by some as less deeply implicated in
the steel pact concessions and received
some plaudits for his copper industry

negotiations, where Phelps Dodge is
holding out in a long strike against the
industry pattern settlement.

Key issues for ‘‘dissidents’’ include
opposition to concessions, members’
right to ratify contracts and greater inter-

"nal democracy in the union. But if opposi-

tion elements do split between Weisen—
who may still decide to withdraw—and
McKee—who had not yet announced his
candidacy as In These Times went to press
—Williams is clearly the beneficiary. W

Pacifica

Continued from page 6

programmer Dorothy Healey, who sup-
ported Berland in the conflict, says this
is primitive Marxism. *‘It’s contempt for
our listeners, the ideas that we have to
protect them from ‘bad things.”””

News differences.
Internal conflict continued at Pacifica,
- even after Spark’s firing was upheld, sig-
nificantly, by her current ally, Peter
Franck. Most of the dissent came from
the KPFK news department, which had
been closely allied with Spark in her mis-
sion to ‘‘politicize’’ the station and in

her ideas about how to do that.

The news and public affairs depart-
ments of Pacifica stations have always
been the foundation’s cutting political
edge. Under Cooper’s direction the KP-
FK news department made the Central
American conflict and other internation-
al news a major focus, a priority shared
by Washington bureau chief Tim Frasca.
The pair won Associated Press awards
for their coverage of the 1982 El Salva-
dor elections. In 1983 Cooper traveled to
Nicaragua, Argentina and Chile..

Local politics got a lot less attention.
‘Fhat was partly because of Pacifica’s
scarce resources and the attention local
commercial radio gave the political
scene, but it also reflected a judgment
shared by Cooper and Spark that local
politics, even on the left, were not as im-

portant as international struggles. Spark
dismisses the criticism of the station’s
local news as ‘‘redbaiting,”’ an attack on
the ““politics’’ of international reporting.

Similar beliefs shaped the focus of the
Washington bureau. At times conflict
flared up between Washington and Ber-
keley station KPFA over the *‘style and
substance’’ of Frasca’s newscasts, ac-
knowledges KPFA news director Aileen
Alfandary. Frasca took a dim view of re-
porting on the Democratic Party; indeed,
of most electoral politics. Coverage of
left groups’ lobbying in Washington—
nuclear freeze, women’s and labor or-
ganizations—was spotty. There was dis-
agreement over the importance of 1980
Democratic convention coverage, which
KPFA spearheaded. Cooper attributes
the differences to KPFA sectarianism—
“They’re narrow about coverage that
doesn’t treat the regeneration of the
Democratic Party as the most important
issue.”

Even Maeda, who. had supported Fras-
ca’s demotion of popular Israeli reporter
Peretz Kidron for an insufficiently anti-
Israel line in 1981, began to chide the
Washington bureau for “‘cynical’’ re-
porting, a term that found its way into a

- negative job evaluation of Frasca by
Maeda earlier this year. But Cooper de-
fends the bureau: ““Of course it’s cynical
—do you want us to be buoyant about
Washington or the weakhearted resis-
tance of the Democrats?”’

Cooper and Frasca’s attempts to set up
a nightly half-hour newscast, the Pacifica
Report, brought them into their greatest
conflict with the other stations. At year’s
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start the two announced that they -were
ready to produce a half-hour daily report,
a longtime Pacifica news dream that had
been stalled by the five stations’ different
needs and viewpoints. By May, only KP-
FK was playing the Pacifica Report in its
entirety; others were just cutting it up
and using parts in their own broadcasts.
Houston’s KPFT was running NPR
news, Washington’s WPFW, the newest
Pacifica station, broadcasts very little
news at all,

" At a May national board meeting, ‘‘we
railed against this like you’ve never
heard,”” Cooper recalls, “We couldn’t
believe the organization couldn’t find the
decency and solidarity to air the only na-
tional program we have.”’ Others in at-
tendance called Cooper and Frasca’s tir-
ade ‘‘contemptuous.”’

