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EDITORIAL

TASKSAFTER THE MAY UPSURGE

May 1989 has witnessed an unprecedented upsiinggorking class struggles, starting with thegeist May Day rally ever
and culminating ina record-breaking and powerfiiamawide general strike.

The new upsurge marks a big leap in workireg£lsolidarity, organized strength and overall biipato deal bigger and
more telling blows to foreign and comprador capdtad its state instrument.

The working class struggles also show the tgagther exploited and oppressed classes and sdotfight the ever-growing
burden of exploitation and oppression as the ecanorisis deepens.

The events in May reveal in a striking manthet such is the intensity of the current econoenisis; the Aquino regime is so
bound to US imperialist dictates and the classrésts of the big compradors and the landlords ribéting less than general
paralyzing actions and massive protest movemeataegded even for such purposes as to push forrediefefrom the crisis.

But as the workers continue to broaden anengity their economic struggles, as they contirmdead the way in the
economic struggles of the entire people, they ralsst harness the strength and capability they Haveloped in addressing the
major political issues of the day. In particuldrey must take up general people's issues suchead$hmilitary bases, land
reform, debt burden, political repression and #@d rise of human rights violations.

In this connection, the trade unions must utate vigorous and wide-ranging political discussiavithin their ranks. The
militant labor center must issue timely positiorppss and statements that sharply define the apiiimlist, antifeudal and
antifascist line in various issues. Federations taade unions must form broad alliances at diffetewels either on specific
issues or a complex of interrelated issues.

The working class movement must take a bigglerin initiating, developing and organizing brozwhlitions that are multi-
sectoral in character and, more importantly, imtding broad mass mobilizations.

It must take the lead in presenting the natictemocratic agenda and the comprehensive solwtiothe intensifying
economic and political crisis of the ruling system.

In addition to being in the vanguard of theolationary mass movement in the cities, the wagkitass movement must now
contribute more than it has given in the past ® éihmed struggle and the building of revolutionatitigal power in the
countryside. It must deploy the most advanced ®irito the regions to serve as fighters, commaratetgolitical officers in
the New People's Army, and as cadres and actetigjaged in base-building and agrarian revolutiahénguerrilla fronts.

More than ever, the working class is a wellgpiof recruits for its advanced detachment -- Bagty. New blood of cadres
and activists of working class origin must continsly infuse and regenerate the Party and strendgtlieeramparts of Party-led
organizations.

For all the tasks that lie ahead, the politamnsolidation of the working class movement beesrall the more urgent and
important if we are to create more working classurges that will lead to revolutionary storms & ffeople's struggles.

* * %

MAY 1,1989: A HISTORIC
DAY FOR WORKING CLASS

Some 200,000 workers throughout the natiogestamilitant rallies and demonstrations in Metronile and other urban
centers last May 1 -- in a Labor Day celebratidhdtihistoric significance for the working clasorement in the country.

In Metro Manila, 130,000 workers under thedahip of the Kilusang Mayo Uno (KMU) gatheredta Luneta Grandstand
in the biggest May Day rally ever. In Davao Ciiyhere vigilante terror has reigned since the Aquiggime came to power,
20,000 marched down the streets. In front of tlestl plant in Cabuyao, Laguna -- where strikafemniding their picketline
have often battled armed troops and goons -- 8)MRers from different parts of the Southern Tagaglcovinces converged.

Throughout highly militarized Central Luzomnse 15,000 came out to take part in demonstratidaarly 16,000 rallied in
several cities in the Visayas (10,000 in Bacolg808 in Cebu and 700 in lloilo) even as intensentennsurgency operations



raged just beyond their peripheries. Big numbks @ined in the cities of Baguio (4,000), 1ligé81000) and Cotabato (1,000).

The May 1 mass actions occurred in the miéist campaign for a higher minimum wage. It wasulage issue which gave
fire and broadness to workers' participation. Talbes expressed the workers' resolve to takerthe of militant struggle in
pushing for their economic demands and were a poofethe powerful general strike that was to come.

Though the wage issue was the most prominestthe May 1 celebration projected broader angeleissues. These issues
exposed more clearly the Aquino regime's bias aitips against the working class and the relatignsf such policies with
US imperialist impositions and domination over ge@nomy.

The past year has been a tough and gruelliegf@nthe working class. The US-Aquino regime éigl foreign and local
capitalists have stepped up their attacks agaiestabor movement, particularly its militant senpin an attempt to weaken
and destroy it.

The attacks consist of an escalating campaligterror carried out on a wide scale. Vigilanteath squads have been
organized in the factories and communities and tsédl and kidnap labor leaders. In industrigs, mining and logging areas
and plantations where workers' militancy has beethe rise, military detachments have been setdpspecial military teams
sent to conduct anti-communist seminars which uféaders and members are forced to attend. Polmeps and goons have
violently broken up picketlines and other workaertions.

Such brutal suppression of the workers' rigimi3 struggles has been legalized with the passfagéaw which puts Aquino's
labor code into final form. Known as the Herreranlar RA 6715, it not only retains all the fasciabor laws of the Marcos
dictatorship but also places more restrictions twn right to strike and imposes greater sanctiom@snag genuine unions and
union leaders who exercise this right in defiantehe law. The Aquino labor code thus institutitimes more and greater
repression of labor.

All these have been done and are being domaftrce an economic program dictated by foreigmapoly capitalists and
banks through the International Monetary Fund (IM#Rd World Bank (WB). Embodied in the Letter ofdmt (LOI) and
Memorandum of Economic Policy (MEP) submitted bg kquino government to the IMF, the specific pagof this program
are intended to ensure the repayment of the cdar#®8 billion foreign debt. But they are unleashdisastrous effects on the
workers and the rest of the people in the formmdamtrolled price increases, continuing peso detans and heavier taxes,
and are leading to greater foreign control overettenomy.

The workers' struggle for a P30 increase éndaily minimum wage is a response to the rapidieroof the real wage being
caused by the IMF-imposed policies. At the samme tiit seeks to counter the Aquino regime's movienflement the policy of
government non-intervention in the setting of waged to do away with the minimum wage law -- a miovéne with the IMF-
approved economic recovery program dependent aigfotoans and foreign investments.

The attack on the right to strike and to u@enthe scheme to abolish the minimum wage law,itlereasing hardship and
poverty being caused by the LOI-MEP, and the infging and widespread militarization directed agithe workers, their
unions and their struggles were the four main isgaésed last May 1. The wage struggle was lirtkethe general struggle
against the LOI-MEP. The reactionary attacks @nworkers' movement were seen as part of the USrAqegime's total war
on the Filipino people.

It is the May 1 tradition that the working s$anot only takes up and fights for its own ecomoarid political demands but
also those of the entire people. In this year'y Ray celebration, the workers' conditions werestantly linked to the larger
problems confronting the nation. However, the pelepissues and demands, in particular, thoseerklat agrarian reform,
repression and militarization in the rural areasremot sufficiently projected. It should be notedugh that in some cities and
towns outside Metro Manila, where urban and rutialggles are more closely meshed, the issues mffettte peasant masses
such as the total war in the countryside stood Isydeide with workers' issues such as wages andgheto strike.

The May Day celebration demonstrated not oy the working class grasps the issues confront#gdf and the whole of
society but also the course of action it is takimgesolve these issues. It amply showed thatantli resolute action -- in which
the workers are placing themselves in direct coréiion against reactionary rule -- is the pathawhthe working class
movement has decisively taken.

