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, By M:chael Dobbs »
ARSAW =~ 1 can'set a time and place for my reah-

-zation that'the events I witnessed as The Washmg- :
ton "Post’s ‘correspondent in:Warsaw over'.the past” 30: ~.;.J- '
months amounted - t0_yet another: abortlve natlorial upns—-

ing in the: ‘grand Polish tradition.

It was last Nov:-1,-All Saints’ Day, the day -Pol
to the cemeteries to pay tribute to their. ancestors
cordance with thie old Catholic tradition. I" was: wanderiri

¥l

around thie Powazki Cemetery in Warsaw, 4 place stéeped

in hlstorlcal -associations: Buried hére, for ewample,' are

the men who died in the great 19th century’insurrections
against gzarist rule, the heroes of Marshal Jozef Pilsud-
ski’s 1920 campaign agamst Bolshevnk Russia and the vic-
tims of the 1944 Warsaw uprising against the Nazis:

Night ‘had fallen, but the graveyard was lit by tens of
thousands. of " flickering votive candles. They formed a
shimmering carpet.of light and smoke that was réflected
upward by human faces and silver birch trees,

At each memorial; groups would gather and sing the na-
tional anthem — “Poland has not perished as long, as we.

live” — and- other patriotic songs. Then they would stare ~ -
silently at the graves of dead heroes, which were covered :

with red and white Polish flags. i DR

‘The biggest crowd collected around a symbolic shrme i

to several thousand Polish officers killed -at- Katyn ne
World War II — a massacre attributed in the official’ his-
tory books to the Nazis but blamed by most Poles 6n the
Russians: Attached to nearby trees were posters-proelaim-,.

ing support for the outlawed Solidarity trade union, with " gyerpoweritig imperatives of geography; natlonal charac-

“terand: blg power polltncs

Michael Dobbs recently completed a 2Vi-year
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slogans hket “Solxdanty hasn’t ‘been crushed, it hves onin
> ouf hedrts.”

‘Looking up, from those graves to the: solemn faces of the
people gathered' arouiid them was like' watching: thie wheel -

of Polish history Spm befmémy eyes, Like their forebedrs;
‘ these men and wornen: ad, felt. the exhileraf,wn of taking .

part<in.a.great movement of- natnonal rebirth. But these-

“people, too, had- lived:t6 see- thieir hopes: dashed by the .

uprlsmg as the stormlng of>Warsaiv’s Belweder Palace,
" the teSldence of: ‘Russian governor, by patriotic Pohsh
army officers-in November 1830. It. assumed its own
umque character because it took place under 20th century
€0 dltlons, whlch rulé out all Hope of an armed insurrec-
succeedmg ‘But the dynamics of its rise and fall were
sumlar {0 past revolts dgairnst foreign domination. The af-
termath, too; which I watched uinfold throughout 1982, is
depressmgly familiar.

' Polish Society is now divided along polltlcal' lines almost
identical to those that followed the collapse of the insur-
rections in 1830 and 1863. There are “the collaborators”

“the concxhators,’f represented today, as m ‘the past~ by
“the Roman Catholic church.

After’ Gen.” Wojciech Jaruzelski’s military: takeover in
December 1981, a question frequently posediin: the West
‘was whether he ghould be regarded as a Soviet puppet: or
‘a Polish patriot. From the Polish perspective; the-debate.
seemed futile. As the mirror images of their: 19th: century .
counterparts, all the principal actors in the Polish drama’
see themselves as patriots acting for patmotxc motives, ~—
and consider_their.opponents puppets of one sort_or: an-
other. Each group has plausible arguments to prove. its
case. -

A better analogy for what is happening in Poland ls '
that of the Greek tragedy. The actors are all puppets.in
the sense that they are being manipulated by forces that
are bigger than they are and beyond their control. The
Polish tragedy has a sense of inevitability about it. ‘The
role of fate is played not by the gods, but by Poland’s miis-
fortune in finding itself squeezed between the colossuses
of Russia and Germany.

