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Looking for scapegoats
b y H t u n Lin
The instant mass slaughter of over 6,000 civilians at
the World Trade Center and the Pentagon was nothing
less than a crime against all of humanity. Rationalizations among so-called leftists to explain away the horror, such as "U.S. imperialism's chickens coming home
to roost," sound a bit too much like the warhawks who
try to rationalize the H-bombs dropped on Hiroshima
and Nagasaki, or those who try to rationalize the civilian massacres at Thanh Phong or My Lai, by saying
such horrors are necessary in war.
All the rationalizations for these atrocities fly in the
face of the common humanity we all share. These rationalizations are a shackle on our thinking.
Bush's rhetoric of a "total war" to smoke out and
hunt down the enemy has fanned the flames of ethnic
scapegoating. All across the U.S. we have heard of
attacks against individuals who look Arab or Afghan,
anyone who fits the profile of the new "enemy," the new
"other." Bush's declarations in response to terrorism
threaten to turn the whole world into Taliban-like
unfreedom.

TWO OF A KIND TERROR
I am reminded of Eaya Dunayevskaya's description
of "two of a kind" terror in the aftermath of Reagan's
bombing of Libya: Islamic fundamentalist terror at
home against its own people (especially women) and
abroad, and America's own form of fundamentalism
(Continued on page 3)

Durban racism conference
by J o h n Alan
The United Nations World Conference Against
Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance, held in Durban, South Africa last month was
an opportunity to make a worldwide statement. Indeed
it accomplished putting many of the contradictions in
the fight against racism onto the world stage. However, it did not resolve any of those contradictions.
Instead, it proved to be a cantankerous ideological
struggle between the nongovernmental organizations
(NGOs), that are related to the social activities of the
UN, and the capitalist powers, mainly the U.S., which
in actuality controls what the UN does and refrains
from doing.
This ideological struggle has not appeared often in
the headlines nor has it been seriously evaluated. The
primary reason for this is: both prior to the opening
and through the UN's conference the most politically
charged issue was the effort by several Arab states to
equate Zionism with racism and call Israel's policies in
the West Bank, Gaza Strip and the Golan Heights a
holocaust of "ethnic cleansing of Arabic people."

U.S.'S HYPOCRISIES
This negative characterization of Israel by the Arab
countries was the U.S.'s reason for boycotting the conference and not sending Secretary of State Colin Powell to Durban. However, even without Powell in Durban, the U.S. was there in the form of its delegation to
the UN. From reports of Americans active in the UN's
NGOs, the U.S. governmental delegates "tried to
intimidate them to endorse meaningless, toothless declarations against racism in general with no mention of
specific countries or specific atrocities or specific policies of redress and reparations."
As one African American put it: "the Arab [rulers]
stole the show." By focusing the media's attention on
the issue of "Zionism is racism," the points of Black
African NGOs were ignored.
(Continued on page 8)
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— To the barbarism of terrorism and war, we pose the new society

Terrorism, Bush's retaliation
show inhumanity of class society
by Peter Hudis
A two-fold disaster descended upon the world with
the cruel and inhuman terrorist attack on New York
and Washington, D.C. on Sept. 11. The first was the
terrorist attack, which created a level of destruction
and mayhem not seen in a U.S. city since the Civil
" War. The second is the Bush administration's response
to it by declaring a "state of war" and engaging in total
militarization, at home and abroad.
As Marxist-Humanists, we oppose both sides of this
disaster. Our ground is the absolute opposite of terrorism and statist militarism—the idea of freedom.

HUMANISM VS. TERROR
The Sept. 11 attack had no relation to a struggle
against capitalism, injustice, or U.S. imperialism. It
was a brutal act of violence against the U.S. people
which had no rational legitimacy or justification.
There is not a shred of liberatory political content to these acts, presumably carried out by
Islamic fundamentalists under the leadership of
Osama bin Laden. They were simply intended to
kill as many people as possible. Such cruelty
could only have been carried out by the most
reactionary elements imaginable.
And yet even in the midst of this anti-human
destruction the light of humanism did shine in the
hundreds of workers and citizens who flocked to
"ground zero" in New York to help clear rubble, save
victims, and provide medical aid to the injured. Spontaneous expressions of solidarity became commonplace—from construction workers rushing to save
office workers, to Black youth helping elderly Jewish
people get out of the area. The focal point of total devastation became the site from which its absolute opposite showed itself, as working people expressed their
dignity and solidarity in the face of the disaster.
The human dimension showed itself nationwide, as
seen in prisons from Folsom Prison in California to
Angola in Louisiana, where prisoners collected thousands of dollars to aid victims of the disaster.
These humanist expressions of solidarity, however,
are being buried by Bush's effort to use the attacks as
an excuse to militarize America, restrict civil liberties,
and embark on what U.S. rulers have long aspired

