
































































































































































































































SOCIALIST NOTEBOOK
AUSTRALIA

indirect talks between Afghani-
stan and Pakistan, were gather-
ing momentum.

After six years, the process
finally culminated with the
signing of the so-called Geneva
accords on 14 April 1988.

Signed by Afghanistan,
Pakistan, the United States and
the Soviet Union, the Geneva
accords comprised five separate
agreements.

The first two were Afghani-
stan-Pakistan agreements, one
committing each side to non-
interference and non-interven-
tion in the internal affairs of the
other and the second covering
the voluntary return of refugees.
The third text was a US-Soviet
declaration of support for the
first two agreements.

The fourth was an Afghani-
stan-Pakistan agreement,
guaranteed by Washington and
Moscow, on ‘inter-relation-
ships’. It specified that a phased
withdrawal of ‘foreign’ troops
would begin on 15 May 1988,
the first half leaving by 15
August 1988 and the withdrawal
being completed within nine
months.

The fifth was an annexed
memorandum of understanding
providing for the deployment of
two small UN inspection teams
in Kabul and Islamabad, the
Pakistan capital, to monitor
compliance with the settlement.

The Geneva accords, how-
ever, left two crucial issues
unresolved: the nature of a
future Afghan government; and
continued aid by the United
States and the Soviet Union to
their respective clients. All
parties have made repeated alle-
gations that the accords are
being violated.

Rejected diplomacy

Moscow completed its with-
drawal from Afghanistan in
February, in spite of its failure to
secure an accommodation
between the mujaheddin and the
Najibullah regime, the aim being
the emergence and consolidation
of a broadly-based government
before the troops left.

At the beginning of January,
the Soviet deputy foreign
minister and ambassador to
Afghanistan, Yuli Vorontsov,
visited Iran and Pakistan for
talks with the two Afghan

mujaheddin rebel coalitions —
the eight-member Shia Moslem
group based in Iran, led by
Mohammed Karim Khalili; and
the dominant seven-member
Sunni Moslem group based in
Peshawar, Pakistan, led by
Imam Seghbatullah Mujjaddedi.

(Vorontsov had earlier held
his first meeting with the
mujaheddin leaders in Saudi
Arabia in December 1988.)

In talks with the Pakistan-
based rebels, Vorontsov said
that the Soviet Union was not
opposed to their proposal for a
temporary non-elected Shura
(consultative assembly) to
govern Afghanistan until
national elections were held.
But they rejected his insistence
that the PDPA should be given
participation in a future Afghan
government. The talks broke
down.

Vorontsov’s talks with the
Pakistan-based rebels were also
hampered by serious divisions in
the latter between ‘moderates’
and ‘fundamentalists’.

Interim ‘government’

Immediately after the Soviet
withdrawal, various mujaheddin
groups met in Rawalpindi,
Pakistan, and elected an interim
government-in-exile on 23
February.

Imam Seghbatullah Mujjad-
dedi, a leading moderate
favouring the restoration of the
pre-1973 Afghan monarchy, was
appointed president.

But fundamentalists advocat-
ing the creation of an Islamic
republic in Afghanistan gained
strong representation. The
Saudi-financed Sunni fundamen-
talist, Abdur-Rabbur Rasul
Sayaf, was elected prime
minister and hardliners, such as
Gulbuddin Hekmatyar and
Yunis Khalis, secured key
positions.

The interim government also
consisted exclusively of
representatives of the Pakistan-
based mujaheddin groups. The
Iran based groups had decided to
boycott the Rawalpindi meeting
after the Peshawar-based
fundamentalists had blocked
efforts by moderate leaders to
reconcile differences between
the two rival groups.

Prior to the emergence of the
interim government, the

Peshawar-based rebels had held
a preparatory Shura on 14
February. But this was also
boycotted by many delegates
amidst allegations that Pakistan
military intelligence (IST)
officers were interfering to
strengthen the hand of the
fundamentalists with whom they
have links.

