








If the right can win public support for mandatory test­
ing, quarantine may not be far behind. While quarantine is 
being debated on the outside, it is already implemented in 
the prisons. In most state prison systems, prisoners with 
AIDS are locked away in AIDS isolation units. Not only 
those with symptoms, but anyone who tests positive is 
segregated. Their activities are severely restricted: they are 
treated as a threat to prison security. Nor is any medical 
treatment made available. They are simply locked up and 
left to die. 

Quarantine will not spring up full-blown in one day. It 
will be implemented a step at a time. Quarantining of pris­
oners is the first step. If we accept this, what is next: the 
warehousing of thousands in high security AIDS "treat­
ment centers?" Much of the public accepts what happens 
inside prisons without a second thought It is as if people 
behind bars, the majority of whom are Black and Latino, 
are less than human beings. Such neglect is dangerous. In 
the fight against AIDS, we have learned so much about the 
importance of human life. How can we turn our backs on 
prisoners? 

AIDS AND THE STRUGGLE 
FOR GAY LIBERATION 

The AIDS crisis is putting gay men and lesbians 
through tremendous changes and we can all learn from 
their response. Through endless discussions, some in small 
groups with trained facilitators, others in kitchens, living 
rooms and bedrooms, gay men are struggling to overcome 
a collective denial, work through our fears, share our grief. 
We pace up and down hospital corridors, wondering if 
friends will come home one more time, if they have days 
or only hours left. We attend countless funerals and 
memorials. Yet through it all, we are finding new courage, 
dignity, new value in life and humanity. 

We are confronting the alienation we feel as gay men. 
The male supremacist notion that we could find fulfillment 
by becoming as butch as possible is being challenged by 
the overwhelming emotional impact of AIDS. There is a 
renewed gentleness in the gay community, missing since 
the early 70s. We are learning not to take each other for 
granted. 

Gay men have made profound changes around sex as 
well. While the state remained silent, gay men took to the 
streets to hand out literature and to talk about the dangers 
of anal and oral sex. Many groups struggled long and hard 
to promote the use of condoms, distributing them widely, 
convincing the community that, yes, there is sex after 
latex. 

The gay community's response to AIDS is one of the 
most effective public health campaigns the U.S. has ever 
seen, and not only in terms of adopting safer sex practices. 
As a group, gay men are more knowledgeable about AIDS 
transmission, symptoms and treatments--both approved 
and unapproved-than most doctors. Gay men diagnosed 
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with ARC and AIDS are refusing to accept the western 
medical view that they can do little or nothing to prevent 
imminent death. On their own, they are experimentally 
testing a broader range of drugs and nutritionally-based 
treatments than the Nlli, the FDA or pharmaceutical com­
panies have been willing even to consider. 

AIDS is also bringing gay men and lesbians closer 
together. From the beginning, lesbians have taken up the 
issue of AIDS as their own, although as a group they have 
a lower incidence of the disease than any other sector of 
the population. Together, lesbians and gay men are strug­
gling to deal with the contempt of an increasingly anti-gay 
society. Lending support to gay brothers, lesbians are 
making the movement against AIDS a priority. They are 
constantly ·at the bedsides of the sick, launch blood drives 
for people with AIDS, and participate in counseling, 
health care and education. Lesbians active in the struggle 
against AIDS are also challenging male supremacy within 
the gay men's community. The more consciously this 
struggle takes root, the more strongly these renewed bonds 
of unity will hold. 

***** 
A significant aspect of the gay movement's response to 

AIDS has been direct confrontation with the state, the 
medical establishment and the pharmaceutical industry. In 
the San Francisco Bay Area, Citizens for Medical Justice 
sat in at the offices of Burroughs-Wellcome, the manufac­
turers of AZf, to protest the drug's prohibitively high cost 
and the red tape involved in getting it. Last April 15th, 
ACTUP (AIDS Coalition To Unleash Power) snarled traf­
fic at the main New York City post office-where people 
were flocking to beat the deadline for filing tax 
returns-demanding increased federal funding for AIDS 
research and treatment. In Chicago, DAGMAR (Dykes 
and Gay Men Against Racism and the Right Wing) orga­
nized over 300 people to paticipate in an illegal 24-hour 
vigil outside the home of Illinois governor Richard 
Thompson, calling on him to veto repressive AIDS legisla­
tion awaiting his signature. Six people chained themselves 
to his front gate. In October, over 300,000 people are 
expected to join in a National March on Washington for 
Lesbian and Gay Rights, which will be followed two days 
later by mass civil disobedience at the Supreme Court. 
AIDS tops the list of issues raised by the march. 