Part of the excitement that all of us — Poles and for-
eign.observers alike — felt in August 1980 was du€ to this-
conflict between -individuals and historical forces. Foria

brief, almost magical period, it seemed as if the actors ‘had -

sacked their tyrannical director and taken over the play
‘themselves. Workers, intellectuals and Communist Party

. officials-alike discarded the tired old lines they had been

mouthing dutifully for years and began writing scripts of
their own.

The effect on a society cramped by 35 years of totahtar-
ian ideology was exhilarating. Suddenly people began to
discuss politics with strangers in the street. Long lines
formed for official newspapers that had been practxcally
unsaleable just a few days before.

tour as Warsaw correspondent for The Washing-

ton Post.

- What happened- in Poland between August 1980 and
December 1981 was, I am convinced, as much a national

or governing class. There are “the insurrectionaries” in
the form of the Solidarity underground. And there are

. . See POI.AND Poge 82

M*A*S*ng

N ixon; Carter

KAY, TAKE ME IN, book me, don't

bother to read me my rights. I am guilty
as charged. It’s a clear case of dereliction of
duty.

I don’t know what the rap is for skipping a
dinner where three ex-presidents are speak-
ing in order to watch the finale of
“M*A*S*H.” Maybe you have to do time in
Plains in July, or six months at hard labor on
Richard Nixon's presidential papers for an-
other installment of his memoirs. Maybe it’s
caddyi gg for Gerald Ford at the Bob Hope
Deselt lassic. Whatever the damage, 1 will
pay lt‘

It loet to make a speech in the dock, Fll

say, l()l openers, that it will not be “d historic -

Mary M(:Crory
DERELICTI()N

first” £ although [ do not expect this to keep
Nixon from calling it that. Our three tormer
presidents have appeared together in public
at the funeral of Anwar Sadat.

Even if they hadn’t, I will confess that I
would have gone ahead with my plans for a
counter-dinner. Twelve of us “M*A*S*H"-
heads will eat meatloaf and potatoes, as they
"do so often in the mess tent — and snow peas
in honor of Korea. Then we will wallow in 2%
- hours in Ouijongbu in the reviving company
of our heroes, who are more real to us than
the three survivors of “the splendid misery”
of the presidency.

Two-thirds of the trio who will be unfold-
ing their napkins three blocks away may not
take umbrage — Carter and Ford are
“M*A*S*H"” fans, too — when I say that our
group anticipates more wit from Hawkeye,
more wisdom from Col. Potter and more hu-
manity from B.J. Honeycutt than may be dis-
penised from the head table at the Sheraton-
Washington. Nixon probably will take um-
brage; he usually does.

Frankly, it is the auspices of the dinner
that I find most liberating. It is in honor of
Adm. Hyman Rickover, who exemplifies why
a guilt-free evening can be spent out of the
presence of people out of office.

See McGRORY, Page BS

Mary McGrory is ¢ Washington Post
columnist.
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By Robert G. Kaiser

UST HOW PRESIDENT Reagan per-

forms his job remains something of a
mystery. We know that he takes it casy,
often reaching the office at 9 a.m. and leav-
ing at 5 to work out in the White House
gym — earlier when he goes horseback rid-
ing. We know he likes one-page “minime-
mos” and that he delegates a good deal of
authority. We've often heard how he an-
swers ditficult specific questions with ancc-
dotes of dubious relevance.

But what does he do as president? Does
he meet with people to find out things, or
does he only get briefed when his duties re-
quire it? Does he engage in serious give-
and-take with staff or outsiders? Does he
try personally to figure out issues? Is there
more to Reagan than we realize?

Conversations with nearly two dozen

Robert Kaiser is an associate edi-

tor of The Washington Post.

N OW Playmg in the Oval Office . . .