The May Day rallies also struck a blow agathst bloody and vicious campaign of repressiontatal war being waged by
the US-Aquino regime against the working class taecpeople.

In Mindanao, where vigilante terror has beetuil swing for the past three years, the moodhef May Day marches and
rallies, particularly in Davao City, was one of idefe. Unfazed by intense enemy operations, espeti Bulacan and Bataan,
workers turned out in large numbers for Labor Dagotighout Central Luzon. In Cebu, the demonstratipearheaded by
militant unions expressed their determination ®stethe violence of vigilante death squads. THhagiof genuine labor leaders,



the armed assaults on strikes and the raids onengdrkommunities and factories in Metro Manila désb not to a subdued but
to an outraged and combative working class last May

The fighting mood of the workers owes muchhe revolutionary leadership and orientation whies gained ascendancy
within their ranks over the past several yearssTas steadily pushed down the yellow labor aniatgcwhich kept the labor
movement weak, disunited and docile. The revolatigriorces have led the way in defining the tabke, slogans and forms of
action of the working class movement, resultingancrete advances and victories even in the mfdateasing repression.

May 1, 1989 reaffirmed and strengthened thddeship of the revolutionary forces. Red wasawverwhelming color of the
day. The huge KMU-led demonstration at the Luneteered over the much smaller rallies held by tradien forces under the
leadership of reactionary social-democrats andrthde Union Congress of the Philippines (TUCP) exlosed their shrinking
mass base.

Earlier, the revolutionary and progressivecés had rebuffed an attempt by reactionary sal@atocrats to have their
reformist, compromising political program adoptedthe broad labor alliance. The program contaiaedatered-down anti-
imperialist and anti-feudal line and skirted dirattacks against the Aquino regime. By making tfegmm appeal to what they
perceived to be the lowest level of political cdnssness within the trade union movement and ptiagaswhile plans for May
1 were on the agenda, the social-democrats hopmstlade the national democratic forces within #fieance and put a damper
on the May 1 mobilization. Their scheme failed, Iy were able to delay, at least in the shomtahe adoption of a
comprehensive political program by the working sla®vement.

A sign of its increasing isolation from thenking class, the Aquino government did not darenspo an official labor rally.
Even the Labor Day breakfast meeting at Malacanaghich Aquino had invited labor leaders was ad@-- boycotted by the
KMU, it earned neither applause nor praise frons¢heho attended.

The revolutionary consciousness, readinessefaslutionary action and reaffirmation of revoanary leadership that were
expressed by the working class on Labor Day maéiggieat threat to the entire ruling system beigfgrided by US imperialism
and the local reactionaries.

The revolutionary forces must prepare the waylclass to beat back more intense enemy attaukgcaraise their struggles
to a higher level. This can only be achieved bydasaisly attending to the ideological and politicahsolidation of the working
class movement. Mass education on the nationabdextic line and program and on socialist pringpheust be undertaken.
Party building and the promotion of Marxist-Leningsudies must be given attention. The revolutiprmaientation of the trade
unions must be strengthened.

In this way, the entire working class can lehfer developed into a powerful force in the vaarguof the struggle for national
and social emancipation.

* * %

MAY 26-31 GENERAL STRIKE: MORE
POWERFUL, MORE SUSTAINED THAN IN 1987

The Filipino working class unleashed a powenfationwide general strike from May 26-31 and woBubstantial economic
gain for itself despite vehement opposition frorg Bireign and local capitalists and the Aquino megs commitment to an
economic program dictated by imperialist and compranterests.

During those days of May, about 200,000 waskarpractically all the major urban centers thitomugt the nation paralyzed
operations in 700 industrial, transport and sereicmpanies, at a cost of five million man-hourghe capitalists. Not content
with setting up picketlines and unfurling red bamsnie front of the factories, tens of thousandsamed down the streets and
staged demonstrations in plazas and before CongrEissy demanded a P30 across-the-board increae idaily minimum
wage for all workers, opposeda wage regionalizasicimeme that would have virtually abolished theimirm wage law, and
pressed Congress to act immediately on their demand

The 700 participating unions comprised 60 @erof the 1,200 active unions all over the courtmyndeniable proof that the
general strike covered majority of unionized woskdt was felt most strongly in Metro Manila, whesome 140,000 workers in
more than 500 unions joined in, and in Central loyzparticularly in Bulacan and Bataan, where 25,0afkers in 57
companies were involved.



There were also varying degrees of work stigpp and forms of protest actions in Mindanao, I8ntTagalog, Visayas and
Northern Luzon. These affected 69 enterprises indishao (mostly in the Davao provinces and lligaty)C11 in Southern
Tagalog, 22 in the Visayas (including the Junetibbadn Cebu) and three in Northern Luzon.

The general strike hit hardest those compagaigyaged in the manufacture of garments anddsxfibvod, metals and metal
products, drugs, chemicals and steel -- wherertlestrial proletariat, the most advanced sectioth@efworking class, is heavily
concentrated. The strike also broke out in a nurbdus and shipping lines, export crop plantajamining and electronics
firms, department stores and hospitals.

In majority of these companies, total paralysi operations was brought about. But in scofestlters, workers expressed
their support for the general strike through bviefik-outs, attendance at rallies and marches, somd or partial stoppage of
work in certain divisions and plants.

1989 strike shows greater sustaining power

The May 26-31 general strike is the secondhdhad under the Aquino regime. In terms of numiserd scope of
participation, it has only a slight edge over thetdber 1987 general strike, with even some regisimswing a better
performance in the latter.

The May 1989 general strike, however, is aamable leap over the one in 1987 in terms of sisig power. The 1987
strike was strongest on its first day, then dediheth in magnitude and in sweep in the succeedttyg. The 1989 strike started
with a few early outbursts (the walk-outs in 16téai@s in lligan on May 23 and in 18 factories irefvb Manila and Central
Luzon on May 25), unleashed its full force on tlay @ was officially begun (May 26), then sustairthdt level of strength for
four to five days (until May 30).

Workers in a considerable number of factodeen held on until May 31, when the general stiikes officially declared
ended. A sizeable bloc (16 unions in Cebu, inclgdhat in the Atlas mines) failed to participatettie previous days due to a
mistake in timing but were set to go on with thstitke on June 1.

The workers in Metro Manila and Central Luzdm,particular, demonstrated admirable toughnesktanacity, with 208
unions in Metro Manila (compared to 62 in 1987) &ddin Central Luzon maintaining their picketlinfes at least five days.
They made up 40 percent of all striking workers.rélthan 80 percent sustained their work stoppagatfleast two consecutive
days.

More than in the 1987 strike, the huge massadkers that poured out from the striking facterlaunched concentrated
actions that served as congealing points for theige strike and that projected the struggle aeweloped. On May 22, some
6,000 workers gathered in front of the Batasan@nt¥ay 24, the same number massed up in fronteoStémate.

Providing constant focus for the general strikas the strike camp in front of the Batasan fiday 29-31, where some 4-
5,000 workers congregated daily. The camp actedl@essure point on Congress, which had been hgdgithe wage bill for
more than two months. At the same time, it was rarak meeting ground for workers from different ttaees, where they
conducted political discussions, cultural shows atinér activities that strengthened class soligarit

This year's general strike is also distingeisly the appearance of a popular form of orgapizaepresenting grassroots
participation in decision-making, planning and coamgh. Called the General Strike Council (GSC)ajptared the democratic
broadness of the strike movement, sparking offehthusiastic response and revolutionary energhefworking class at all
levels.