<**- HOT
Anti-war rally in Portland, Oregon

for—permanent military intervention.
Bush is preparing to bomb and raid anywhere he
deems fit to "eradicate terrorism"—even though this
will mean killing thousands of innocent people in
Afghanistan and elsewhere who have suffered for
years from the repressive, anti-woman, anti-human
policies of such reactionary regimes.

BUSH'S DRIVE TO WAR
Afghanistan is for now the target of the U.S. military effort ^ince its ruling Taliban regime of Islamic
fundamentalists has sheltered Osama bin Laden, the
presumed mastermind of the Sept. 11 bombings.
Fighter planes, commando teams, and massive
(Continued on page 10)

What kind of 'anti-war movement'?
RESPONSES IN NEW YORK
New York City—Thousands of New Yorkers have
risen up from their grief and fear to demand that Bush
not take revenge on innocent people in our name. Just
a few days after the World Trade Center massacre,
people began to gather spontaneously in parks to commemorate the victims and condemn the calls for war
and racist attacks. Soon, several teach-ins and meetings were being held each day.
On Sept. 21, a vigil in Union Square was followed by
a march to Times Square, drawing 4,000 people, a surprise to everyone. The event, spearheaded by the
Direct Action Network, "broke the ice," as one participant said. Planned as a "mellow vigil," there was no
permit "for the march, so it proceeded on the sidewalks
on both sides of the street. The two sides sang back and
forth to each other, filling the streets with sound.
Passers-by and people in the stores and windows of
buildings indicated their support. The march was
joined by people from an Islamic group, who were put
in the lead. Participants said afterward that the march
gave us back a sense of community and gave us our
voices to protest against war-mongering and racism
against Arab-Americans. The police, meanwhile, tried
to break up the march, and detained a part of it,
cramped it behind barricades, for about an hour. New
York City police were assisted by state troopers, New
Jersey police and university security forces.
Two large coalitions have formed to carry on demonstrations, teach-ins, and organizing in communities,
schools and religious establishments. Hundreds are
attending each coalition meeting, ranging from leftists
to pacifists to civil libertarians. The problem with the
meetings is that in the rush to plan activities, there
has been little discussion about what exactly we are
against, and none about what we are for.
The principles of the coalition initiated by a meeting
at Brqcbt Forum include: mourn the yictms^and con-

demn the attacks; oppose anti-Islam, antkArab, antiimmigrant and all racial and religious discrimination;
no support for war; preserve civil liberties; and for
global justice. Some people at each coalition's meetings blame the U.S. for the attacks without even condemning them, and discussion of terrorism itself has
been nil. Much more discussion and debate is needed.
- N Y N&LC Local member

MEETINGS IN MEMPHIS
Memphis, Tenn.—On Sept. 11 there was already
an "Encampment" set up in the heart of Midtown in
front of the Quaker meeting house, to raise awareness
about the damage done by the sanctions against and
bombing of Iraq. It was soon transformed into one
against violence against all peoples, as well as what
to do against a possible racist backlash against the sizable Middle Eastern and East Asian population here.
That evening 30 gathered on the porch, joining the
Quakers in a candlelight vigil for the victims and for
ending violence everywhere,
By Thursday, word was out that there would be a
meeting at the Mid-South Peace and Justice Center
and 40 people came together and decided to call ourselves Voices for Peace (VFP). Our first action was at
the Cooper/Young street festival. Several youth passed
out white ribbons on a card reading: "Wearing this
ribbon shows that you are a voice for peace. Explain
that there are alternatives to war and violence: We
can break the cycle and have no more victims." While
Bush's drumbeat for war seems overwhelming, the
reaction to our peace ribbon was completely positive.
The desire for peace and wariness about rushuig to
war, were also seen at the University of Memphis
where Palestinian and Muslim students took the lead
in organizing a forum urging students to "show your
support for freedom, peace, humanity and democra„„_