The fight against the AIDS epidemic has brought home 
the need to rebuild a lesbian/gay liberation movement For 
those who are waiting for the right moment for the issue to 
come off the back burner, this is it. We are already seeing 
how easily "equal rights under the law," which the gay 
movement spent years working to achieve, can crumble to 
dust. Lesbian and gay liberation cannot be reduced to a 
struggle for gay people's right to be just like straight peo­
ple. The society needs to do some changing. We want a 
complete overhaul, a thorough reexamination of social and 
sexual relations. • 











r s & 
.. 

I I [ *I J()lJSf_. 
(;JI\.l .S 

,.\.; £ 































independence movement. was explored in detail in a secret 
conference entitled, "Special Seminar on Terrorism," held 
in 1978 in San Juan, Puerto Rico. The seminar, funded by 
the U.S. Justice Department, gathered together experts in 
counter-insurgency from U.S. enforcement agencies and 
throughout the world, including those with experience in 
efforts to suppress liberation struggles in Ireland, Latin 
America and Africa. 

The need for the conference, as reflected in the seminar 
planning document, is premised on the increasing growth 
and militancy of the Puerto Rican independence move­
ment: 

.. lf the judgment is made that Puerto Rico is ready to 
respond to a higher level of armed insurgency as a catalyst 
for change, the stronger of the radical groups (perhaps 
under a new name or proxy organization) will move to: (1) 
actively involve political, labor, youth and military organi­
zations on their side, (2) embark upon a cycle of insurgen­
cy designed to shake the confidence of people in the gov­
ernment, (3) commit themselves to urban guerrilla actions 
after various South American models, i.e. Argentina, 
Uruguay, Cuba: and (4) invoke an international chorus 
from radical nations over the issue of independence and 
human rights for the Puerto Rican people.* 

The planning documents called for the development of a 
specific strategy to combat, in its earliest stages, the 
inevitable escalation of militant support for independence. 
The planning materials also state the importance of control 
of the media to discredit independence activists, referred 
to repeatedly as "terrorist" and call for development and 
construction of a "denial system" that "by defmition will 
deprive the terrorist of resources needed for survival: 
including legal resources and supportive media." 

The planning documents go on to suggest specific areas 
within the legal system which need to be addressed in 
developing an effective counter-insurgency program 
against Puerto Rican "terrorism," including increased 
police powers of intelligence gathering, harsh bail policies 
including internment for "extremist leaders," postpone­
ment of trial, courtroom security, protection for jurors and 
witnesses and search and seizure laws. The documents 
alSo mention the use of highly restrictive pre-trial deten­
tion, including solitary confinement, as well as the possi­
ble sanctioning of the presence of police observers at attor­
ney-client meetings and the opening of an accused's legal 
mail. 

The Chicago prosecution not only reflects the applica­
tion of each of the above counter-insurgency methods, but 
demonstrates the government will go beyond monitoring 
and suppressing insurgent activity to initiating and encour-

•Excerpted from "New Developments in Judicial Repression: 
The Use of Counter-Insurgency Methods against Political 
Activists;" Michael Deutsch; Journal of Law and Social 
Change, New York University Law School, Fall1987. 
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aging insurgent activity which it can monitor and control 
in an effort to consciously bring independentistas into 
criminal conspiracies. The evidence in the case illustrates 
extended and sophisticated government and particularly 
FBI activity to encourage escape plans for the Prisoners of 
War, whereby they sought to connect the POWs and their 
outside political supporters in criminal activity which 
would form the basis of criminal prosecution. 

The Government's Use of Informants/Provocateurs 

Although government reports and tapes produced for 
the defense in discovery in preparation for the criminal 
trial, set to begin September 21, are under protective order 
at the government's request, the following outline of gov­
ernment conduct can be deduced from the preliminary 
hearing, from written motions and responses as well as 
arguments in court, all of which are public. 