Reagan can be a quick study — but not if the script gets unpleasant

people who have met with President Rea-
gan sometime this month provide some an-
swers. Their accounts suggest a man who
prefers fun to work, who loves to entertain
and feel loved, who likes being president,
but who rarely gets enthused about gov-
erning. They indicate that the president
can get his details right, but is most likely
to do so on matters he finds pleasing or
useful in pleasing others. Details of the
great public issues of our time don't always
hold his interest. This is a president with
an effective mechanism for avoiding what
he doesn’t like.

B " .

On Feb. 2 the president met in the Oval
Office with four Jewish leaders, his na-
tional security adviser and others to dis-
cuss the Mideast. Reagan had invited the
group to the White House as an alternative
to his speaking to a gathering of the World
Jewish Congress then taking place in
Washington. The president evidently

By Steve Mendelson — The Washington Post

wanted to avoid bheing cross-examined
publicly by these Jews.

Reagan asked his visitors what was on
their minds. According to sources present,
Julius Berman, chairman of the conference
of presidents of major Jewish organiza-
tions, told Reagan that it wasn't fair to
pressure the Israelis, who have always been
willing to negotiate with any Arabhs who
would talk to them. It was the Arabs, he
said, who put preconditions on their will-
ingness to negotiate.

Reagan responded that he knew from his
conversations with King Hussein of Jordan
that as soon as an agreement on withdraw-
ing foreign troops from Lebanon is
reached, Hussein will be ready to negotiate
with the Israelis. Berman reportedly
presse(l the president: Did that mean Hus-
sein had put no other preconditions on his
willingness to talk with Israel? Did he say
nothing, for example, about Israeli settle-
ments on the West Bank?

See REAGAN, Page B4
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Don’t Loosen
Curbs on

Cop Searches

By James J. Fyfe

T ISTIME to allow the police to engage

in well-intentioned violations of our rights,
to search our homes, our cars, our papers or
anything else so long as they do it in “good
faith.” That is the essence of the momentous
argument the Supreme Court will hear on
Tuesday from opponents of the “exclusionary
rule,” which bars from criminal trials any evi-
dence the police seize illegally.

Opponents of this rule are legion, because
so many citizens have been led to believe that.
disallowing such evidence crimps-law enforce-
ment and keeps large numbers of criminals
roaming their neighborhoods. Both beliefs are

“nonsense, even if well-meaning nonsense.

As my former fellow cops on the street
know, the exclusionary rule is simply irrele-’
vant to almost all police work. Illegally seized
evidence plays no part in the overwhelmmo'
majority of prosecutions, and in instances
when it does. the rule barring its use in the
courtroom rarely has any effect.

. There are several reasons for this, but most
notable is the fact that trial courts almost al-
ways judge the legality of a search on the
testimony of the officer who conducted. the
search — and police who conduct illegal
searches do not go around admitting that on
witness stands.

It should be no surprise, then, that a study
a few years ago by the Office of Management
and Budget showed that motions to suppress
evidence were successtul in a mere 0.4 per-
‘cent of all felony cases in federal courts. More
recently, a National Institute of Justice study
examined 874 burglary, robbery and assault
cases in San Diego and Jacksonville, Fla. Its
finding: A grand total of nine burglary cases
were dismissed because of illegal searches and
seizures, and not a single robbery or assault
case was affected at all.

It would be a profound mistake, therefore,
for the Supreme Court to view the case it will
hear on Tuesday as in any way typical. That
case — involving a couple accused of possess-
ing 400 pounds of marijuana, some cocaine,
guns, ammunition and drug paraphernaha —
clearly falls in the minute minority.

See EXCLUSIONARY, Page BS

James Fyfe, a former patrolman and
police lieutenant in New York City, is

~ now a senior fellow at thé Police Foun-

dation and an associate professor of
Jjustice at American University.

Does a Conspiracy Prevent Us From Pursuing Our Real Mideast Interests?

Yes: We U.S. Arabists are discriminated against

By Curtis F. Jones

ENTERED THE Foreign Service in 1946,

Having received some wartime instruction
in Moroccan Arabic, I become an Arabic lan-
guage officer, never dreaming that the time
would come when the appellation of “Ara-
bist” would acquire faint opprobrium, and
those who held it would face automatic exclu-
sion from the formulation of U.S. policy in
‘the Mideast.