(Continued on page 11)
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Feminism and anti-globalization
by Maya Jhansi
While the anti-globalization movement that has
been nipping at the heels of the WTO, the IMF and the
World Bank made its presence known in the U.S. in
Seattle two years ago, women in other parts of the
world have been fighting global capitalism for decades,
by for example, organizing women workers in the
maquiladora plants, fighting structural adjustment
policies, and struggling to protect the environment.
Nevertheless, women are conspicuously absent in theories about globalization.
This is one of the points of departure for the latest
issue of Signs, an important feminist theory journal,
which is devoted to the issue of gender and globalization. All of the essays raise questions about what globalization
means economically and theoretically, although none see a
need to turn to Marx to help
them comprehend capitalism.
Two of the essays are particularly interesting. "Political Economy Discourses of Globalization and Feminist
Politics" by Suzanne Bergeron and "Is Local:Global as
Feminine:Masculine? Rethinking the Gender of Globalization" both raise questions about how and why gender drops out of analyses of globalization even though
so much has been written about women in the global
workforce.
Both authors are dissatisfied with the dialogue on
globalization. For Bergeron, the problem lies in the
fact that discussion is divided between those that
stress the nation-state against globalization and those
that theorize the demise of the nation-state and call for
a transnational global movement against capital.
Some feminists still look to the state as the site of battle, for example, by trying to get more social services,
while others repudiate such struggle and call for global sisterhood.
The problem with many of those calling for global
sisterhood, Bergeron argues, is that they assume globalization to be a totalizing and oppressive external
force. For example, Gita Sen, an Indian feminist
writes: "Capital is the sword of Damocles that hangs
over the heads not only of those who organize workers,
the marginalized poor and women, or dare to protest
against environmental decay and plunder, but over
governments who attempt to regulate the conditions
under which capital can operate with a national economy. Clearly delinking from the global economy is not
a real choice: few economies are large or self-sustaining enough to attempt this without enormous suffering." Because of this, Sen argues, women need to act
globally, not locally or nationally, if they want to get
anything done.
Similarly, Valentine Moghadam, an Iranian feminist, argues that the massive entry of women into the
• global workforce erases distinctions based on race and
nationality, thus laying the groundwork for a global

women's movement. Here, Bergeron argues, capital is
seen as all-determining and inevitable.
To Bergeron and Freeman, this way of "theorizing"
capital erases multiple subjectivities and alternatives.
Rather than "theorizing" globalization that way, they
argue, we need to look for.ways that globalization is
disrupted. They don't point to anti-globalization movements or to environmental movements as the alternative subjectivities. Rather, they focus on women who
are able to "benefit" from global capital, for example,
women in Sri Lanka who use the wages they earn as
workers in the informal sector and in multinational
corporations to fund women's centers and food cooperatives. By doing so, women supposedly resist and disrupt the totalizing logic of global capital.
For Sen and Moghadam,
globalization makes it easier
not to have to rethink their
post-Marx Marxist narrowing
of all relations to class. Because
the world is being subsumed in a rapid way by capital,
class narrowly defined becomes everything. It is this
narrow view that Bergeron rejects. But she makes a
fatal mistake by equating post-Marx Marxist theorists
like Moghadam with Marxism. Marx had a much more
complex view of capitalism and the non-capitalist
world that is being ravaged through globalization. In
his last decade, Marx was researching what we now
call the Third World, paying particular attention to
gender relations, as he searched for multiple pathways
to socialism.
Both Bergeron and Freeman fail to envision a different type of society, a revolution, perhaps different
and specific forms of socialism unique to each culture
and country. Isn't this the only way to truly challenge
the hegemony of global capital? Making the vision of a
new society real in the movement today will require
some theoretical and philosophical work on our part.
The impending war makes this work all the more
urgent.