1. Informant Lebosky. In September, 1984, George 
Lebosky, a prisoner in Leavenworth housed near Oscar 
L6pez-Rivera and Kojo Bomani Sababu gratuitously 
offered them money and weapons which he said he would 
donate to help Oscar and Kojo if he could be a part of an 
escape plan. Lebosky continued to push his offer although 
he personally had access to neither item. The government, 
liking this idea, provided Lebosky with the name of an 
undercover agent who could make good on the promise to 
produce weapons and explosives. After Lebosky gave the 
phone number of the undercover agent to Oscar, the gov­
ernment monitored all the phone calls, mail, and attorney 
and civilian visits of Oscar and Kojo. Jaime Delgado is 
charged with meeting this undercover agent in Dallas, 
Texas where video and audio tapes indicate information 
and prices for weapons and explosives were presented by 
the undercover agent but no agreement was made or pur­
chase transacted. (This is the only reference to Delgado in 
the entire case.) The agent at one point suggested drugs as 
an acceptable or even preferred exchange for the weapons 
in an obvious effort to tarnish the movement' s morality in 
hopes of discrediting it publicly. 

2. Informant Cobb. From the information Lebosky was 
providing them, the FBI knew that Richard Cobb, another 
Leavenworth prisoner, was offering to fly a helicopter into 
Leavenworth after his anticipated early release to free 
Oscar L6pez-Rivera and Kojo Bomani Sababu. The gov­
ernment also knew Cobb had made plans with other pris­
oners and ex-prisoners involving a variety of escape plans 
and other criminal activities. Instead of stopping Cobb's 
release and prosecuting him or at least disciplining him, 
the FBI assured his release, monitored him in his criminal 
endeavors* and, at the propitious moment, confronted 

*These included burglary of a gunstore, embezzlement, dope 
trafficking and possession of illegal weapons. 



Cobb with what they knew. From at least October, 1985, 
through May, 1986, when the government first charged 
Kojo and Oscar, Cobb's role under government tutelage 
was to try to induce, cajole and pressure Oscar to bring 
outside people into Cobb's helicopter escape plan. Saying 
he was paying for safehouses and needed to see some 
activity, Cobb was even given false identification and a 
disguise to re-enter Leavenworth to visit Kojo and to 
attempt to get things going; Cobb kept urging Kojo and 
Oscar to have "Oscar's people" contact him. Cobb contin­
ued to urge action long after Oscar indicated he did not 
want to participate. The government also released and 
monitored another prisoner because the FBI believed he 
would assist and bring others into an escape plan. 

3. Surveillance of Oscar L6pez-Rivera and Kojo 
Bomani Sababu. 

The other part of the government plan after setting the 
bait with Lebosky and Cobb was to monitor every contact 
between Oscar and Kojo, and with persons who had con­
tact with them. They did this by taping every phone call, 
opening every letter and bugging all visits-including 
legal visits to L6pez-Rivera-as well as bugging motel 
rooms and rented cars used by visitors when they came to 
Kansas to see him. FBI agents in five states stepped up 
their monitoring of pro-independence activists and 
obtained wiretap authorizations on the representations that 
they were investigating a massive "seditious conspiracy" 
on a national scale involving large segments of the Puerto 
Rican, revolutionary Black Nationalist and anti-imperialist 
North American movements. Enormous manpower and 
material resources were pressed into the investigation. 

However, by June, 1986, the FBI had little to show for 
their efforts. Two North Americans had allegedly pur­
chased some plastic explosives from the undercover agent 
in Louisiana, taking it to California, but they disappeared 
instantaneously one month later on June 12, 1985 even 
while under surveillance after they discovered a bugging 
device which the FBI had placed in their car. There was no 
indication the explosives were intended for an escape 
attempt and the alleged purchasers have not been found. 
Also, no one ever contacted Cobb, and FBI efforts 
through Cobb to get others to join him on the helicopter 
escape were totally unsuccessful. 