That same meeting saw the emergence
of the corporate funding issue. Maeda
had applied to Gulf and Toyota founda-
tions for grants for news equipment to
match those received from the National
Telecommunications and Information
Agency. Corporate grants for equipment,
though not for programming, were per-
mitted under Pacifica’s bylaws. But after
Frasca objected to the Gulf and Toyota
queries, the other news directors joined
him, and Maeda, who agreed not to pur-
sue the grants, was reprimanded by a
Pacifica board committee. The next
month Frasca filed a grievance against
Maeda over the issue, and in September
—after the Cooper-Frasca firings—the
matter found its way back onto the na-
tional board agenda, although by that
time, most sources agree, corporate fund-
ing was a ‘‘dead issue.”

To Chile.

In the windup, the two firings were more
the result of Frasca’s and Cooper’s last-
minute decision to leave their posts and
go to Chile in September than any politi-
cal conflict. Maeda warned Frasca that
his precipitous departure would cost him
his job, and even Cooper acknowledges
he knew Berland might decide to remove
him as news director because of the trip.

Were the Rosenbergs
really Soviet spies?

In their book, “The Rosenberg
File,” Ronald Radosh and Joyce
Milton assert that they have come
up with new and conclusive evi-
dence showing that the Rosen-
bergs were guilty.

The New York Times says that
Radosh and Milton have made the
“definitive’ case.

Conservative columnist George
Will says ““they establish beyond
doubt” the Rosenbergs’ guilt.

James Weinstein, editor of In
These Times, says that “The
Rosenberg File” has performed “a
great service” for the left.

But how good a case

have Radosh and
Milton made?

Read ““Sorting Through ‘The
Rosenberg File’,”” by Irwin Silber,
a special supplement of the news-
paper Frontline. Silber analyzes
the Radosh-Milton theory and the
evidence on which it is based and
demonstrates how the authors’
own ideological blinders have led
them to misread their own evi-
dence and construct a theory with
no substance to it.

For the issue of Frontline which
includes this special supplement,
send $1.00 to Frontline, P.O.

lowa residents: 1-800-362-2860

Box 2729, Oakland, CA 94602. J



Berlarid, howevet, didn’t démote him on
the spot, Cooper .notes—a telegram in
Chile notified him of the decision.

The ingredient that made the firings
part cf this unsavory political stew is Pet-
er Franck, whose siding with Frasca,
Cooper and Spark opened the rift found-
aticn-wide. Franck has long feuded over
administrative responsibilities with Mae-
da—she filed a grievance earlier this year
charging him with interfering with her
work. The rivalry has resulted in the abo-
lition of Franck’s position as president
beginning January 1984, when the Pacifi-
ca board plans to consolidate most of the
president’s powers with the executive dir-
ector’s in a single strengthened position.

Franck is out of the country and can’t
be reached for comment. But his siding
with the Pacifica desaparecidos—after
backing Spark’s firing last year—is wide-
ly perceived as an alliance designed to
force the national board to reconsider its

reorganization plan. Raising the corpor-

ate funding issue publicly four months
after it was considered settled is uniform-
ly described as an attempt to discredit
Maeda. And the investigation and firing
of Berland avenged Cooper and Spark,
but alsc demonstrated that Pacifica needs
a president who can act to resolve con-
flict.

Franck is unlikely to succeed in his
quest. ““This has become a political strug-
gle clothing an attempt for personal vin-
dication,”’ says Ying Lee Kelly, a KPFK
boardmember Franck recruited to the na-
tional board who has split with him over
the Berland firing. ¢‘All these people have
distorted and disguised these personnel
problems as an ideological battle to gain
support and coverage. It is unforgiv-
able.”’

And yet the feuding has an ideological
component. The desaparecidos fought for
a more rigidly defined left line in Pacifica
programming, in contrast with the ‘‘plur-
alism’’ that has marked the stations since
Pacifica’s founding. But it was their
methods more than their politics that
brought them into sharpest conflict with

other programmers and 'management.’