Woman as Reason

CBU bans speaker
Memphis, Tenn. —While it's no surprise that abortion rights is a contentious subject in the South, it is
surprising when some in the progressive community
end up on the wrong side of the question. We've been
dealing with this ever since the president of Christian
Brothers University (CBU), Stanislaus Sobczyk,
banned civil rights activist Rev. James Lawson from
giving the keynote speech for Pax Christi on campus
because he is a board member of the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice.
Even worse, a prominent peace and anti-death
penalty activist supported the CBU president. When I
cited these developments as a reason for the Women's
Action Coalition (WAC) to meet, and called Sobczyk's
actions "woman bashing," an anti-Iraq sanctions
activist wrote on a local email list that banning Lawson had no relationship to woman bashing, lecturing
me that "many feminists, many radicals...are pro-life."
My response explained, "When James Lawson was
refused the opportunity to speak...the reason given
was that...since he supported a woman's right to control her own body—and that is what is at issue here—
he was advocating violence and would not be allowed to
speak. To me, this is woman bashing...If an abortion is
seen as a violent act...who is perpetrating this violence?...The logic of the argument is that a woman who
chooses to control her own body by having an abortion
is doing horrible violence...The woman is a murderer.
This is woman bashing..."
The debate is also being, played out in the free weekly, The Memphis Flyer, where a CBU alumna wrote an
opinion piece asking, "What was CBU afraid of?" She
was answered in a letter by the peace activist who
insisted that CBU "was not acting out of fear but was
courageously challenging Pax Christi..."
WAC responded that CBU was "afraid that those
who heard Rev. Lawson would discover that one could
be passionately non-violent as well as be for a woman's
right to control her own body. The abortiori-equals-violence equation erases women from the discussion.
When women are the focus, the violence done by those
who make abortion illegal or unobtainable becomes
clear."
We have our fingers crossed that The Memphis Flyer
will publish the WAC letter. The struggle here continues.
—Terry Moon

Women Worldwide
b y Mary J o G r e y
On Sept. 13, Lashkar-e-Jabbar, a right-wing fundamentalist group in Kashmir, threatened to shoot Muslim women and girls who do not cover themselves in
the black head-to-toe burkah. They demanded that
heads of colleges and schools enforce this rigid dress
code. In August, the group claimed responsibility for
acid attacks on two teachers and a student who were
not wearing the veil.
—Information from The Chronicle of Higher
Education
* * *
With women's rights groups asking "what took so
long?" the Brazilian Congress .ended 26 years of
debate, delays and political maneuvering in August to
approve a legal code to make women equal to men in
the eyes of the law. Among the changes, the measure
will eliminate: 1) a provision allowing a husband to
obtain an annulment if his wife was not a virgin at the
time of their marriage, and 2) the concept of "paternal
power" giving fathers unrestricted legal rights. However, abortion remains illegal except in limited circumstances. The law will not be in effect until 2003.