Conflict continues

Despite their internal divisions,
the mujaheddin proceeded to
intensify their operations in the
wake of the Soviet withdrawal,
launching major ground attacks
against government-held
strongholds.

But their initial confidence
that the Najibullah regime would
rapidly crumble in the absence
of Soviet support proved to be
premature. Frontal assaults on
the strategic city of Jalalabad, to
the east of Kabul inside the
border with Pakistan, were
repulsed with heavy mujaheddin
losses, while other key locations
also remained in government
hands.

Meanwhile, the Najibullah
regime moved to consolidate its
political position following the
Soviet departure.

Seven non-PDPA government
ministers were replaced by party
nominees on 18 February and
the following day a new 20-
member Supreme Council for
the Defence of the Homeland
was appointed. The government
also declared a state of emer-
gency throughout the country,
citing as justification the
discovery of a large arms cache
said to be intended for attack on
the capital.

In May protracted guerrilla
insurgency and civil war seemed
to be the most likely prospect for
Afghanistan, with each of the
opposing sides continuing to
enjoy superpower backing.

The Soviet government
remained committed to the
Najibullah regime, and resumed
arms supplies in mid-March.
For its part, the new Bush
administration in the United
States, while rejecting recogni-
tion of the rebel government as
‘premature’, made clear its
determination to back the
mujaheddin for ‘as long as the
resistance struggle for self-
determination continues.’

AUSTRALIA

Historic wages and
tax cuts deal

The federal treasurer, Paul
Keating, announced a historic
accord between government
and trade unions in April.

It has been described as the
most far-reaching development
in the country’s collective-
bargaining system since the
establishment of the Australian
federation in 1901.

Under the agreement, the
Australian Council of Trade
Unions has agreed to
productivity-related wage
increases in 1989-90 in return
for major tax cuts and increases
in social welfare payments.
Average earnings will be held t
6.5 per cent in this period and
will also be linked to agreement
on job restructuring.

The cuts in personal income
tax amount to A$4.9 billion and
will be mainly concentrated in
the lower and middle income
brackets. Increases or beneficia
changes in social welfare
payments are worth a further
$710 million.

Presenting the agreement,
Keating said that, in spite of the
cost of the package, the
government expected to achieve
a budget surplus in the 1989-90
financial year that would at leas:
be equivalent to the $5.5 billion
forecast for 1988-89.

AUSTRIA

Severe losses for
Conservatives
in provincial polls

Both federal ‘grand coalition’
parties lost ground in
provincial elections in Tirol,
Salzburg and Carinthia on 12
March.

It was the moderate
conservative People’s Party
(OVP) which suffered the most
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military government in East
Beirut led by General Aoun,
and a Moslem government in
West Beirut led by Hoss.

The split was confirmed on 18
October when a boycott by east
Beirut Christian deputies meant
that the national assembly was
unable to elect a new parliamen-
tary speaker to replace Hussein
zl-Husseini, whose term of
office came to an end that day.

On 9 November the Hoss
zovernment, now bereft of
Christian members, announced
the dismissal of General Aoun
as army commander and his
interim replacement by General
Sami al-Khatib, a Sunni
Moslem. The decision was
ignored by Aoun, whose forces
had been of wholly Christian
composition since the with-
drawal of the army’s Moslem
brigades in 1984.

Showdown

While Syria continued to back
the Hoss government, the Iraqi
regime — the Syrians’ arch-
enemies — quickly recognised
the Aoun government and
reportedly began supplying the
Maronite Lebanese Forces
militia with large quantities of
arms.

The scene was thus being set
for a full-scale Christian-
Moslem confrontation which
would inevitably involve the
Syrian forces occupying much
of eastern and northern Leba-
non.

