




VLADIMIR BUKOVSKY 
ON FREEDOM 
AND CAPTIVITY 

Today, after years of torture in Soviet prisons and 
mental institutions, Vladimir Bukovsky is a free man. 
He lives in England where he intends to return to 
school to pursue his studies in biology. But he will 
continue to speak out for the basic human right of 
freedom of expression in the hope that world public 
opinion will bring enough pressure to bear so that 
people in the Soviet bloc may eventually enjoy the 
freedom we have here. 

The story of how Bukovsky was released is one of 
w~ich every AFT member can be proud. Vladimir 
Bukovsky's mother heard that her son was dying. In 
December, 1974, she wrote an appeal for help, ad
dressed to the human rights committee of West Ger
many, to the U.S. Government, and to AFL-CIO Pres-

., ident George Meany. When Meany received the letter, 
·he personally implored the Administration to take ac
tion. The rest is history. 

But the interesting question is: Why, of all the 
people in the world, did Mrs. Bukovsky address the 
letter to George Meany of the AFL-CIO? Because the 
AFL-CIO has always championed human rights. And 
it has not done so on a selective basis. 

It is easy for conservatives to attack the atrosities in 
Communist countries, while at the same time over
looking the same atrocities in right wing dictatorships. 
And many who consider themselves "liberals" will 
organize against oppression in Chile, South Africa and 
Argentina-but are silent about oppression in Russia, 
Poland, Cuba and China. 

The AFL-CIO has championed human rights-and 
trade union rights-universally. When men and 
women are imprisoned, tortured and killed because 
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they dare to speak, write or organize, it makes no 
difference whether they were silenced by a leftist or a 
rightist dictator. The action must be condemned. 

We can be proud of the actions and reputation of the 
AFL-CIO, of its reception of both Solzhenitsyn and 
Bukovsky. The contrast between our view of human 
rights and that of the NEA is clear. While the AFT and 
the AFL-CIO have been helping dissidents-the vic
tims of oppression-the NEA has engaged in ex
change visits with officials of the USSR who defend 
and justify the persecution. Last year, while the labor 
Federation was negotiating for Bukovsky's release, the 
NEA newspaper ran a front-page story, reporting on 
John Ryor's reception of and interview with Soviet 
official Tamara Yanushkovskaya. 

The AFT will continue to press for human rights-at 
home and throughout the world. We are proud that 
Vladimir Bukovsky met with the AFT Executive Coun
cil just before meeting with President Carter. His 
statements to the AFL-CIO and the AFT should be 
shared not only with our fellow teachers, but with our 
students as well. 

The support and encouragement offered by citizens 
of the free world was the only hope for Vladimir 
Bukovsky. Sadly, there are thousands of others still 
imprisoned. The "crimes" for which they are being 
punished are that they-like Bukovsky 
-wanted to be free. Public outrage toward the 
Soviet's suppression of the right of freedom of expres
sion is their only hope as well. 
-Albert Shanker, 

President, 
American Federation of Teachers, AFL-CIO 



The American Federation of HUM~N RJGH I $ 
Teachers has always spoken H 
out forcefully for univeFsal JN PERSPECTIVE. 
human rights. What the union 
condemns in one country, it condemns mali . In thts 
regard, AFT's history has paralleled that of the AFL
CIO. 

Therefore, when Soviet dissident Vladimir 
Bukovsky appeared in Bal Harbour, Fla. in February, 
1977 as a guest of the AFL-CIO, AFT President 
Shanker invited him to address the AFT Executive 
Council which was meeting there at the same time. 

Members of AFT's governing body had the unique 
opportunity of spending time with Bukovsky in a re
laxed and informal discussion of life in the Soviet 
Union, of the "refined techniques of changing indi
vidual political views" and of captivity and freedom . 

Upon introducing Bukovsky to the AFT Executive 
Council, Shanker said: "I must say that to me, Mr. 
Bukovsky, your psychiatric treatment makes perfect 
sense. Anyone who does what you did in the Soviet 
Union must be crazy!" 

WHO IS VLADIMIR Who is Vladimir Bukovsky, 
BUKOVSKY? and what did he do to cause 
him to spend most of his adult life in Soviet prisons 
and psychiatric wards? 

He did no more than Americans are guaranteed a 
constitutional right to do: He expressed his views on 
the Soviet political system, and campaigned for fun
damental human and civil rights in the USSR. His 
views are very unpopular in the Kremlin, and thus he 
was silenced, intermittently, for 12 years . 

The chronicle of Bukovsky' s travails reads like a 
Kafka novel, and his recent transit from a bleak cell in 
Vladimir Prison to the White House, is as fantastic as a 
Russian fairy tale . Since his unexpected release from 
jail, Bukovsky has become a figure of legendary pro
portion among thousands engaged in the Soviet dissi
dent movement. 