Charisse Shumate
Oakland, Cal.—Deep in the California prison
system, a battered woman imprisoned for defending
herself reached out and touched many lives.
That woman was Charisse "Happy" Shumate,
who died in prison on.Aug. 4, 2001. While in prison,
she helped in the organizing that the primarily
HIV+ women waged against the the AIDS hysteria
and for access to information and care. Although
she was not Hr7+, she accepted the burden of being
a lead plaintiff in a class-action lawsuit against the
California Department of Corrections for their medical abuse and neglect of women prisoners. She
knew she was going into battle. While going
through one sickle cell anemia crisis after another,
she, together with Joann Walker and others, organized prisoners and created solidarity with those on
the outside. Legal Services for Prisoners with Children, a non-profit organization, participated in the
case. California Coalition for Women Prisoners, of
which she was a founding member, became a
unique organization of prisoners and women on the
outside.
She was also a columnist for The Fire Inside and
her columns always spoke .for and to many women
inside and out. Out of her very concrete struggles,
she articulated a universal sense of our humanity.
She had something to say to everyone. She was
a tireless fighter for the human rights of women in
prison. To the prison system, she was a nemesis, a
constant reminder that she held them accountable
for the suffering they were causing through medical
neglect, callousness or outright brutality. To other
prisoners, she was and continues to be an inspiration. The world is a sadder place without her, but
her legacy to us is to ensure that the fire will continue burning in all of us for a new humanity.
—Urszula Wislanka
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Afghan women speak
From the Revolutionary Association of the Women of
Afghanistan (RAWA), on the terrorist attacks in the
U.S.:
On Sept. 11, 2001 the world was stunned with the
horrific terrorist attacks on the United States. RAWA
stands with the rest of the world in expressing our. sorrow and condemnation for this barbaric act of violence
and terror. RAWA had already warned that the United
States should not support the most treacherous, most
criminal, most antidemocracy and antiwomen Islamic fundamentalist
parties
because after both the
Jehadi and! the Taliban
have comnjiitted every
possible ty^e of heinous
crimes against our people, they wtould feel no
shame in committing
such crimes against the
American people whom
they consider "infidel". In order to gain and maintain
their power, these barbaric criminals are ready to turn
easily to any criminal force.
But unfortunately we must say that it was the government of the United States who supported Pakistani
dictator Gem. Zia-ul Haq in creating thousands of religious schools from which the germs of Taliban
emerged. In the similar way, as is clear to all, Osama
Bin Laden has been the blue-eyed boy of CIA. But what
is more painful is that American politicians have not
drawn a lesson from their pro-fundamentalist policies
in our country and are still supporting this or that fundamentalist band or leader. In our opinion any kind Of
support to the fundamentalist Taliban and Jehadies is
actually trampling democratic, women's rights and
human rights values.
If it is established that the suspects of the terrorist
attacks are outside the U.S., our constant claim that
fundamentalist terrorists would devour their creators,is proved once more.
The U.S. government should consider the root cause
of this terrible event, which has not been the first and
will not be the last one too. The U.S. should stop supporting Afghan terrorists and their supporters once
and for all.
Now that the Taliban and Osama are the prime suspects by the U.S. officials after the criminal attacks,
will the U.S. subject Afghanistan to a military attack
similar to the one in 1998 and kill thousands of innocent Afghans for the crimes committed by the Taliban
and Osama? Does the U.S. think that through such
attacks, with thousands of deprived, poor and innocent
people of Afghanistan as its victims, it will be able to
wipe out the root-cause of terrorism, or will it spread
terrorism even to a larger scale?
From our point of view vast and indiscriminate military attacks on a country that has been facing permanent disasters for more than two decades will not
be a matter of pride. We don't think such an attack
would be... the will of the American people.
The U.S. government and people should know that
there is a vast difference between the poor and devastated people of Afghanistan and the terrorist Jehadi
and Taliban criminals.
While we once again announce our solidarity and
deep sorrow with the people of the U.S., we also believe
that attacking Afghanistan and killing its most ruined
and destitute people will not in any way decrease the
grief of the American people. We sincerely hope that
the great American people could DIFFERENTIATE
between the people of Afghanistan and a handful of
fundamentalist terrorists. Our hearts go out to the people of the U.S..
—Revolutionary Association of the Women of
Afghanistan (RAWA) September 14,2001
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New Era strike for jobs and safety
Chicago—Prior to 1997, New Era Cap Company
had wanted to expand our facility in Derby, N.Y. When
we voted in the Communications Workers of America
instead of the company union, they backed down even
though they had state grants to do the expansion. You
think you won't ever lose your job if the company is
expanding, putting in more workers. We were wrong.
They opened a plant in Alabama, a right-to-work
state—it's a non-union shop—and proceeded to harass
the crap out of us.
They brought new machines into one department
and lowered our wages. It went to arbitration and the
company paid $22,000 in back wages.
Management told the members, "If you don't get rid
of the union you're all going to lose your jobs." Then

Workshop Talks
(Continued from page 1)
and drive for war and total domination. The crimes of
the Sept. 11 bombings gave Bush's right-wing government a green light to unleash draconian domestic measures previously unimaginable. The "New World
Order" has turned out to be an order of fear. This fear
has rationalized the sacrifice of civil liberties in the
name of "national security."