My own progress in Arabic owned much to
the friendliness of evening get-togethers in
places such as the Cafe della Posta in Tripoli,
Libya, and the Bayt al Hadid in Port Said,
and to the fortunate introduction of tennis

Curtis Jones, now retired, was the
State Department’s director of intelli-
gence and research for the Near [Zast.
His article s excerpted from the For-
eign Service Journal.

“ ¥’

into the Mideast by the British. In many
countries where the political situation was
volatile or relations with the United States
were strained, the local citizenry shunned
U.S. diplomats except in the most innocent of
circumstances, such as on the tennis court. In
this relaxed ambience, it was possible —
without ever broaching sensitive topics — to
get a subliminal feel of the local situation and
sometimes to intercept information of im-
mediate utility.

The two decades following World War II'
were the halcyon aays for the practicing Ara-
bist. The carving of each new mini-state from
Britain’s crumbling Mideast empire was
cause for the creation of another U.S. diplo--
matic mission.

By 1967, however, the course of events in
the Mideast had created serious problems for
the Arabist.

See ARABIST, Page B4
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No: Just stop saying that Israel should not exist

By Harvey J. Feldman

N A SAD reminiscence, Curtis Jones tells

us what he learned in a 29-year career in
the Foreign Service. Most notably; he learned
that “In -the Mideast of the future there
would_be room for Jews, but not for a Jewish
state.” Israel will have to disappear.

In addition, Jones says he discovered that
the entire foreign policy process, as it relates
to U.S. interests in the Middle East, is domi-
nated by a special interest group whlch he
identities as “the Israeli lobby.” This group,
he suggests, even manages to manipulate the
government’s personnel system to keep “Ara-
bists” like Jones from key Mideast policy-

Harvey Feldman has been a Foreign
Service officer for 28 years. His reply
to -Jones originally was sent to the For-

etgn Service Journal, which declined

to publish it in full.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

making positions on the National Security
Council staff and at the assistant secretary
level in the State Department.

Indeed, Jones tells us that he personally
was the victim of this special interest group.
In a 1971 article, for example, columnist Jo-
seph Kraft — doubtless a member of the con-
spiracy — characterized Jones as “one of the
most ardent supporters of the Arab side in
the quarrel with Israel.” That is obviously an
accurate description, as Jones’ words them-
selves attest, and yet Jones somehow suggests
that Kraft’s descrlptxon was not “kind.”

On another occasion, during a State De-
partment-sponsored speakmg tour to explain
U.S. foreign policy at Utah colleges, two col-
leagues from the State Department (I was

one of them) made a “spirited rebuttal” when

Jones “combined a synopsis of contemporary

Mideast policy with a statement of my own’

reasons for considering that policy defective.”
See REPLY, Page B4
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POLAND From Page B1

I remember vmdly the negotiating

. sessions- at:the Lenin Shipyard in
‘Gdansk hbetweent the government
commlssmn and the strike committee
led: by Liéch Walesa. At first the gov-
ernment - ‘spokeSmen attempted to
befuddle the other side-with mean-
Amgl' s‘newsspeak and vague prom-
' ises; but they were simply laughed at -
by the workers, who. insisted that
they,speak in plain language. This
was the strikers’-first, and perhaps
most 1mportant victory.

félong Communist Party mem-
ber who witnessed the Gdansk ne-
gotlatlons described them to me later
as a kind of intellectual liberation.
“What made us happiest about Aug-
ust was that we were able to throw
away the mask of duplicity that we
had.worn for so long that it had al-
most become part of us. As a result of
martlal law, we — or at least some of

us — have been made to put the '

mask back,on'again,” he said.

IF e,mood of the workers was re-
flected?in the happy faces at the ship-
yaxd -gates, which were covered with
flowers.and méssages of support from
the' local population. One' scrap of
paper attached to the shipyard wall -
seemed to captire the optimism that
everhody felt at .the start of yet an-
othér insurrection. It was a verse by
Lord Byron:

For freedom’s battle once beghn
Bequeathed by bleeding sire to son
Though baffled off is ever won.