In January the rival Shia
Moslem militias — the Syrian-
backed Amal and the Iranian-
backed Hezbollah — also began
another phase of heavy fighting
in southern Beirut and southern
Lebanon. However, at the end
of the month the two sides
signed a comprehensive peace
agreement in Damascus under
which Hezbollah recognised
Amal’s primacy in southern
Lebanon but was accorded the
right to maintain bases there.

Attention then centred on the
looming Christian-Moslem
showdown which began on 7
March with General Aoun’s
declaration of a naval and air
blockade of illegal ports
operated by Moslem and Druse
militias on the southern coast.
The move was widely seen as an
attempt by Aoun to extend his

authority into areas of West
Beirut.

As Aoun’s forces moved to
implement the blockade,
Moslem and Druse militias
responded by shelling Christian-
held ports in Beirut and Jounieh.
Major artillery exchanges then
broke out across Beirut’s ‘green
line’. Over 130 people were left
dead by the end of the month
and great devastation was
caused.

Aoun'’s justification for the
blockade was that illegal
shipments of arms and drugs
should be halted and that regular
trade should be conducted
through the proper channels.

He also claimed that in the
previous month the Maronite
militia had been compelled by
army action to return ports under
their control to the legal
authorities.

But this was disputed by
Druse leader Walid Jumblatt, the
president of the Progressive
Socialist Party (PSP) and a
minister in the Hoss cabinet.

In a speech on 5 March,
Jumblatt suggested that the
hostilities between the army and
the Maronite militia had merely
been ‘tactical’ and that the two
Christian forces were in fact
involved in a new anti-Moslem
alliance.

In the course of March
General Aoun made it clear that
his aim was to secure the
complete withdrawal of Syrian
forces from Lebanon, describing
the hostilities in Beirut as a
‘battle of liberation’ on 14
March. At the end of the month
the Christian side claimed that
missiles which hit an East Beirut
fuel depot had been fired by
Syrian troops. By then it was
clear that Syrian artillery was
actively engaged in the bom-
bardment of Christian areas.

Through April and into May
the artillery battle in Beirut
continued remorselessly,
bringing economic life in the
capital to a virtual standstill and
causing a mass exodus of
people.

Truces and ceasefires
negotiated under the auspices of
the Arab League collapsed
almost as soon as they were
announced. French mediation
efforts also proved abortive,
mainly because the Syrian-

Moslem side regarded the
French government as pro-
Christian and pro-Aoun.

® Anouar Fatayri, 42, a former
PSP general secretary and close
associate of Walid Jumblatt, was
shot dead in a car ambush on 9
February. The murder occurred
at Jahlieh in the Chouf moun-
tains as Fatayri was returning
from a mission connected with
the Druse leader’s initiative to
facilitate the return of Christians
to their villages in the Chouf.

MIDDLE EAST

Elections plan

The Labour defence minister
in Israel's national unity
government, Yitzhak Rabin,
put forward a plan for the
holding of elections in the
Israeli-occupied territories on
20 January.

Under the proposals, which
emerged against the backdrop of
the Palestinian uprising (which
has cost, according to various
estimates, the lives of over 400
Palestinians and some 40 Israelis
since December 1987) elections
would be held in the West Bank
and Gaza three to six months
after peaceful conditions had
been restored there.

Reaction

Rabin's initiative was initially
given a cool reception by Likud
Prime Minister Shamir and his
foreign minister Moshe Arens.
But when the prime minister
visited the United States in early
April, it had been reworked and
formed a major part of a four-
point peace plan that was
outlined to President Bush.
According to the plan
advanced by Shamir, elections
would be held in the West Bank
and Gaza Strip in an atmosphere
that would be free of ‘Palestin-
ian violence.” This would
produce non-Palestine Libera-
tion Organisation (PLO)
representatives with whom ne-
gotiations could be held.

In line with the 1979 Camp
David peace accords signed by
Israel, Egypt and the United
States, the elections would be
the first step towards creating a
self-governing administration
for a five-year transitional
period, during which the Israeli
military presence would be
scaled down.