With little to show for their machinations, massive 
surveillance and electronic monitoring, in May of 1986, 
the FBI exposed their investigation and seized the brief­
case of a legal worker as she exited a visit with Oscar 
L6pez-Rivera. The FBI hoped to find proof that the con­
spiracy to escape, which they had initially fostered, was 
still being attempted and that the visitors were involved. 
The papers seized from legal worker Viola Salgado, who 
was accompanied by defendant Dora Garcfa, did not make 
reference to a prison escape or any illicit conspiracy. 
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Needing to justify the two year investigation and with 
time indicating a cessation of interest in their escape plot 
other than by Cobb, the FBI on July 3, 1986 arrested Jaime 
Delgado, Dora Garcia and Viola Salgado, a legal worker at 
Chicago's Westown Community Law Office. In a big, pre-
4th of July press conference, the FBI and U.S. Attorney 
announced it had uncovered a major national "terrorist" 
plot and they sought in court to hold the arrestees without 
bond because of their supposed danger to the community. 
At the subsequent preliminary hearing the government's 
evidence was so weak that all three were granted relatively 
low property bonds and Viola Salgado was not even 
charged in the subsequent (current) indictment The FBI's 
efforts to discredit the independence movement in the 
press by their characterization of the arrestees received far 
more coverage however, than did the magistrate's recogni­
tion of the weakness of the government's case. The evi­
dence against Dora Garcia consists of bugged phone con­
versations and Leavenworth visits with Oscar L6pez­
Rivera, small portions of which the government strains to 
interpret as showing complicity in the escape attempt. 

The case illustrates that the U.S. government, in addi­
tion to infiltration, intelligence gathering and extreme 
repression of "illegal" or unwanted acts supporting inde­
pendence, will also take an active role in initiating and 
supporting conspiracies which it can monitor and control. 
Government efforts here were designed to produce "illegal 
activity" to form a basis for incarcerating supporters of the 
independence movement and isolating those on the inside 
by providing a justification for harsher, more restrictive 
conditions in the future. 

Despite the U.S. government's efforts, Puerto Rico's 
independence cannot be stopped. To the degree that impe­
rialism has developed newer and more repressive ways to 
fight national liberation, history has shown that people 
who are committed and determined to struggle, will find 
creative ways to be victorious. Many of the repressive tac­
tics now employed by U.S. imperialism domestically are 
tactics which other national liberation movements have 
defeated long ago. That the techniques become proges­
sively brutal is undeniable. But, examples from all over 
Latin America, Africa and Asia, prove the slogan the 
greater the repression, the stronger the resistance. 

The cti'alectic of our struggle is a compelling force 
which has allowed us to overcome the obstacles of the 
moment. Beginning in 1898 and continuing with each 
stage of struggle, U.S. imperialism has applied the 
"newest" and "best" of its repressive techniques. At each 
stage, the independence movement has survived and sur­
passed the most brutal acts with a renewed level of strug­
gle and commitment. The most the U.S. can hope to 
accomplish is to delay the struggle for freedom, to expect 
to stop it is anti-historical. • 







































Notes on the Current Situation 
in the Philippines 

KEY FEATURES OF THE AQUINO REGIME 

In our view, the key features of the Aquino Government 
are the following: 

• It is a conservative regime dominated by the 
Philippine elite. A year and a half after its ascent to 
power, the government's conseryative character is crystal 
clear: most of the progressive or liberal democratic mem­
bers of the Cabinet have been purged and replaced by con­
servative appointees. For instance, Franklin Drillon, a 
management specialist friendly with multinational and 
local firms, replaced Sanchez as Labor Minister, while 
Jaime Ferreri, a man with close ties to the CIA, took over 
as Minister of Local Government. 

The conservative essence of the government is nowhere 
more evident than in the area of economic and social poli­
cy. Under the leadership of Finance Minister Jaime 
Ongpin, the regime has adopted the World Bank-IMP pre­
scription to dismantle the protective barriers to foreign 
imports, a move which will accelerate the bankruptcy of 
hundreds of local entrepreneurs. The Constitution, drafted 
mainly by representatives of the upper classes, is a docu­
ment which would be readily endorsed by Reagan's eco­
nomic advisers, enshrining as it does private p.roperty and 
the free market as the fundamental principles of Philippine 
economic life. The document also liberalizes conditions 
for multinational corporations to penetrate strategic sectors 
of our economy, and hedges the right to strike with such 
qualifications as "the preferential use of voluntary modes 
of settling disputes" and strikes being called and conduct­
ed "in accordance with the law." 