The miracle of August 1980 was
that, for a brief time, it appeared as if
it mig’ht be possible to recoricile the
conflicting wishes of the Polish peo-
ple and their communist rulers. A
new social contract was born under
which the party retained political
power but agreed to be controlled
and supervised by independent
workers’ organizations. As a senior
adviser to Solidarity, Bronislaw
Geremek, later remarked, the experi-
ment represented a chance not only
for the Polish people but also for the
authorities. Had it worked out, it
would have resulted in the creation of
a _ luralist society unique in the com-
munist world.

Unseen by most of us at the time,
however, the powerful forces of his-
tory were continuing to operate be-
hind the scenes. The monolithic state
could not ahsorb the new, indepen-

dent institutions. Solidarity could not,
remain within the limits it had origi-.

nally set for itself. It had to challenge
them in order to survive — bhut, in
challenging them, Solidarity laid the
seeds for its eventual collapse.

The Polish uprising of 1980-81 suc-
ceeded at first because practically all
sections of society — including, cru-
cxallyl Commumst Party memhers

had an interest in it. It was put down

That

Solidarity’s

Revolution

Has Failed

from the reporters’ gallery as relieved
communist deputies surged around a
beaming Jaruzelski, congratulating
him on a delayed triumph.

Shortly before the Gdansk agree- .

ment was negotiated in August 1980,
I visited Jacek Kuron, the brains he-
hind the Workers’ Defense Commit-
tee. At that time, he was organizing a
strike information service, providing
Western journalists with details of
the escalating’ protests around Po-
land. During our conversation he
showed me a picture, which he kept
on his desk, of a group of men -and
women who had led a strike in the
shipyards at Szczecin 10 years earlier.

Kuron explained that not one of
the dozen or so people in the portrait
was still employed at the shipyard.
Once the strike had ended, the au-
thorities began reasserting their con-
trol. The members of the strike com-
mittee were gradually dispersed to
other factories, blackmailed or psy-
chologically destroyed. One strike
leader emigrated, another was said to
have committed suicide, and a third
was prosecuted for the rape of a pros-
titute.

The same techniques are now
being used on a much wider scale
against Solidarity and its activists.
Kuron himself will soon go on trial on

_charges of “attempting to overthrow

“The ruling class suffered such a defeat in

August 1980 that it needed a long time to pull

itself together again.

through a combination of intrigue
and force after Solidarity became
divided and the authorities, under
Soviet pressure, became united and
determined.

It is difficult to say precisely when
I first began to understand that Soli-
darity was more than just a trade
union. Elements of national reawak-
ening were evident from the outset:
in the Polish flags proudly displayed
at the scene of every strike, in the
constant singing of the national an-
them, and in Walesa’s references to
“Poles speaking to Poles.” But it
took time for the national liberation
theme to take shape.

It came out into the open eventu-
ally in the song that became Solidari-
ty’s unofficial anthem, “Let Poland
be Poland.” At the same time, Poles
ingisted on learning the truth ahout
such taboo episodes in their history
as the Katyn massacre. People began
celebrating the prewar nationalist an-
niversaries rather than the official
communist holidays. And there were

demands for the crown, the symbol of

the old Polish kingdom, to be re-
stored to the head of the eagle, Po-
land’s national emhblem.

It is also difficult to say exactly
when [ realized that the party ap-
paratus would seek to crush the revo-
lution. 'I‘he ruling class suffered such
a defeat in August 1980 that it
needed a long time to pull itself to-
gether again. [ts initial attempts, in
the winter of 1980-81, to reassert its
authority were so ineffectual that
they lulled Solidarity into a false
sense of security.

The suddeness of Jaruzelski’s coup
in December 1981 came as a surprise
— even though signs of an approach-
ing confrontation had been visible for
months. Now, however, I remember
the final scene in Andrzej Wajda’s
film “The Man of Iron,” in which a
hlgh party official reacts to the sign-
ing of the Gdansk agreement. “Don’t
worry,” he reassures a‘shocked col-
league, “we’ll find a way of reversing
this.”