The GSC was composed of representatives flomuta200 participating unions. Leaders of varioedefations and labor
centers constituted the presidium, the highest lefvéhe organization. At the municipal and distdievels, local strike councils
organized activities. Such local counterparts vegeup in Valenzuela, Caloocan, Malabon, Pararabaguig, Makati, Pasig
and Quezon City.

Although the federations did their part ingaeng and mobilizing the unions and providing aaia level of coordination
and leadership over the struggle, the General sttiuncil and local strike councils played the éargple in fulfilling these
tasks. It was the GSC which reflected the popalaadth and militancy of the general strike.

Progressive unions mar ch at the for efront

The progressive unions under the Kilusang Magio (KMU) marched at the forefront of the genestaike and accounted for
90 percent of striking workers. The KMU led theyway setting off the first bursts of factory walkis, waging the most
militant and sustained actions, and harnessingeadl its massive numbers and nation-wide reach.



From the beginning of the campaign, a broadyaof trade union forces had thrown their suppetind the wage demand
and recognized the general strike as the weapovidtory. The Labor Advisory and Consultative CoiliicACC), in the main,
played a positive role in broadening this classdsoity. But what decisively pushed the LACC todaénd maintain a tough
stance was the leadership, initiative and consigten the progressive unions in forwarding the vessk demands and pursuing
the fight.

For within the LACC's ranks were wavering gadnion federations like the Federation of Free k§iar and Lakas ng
Manggagawang Pilipino, which were under the infheerof the counter-revolutionary social-democratseyl showed great
trepidation in conducting a general strike, knowihg power of such an action to weld class unity provide the workers with
revolutionary experiences, fearful of the growirgminance and rising strength of the revolutionangés in the working class
movement, and realizing the confrontational charmaof this weapon vis-a-vis the state. They wé principal source of
vacillation within -- temporizing on dates, raisidgubts on the workers' zeal, determination analgisify, and putting too much
emphasis on the reactionary regime's processes.

The yellow trade unions and the social-dentscvédthin their ranks showed a sectarianism thaistiicted working class
unity. To screen their unions from what they sawRed contamination,” they worked against the psap of the progressives
to set up municipal wage coalitions -- a proposahnt to tighten workers' unity at the grassrootslle Of course, they found
the local strike councils and (GSC) an even matienidating form of organization.

However, the yellow federation leaders werahl@ to dam up the outburst of class enthusiasrthéogeneral strike. Scores
of unions within their ranks joined in and coordethat different levels and in different ways witie mainstream. Knowing
that isolation from the workers was the only othkernative, these yellow federations decided fipsu the general strike.

On the other hand, the bankrupt Trade Uniomg@ess of the Philippines (TUCP), a Marcosian remhria the labor
movement, was thoroughly isolated and swept asidaé course of the general strike. Its attemptaiofuse the dates for the
strike and its proposal to delay it to June 1 wesqeosed as a device to sabotage the action, unuernarking class unity and
sap its energy, and give up the initiative in fawbthe reactionary Congress.

A number of TUCP unions, however, defied thredkrship's command. Left out in the cold, the TU@# to downplay the
workers' victory by saying that the concessionsaettd were not enough and that it would push timowith its own general
strike. But its display of bravado ended in a wheémp

The miserable performance of these yellowraitens in the general strikes of 1987 and 198%nagen once and for all that
they really have no intention of matching theiritaitt posturings and rhetoric with militant deedghe genuine militants have
learned not be taken in by their maneuverings astéad work to expose the vacillation of the yelleaders and their efforts to
prevent working class struggles, neutralize andhiadly isolate them, and win over their mass menstiip.

A highly significant victory

The victory won in the May 1989 general strikas highly significant in that it forced the US+4igo regime to grant a
concession that went against its own declared yolihe National Economic Development Authority D& was vehemently
against any wage hike beyond P10, saying thatutidveesult in a slowdown in the rate of economiovgh, mass lay-offs and a
high inflation rate. The big foreign and local itafists insisted that government should not inteevin the setting of wages -- a
policy contained in NEDA's medium-term economicplaand warned of the dire consequences of ddingraise.

However, the resounding working class clanmre P30 wage increase and the looming generéestaused the Aquino
regime and even the capitalists to back down fro@ir initial adamant positions. Hoping to dampea Workers' enthusiasm on
the issue and to break up their unity, Aquino aeddecretary of labor, Franklin Drilon -- after @hind-the-scenes consultation
with the Employers Confederation of the PhilippifE€OP) -- came up with a P15-P6 wage offer (PX5nmorkers in Metro
Manila and P6 for those in the provinces).

The workers roundly rejected the Aquino-Dril&@@OP proposal such that even Congress could fintheans of pushing it
through. The House of Representatives took theaodis/way out: arguing that a legislated wage eseecould not be enforced
in majority of the enterprises, it refused to pasg wage bill at all. Meanwhile, the Senate wgst to hammer out a P20-P10
staggered wage increase (P20 to be effective inategiand the P10 in January 1990).

But the general strike erupted and swept asveeyything in its path. Drilon's claim that it wadlop, the ECOP's move to
declare it illegal, the anti-strike mechanismsha Herrera Law, the attempts of the TUCP to déraitd of the social-democrats
to render it effete, even the dilly-dallying of Gpass -- all were overturned by the power of thi&est

On the night of May 30, both houses of Congragreed to enact a law providing for P25-P20-Pitbeases in the daily



minimum wage (P25 for workers receiving P100 andweén industrial firms and large plantations; P20 those in semi-large
plantations; and P15 for agricultural workers ahdse in small-scale industries). This left thecexi®e isolated and on the
defensive, with no choice but to approve the cosgjomal compromise.

Without doubt, the key factor in the succebshe May 1989 general strike is the correct leskigr of the revolutionary
forces. They guided the general strike to victoyypboviding the correct line and correct tactichich raised the determination,
unity and keenness of the working class in coumgethe US-Aquino regime's divisive ploys, the calpts' threats and
harassment and the labor aristocrats' sabotage.

There was also a long and sufficient prepamafior the struggle. The wage campaign encompa#isesg months of
propaganda and agitation and organizational woitkiclv raised the capability of the working classetogage in sustained
paralyzing actions.

During the campaign and actual struggle, ngtaking alliance work and correct alliance tactiedped to organize the
broadest class solidarity behind the general stifkes involved consolidating the progressive fercainning over the mass
membership in yellow-led or influenced unions, meliging the wavering yellow federations, and défeg the TUCP's
pernicious schemes.

There was strong and broad public supportHferworkers' demand as well as for the generdlestriThis was mainly due to
the correct projection of the wage issue and ritisage to the larger economic issues affecting thelevpeople. The justness of
the workers' demand and their general strike wethdu highlighted by such developments as the irdjpgnincreases in the
prices of petroleum products and the steadily gigirice of rice.

It was this overwhelming popular support, ddi&ion to the workers' own resolve to push on wftlir action, that caused a
split among the ruling classes on how to deal Withwage problem. The workers were able to takarstdge of the differing
positions of the executive and both houses of Gesgyon the wage measure and to exploit criticaltpand elements in the
process of decision-making. They were thus abisdiate the Aquino regime in its stand on the wiagae and force it to give a
concession in direct conflict with its commitmetdsforeign and local capitalists.