Now they wage their battle from the out-
side, with a campaign that has succeeded
in eroding listener support and subscrip-
tions at KPFK. That former employees
could wreak such havoc on an institution
they once were part of perplexes people
like Kelly. *‘It makes me think of the
King Solomon story—you know who the
mother is because she’s the one who ob-
jects to cutting the baby in half.”” But the
methods of the ‘“‘protracted struggle”
against Pacifica, as Spark calls it, are in
themselves a measure of the ideological

Canada

Continued from page 7

en some justification for the fears” that
he is ‘‘warlike” and ‘‘cannot be trusted
to look for peace.” More recently, the
prime minister voiced skepticism about
the justifications that Washington gave
for its invasion of Grenada (which, like
Canada, is a member of the British Com-
monwealth).

These misgivings likely contributed to
Trudeau’s decision to visit six NATO
capitals and the Vatican in early Novem-
ber, though cynics suggest that the trip
had more to do with Trudeau’s dismal
showing in the latest public opinion polls.
He declared that he hopes to persuade the
five (admitted) nuclear powers to estab-
lish ““global limits on their strategic nu-
clear arsenals,”” to raise the nuclear
threshold in Europe and to stabilize East-
West relations. In Trudeau’s opinion,
*‘The relationship between the superpow-
ers may have become too charged with
animosity for East-West relations to be
entrusted to them alone.”

Most observers have expressed skepti-
cism at Trudeau’s chances and the re-
sponse from Washington was cool. Ap-
parently, Trudeau believes that his ef-
forts will be well-received by the voters
back home, and he hopes to take some

Make some
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natiré of the éofflict: <" " et
Inside the station, morale is low and
the conflict has even found its way into
the union. The local, which has been used
by both sides, recently voted out its con-
tract negotiating team partly because two
of the three members had recommended,
as union representatives, that Franck fire
Berland. Members also voted to disaffil-
iate from District 65 of the United Auto
Workers, an affiliation pushed by Coop-
er and his supporters earlier this year.
Cooper compares the union members
to “Chilean shopkeepers who supported

steam out of the peace movement at the
same time.

But recent polls show a majority of
Canadians prefer that Ottawa follow a
middle path between the superpowers.
Last year, the noted Canadian author
George Woodcock wrote: ““‘So far as
Canada is concerned, to allow the testing
of the Cruise here will mean our identifi-
cation in the eyes of the world with the
most belligerent of U.S. policies.”

Canadian peace groups act as the cut-
ting edge of public support for such a
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the fascists agamst Allende.”’ But Jennie |
Hubbard, the third member of the
union’s ousted negotiating team, sees it
differently. ‘‘Now there’s no affiliated
union, no organized opposition to man-
agement in a time of reorganization and
possible layoffs. The workers are in a ter-
rible position. But [the Cooper-Spark
faction} has polarized everyone. 1 once
supported them. I agreed there needed to
be more of a plan at the station. But
they’ve factionalized themselves—it’s
just a crusade to get rid of Jim Ber-
land.” R

middle path and they are not content to
sit around waiting for Trudeau. During
United Nations Disarmament week in
October, 40,000-60,000 Canadians again
took to the streets in protest, not only of
Cruise testing here, but of the planned
December deployment of Cruise and Per-
shing II missiles in Europe. And as an ex-
pression of the growing unity between the
peace movements in the U.S. and Can-
ada, ‘“‘Refuse the Cruise’’ Canada-U.S.
Solidarity Days were scheduled for Dec-
ember 2 and 3. i
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women, gay and Third World communities. Instructors include Dr.
Michael Lerner; Dr. Peter Gabel; Lee Schore, MSW; Dr. Terry
Kupers; Dr. Michael Bader; Dr. Mina Caulfield; Dr. Nancy Feinstein;
Dr. Angela Davis and Dr. Guillermo Bernal.

Evening Courses, so you can work and go to school.
Accelerated program, 18 months, starts January,

apply by December 15th.

For September 1984 admissions, apply by March 15th.
FOR MORE INFORMATION WRITE:

Psychology Graduate Program,

NEW COLLEGE OF CALIFORNIA
777 Valencia St, San Francisco, CA 94110

questions.