LIKE ETHNIC ATTACKS IN BURMA
The same justification was used in my birth country,
Burma, when we ethnic Chinese were considered to be
risks to "national security." These horrible reports of
Arab-looking people being dragged out of their cars
and beaten or shot, their homes and stores vandalized,
reminded me of my childhood experiences during the
days of racial attacks by the Burmese majority in Rangoon, Burma, in the late 1960s. There were ethnic riots
all throughout Southeast Asia and the Indonesian
Archipelago.
I heard the riots were due to scapegoating the ethnic Chinese as a reaction against the fanatical Maoist
Cultural Revolution in China. Anyone who looked Chinese on the streets was stereotyped as a potential
"Maoist subversive." We were also blamed for the economic problems in each of these countries. We were all
considered "foreigners," even if we had been born
there. Thousands who fit this profile of an unacceptable "other" were killed by violent mobs.
I remember it was the solidarity of some of our Indian, Muslim and Burmese friends and neighbors, who
hid and protected us, that saved our lives. It is now
imperative that we express the same kind of solidarity
for any of our ethnic minorities here in the U.S. who
are now under the same kind of threat of violence
spawned by rampant xenophobia, racial scapegoating,
and jingoistic nationalism. At times like these, the fine
line between complete terror and a civilized existence
depends on the stand taken by all conscientious
"bystanders."
As against the false opposites of terror (Bush's "crusade" against Taliban's "jihad") there is the reality of
the "two worlds" in every country, the rulers and the
ruled. After the attacks in New York, I met a lot of people in the hospital where I work and on the streets in
the poor section of Oakland who wanted to talk about
this.
One concern expressed by some Black women was
the risks this new war drive poses to people everywhere. Everyone expressed a deep concern that a new
expanded war would escalate into unknown realms
where more innocent people would be hurt or killed.
Some expressed fear that the whole thing could fall
into chemical, germ or nuclear warfare. All had trepidations that a rampant knee-jerk reaction by jingoists
would unleash a new level of indiscriminate terror,
with Bush's rushing into war when this "new enemy"
hasn't even identified itself yet.
Many pointed out that minorities usually are the
ones put in the front lines of these new wars. One said,
"I'm a Vietnam veteran, and no one ever told me what
I was fighting for." Four Black men I spoke to focused
on the unconstitutionality of racial profiling, and said
they could identify with the new plight of their Arab
and Afghan-American brothers and sisters, now being
profiled as potential terrorists.

U.S. CONCENTRATION CAMPS
Another woman reminded us that the U.S. government punished all the interned Japanese-Americans
for attacks that they had nothing to do with, simply
because of their racial profile. All felt that the terrorist
attacks have given Bush and Ashcroft the green light
to further escalate the ongoing attacks on our civil
rights. When I mentioned that the media took a poll
that said 85% of Americans presently supported
Bush's new efforts, one man replied, "That may be 85%
whites, not us."
We have to find ways to fight for justice at home and
abroad and stop the fundamentalist drive for permanent war and terror, on both continents. Our collective
thought not only reflects the world, but in the end,
actually helps create either a horrible reality, or a
totally new reality. What would we be fighting for, if it
is nothing more than an endless inventory of what we
are against? Rejection of war is only the first step.
What is necessary in the face of the current reality of
absolute terror is a new kind of global solidarity based
on freedom.

they told the first mechanic that they were going to
move that machine down to Alabama. This is the first
machine in a series of 22 operations. If they remove
that, nothing else can happen. They wanted us to think
we were going to lose our jobs, especially after just
being told to get rid of the union.

THREATS TO SHUT DOWN
The supervisor got a worker to start a petition in
February of 2000 to get rid of the union. A lot of people
signed it, enough that the labor board recognized it. In
October, in the middle of negotiations, the Labor Board
held a vote and we slaughtered them!
We always invited union members to sit in on negotiations with the company so they'd know what was
going on. That's how we won our people. We said
listen to the company yourself—how thov say
we're lazy and pretend we don't have the
scars we do.
In the bargaining session the company said that one of the companies
they do business with filed for
Chapter 11 bankruptcy and now
New Era was going to lay off 125
workers. They offered us what
amounts to a 70% loss in pay for
some. They gave us a little bit of
money for medical but said all future
increases in medical costs would be
absorbed by the workers. We had
,%
four unpaid sick days before,
AIS**
but now they took those away,
^*
even though 50% of the people don't use them.
They refused to give us a pension. People voted down the contract 238 to 10 in April. The contract would have
meant poverty for all those people. We've always been
piece work. To make as much money as before you'd
have to do more work. The repetitive motion injuries in
there are already so bad. The people would have
ruined their hands with this new contract—and they
would have done it because they have families to feed.
In June the company said we know your people don't
want to work here so we'll offer you a severance
package. We said no. They just wanted to get rid of the
people.