Important economic and political gains

The general strike wrested an important aridaide economic gain for the working class. It veamajor blow, not only
against the wage policy of the US-Aquino regime, &so against the entire range of state policiegkvare embodied in the
Letter of Intent and Memorandum of Economic Po(icI-MEP) dictated by the International Monetaryneu(IMF).

During the campaign for higher wages, the iprperialist and pro-comprador bias of the Aquingime and its economic
recovery program was exposed. The general strilletlam victory it won brought home the point thatyomass struggles on a
large scale can extract concessions that would bhenruinous effects of the IMF conditionalities the people.

But the mass struggles for economic demands as the May 1989 general strike have an impagitgr than mere relief
from the worsening hardship and poverty engendbyetthe economic crisis. By greatly straining thdigy of the US-Aquino
regime to pass on all the effects of this crisivodhe backs of the masses, they further brindp¢ostrface the inherent flaws of
an economic system that is designed to suit imlgriand comprador interests. These economic skeggterefore have the
capacity to undermine one of the pillars of theleitative and oppressive ruling system.

The general strike also dealt a stinging biowhe joint scheme of foreign and local capitad ¢heir reactionary state to halt
the forward march of the revolutionary trade unimavement through a new set of repressive laws addetd those retained
from the Marcos fascist labor code. Despite thésinke provisions in the Herrera Law and the towf the big capitalists for
punitive action against the striking workers, thgitimacy of the general strike and the determimatif the working class to go
on with it could not be dented.

Indeed, the working class has developed tpaliblity to challenge and roll back the reactionfigces on economic issues.
The 1989 general strike represents a higher Idvelass solidarity and coordinated struggle thas slaown in 1987. From the
experiences of the workers in this high level affcontational struggle with the state and the @digit class, they have gained
even more confidence in waging collective struggidsehalf of their class demands.

Furthermore, the general strike has set imdtian a momentum of strug- gle that is sweepingugh not only the backward
sections of the working class but also the reshefpeople. It has shown the other exploited and

8/ May 1989/ ANG BAYAN oppressed classes and sectors how to fight efédgtior their own interests and demands. It has
also paved the way for a conjunction of all théiuggles in a general people's strike capable akislg the US-Aquino regime
politically and inflicting severe damage on thdas# of reactionary rule.



There remains much to be done to bring thisuab For one thing, the revolutionary forces withlthe working class
movement must further develop the general strike ftsm of struggle -- to make it bigger, wideragter and more sustained.
This requires propagating the valuable lessonshefrecent general strike to the greatest numbewaskers; continuing a
vigorous strike movement at the factory and higbeels; and developing a broader, stronger unithiwithe labor movement
based on a course of militant action and a progwéthna revolutionary orientation.

While developing the fighting capabilitiestbe working class for tactical battles, the reviolnéry forces must intensify all-
round revolutionary education of the masses of exwkThey must at all times relate the specifickems’ issues and demands to
the issues and demands of the people, link thécpkt problems and conditions of the working clésshe entire system of
exploitation and oppression that prevails in Ppiliyg society, propagate the national democratérrative and program as the
political agenda which must be taken up by the wagrklass movement, and place the working clasaya in the forefront of
the struggle for national independence and demypcrac

Now is also the time to propagate boldly aridely among the workers the study of their own wasltlook, Marxism-
Leninism, and their own socio-economic system,aisen. This rich body of theory and practice, thieh the revolutionary
proletariat of different countries and generatibase contributed, including the Filipino proletatiaroughout its history, serves
as their guiding light towards complete victortle struggle to liberate their class and the Fitigpeople.

* * %

OVERSEASFILIPINOSREMAIN
EXPLOITED AND OPPRESSED

(This is the first of a two-part series on ie&as Filipinos.)

Jocelyn G. Guarezo, 26, left the country threesyago to work as a dancer in a nightclub at Kigh& Uozo City, Toyapan,
Japan.

Yesterday, Guarezo arrived home from Oséika.a "living dead"...
Her arms carried the telltale marks of a druger. Her skin is sallow, and she could not evemtrob her saliva dribbling

from her mouth. She could not talk, and accordmthe doctor who examined her, she was apparentiyged...
Phil. Daily Globe

KUWAIT --- Alice, a 23-year-old Filipina, suffereglght months of beatings as the servant of an Asaahily that have
shattered her dream of a better life in the oilhrigulf.

"When | came here, they told me | had a béawutimile. All my teeth were nice. Now, they'rebabiken," she narrates in an
interview from her hospital bed where she lay withroken jaw, fractured elbows and a leg brokethiee places.

--PHilaily Inquirer
NICOSIA - A Filipino woman and three Yemeni menevmheaded in public in Saudi Arabia after Holy Magrayers on
Friday.
The woman, Rina Linda Nida, was beheadedyadgi after being convicted of strangling a youngdajirl...

Phil. Daily Inquirer

News reports like the ones above, about ompeatriots abroad who in their journey to realize tiream of prosperity meet
misfortune, are no longer new to us.

True, this is not the complete picture of #iteation of overseas Filipinos; there are alsamlmer of "success stories." But
reports of Filipinos being beheaded in Saudi, rajpedapan, murdered in Singapore, maltreated ingkiomg, forced into



prostitution in Lebanon, are grim reminders thatkirmy abroad is no heaven, and if your luck rung gau realize that there is
also hell abroad.

It is not difficult to understand why everyayethousands dare go abroad. The situation oFiligno masses in their own
country is like being in purgatory, if not alreaidyhell. Indeed, what will they lose if they vergwout?

Nevertheless, being separated from one's poisitather difficult, however temporary. And ansiderable number of our
compatriots, including those already consideredessful, feel this kind of homesickness. Thereadse many who understand
and act to resolve the basic problem of their hamewhich is the root cause why there are now onifliof millions of Filipinos
who travel abroad.

Product of crisisin the Philippines

In a most recent estimate, there are 3.5 amilFilipinos scattered in 120 countries all ovee thorld. The number is
continuously increasing because there are 500,0(0nBs who leave the country every year to workreside permanently
abroad.

The number of Filipino immigrants is largesthe United States (US) and Canada. Next in nu@tgethe Filipino workers
in the Middle East, Western Europe, Asia-Pacifid @irica, including seamen aboard foreign shipssida from these, many
more of our compatriots are political exiles anfligees fleeing from intense militarization like tMoros in Mindanao who
evacuated to Sabah. (See chart)

20 COUNTRIESWHICH HAVE THE LARGEST CONCENTRATION OF OVERSEASFILIPINOS

COUNTRY NUMBER COUNTRY NUMBER

us 1,600,000 South Kore 42,000
Sabah 350,000 Singapo 40,000
Saudi Arabia 300,000 Guam 37,500
Canada 200,000 Bahrain 30,000
Kuwait 100,000 Libya 30,000
Japan 90,000 England 30,000
United Arab Emirates 80,000 Westrzmny 30,000
Italy 80,000 Oman 25,000
Spain 80,000 Qatar 20,000
Hongkong 46,000 Others 245,000
Australia 44,000 TOTAL 3,500,000

The phenomenon of great numbers of Filipigogg abroad to seek their means of livelihood igiract result of the
economic crisis in the country. Ever since, povéds been widespread. For the growing multitudeldess people, there is
no chance to move up. Those already employed, divjuprofessionals who finished college, have Jdtle opportunity to
improve their lives owing to their meagre salaridéeanwhile, the wealth of the nation is concertldah the hands of a few who
belong to the few ruling class.