Eighteen months after she promised to institute a thor­
oughgoing land reform program, President Aquino's 
Executive Order 229, which was signed into law late July 
1987, has left many, especially the Filipino peasants, furi­
ous. President Aquino's much awaited, and much vaunted, 
declaration leaves out key land reform provisions like 
retention limits of landlord holdings, land valuation and 
landlord compensation to the adjustments of the landlord­
dominated Philippine Congress. Given this situation, 
Aquino's Executive Order 229 is but another sham land 
reform program which lacks a mandate to redistribute 

' Jaime Ferrer was assassinated by unidentified gunmen August 
2, 1987. In the 1950's, he served as an aide to then Col. Edward 
Lansdale-the late CIA operative who engineered the coun­
terinsurgency efforts in the Philippines and Vietnam. 
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landed estates and therefore fails to address the heart of 
any meaningful land reform program. · 

Serge Cherniguin, Secretary-General of the National 
Federation of Sugar Workers (NFSW) in the island of 
Negros, sees the Executive Order on Land Reform as 
another blow to the cause of the peasants. "We feel 
betrayed. During her presidential campaign, President 
Aquino pledged genuine land reform and filled us with 
hope. Now we only feel anger. We see her initiative as 
only a 'paper' order. This is how President Aquino has 
responded to the cry of the poor." 

It increasingly appears that the president herself does 
not believe in genuine land reform and considers it as a 
campaign promise that was made to be broken. Indeed, 
just a month after assuming office, she stated in an inter­
view that justice in the countryside was "not so much a 
matter of distributing land but of enabling people to share 
profits. By sharing out the land, you only create more 
problems because sugar cultivation, for instance, is defi­
nitely uneconomic if carried out in small plots." 

* The government appears democratic, but this is 
only a facade for the reassertion of traditional elite rule. 
The Philippines has recently undergone two exercises in 
electoral politics-a plebiscite on the new Constitution 
and elections to the new Congress-leading many local 
and foreign observers to proclaim the return and institu­
tionalization of democracy in the Philippines. 

What is being institutionalized, however, are the old 
processes of elite, patronage democracy. in which money 
and wealth determine who wins in elections and what 
"solutions" are allowed for pressing social and economic 
issues. The pro-elite bias of formal democracy was evident 
in the last Congressional elections: only the candidates 
who could amass a campaign chest of hundreds of millions 
of pesos could afford to rent the planes which would fly 
them all over the archipelago and buy the radio and televi­
sion spots which would drill their names into the con­
sciousness of voters. With so few resources, the candidates 
of the Alliance for New Politics, who represented the true 
interests of the people, could not even begin to get their 
names, much less their message, to the majority of voters. 

Elite reformism, however, can have a dangerous lulling 
and demobilizing impact on the masses. By having the 
·people go through the motions of democratic choice. the 
government can sow the illusion that substantive democra-

. ~has arrived and that elite electoral practices, instead of 
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popular mobilizations, can serve as the avenue of genuine 
change. Also, the regime has misrepresented the progres­
sive movement's preference for direct, grassroots mobi­
lization for change as a rejection of peaceful change 
through democratic methods. 

* While the government attempts to legitimize its rule 
through formal democratic mechanisms, military repres­
sion continues to be an important means of political 
control. 

Even with considerable fractiousness and resentment in 
the officer corps-a mood which is expressed in various 
coup attempts-the mainstream of the military headed by 
AFP Chief of Staff Gen. Fidel Ramos appears to have rec­
onciled itself to living with Mrs. Aquino as president.2 
And the military has succeeded in consolidating President 
Aquino in her rightward trend: the president's abandon­
ment of any serious effort to prosecute human rights 
offenders during the Marcos period and under her admin­
istration; her tacit acceptance of the enormous political 
and economic privileges amassed by the military over 14 
years; and her giving free rein to the AFP's terroristic 
methods of putting down the people's movement 

Initially, President Aquino and the military leadership 
disagreed on the methods of dealing with the people's 
movement. Aquino placed the stress on effecting a politi­
cal and military surrender of the National Democratic 
Front through negotiations and on laying the "moral basis" 
for armed repression should this fail. The AFP, on the 
other hand, never deviated from its policy of immediate 
implementation of the "military solution." 

Aquino and the military increasingly converged, howev­
er. Assessing that the "moral basis for unsheathing the 
sword of war" (to use her words before the U.S. Congress 
in September 1986) had been laid, the president in late 
March of this year asked the AFP for a "string of honor­
able military victories." Then, in mid-May, she publicly 
endorsed the vigilante groups that the military bas been 
forming to terrorize pro-people activists and organizations 
at the grassroots. 