In October 1982, that prediction
came true when Solidarity was for-
mally de- legalized under a new trade
union bill passed by the Sejm, Po-
land’s national legislature. I watched

Fe
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.the state by force.” Other dissidents

and union leaders face similar
charges. Thousands of workers have
been imprisoned or fired from their
jobs, while others have been forced to
emigrate.

Of the signatories of the Gdansk
agreement, several are still in prison.
Walesa himself is free, but he is de-
prived of contact with his fellow
workers and has been prevented from
getting his old job back at the Lenin
Shipyard.

On the other side, the govern-
ment’s chief negotiator, former
Deputy Prime Minister Mieczyslaw
Jagielski, has been removed from
positions of influence. The reform-
minded Communist Party boss in
Gdansk, Tadeusz Fiszbach, has been
sent into political exile as Polish
commeroial attache in Helsinki.

All this has helped create the
beginnings of a new cycle of repres-
sion, frustration and popular anger
that many people believe will result
in another upheaval sooner or later.
Just as the memory of the killings
and harassment of workers in 1970
helped fuel the unrest of 1980, so is it
possible to observe today’s repres-
sions fueling the next explosion.

Already the divisions within Polish
society seem wider than ever. This
Christmas I attended a party, given
by one of my colleagues, to which

many Poles on both sides of the.

political divide had been invited. It

soon became evident that half the’

Polish guests were refusing to talk to

the other half — even though they

knew each other very well. When I
mentioned this, I got replies like,
“We don’t have anything to talk
about any more.”

The differences have become so

acute that the very words “Solidari-

ty” and “socialism” trigger passion-
ate tirades. For communist officials,
Solidarity is synonymous with hope-
less romanticism, anarchy and
counter-revolution. For Solidarity
supporters, socialism means an unre-
formable bureaucratic system im-
posed on Poland at the hehest of the
Soviet Union.

Jaruzelski seems to regard himself
as a realist who has come to terms
with Poland’s geographical position

2
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Solidarity sympathizers in Poznan mark 26th anniversary of uprising in June 1982.

and is trying to convince his fellow

" countrymen to do the same. Born in

a part of Poland that has since been
incorporated into the Soviet Union,

he lost many in his family during’
World War II. This personal tragedy -

persuaded him that it is wuseless

tampering with the rules of geopoli-

tics.

The drama of modern Poland is
that precisely the same experience
has taught other Poles to regard the
Russians as their bitter enemies. For
them, Jaruzelski is a traitor and a
stooge, since the only hope of pre-
serving Poland’s national identity is
continued resitance. ,

In part, the present social divisions
reflect a difference in outlook be-
tween the generations. Solidarity was
overwhelmingly a young people's
movement, while government sup-
porters tend to be old or at least mid-
dle-aged. An informal survey among
Polish teachers led to the startling
conclusion that 90 percent of high
school students do not bhelieve that
socialism is even a goal worth pursu-
ing.

This massive disillugsionment with
communism as an ideology contrasts
with the situation just a few years
ago, when a majority of Polish stu-
dents professed left-wing ideals, even
if they were opposed to the existing
Polish regime.

The arguments frequently divide
families. A  young intellectual,
brought up as a communist but now
strongly opposed to all that Jaruzel-
ski stands for, described a bitter dis-
pute he had had with his father
about underground resistance to
military rule. After the old man ex-
pressed satisfaction at the under-
ground’s failure to organize effective
protests, the son shouted: “We may
not be able to win this battle, but at
least we can prevent you from win-
ning it. You'll never be able to get
Poles to accept you as legitimate.”

“And where does that get you?”
said the father.

“Well, at least it gives us the satis-
faction of retaining our dignity. All
these insurrections could be the rea-
son why we now speak Polish rather
than Russian.”