Apart from economic reasons, the last priogiyen to the development of science and technolomels scientists and
science experts to look for countries which neeir gprofession and can further enrich their knogked

This kind of situation, compounded by polititarmoil, only means an uncertain future for thigpiho people. That is why
many will grab outright any opportunity to leave tRhilippines.

History of outmigration

The first wave of large-scale outmigration d&egluring the period of US colonialism (1900-1940he destination then of
migrating Filipinos, who were mostly workers andgants, was the US, where many states lacked manpow

In 1906 the first group of Filipino immigrangsrived in Hawaii. They were 15 llocanos who foundrk in the sugar
plantations. By 1934 some 120,000 had followedrtlesid. In the US mainland, there were 55,00(iridis, mostly workers in
fruit and vegetable farms. This big wave of mignato the US, however, came to a stop due toicéstrs in 1934,

The life of Filipino workers then in the US svaery harsh. They worked 10 hours a day and therityareceived wages from



$30 to $75 a month. If there was no work in thenfgions, many of them sought jobs as bellboyd)vdishers, gardeners and
drivers. Racial discrimination was integral in Aiean society and on many occasions racial diffeesnled to race riots,

especially during the time of the Great DepressibmJanuary 1930, for example, about 500 white ment on a rampage in

Watsonville, California. They burned down buildéngnd Filipino homes, murdered two Filipinos arjdned scores of others.

From World War Il up to the decade of the ,6@® influx of Filipino workers into the US slowatbwn compared to the
preceding period. However, many still worked irrweconstruction projects and in building US miltdacilities in the Pacific
isles like Wake, Guam and Okinawa. Likewise, geéanumber of Filipinos were recruited into the U/ (There are 22,000
Filipinos today in the US Navy -- more than theirenforce of the Philippine Navy!). War brides -ivas of American and
Filipino soldiers (who served in the US military)swamped the US too.

During this period, a big number were emplogsdseamen or went to the United Kingdom and variousitries of Europe
and became domestic helpers, nurses and hotelompitdd workers. It can be noticed that at thigyet those going abroad were
mainly skilled professionals.

From the decade of the 70s up to the presegigtation of Filipinos, both inside and outside ttwuntry, surged anew. This
time around, political exiles and Moro refugeesSabah emerged, reflecting the intensification ef plolitical and economic
crisis. The nation's wealth was massively lootgdhe Marcos clique and their imperialist cohorfEhose who fought against
their greed were severely suppressed.

In the countryside, the sheer lack of opputies for the peasant masses provided the imgetubeir migration to the cities,
especially Metro Manila. In many instances, howgjabs could hardly be found in the cities. Armaj going abroad was just
too tempting.

During this time, a large number of Filipindgrants went to the Middle East and other paftasia and majority of them
were skilled. Government participation in the expaf Filipino labor intensified under Marcos. fact, manpower export
became a policy. The Marcos dictatorship took athge of the boom in the construction industrytie Middle East and
exported thousands of contract workers and prafeas there. According to government statistics, @uthe 2,702,973
Filipinos who worked abroad from 1975 to 1987, P,429 were in the Middle East.

But the migration to other destinations lkeerica, Europe, Africa and even Asia continued fbe same. In the US, from
1975 to 1979, Filipinos had the second highestahiemigration (next only to Mexicans).

Now the market for Filipino workers is bottmm out mainly because of the decreasing requirésnehthe construction
industry in the Middle East. But because theradsrelief in sight in their own country, Filipinantinue to look for jobs
abroad. The government is scrambling to find ottmrntries which will accept its manpower exportecently, the Aquino
government announced plans to export workers t&theet Union to share in the labor demand in $éher

Implication of Filipino |abor export

For the Marcos dictatorship then, wholesalepoaver export was made a stopgap to worsening ulegmpnt. In addition,
remittances and taxes of overseas workers aidetlahkrupt economy, especially in reducing the b=daof payments deficit.
For 10 years since 1977, migrant workers officiaiynitted $6.359 billion. The government scoopenthe $1.5 billion to $2
billion in taxes every year.

The system of manpower export during the toh&larcos is being continued by the Aquino reginiEhis is because the
economic crisis continues and government gains fiwerseas workers remain big. Based on initiah datt the first months of
1989, $835 million has been remitted by overseligifids. And these dollars pay 25 percent of thentry's external debt.

For the country, however, the export of Filipimanpower is draining its human resources. Ntg¢80 percent) of those
who go abroad are skilled professionals. For examphile we now lack doctors and nurses, the Riiiligs leads in the export
of doctors and nurses throughout the world.

For Filipino overseas workers, their life is @andless struggle against problems common to #eetor and against various
types of oppression and exploitation. A consideralnimber are successful. But the likes of AlicaenaRand Jocelyn are not so
few either. What is most painful is that they neglected by the government which profits fromiti@kes and remittances.

Even before they set foot on foreign soil, compatriots are already squeezed dry by recrudtesisunscrupulous government
agencies. Once abroad, their suffering does reit en

Filipino migrants face a litany of problemsnhesickness or loneliness caused by separation Ireed ones, friends and
homeland, which is a factor in the nervous breakdofvsome of our compatriots; hard working condisidike long working



hours, being treated like slaves (as among domiesljers), or unfavorable climate (such as in [Hacer near the desert); non-
payment of correct wages or worse, non-paymentagfes at all; sexual and physical abuse, espeeaiaityng those working as
domestic helpers in Hongkong and other countrielsean'cultural workers" in Japan; and racial disanation.

Most bitter of all, upon return to their ownuetdry, migrant workers are not sure of getting esgptl except when they set up
a business of their own. They are trapped in @wgccycle.

But our compatriots are not completely hedple In many parts of the world -- in Hongkong aderica, in Greece and
Saudi Arabia -- the voice of struggle of overse#ipiRos can be heard. Not only do they opposed@@mns which engender
Alices, Rinas and Jocelyns, they also participatthé revolutionary movement of overseas Filipiivosrder to fight for their
democratic rights and advance the revolutionamygstie of the Filipino people for democracy and di@®. Ultimately, the
liberation of our compatriots abroad lies in thadécation of the ills that plague their own homelan

(NEXT: The struggle of overseas Filipinos)

* * %

INTIFADA: A MILESTONE
IN THE PALESTINIAN STRUGGLE

The Palestiniamtifada (Arabic word for uprising) in the Israeli-occupitgtritories of the West Bank and Gaza Strip is now
on its eighteenth month. Since December 8, 198&; 500 Palestinians, young and old, have beeadkily the brutal Israeli
Zionist occupation forces; thousands wounded; bodgands more imprisoned or exiled. But the spirihelntifada burns on.

The glorious Palestinian uprising has won dldeniration and support of peoples everywhere. dpmsing is just and
popular. All strata of the Palestinian peopleiawlved in the uprising.

A popular uprising in action

The uprising is characterized by the Palemtinpeople's open defiance of the Israeli occupatimops through
demonstrations, street barricades, general stilatial and total civil disobedience. In the fooat of this popular uprising are
the brave young Palestinians whom Yasser Arafé tz¢ "children of the stones."