During the first 13 months of the Aquino regime, 
human rights abuses by the military and vigilante groups 
continue unabated and have, in fact, increased. The Task 
Force Detainees of the Philippines documented 734 cases 
of illegal arrests and detention; 362 torture cases; 88 mas­
sacres; 58 cases of forced evacuat~ons displacing more 
than 5,000 families; and 137 summary executions. Many 
more go unreported due to intimidation and harassment 

Mrs. Aquino's increasingly hawkish posture toward the 
NDF was paralleled by a hardening posture toward the 
whole cause-oriented opposition. The government's 
response to KMU's [May First Movement-Ed.]militant 
efforts to improve the lot of Philippine labor was to fire 
labor sympathizer Sanchez and hire management specialist 
Drillon as labor minister. And she consistently refused to 
meet with peasant delegations seeking land reform, despite 
repeated requests. 

Thus, today, the Philippine political situation is marked 
by phenomena which are seemingly contradictory, but are 
actually complementary. On the one band, an elite parlia­
mentary system is being consolidated through plebiscites 
and elections. On the other hand, with some 80 battalions 
engaged in massive, brutal campaigns all over the country­
side and vigilantes and death squads terrorizing ordinary 
citizens, the political climate today is more repressive and 
militarized than it was during the last years of Marcos. 
There is no contradiction: the electoral circuses are meant 
to disarm and demobilize the masses, to persuade them to 
pin their hopes for change on the elite electoral system; the 
military campaigns and death squads are intended for 
those who refuse to be taken in and continue to militantly 
agitate for change. Some observers have characterized this 
strategy as "total war." 

THE U.S. AND THE AQUINO REGIME 

Some progressive groups in the Philippines use the term 
"U.S.-Aquino Regime" to characterize this government. 
This is not without basis; the government in fact enjoys 
the hearty endorsement and full support of the Reagan 
administration. 

Again, what a difference a year makes! In May of last 
year, President Aquino and her key advisers were telling 
the U.S. that they preferred economic to military aid, 
while Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger was advising 
them that they needed military aid. Last month, the roles 
were reversed: Malacanang was urgently requesting 150 
helicopters for counterinsurgency use from Washington 
and complaining that the U.S. had been tardy in delivering 
the military aid it promised last year, while the U.S. was 
apologizing for the budgetary constraints which had 
halved the promised $100 million in military assistance. 

The distance between Aquino and the U.S., so notice­
able early in 1986, has all but vanished. Instrumental in 
this process was the removal from the cabinet of a compet­
ing power center who was also actively lobbying for U.S. 

2'fhe AFP is divided into (a) the Ramos faction which remains support: former Defense Minister Juan Ponce Enrile. 
the largest and through which U.S. influence mainly flows; (b) While Enrile was an "old friend" of the U.S., as 
MArcos loyalist individuals and officials; (c) Reform the Armed Weinberger put it, he gradually came into disfavor for two 
Forces (RAM)-Enrile faction; and (d) the pro-Aquino faction, 
including Minister lleto and the Defense Ministry. Common reasons. First, his presidential ambitions prevented the 
among the factions is a diehard posture toward communism and new government from achieving a degree of political sta-
counterinsurgency. bility-Washington 's principal aim in 1986. Second, 
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Embassy in Manila and a $10 million budget for surveil­
lance and covert action. Some of the CIA involvement is 
likely to be in the areas of computerizing military and 
police files on the progressive movement and the fanning 
of anti-communist hysteria via "Red Scare" stories planted . 
in the mass media. The CIA's hand is also suspected in the 
recent proliferation of death squads. 

Civic Action. An important part of counterinsurgency is 
"civic action," or the effort to give the U.S. and the AFP a 
new image by portraying it as performing benign duties 
like road construction and medical ca~e. Currently, the 
Pentagon is providing bulldozers and other engineering 
equipment to the Philippine Army; U.S. military planes 
are shipping aid commodities from private right-wing 
organizations to the Philippines; the civic actions compo­
nent of joint U.S.-Philippine military maneuvers is being 
enlarged; and civic action operations around the U.S. 
bases are being stepped up in an effort to defuse the strong 
NP A presence in those areas. Also, in April and May 
1987, the USS Mercy, a U.S. Navy hospital ship, visited 
seven Philippine ports to "provide medical care" to both 
civilians and military personnel. 

Military Assistance. Psychological warfare, death 
squads, and civic action may be important, but "at the end 
of the day," says Pentagon official Armitage, the NPA will 
have to be defeated in the field of battle. Military assis­
tance and military training continue to be the cornerstone 
of the U.S. counterinsurgency strategy in the Philippines. 