Shortly before [ left Poland last
month, I talked to Walesa at his
home in Gdansk. For me at least, the
occasion had a kind of symbolic
symmetry about it. Our first meeting
had taken place on Aug. 15, 1980, the
second day of the two-week strike at
the Lenin Shipyard. At that time, so
far as the rest of the world was con-
cerned, Walesa was an unknown and
unemployed electrician dreaming
about forming a free trade union in a
totalitarian state.

As we talked now in Walesa’s liv-
ing room, which is dominated by a
picture of Pope John Paul, I reflected
on his astounding rise to become the
acknowledged leader of 10 million
Polish workers — and his equally
rapid fall. With Solidarity outlawed
and the one-party state firmly back
in place, he was again unemployed
and again thinking up ways to pursue
his goal for independent unions.

But, as he said, Walesa and his fel-
low Poles are “no longer the same
people” they were hefore August.
When I asked him to describe how

they had changed, he replied: “Many

of us have reflected on things, under-
stood what's happening in this coun-
try. Many people know what they
want and won't allow anybody to do
things to them that will return the
situation to the way it was hefore
August 1980. These are things that it
is difficult to notice, but they exist
nonetheless.”

Then he broke into one of his wide,
mischievous grins at the thought of
the revolution of the mind begun in
Poland by Solidarity and still contin-
uing despite everything. “Oh, how we
have changed . " And he shook
his head from ‘side to side in mock
disbelief.

Walesa’s gut feeling about these
psychological changes is articulatec

'

by the intellectuals who used to serve
as advisers to Solidarity. Andrzej
Szypiorski, a writer who was interned

briefly in the early days of martial

law, compares Poland’s national con-

sciousness to a battery that recharges-

itself in periods of adversity. The

battery gradually ran down during.

the materially prosperous but spiri-

tually empty years of Edward Gier-«

ek’s rule.
charged.
I.got a similar opinion from Gere-
mek, whom [ interviewed soon after
his release from internment in
December. A mild-mannered medie-
val historian, he felt certain that the
Solidarity experience would endure.
“From August on, every day of

Right now it is fuily

Solidarity’s existence represented a -

lasting gain for society. In the Seven-
ties, people became obedient tools of
the government. Thanks to Solidari-
ty, that kind of mental passivity does
not exist anymore. This provides us
with a moral capital for the future —
even if at present it's difficult to say
when we will be able to draw on it,”
he said.

Since December 1981, more than
10,000 Poles have passed through in-
ternment camps, and several thou-

,\I)VH(’I Ihl‘ ME l\ I‘

:

sand more have been imprisoned for
political offenses against martial law.
Inevitably, some have become cynical

and disillusioned. Others have been:

given up what seemed like an un-
equal fight and emigrated. But, Gere-
mek insists, most have become
stronger and more determined.

“In the camps there was a feeling
of complete freedom, a feeling of
community. The experience of in-
ternment gave us a chance to think
freely. It hardened us, made us more
‘mature and more realistic.”

The Polish August went much
ideeper than previous revolts against
icommunist rule. Unlike the workers’
‘riots along the Baltic coast in Decem-
ber 1970, it touched every corner of
the country — rather than one spe-
cific region. And unlike the 1956 up-
heavals, which brought Wadyslaw
Gomulka to power, it could not be re-
solved by the substitution of one
Communist Party leader for another.
It was a crisis of the system, not
merely of the regime.

As a Polish journalist, who asked
not to he quoted by name, remarked:
“If 1970 formed a nucleus of activists,
then the Solidarity period turned
that nucleus into a mass movement.

‘think exactly like them.”

Kuron and the other dissidents may: .
‘be in prison, but there are hundreds
of thousands of people outside’ who_

The paradox i$ that; -in ph}}sncal
'‘terms, the authorities hold the upper
'hand. Walega may remain a national
symbol but, without communications)
and without an organisation, there:
little effective he can do to mobilise".
his supporters.