In their bid to quell the uprising, the Isidelrces have resorted to harsh repression anélberror -- they have killed and
wounded hundreds of Palestinians, many of them gqueople; beaten up those arrested; detained thdsisa Israeli camps;
forced many into exile; destroyed the houses opeatted leaders of the Palestinian uprising; impgeedentive curfews in
Palestinian refugee camps and residential areasused the Israeli settler-vigilantes to harasi,akid grab the lands of the
Palestinian Arabs. All these actions have faitedreak the will of the Palestinian people.

All over the world, the wordntifada has become familiar and is associated with poprdaistance, heroism and firm
determination. Freedom-loving peoples everywhemapsthetically monitor news reports about the wvaliactions and the
legendary steadfastness of the sons and dauglitBaeastine against the brutal Israeli occupatimmeds and the racist Israeli
settler-vigilantes. The Palestinian people aremeined to win and finally see the Palestine flajgsted over their sacred
homeland. There is no stopping the course of hyisto

A glorious history of struggle

The Palestine uprising is part of the gloriduistory of the Palestinian people's struggle felf-determination and an
independent statehood. For centuries Palestindéas exposed to foreign rule, of which the Israetiupation is merely the
latest.

Before World War | Palestine was occupied oy Turkish Ottoman empire. However, the Britishcés defeated Turkey,
the ally of Germany, during that war. Thus, thetaiious British forces became the new colonizéRadestine.

In 1916 the British government promised indef@nce to most of the eastern part of the Arabdyamkluding Palestine, in
exchange for their support during the war. Yeg pitedge of independence was betrayed the yearitaftas given when the
British government issued the Balfour Declaratiffering a "Jewish national home" in Palestine t® raeli Zionist movement
in Europe. British imperialism intended to use thewish immigration as a counterweight againstgtemving nationalist
sentiments of the Arab people.



Despite Palestinian appeals and protest agtihe British government continued to implemeset Balfour Declaration. But
when it could no longer hold on, Britisn imperiatigurned over its "mandate" over Palestine to thé¢dd Nations (UN) after
World War II.

Through the UN Partition Plan of 1947, theestaf Israel was established. The plan allocatederthan half of the country
(the most fertile) to the Zionist state. To condate their hold on the land where Palestiniansoubmred the Jewish population,
the Zionists perpetrated a number of massacres. Zidnists uprooted and drove the Palestinian Aeatrsy from the cities and
villages.

While the UN General Assembly did pass resmhst supporting the rights of the Palestinian pepftie Israeli Zionists with
the backing of US imperialism arrogantly refusedh&ed these resolutions. In fact, the Israeli Atniaunched a war of
aggression in June 1967, annexing the Palestiaraitories of the West Bank and Gaza Strip.

To ensure an organized and effective resistaigainst the Israeli Zionists, the Palestine lathen Organization (PLO) was
established in 1964.A year after, the Palestiniaopte launched their armed resistance. Since thenresistance movement
under the leadership of the PLO has grown and dpeel despite severe hardships and setbacks. TiusughPalestinians have
met heroic deaths in the course of their struggle.

In 1982 PLO forces in Lebanon experienced pnsetback when a far superior Israeli army inehtdebanon. Thousands of
Palestinian fighters and civilians as well as thaibanese allies were killed. And the PLO forcadar Yasser Arafat had to
leave Beirut to preserve their remaining forcesS ithperialism and Israeli Zionism thought that tiey decisively broken the
PLO structure and with it, the Palestinian resistanBut they were wrong. The PLO remained intaicti a stronger and more
united Palestinian resistance emerged.

Significant gains of theuprising

Today the estimated five million Palestiniam®re than half of whom live in exile while the tréige in the Israeli-occupied
territories, mark a major turning point in theiruggle to establish a sovereign Palestinian st&ice the start of the heroic
Palestinian uprising, the Palestinian people hawe several significant victories.

First, an independent Palestinian state wasdlly declared. On November 15, 1988 the Paleshiational Council
(parliament-in-exile of the PLO), under the leatigrof Arafat, proclaimed the independent statPalestine, with Jerusalem as
its capital.

Second, under the leadership of the PLO, dlesi#inian struggle has won the recognition angattpof the majority of the
member-countries of the UN.This has further isalatéS imperialism and Israeli Zionism, both of whibhve continued to
malign the PLO as a terrorist organization.

Despite attempts by US imperialism to prewbet PLO leader from addressing the UN body, Arataicessfully presented
the case of the Palestinian people before the @pbtN General Assembly session in Geneva, Switadrlast December 13,
1988.

Arafat set as a major condition for a compnsiee settlement of the Middle East conflict thenpbete withdrawal of Israeli
troops from the Arab lands occupied since 1967.d Aa proposed the convening of a representatiegnational conference
with the participation of the UN Security Councikembers and all the parties concerned, includinghRh®, to peacefully
resolve the issue.

Offering the hand of peace to Israel, Araftls"...| ask the leaders of Israel to come heraler the sponsorship of the
United Nations, so that together, we can forge ple@ice...our people, who want dignity, freedom jaeace for themselves and
security for their state, want the same thingsafbthe states and parties involved in the Araladéirconflict...." Arafat's peace
initiative received the overwhelming applause amgpert of peace-loving and freedom-loving peoptesifall over the world.

Socialist countries, newly-liberated countrieational liberation movements and other progvesand anti-imperialist forces
everywhere have fully supported the heroic uprisang the Palestinian struggle to finally estabbsPalestinian state in the
Israeli-occupied territories. The Palestinian ggfle is an integral part of the world-wide movemagainst imperialism and
other reactionary and racist forces.

Arafat has aptly put it, "By waging its hamlifjht battle for existence, the Arab people of &tale are upholding the cause of
all honest and freedom-loving peoples of the wofTthat is why we say that our revolution has a almn face, an Arab heart
and an international character."

Arafat has emphatically expressed the Palastipeople's steadfast solidarity with the natidib@ration movements. "We



think highly of cooperation with all the liberationovements in the world; it is diversified and fees out to Latin and Central
America, Asia and Africa. The Palestinian revalathas deep roots: we are a bough of a big tredrek of freedom."”

Since Arafat's appearance before the UN bodgr 90 countries have officially recognized thestence of the state of
Palestine. And many of them have already grartiedPL.O the right to an embassy in their respectosmtries. Here in the
Philippines, the Aquino government, following thepepular stand of US imperialism, has yet to exteffidial recognition to
the newly-created state of Palestine and open migic relations with it. Despite the urging of sosenators, the Aquino
government has remained silent on the recognitidheostate of Palestine.

Third, the Palestinian uprising has resultedyieater unity among Arab countries, highlightgdtive mediated ceasefire
between Iran and Iraq and Egypt's return to théoAmague. The entire Arab League is solidly behirePalestinian struggle
and fully supports the newly established Palestistate.

Fourth, the uprising has further isolated taeli ruling clique from the Israeli citizens. rogressive and peace-loving
Israelis have denounced the brutalities of theldiscs and have pressured their government to rézegthe Palestinians'
legitimate and sovereign right to a PalestiniartestaSome members of the Israeli parliament hawen awet with PLO
representatives in defiance of the Israeli govemttae'no talks with the PLO" policy. An undetermth number of Israeli
soldiers have refused assignment in the Israelijgied territories of the Gaza strip and West BaMoreover, ordinary Israeli
citizens are getting increasingly critical of thgavernment because the financial cost of supprgske uprising is taking its toll
on Israel's economy.