In fiscal year 1987, the U.S. Congress removed Marcos­
era restrictions on "lethal equipment" that could be deliv­
ered to the AFP. Over the course of the year, $64 mil­
lion-the highest volume of security assistance deliveries 
in the last five years-reached the Philippines. 

Most of the deliveries were not heavy weaponry or 
sophisticated aircraft, but items which would enable the 
AFP to "move, shoot, and communicate" in irregular 
counter-guerrilla war, including ten refurbished Vietnam­
era helicopters and 665 trucks. 

Special Warfare Units. Two U.S. special warfare units 
are poised to assist the AFP in counter-guerrilla activities: 
the Air Forces' Special Operations Squadron based at 
Clark and the Navy's SEAL (Sea, Air, Land) team at 
Subic, which is the largest forward deployed SEAL unit. 
The SEALs are already training Filipino troops in "river­
ine" anti-guerrilla operations. 

Moon; and the Christian Anti-Communist Crusade. 
In the case of the Philippines, the private right has been 

busy distorting the image and programs of the progressive 
forces in the Philippines. In fact, it is sometimes far ahead 
of U.S. government agencies in this respect. The role 
model of many right-wing propagandists is Time corre­
spondent Russ Munro, whose December 1985 article in 
Commentary, "The New KbmerRouge," sought to paint 
the NP A as bloodthirsty fanatics through the techniques of 
innuendo, half-truth, and bare-faced fabrication. 

Following Munro's footsteps, the Christian Anti­
Communist Crusade led by John Whitehall and the 
Heritage Foundation have waged an hysterical propaganda 
campaign against the Philippine progressive movement. 
One of the targets of the right-wing anti-communist cam­
paign is the progressive Church network, especially Task 
Force Detainees. 

Aside from smearing the international image of the 
Philippine progressive movement and progressive Church, 
the private right has also taken the lead in attacking the 
solidarity movement. For instance, in typical McCarthyist 
fashion, the Heritage Foundation recently "revealed" 
scores of U.S. and other groups as "fronts of the NDF and 
Communist Party (CPP)." 

In sum, the U.S. is heavily involved, either directly or 
via the international right-wing network, in counterinsur­
gency in the Philippines. In many respects, this involve­
ment appears to be greater than it was under Marcos. 

If not for the pristine image of Corazon Aquino, it is not 
difficult to decipher the destructiveness of the U.S.­
Aquino regime in its continued plunder of the Philippines. 
It shares, with previous puppet regimes including Marcos', 
the same objective of maintaining foreign and local elite 
interests to the detriment of the majority of the Filipino 
people. The dual tactic of repression and deception is still 
employed, albeit to a fme science thanks to the handicraft 
of current U.S. counterinsurgency strategies. The net 
effect of all of this is that the true nature of the Aquino 
government, its anti-people character and its repressive 
apparatus, comfortably hides behind a shield of popularity 
~d international adulation. 

As people who identify with the interests of the majority 
of the Filipino people, and who are for a just and human 
U.S. foreign policy towards the Philippines, our urgent 
task is to unmask the U.S.-Aquino regime by telling the 
stories of workers killed at the picket line, peasants dis­
placed from the land, the urban poor bulldozed out of their 
shanties, and of the millions of Filipinos who are strug-

The Right-Wing Network. As the public hearings on gling for peace, justice and national sovereignty. We need 
the Iran-Contra affair have revealed, the network of right- to build a broad and vigilant anti-intervention movement 
wing private organizations has played a critical role in car- to challenge and reverse the dangerous course of U.S. for-
rying out the Reagan administration's policies in Central eign policy. 
America. Some of the same cast of characters are also The need is urgent; the consequences are grave. We in 
active in the Philippines: Gen. John Singlaub, head of the the Alliance for Philippine Concerns enjoin all those con-
World Anti-Communist League; "Causa," the political cemed to participate in the historic struggle of the Filipino 
arm of the Unification Church headed by Rev. Sun Myung people. 
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defeating this bunch of thugs an~ criminals. The 
Sandinista Revolution has sent U.S. Central American pol­
icy into a tailspin. 

Then, too, the FMLN in El Salvador is proving that the 
U.S., despite all its massive aid, bombs and advisors, can­
not stop another popular revolution from advancing. 
Instead of being able to implement counterinsurgency, 
Duarte's government is headed towards dissolution and 
crisis. 