At bookstores,
or from New Star Books
2504 York Ave.
Vancouver, B.C.

V6K 1E3 Canada

“Between true
Christianity and people’s
revolution, there is no
contradiction.”

oes Christianity have a place in a socialist society? Does the Christian
faith allow for a socialist ideology? In her latest book Margaret
Randall, author of Sandino’s Daughters, answers ‘‘yes” to both these

The Nicaraguan revolution marked the first time in history that the
Church allied itself with a progressive revolutionary movement. Christians in
the Nicaraguan Revolution is a unique view of recent Nicaraguan history,
seen through the eyes of Christian revolutionaries. $7.95
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ger and turn
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telling Stev
and would
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the inciden
ers’ firm, eight workers were killed and had hot ten
37 injured on Valentine’s Day 1978, when At that

a mistaken combination of chemicals union shop

produced a noxious gas. Most of the organize thi
o CHICAGO dead were Mexicans. ended in a
‘ T HE U.S. SUPREME COURT WILL . The tannery industry in Chicago was : —effectivel
: soon consider the case of the dominated by Eastern Europeans before ity, and thi
Surak brothers, Vlastimil and World War 11, and by blacks in the *50s. by the NL]
Slavomir, the hard-working The work is hard and dirty. Nobody’s work force
owners of a tannery situated son went into his father’s shop, and as In 1976,
on a godforsaken block off the Chica- each group achieved some education they crack the S
go River. The firm is marginal. The case . moved on, leaving the field to more des- as Sure-Tai
is curious, and rife with seeming contra- ; perate workers. Today’s employees are ombian wh
_ dictions. And the Court’s decision may mostly Hispanics. years befor
: be momentous. The lives of thousands, &73 Vlastimil Surak, born in Czechoslov- cago Local
perhaps millions of workers could be akia, the son of a tannery worker, went signing up
: changed as a result. to work in a tann.ry there at age 13. John Su
; A tannery, even a good one, is not a When he emigrated to the U.S. in the late unicns. Du
pleasant place to work. Skins of dead ’40s, he was 21 years old and an old hand 1971, Joht
. : horses, cows, pigs, goats, deer, walrus, ® in the business. In 1954, he and his broth- . and asked
A union vote by the kangaroos, sharks, alligators, water buf- er set up their own small plant that em- said he was
: - . falos and ostriches are shipped from ployed up to nine workers. Many were g cans was s
: Iar gEIy Mex:can wor kf orce slaughterhouses, depending on the prod- Mexicans and did not speak English. Em- testified th
" H uct the tannery produces. Before a meat ployee turnover was substantial. Mexican bc
'Ot a CthGgO f GCtory 'Ed to packer ships the skins, workers salt them The brothers Surak—now known as Icangeta:
an Immigraﬂon Service raid. to prevent them from putrefying. But the John and Steve—worked 12'hours a day, - Floribert.
' raw hides are not deodorized and pieces six days a week. They did not always ployee duri
! of the animal’s fat and muscle may ac- come to easy agreement about how the recalled in s
: company the hide to the tannery. Earlier company should be managed. One con- ministrativ
civilizations treated hides by soaking frontation between the two brothers, in- had approa
-them in a watery mixture that sometimes volving a black employee, Albert Strong,
. included dog, poultry or pig dung, and was recorded by the National Labor Re-
' ' therefore tanneries were often located on " lations Board (NLRB) in a 1973 case.
; ’ the downwind side of a village. ) *“Various dates for this incident are given
Today hides are soaked in a series of ranging from 1968 to early 1970,”’ wrote
chemical solutions; each tannery has its the administrative law judge assigned to
own formulas and may well guard them the case. ‘“The indictment arose out of a
as a trade secret. The chemicals are strong dispute between the partners concerning
and potentially hazardous: at Horween Strong’s work assignment. A composite
Leather, a tannery.-near the Surak broth- of the testimony indicates that, upon los-

ing the job assignment argument to his
brother, Steve [Slavomir] threw a skin
over Strong’s head. Strong reacted in an- -
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