“Before August, we were mad be-
.cause we could not be ourselves. But
‘there was always a faint hope of
'something changing for the better.
"Now it’s a different kind of madness
that has taken hold of us as a nation.
We know what we want, but we are
impotent. We are not so much angry
as simply paralyzed,” the journalist

" gaid.
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The present Polish leaders are in-
slligent men. They realize that,
without sweeping changes, the sys-
tem will break down yet again and
they will go the same way as their
predecessors. Jaruzelski has a per-
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sonal interest in the reforms he pro- .

poses: decentralization of the econ-

omy and democratization of public’

life. His own political survival is at
stake. _

The problem is that, whether Jaru-
zelski likes it or not, his government’
seems locked into a mechanism of re-

pression. To stay in power, it is

forced back into the old methods of
ruling. The law is used as a political
instrument. Officials are promoted
on the basis of loyalty rather than
competence. Privileged groups of
workers are bribed with pay in-
creases, a policy that defuses social
unrest in the short term but under-
mines serious economic reform.

Visit a small Polish town and you
will find that the politicians and bu-
reaucrats who were forced out of of-
fice during the Solidarity period are
prospering under the new order.

" The Patriotic Movement for Na-
tional Salvation, which was launched
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in order to drum up support for the:
military, is made up largely of dis-

credited figures from the past. Inde-
pendent social organizations, on the
other hand, are gradually being sup-
pressed.

If economic reform is to mean any-
'thing, it has to be accompanied by a
freeing of individual initiative. But
this the present regime fears as a
threat to its own political control.
The impasse seems irresolvable.

As I leave Poland, I have a strong
sense of history in the process of re-
peating itself. It could take five years.

Perhaps more, perhaps less. And the -

next revolution will certainly take a

different form from the last. But the

wheel will surely turn again.

American culture.

Celebration”

states.

It's a showcase for excellence, at-
tracting to its stages some of the finest
orchestras as well as ballet, opera, and
theater companies in the country, and
from foreign lands. Their performances
frequently reach millions of Americans
through radio and television broadcasts.

The Kennedy Center is a truly
national center, whose influence extends
into the mainstream of American life. Its
programs for children and young adults,
for example, are taken to various cities
around the country. And its annual Na-
tional Children's Festival—“Imagination
—offering youngsters new
works by outstanding artists, now serves
as a model for similar festivals in seven

More important, The Kennedy Cen-
ter is a catalyst for homegrown talent. Its
nationwide competitions give unknown
playwrights and composers the opportu-
nity to gain national recognition. Thomas
Ludwig, for example, music director for
the Washington Ballet, received wide ex-

From the Potomac to Main Street

America’s National Cultural Center rises
along the banks of the Potomac with
simple and quiet elegance. But the re-
flection it casts goes far beyond the na-
tion's capital, bringing a new vibrancy to
music, theater, and dance all across the
country. Indeed, The John F. Kennedy
Center for the Performing Arts stands as
a living symbol of a new renaissance in

the gap.

Your company's help is needed to
keep The Kennedy Center a true show-
case for excellence. To find out how your
company can assist, please write James
H. Evans, Chairman, The Corporate
Fund, The John F. Kennedy Center for
the Performing Arts,

D.C. 20566.

Mobil’

posure as a composer when his First
Symphony, “Age of Victory,” won a Ken-
nedy Center Friedheim Award in 1982.
Moreover, special’ music competitions
for minority artists and national black
theater and playwrights’ projects bring
new diversity to America’s cultural life.
Some of the country’'s most promis-
ing actors are recruited through The Ken-
nedy Center for coast-to-coast tours.
And this year The Center is forming a
new touring company made up of young
actors drawn from the more than 450
colleges participating
American College Theatre Festival.
What's so remarkable about The
Kennedy Center is that it receives virtu-
ally no subsidy from the government,
relying on ticket sales and private dona-
tions for its wide array of programming.
But these aren’'t enough. So The
Corporate Fund of The John F. Kennedy
Center for the Performing Arts, a volun-
tary association composed of the princi-
pal officers of some of the nation’'s major
corporations, including Mobil, tries to fill

in the annual
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