These developments are producing challenges as well as 
opportunities. Take the April 25th mobilizations, for 
example. True, there was no mention of the Middle East, 
the barest mention of Puerto Rico, and last minute pres­
sure from labor officials forced cancellation of the speaker 
from Nicaragua. But that wasn't the whole picture. What 
was striking was the range of different people-young, 
old, many women, people coming from small towns and 
cities, from college campuses-many to their first national 
demonstration. 

At Langley, 1500 people-mostly young, many stu­
dents-confronted the CIA with civil disobedience and 
direct action. Hundreds marched miles to a gate the CIA 
want~d kept open. Similarly, this past June in California, 
2,000 people attempted to block arms shipments from 
Concord Naval Weapons Station to El Salvador. Hundreds 
were arrested and hundreds more participated in a militant 
direct action in which a replica of a Salvadoran village 
was built and chained to the railroad tracks to block muni­
tions trains, while other protesters carried 500 lb. aban­
doned rails and dumped them over the tracks and in front 
of the entrances to the base. 

Some would say these are isolated instances. But we 
wOuld disagree! There is a growing anger about the terror­
ist war in Central America and a growing solidarity with 
revolutionary process in Nicaragua and with the armed 
struggle in El Salvador. These, combined with Contragate, 
mean that more people are no longer just willing to sit 
politely by and hope that congress will come to the rescue! 

This doesn't mean that there has been a sharp break 
with a reliance on electoral politics. Or that the strategic 
questions of Puerto Rico or Black liberation are now on 
the movement's agenda. Nor does it mean that most peo­
ple are questioning the idea that the only legitimate tactic 
is that of non-violence. But that's only stating the obvious. 
In the past, we might have looked at all this and adopted 
an arrogant and disrespectful attitude. But we've learned 
that if we stand aside and criticize from afar, we not only 
avoid our own responsibility to stand with the people of 
Central America, but we'll also isolate anti-imperialist 
politics from a new generation of potential fighters and 
activists. And we need to draw the connections of how 
U.S. policy in Central America fits in with the larger pic­
ture of the American empire. The issue of Puerto Rico is 

A lot of us who are old enough like to remember the 
sixties. We remember the militancy and the identification 
of the U.S. as the enemy. The·heightened consciousness of 
people around white and male supremacy. The willingness 
of more people to take risks. 

But let's also remember something else. We were not 
victorious as white anti-imperialists in the sixties. Our 
movement was neither able to sustain mass anti-imperialist 
organizations, communist formations nor armed clandes­
tine organizations. In other words, for all its strengths, the 
sixties had a lot of weaknesses which we still have not 
overcome to this day. 

And that's what we're trying to figure out today. For we 
know we c~'t wage revolution or build a movement with­
out the people. And we also know we can't be too far 
ahead, nor can we be content to tail behind. We have to 
participate in struggle around the issues that are so central 
to our principles and analysis, and which therefore lend 
themselves to anti-imperialist organizing. 

***** 

There's been a great deal of discussion at this confer­
ence about women. As many people know, this is a sub­
ject dear to our hearts. We are struggling to redefine a rev­
olutionary feminism and to rebuild an anti-imperialist 
women's movement. 

We walk down the streets every day and feel the hatred 
of this women-hating society. We know only too well that 
violence against women is ever-rising. We are enraged by 
the fact that our rights to abortion are being threatened, 
just as we see how sterilization abuse and population con­
trol are being used as genocide elsewhere. And our anger 
grows when we see that our children's lives are being 
threatened by ignorance, bad health care, alcohol and drug 
abuse. 

We see, too, that our movement has all but abandoned 
its ideas of combatting male supremacy. That women's 
leadership is neither consciously fought for nor encour­
aged. That the role of lesbians in spearheading this fight is 
neither acknowledged nor supported, that women's cau­
cuses have all but disappeared. Women's oppression is too 
often reduced to an individual problem, leaving many 
women isolated. And we know that this is something that 
we can help change. 

We always have to acknowledge the real differences 
between ourselves and our sisters in the oppressed nations. 
But we've seen the openness of many women to under­
stand these differences and to learn from the multitude of 
women's experiences and organizations around the world. 

***** 

critical in all this. Because if the movement doesn't deal Finally, we can't end without talking about the plague 
with Puerto Rico, we end up both ignoring its strategic that is now beginning to haunt many of our lives. For 
position and abandoning our responsibility to condemn many, the specter of AIDS has until quite recently seemed 
colonialism here at home. 
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quite far away; for others it's been something affecting 