JULY 16 WALKOUT
The company said that on July 1 they would implement the contract we voted down. On May 2 we voted
to strike, 221 to 69. We had been told by the International that the company would shut the doors if we
went out on strike. But we said they're probably going
to close it anyway and cut wages before they do. Everyone was screaming "Hell yes!" for the strike.
We went out on July 16. Over 200 people came out
to strike the first day at 5:30 a.m. They stand in pouring rain, sweltering heat.
We have 47 people out on comp time after having
surgery. During the first week of the strike they came
out on our picket lines with braces on. Those with back
problems came out and sat on chairs. The company
insurance people wrote them and asked if they got paid
to go out there by the union. They're saying if you can
sit on a chair out there you can go back to work! Now
these injured workers are sending their families to the

Puebla VW strike
In Mexico, 12,500 Volkswagen workers at the Puebla
plant went on strike for nearly three weeks in August
and September, gaining a wage settlement of 10.2%,
with another 4.5% for food and school supplies vouchers. VW is also supposed to make up half the pay workers lost during the strike.
The union had originally demanded a 30% increase
in wages. In the past, the workers at VW Puebla have
wrung out significant concessions in pay and working
conditions because the plant was crucial to VW's
exports to the U.S., especially with the low wages paid
to the Mexican workers.
The Puebla plant normally builds over 8,900 cars
per week, with over 80% going to export. Under the
new agreement, VW workers will now make approximately $29 a day. On Sept. 6, the day following the settlement, VW announced suspension of its $1.5 billion
five-year plan for its Mexican operations.

Indignant Heart:
A Black Worker's Journal
by Charles Denby

From sharecropping
to wartime wildcat
strikes, and from
fighting McCarthyism
tofightingracial
segregation
Regularly $14.95

picket line to take their place.
I saw a picture of a factory in Mexico and thought,
"my god that looks like us, like my factory." It was real
clean looking. But cleanliness doesn't tell you anything. I ruptured two disks from constantly bending
down doing my job. For each job at New Era you have
to make so many pieces to get so much money. That's
how I got carpal tunnel.
There are five people now that have ruptured disks
in their necks from having to keep their head down all
day. This is in Derby, New York. So a sweatshop doesn't have to be in the Third World. It's clean just like
that Mexican factory, but people get injured every day.
Recently the company began getting some of their
hats from Bangladesh and China. We better care
about where the work is going because if they
can hurt us like this, they can do it worse to
others who can't fight back. And they'll
ruin the water and air too. If I have
carpal tunnel in Buffalo which has
OSHA standards, what are they
going to do to people in
Bangladesh where they don't
have that? It's not that I don't
want people in Bangladesh
or China to have work.
* "
Damn right I'm worried about
. "
my job, but I'm worried about
what they do to other people too.
The first week of the strike, a woman
came up to me and hugged me. She said,
"Even if I never get my job back, it's OK because
I'm doing what's right." Never underestimate the
strength of people when they have a just cause.
—Jane Howald, president of CWA Local 14177
United Students Against Sweatshops are working
directly with Local 14177. To help the strikers, contact:
CWA Local 14177, P.O. Box 62, Derby, NY 14047.

Explosions kill 13
at Blue Creek mine
Detroit—The coal mine explosions that killed 13
miners at the Blue Creek #5 mine in Alabama last
month could have been prevented if the mine owner,
Jim Walters Resources, Inc., had heeded the warnings
of the coal miners of the deadly accumulations of
methane gas that were reported at least a month
before the explosions.
The first explosion was set off when a rock fall
hit a battery charger, creating a spark that ignited the blast that injured six miners. Three of the
injured miners were able to get out, and when 10
rescuers went in to save the remaining three
miners, a second, more devastating, explosion
blasted through the area, killing all 13 miners. It
was an eerie reminder of the New York terror
attack, when hundreds of firefighters were
killed in efforts to save victims of the twin tower
tragedy.
One of the miners, Mike Boyd, a certified safety specialist whose brother Clarence was killed in the explosion, stated that he had warned the company at a
meeting a month earlier of the methane gas danger,
but rather than correcting the situation, the company
continued production. There were also several recent
reports of methane gas flare-ups, always indicators of
serious danger. In addition, last year there were five
roof and rock falls on miners similar to the fall that
caused the explosion at the mine, located about 40
miles west of Birmingham.
The company's lack of concern over safety is of
long standing. A supervisor of the mine, who had
retired in 1987, said that the company ignored
warnings of methane gas and sent miners in to
work in dangerous conditions when he was
there.
Federal inspectors are checking the explosion, and if
the company is found to be at fault, both civil and criminal charges can be brought against it. While conclusive evidence is often hard to find in such conditions,
there is no question in the minds of the rank-and-file
miners that the company's criminal neglect of safely is
responsible for this needless loss of life.
This explosion is the deadliest mine disaster since
the 1987 mine fire in Utah that killed 27 miners.
—Andy Phillips
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