Above all, the uprising has shown the courag¢ermination and unity of the Palestinian peoespite malicious attempts
by US imperialism and Israeli Zionism to sow intrgg and disunity among the Palestinian patriotice/®, the Palestinian
people have remained united under the leadersth.0f Chairman Yasser Arafat.

The ability to sustain the uprising for thespaighteen months reflects the high level of uaitg organization achieved by the
Palestinians in the occupied territories. The §al@mns have organized themselves into populamuitiees to ensure sustained,
well-coordinated resistance against the represmidinterror of the Israeli Zionist forces.

People's committees composed of represensafiven all social strata and all occupations hagenbestablished in every
community to guide the mass actions and to replaeeadministrative unit of the Israeli occupatieance. When members of
these committees are arrested, their places aredilmtely taken over by new men or women. If a cdttem is suppressed
anywhere, a new one springs up in its place. Atjoational command of the uprising has also begarized to coordinate the
work of the popular committees.

While the uprising may not be enough to dedeat expel the Israeli troops, it has served to ge support of majority of the
UN member-countries for an independent Palestistate and a comprehensive settlement of the MiHdi conflict. As a
result of the overwhelming international public miph in favor of the Palestinian cause, the US gavent has now begun to
dialogue with representatives of the PLO.

In a bid to cool down the uprising and deflewiunting international pressure, Israel has uedeihe "Shamir plan" which
calls for elections and limited autonomy for thdeBtnian people in the occupied territories. Tikisotally unacceptable to the
PLO and the Palestinian people. Further intensiioaof the Palestinian struggle, greater inteoral pressure and growing
criticism within Israel should eventually make kslideaders realize the futility of their unjustdannrealistic position. If Israel's
leaders sincerely want peace in the occupiedders and in the whole Middle East, then they stiouw accept Arafat's peace
offer and recognize the right of the Palestiniartesto exist alongside the state of Israel in paackmutual respect.

The glorious uprising and heroic Palestinitmggle will forever serve as an inspiration to ples struggling for national
self-determination and independence in other pafrthe world. The Philippine national democratiovament has much to
learn from the experience of the Palestinian peapltie conduct of their struggle both inside amdsime the Israeli-occupied
territories; in the forging of unity among the vars Palestine organizations; in the proper comiminaif unarmed and armed
actions; and in their successful international diptbmatic work.

The Palestinian people are determined to woatthelntifada until victory. Their victory is the victory of gbrogressive and
anti-imperialist forces in the world.

* k* %

SINO-SOVIET SUMMIT STRENGTHENS
UNITY AMONG SOCIALIST COUNTRIES




The Sino-Soviet summit last May 15-17, thetfgince 1959, is a welcome development towardgrfgrgreater unity among
fraternal socialist countries and anti-imperigigstes all over the world.

Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev met Chinessdée Deng Xiaoping and other Chinese leaders ijingeto reestablish
normal ties between the two socialist countriesratftiree decades of strained and abnormal relatidime successful summit
meeting was the culmination of a long process bnbafpout by the spirit of new thinking and majoranbes sweeping both
countries.

The new thinking, which calls for innovationdanreativity in the search for the appropriate &fféctive approaches to
building socialism, has resulted in profound change perestroika (restructuringgglasnost (openness), democratization,
modernization and socialist renewal -- in the twairttries as well as in other socialist countriésd this has also influenced
changes in their policies on foreign relationsjuding relations between the People's Republichoha (PRC) and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR)Glasnostor openness in international relations has meaaicgful coexistence, good
neighborliness and detente.

In the past three years there has been a warafirelations between the two socialist countri8icere and concrete moves
have been undertaken to restore normal relatidnsl986, in a speech at the Pacific port of Vladbes, Gorbachev declared,
"The Soviet Union is prepared, at any time, at lawgl, to discuss with China the question of addil measures for creating an
atmosphere of good neighborliness.” This was vedefavorably by Chinese leader Deng Xiaoping drel @hinese people.
China's Foreign Minister Quian Qichen later visitddscow. In return, Soviet Foreign Minister Edu&ievardnadze visited
Beijing early this year.

Recent positive developments finally paved way for the realization of a Sino-Soviet summilost significant of these
were the withdrawal of Soviet troops from Afghaaistthe announced withdrawal of some 200,000 Sangeps in the Sino-
Soviet border, and the projected complete pullafitietnamese troops from Kampuchea by September.

The summit has filled the peoples of both ¢des and everywhere with great expectations angesidor peace and
development. Soviet leader Gorbachev echoed émtnsent in his arrival statement: "We hope that itieetings and talks we
are going to have with the Chinese leaders willkveawatershed in relations between the USSR anddople's Republic of
China and in the further development of theseimiaton the basis of universally recognized prilesf interstate relationships
and good neighborliness."

For his part, PRC's President Yang Shangkucedoout the Chinese people's expectations duridoer in honor of the
Soviet President: "Today, China and the Soviet biiiave decided to distance themselves from thegrasto open a future,
embarking on a quest for ways to establish relatfra new type based on the five principles otp&a co-existence."

On the second day of the summit, Soviet ledi&hail Gorbachev and Chinese leader Deng Xiaopargally announced
the restoration of normal relations between Chind the USSR. "We can take this opportunity to amoee publicly the
normalization of Sino-Soviet relations," Deng Xiaupdeclared. Deng also said that the summit Beghthe normalization of
relations between the communist parties of thedauntries.

The summit is not expected to resolve at aillcproblems in Sino-Soviet relations which havewanulated over the past 30
years. However, this historic meeting shows thét possible to find solutions even to the mognplicated issues. It is the
view of the Communist Party of the Philippines tbantflicts between two socialist countries are ¢ non-antagonistic and
should be resolved peacefully on the basis of teiples of socialist internationalism.

Other socialist countries and newly-liberatedintries, national liberation movements and pregjve and anti-imperialist
forces the world over have hailed the normalizattbmelations between the two countries. Lessa&tbeen gained from the
errors and misunderstandings of the past. Comnwmumistl anti-imperialist forces now look forward tceaer unity and
cooperation towards peace and progress in the world

By reestablishing friendly relations, both nties can now concentrate more resources to pursgieown economic and
political reforms geared towards successfully bogdsocialism in their respective countries. Eddbmph in socialist
construction in one country is a victory for comnstis everywhere. For this will contribute to theeagthening of the socialist
system in the world as well as serve as an inspirdor other peoples striving to build socialismtheir respective countries.

Moreover, the strengthening of socialism irim@hand the USSR will enable them to give greaterainand material support
to national liberation movements and underdevelopmatries. And this will pave the way for thediation of more people
from the oppression and exploitation of imperialiand other reactionary forces.

An important point of the Sino-Soviet sumnsitthe normalization of relations between the ConigtuParty of the Soviet
Union (CPSU) and the Communist Party of China (CPEth parties share common interests. Both pagiesnow facing



essentially common problems: the carrying out &drmas in the economy and the political system, gh@emotion of openness
and democracy in the party and socialist soci¢tg, tandling of ethnic relations, and the all-roau¥yancement of the well-
being of the people.

An exchange of experiences in handling theeblpms, joint discussions on the correct appraadbeuilding socialism on
the basis of Marxism-Leninism, and joint effortstive settlement of major global and regional issuéisnot only benefit both
parties but also the cause of world peace, secamidyprogress.

* * %

t ETTER

CONTEMPORARIES OF TATANG

This is a feedback to the book by Tatang whichevewed in the
last issue oAng Bayan. The letter is interesting so we decided
to share it with our readers.