At the end of the period,
further negotiations would be
held to determine the final status
of the occupied territories.

‘While welcoming the Shamir
plan, President Bush expressed
his hope that Israel would come
forward with ‘new ideas’ to
break the deadlock. He also
stated that the United States
supported neither an independ-
ent Palestinian state ‘nor Israeli
sovereignty over, or permanent
occupation of, the West Bank
and Gaza.’

Obstacles

One major obstacle facing
Shamir’s elections plan is the
absence of Arab negotiating
partners.

Under the terms of the Camp
David accords, the transitional
arrangements and a final peace
settlement were to be negotiated
with Egypt, Jordan and ‘repre-
sentatives of the Palestinian
people.’

However, Jordan has consis-
tently refused to become
mvolved; and Egypt, while
retaining diplomatic relations
with Israel, is anxious not to
jeopardise its status in the Arab
world. It would like to play a
constructive role that would
command greater consensus.

Another major difficulty is the
unabated rebellion in the
occupied territories which leaves
a question mark over who the
‘representatives of the Palestin-
ian people’ sought by Shamir as
a valid interlocutor might be.

The PLO has categorically
rejected Shamir’s determination
to exclude the organisation from
a settlement. It has also made it
clear, both before and after
Shamir’s visit to Washington,
that it will not accept the holding
of elections in the West Bank
and Gaza while the Israeli
occupation continues.

Pressure
Faced with this impasse, Shamir
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Irregularities mar
general’s victory

The new military leader of
Paraguay, General Andrés
Rodriguez, won an
overwhelming victory in
presidential elections on 1
May, as foreign observers and
opposition politicians pointed
to irregularities in the poll.

The elections came three
months after General Rodriguez
had overthrown military dictator
General Alfredo Stroessner in a
coup on 3 February.

Father-in-law of Stroessner’s
son and second-in-command of
the armed forces, Rodriguez
mounted the takeover when
news emerged that Stroessner
intended to demote him to the
less influential position of
defence minister.

The putsch also followed
long-simmering differences
within the ruling Colorado
Party, with the ‘traditionalist’
faction arguing that the party
should prepare itself for a post-
Stroessner era and the ‘militants’
wishing to maintain the status
quo.

Stroessner had ruled the
country uninterruptedly for 34
years and had again been
reelected in a fraudulent election
in February 1988.

Results

Standing for the Colorado Party,
General Rodriguez took 74 per
cent of the vote, his nearest
challenger, Domingo Laino of
the Authentic Radical Liberal
Party (PLRA) winning 19.6 per
cent.

Fernando Vera, the candidate
of the Revolutionary Febrerista
Party (PRF), the SI’s member
party in Paraguay, won 1.4 per
cent, the rest of the vote divided
among five other candidates.

In parallel congressional
elections, the opposition did
marginally better. The PLRA
won 19.8 per cent of the national
vote, while the PRF — which
polled more strongly in the
capital Asuncién with 6.5 per
cent — took 3.74 per cent. The

Colorados won just over 70 per
cent.

However, electoral legisla-
tion introduced by Stroessner
(and retained by Rodriguez)
ensured that the Colorados
would continue to maintain a
solid grip on parliamentary
life.

According to the laws, the
party that gains a simple
majority automatically
captures two thirds of the seats
in both the 72-seat House of
Deputies and the 36-seat
Senate, the remainder being
divided proportionately.

Of the 36 seats reserved for

the opposition in the two houses,
30 went to PLRA.

Denunciations

Following Rodriguez’s victory,
the four main opposition parties
grouped together in the so-called
National Accord (of which the
PRF and the PLRA form part)
denounced ‘grave and numerous
irregularities’ in the balloting.
They pointed to the lack of
privacy and intimidation at
polling booths, the adulteration
of indelible ink used to prevent
repeated voting, and the use of
fraudulent electoral lists. New
voters, they claimed, had been
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