Dear Tatang,
I've just finished reading your autobiograph$a Tungki ng llong ng Kaaway did not stop until | had reached the end.

The story of your life in struggle serves agoad supplement to a study of the history of th&y? In a concrete way, your
book showed me why the new Party is the true ibtredf the revolutionary cause of Crisanto Evargjali It increased my
interest in learning from the experiences of catlkesyou. | wish we could have the opportunitysttare stories.

For me, you are a living example of the trilit#t the toiling masses will themselves producé then leaders in the course of
the struggle. Your continued devotion to the caesen when the old people's army had been defespegks of the great
qualities of the masses.

| salute your readiness to take up heavy mesipdities though already advanced in age. As,ityou could have told our
comrades: "l have served for a long time and nowbomyes are aching. | leave the work to those afwbo are yet young and
strong." But by your example, you showed whas iii be a true proletarian revolutionary.

Let me tell you about some of your contempesafrom the old Party and people's army who joingdwith the new
revolutionary movement in the Southern TagalogBiecdl regions. | remember four of them.

Among them was Ka Fidel, who belonged to Bagul-bagol family in San Antonio, Laguna. He fatdogether with
Asedillo, who in the 1930s decided to go up to ii@untains and fight against the reactionary govertm Asedillo built his
base in the Laguna-Quezon part of the Sierra Mamireering the towns of Lucban, Sampaloc and Maubapuezon and also
Cavinti, Pagsanjan, San Antonio, Pakil and othen®in Laguna. Ka Fidel kept in his care a red fiaed by Asedillo.

When the new Party began to set up guermies in Southern Tagalog in 1970, the barrio in S#&onio, Laguna where Ka
Fidel lived was among the first to be visited. wias in Ka Fidel's house where Ka Nestor (Reynaldaz); the first cadre
deployed by the Party to the area, stayed. Beddadeidel was well respected in his barrio andddgining villages, it was
easy to organize the masses there. When martiakimndeclared, he became a full-time organizer.

Like you, Ka Fidel was well on in years. Raven then, he could outwalk any comrade in the n@ins. He knew like the
back of his hand every secret passage and campingdyin the forest. One of his daughters, Ka i@ylbecame a Red fighter
in the New People's Army.

In the Quezon-Bicol boundary, we were ablknio up with three old fighters of the HMB (Hukbomhapagpalaya ng Bayan)
-- Ka Pater, Sendong and Tarsan. They had all beprisoned at Muntinlupa (where political prisonerere mixed together
with convicted criminals) until the mid-'60s. Aading to Ka Pater, Amado Hernandez was his teaichédre prison's high
school.

Upon release, the three together set up heastin the forested part of the Quezon-CamariregeNoundary. This was
where an NPA unit got into contact with them in 297

Ka Pater is the son of an organizer in thelizarsang Katipunan ng Magbubukid (PKM) in Albay. Kigher volunteered him



for schooling in a cadre school in Reco 5 (Regichammand-Bicol) of the HMB. After his schooling, K¥ater became a
courier in the old Party. He met Ka Mariano Baldps only learned the latter's real identity whesig®s was killed by the
enemy in Manito, Albay in 1954.

Ka Sendong and Ka Tarsan (from the Alvarezligrvere from the northern part of Camarines Stthe HMB got in touch
with them during its expansion work in Bicol in ti850s. Apart from the HMB forces from Central bnzand Southern
Tagalog led by Ka Mariano Balgos, the HMB was reioéd by recruits from Bicol itself.

According to these two, at the peak of HMBesgth in Bicol, it had five field commands (eactearot less than company
size) which covered the territories from Camariheste in the north to Sorsogon in the south. Kaddag and Tarsan were
among the first recruits of the HMB in Camarines.Slia Tarsan was an ordinary Red fighter while3&ndong was a platoon
commander.

In the early part of 1973 a Party cadre reddfa Pater's barrio in the mountainous area of &iaglyan, Quezon. Ka Pater
immediately sent the news to Ka Sendong and Tamshn, were then living in a barrio in Labo, Camasirndorte near the
Quezon boundary. All three jumped with joy. Thiepnembered the promise of the old Party leadetsiaipit would once more
link up with them when it resumed its revolutionavgrk. They had waited in vain. But they had kleaews that the New
People's Army had been born.

Like you, Tatang, these three comrades rerdainady to accept revolutionary tasks. Ka Tarsacidéd to move to Ka
Pater's barrio in order to be in close contact withcomrades. The two of them joined the bamrgmoizing committee (BOC).
Meanwhile, Ka Sendong started organizing in hisibawhich became the base for expansion in Caraariorte.

In Christmas of 1973 their barrio was reachgdhe first armed propaganda unit (APU) of theANIR the Quezon-Bicol
boundary. A mass meeting was held in the barrioetebrate the 5th anniversary of the CPP's reledtaient. The BOC to
which Ka Pater and Tarsan belonged led in mobiizire masses for the meeting and ensuring theigeofithe APU in their
barrio.

Also like you, Tatang, these three comradesmditifind it hard to understand the difference lestw the new Party and
people's army and the old Party and people's aifhgy themselves laid bare their own sad expergimncthe latter. That is why
they were pleasantly surprised when the APU whidled in their barrio did not only call for a maseeting. Its members also
helped in planting camote in an area in the moustaihich had been reserved and cleared by the B&Erve as a production
base for the people's army.

Ka Tarsan found it difficult to walk becauskeaocknee wound he had sustained in a clash betWisedMB unit and enemy
troops. But he would still offer to carry the hgasacks of camote for the comrades whenever the ddHtAwould come to his
barrio. He would regale us with stories of hisexgnces in the HMB. We spent many a pleasant lstaning to them.

"The NPA is truly different from the HMB," obsred Ka Tarsan. "You give first place to organizihe masses. In our time,
we lacked in our understanding of the masses. iShaly they also lacked in support for us," helaixped.

Led by Ka Pater, the masses in their barrtoupechapters of the peasant, youth and womenanations, and also the
militia unit. Apart from its support for the adties of the people's army, their barrio also beeanrich source of Red fighters
and Party cadres.

Although they had been HMB fighters for qustame time, Ka Sendong and Tarsan never became nmeofttde old Party.
This was surprising, since Ka Sendong was alreaphataon commander. One could understand Ka Targmeat joy when,
one day in 1975, a member of the Party branchsibairio asked him to join the Party.

One time, the enemy conducted operationseir tharrio and Ka Tarsan was arrested. As hebe#sy walked to the PC
camp by his captors, he grew depressed at the ltihdigt he would not be able to complete the bindat his membership
application in the Party. "If | am killed by theemy, | might be forgotten by the comrades bec&ase not yet in the roster"
was his silent sorrow.

Fortunately, he was released from detenti@nd immediately after he reported to his comradesvbat had happened to
him, he finished and submitted his biodata. Suah the value he placed on the Party.

In 1976 these three comrades became full-tattes who helped in our expansion work in Camariherte and Camarines
Sur. Together with Ka Pater, his young daughterN¢lda, also went full-time.

Ka Fidel, Sendong and Tarsan were among thetdi give up their lives for the sake of advagdine revolutionary struggle
in the Southern Tagalog and Bicol regions.



| hope, Ka Tatang, that your having writterwdathe story of your life serves as an exampletheiocomrades to tell their
own stories of life in the struggle.

A long life to you!

or@radely yours,
akdnton