Bukovsky, born Dec. 30, 1942 rebelled against the 
system at an early age. In 1963 he was arrested for 
distributing forbidden material, including a book "The 
New Class" written by Yugoslav dissident Milovan 
Djilas, critical of the party elite. A commission of 
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" . . . he has made no 
scientific discoveries 
and has written no 

great works of art-yet 
his name has become 

well known, because he 
has revealed the 

frightening potential of 
violence which carries 
within itself unlimited 

power." 

-psychiatrists found him not responsible for his actions 
and sentenced him to a prison mental asylum in 
Leningrad-an experience which he later described as 
"fifteen months of hell." 

After his release, Bukovsky resumed his protest ac
tivities and was among the first to organize human 
rights demonstrations. Although he was careful not to 
break any laws, he was arrested a few days before the 
first demonstration took place, and sent back to the 
mental ward. 

By January, 1967, he was back in Moscow's Pushkin:~. 
Square, demonstrating on behalf of four arrested fel
low dissidents. Once again he was seized, and this 
time sentenced to three years in a labor camp. 

Released in January, 1970, Bukovsky resumed his 
activities in defense of human rights. It was during this 
brief period of freedom that he accomplished his 
greatest work. He painstakingly compiled case his
tories of instances in which the authorities engaged in 
a widespread campaign of using prison mental hospi-



fals to perform lobotomies and administer mind
bending drugs to break the democratic movement in 
the Soviet Union. Bukovsky sent his findings to 
foreign correspondents for publication in the West. 

In March, 1971 he was arrested again, but this time, 
due to an outpouring of support by individuals from 
all walks of life in the West, Bukovsky was not con
fined in a mental institution. Instead he was found 
sane and sentenced to two years in prison, and five 
years in a strict regimen labor camp, followed by five 
years of exile. 

Before his release, Bukovsky served four years of his 
sentence under the most harrowing conditions, but 
despite harrassment, persecution, and failing health, 
he managed to collaborate with fellow prisoner Sem
von Gluzman, a psychiatrist, in writing" A Dissident's 
Guide to Psychiatry," a concise presentation of cur
rent Soviet practice in effecting the involuntary hos
pitalization of dissenters. 

In December, 197 4, Bukovs
ky's mother heard that her son 
was dying. She wrote letters to 
journalists in the Soviet 
Union, hoping that the letters 
would make their way into the 
free world. 

A MOTHER'S 
PI.EA:SAV£ 
MY50N 

"My son, Vladimir Bukovsky, is dying behind the 
walls of a prison camp. Neither I nor his lawyer are 
allowed to see him. His letters are not forwarded. I 
appeal to you to help tear my son away from the hands 
of his tormentors," she wrote in one letter. 

On the occasion of her son's 32nd birthday, Nina 
Ivanovna Bukovsky posted a letter addressed to the 
human rights committee of West Germany, the U.S. 
Government, and AFL-CIO President, George 
Meany. It read: 

I appeal to all who wish to help every human being live in 
freedom and justice. I ask you to do what you can to save my 
son, Vladimir Bukovsky. He has made no scientific dis
coveries and has not written any great works of art, and yet, 
his name has become well-known, for he has revealed the 
frightening potential of violence which carries within itself 
unlimited power. 
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My son has spent the major part of his adult life behind 
barbed wire because he was doing everything possible to help 
others acquire their freedom and preserve their human dig
nity. 

After spending one year at liberty, Vladimir was again 
incarcerated and has now spent 3 years and 9 months in 
confinement, under starvation conditions. Already suffering 
from a rheumatic heart, he has now contracted a liver ail
ment and an ulcer. The food which he receives in prison 
causes him great pain. But he is not receiving medical treat
ment, nor has he been placed on a hospital diet. The au
thorities are doing everything in their power to break his free 
will and to make him fall on his knees. They do not intend to 
let him have freedom in any other way. Vladimir is destined 
for physical annihilation. 

I appeal to the government of the United States, a govern
ment superior to all dominion, in which many people and 
nations place their hope. 

I appeal to the leaders of American trade-unions and to 
George Meany personally, who is the President of the most 
powerful trade-union organization in the world, which has 
demonstrated the living necessity and the possibility of work
ers creating their own organization, independent of the gov
ernment. 

I appeal to all Americans who cherish the ideals of liberty 
and freedom of the individual. For my son is suffering for the 
liberty of others, and in many respects, for your liberty as 
well! 

Help release Vladimir from bondage in order that he, like 
all of you, may live, study and write beneath the free sky. He 
truly deserves this! 

Today is my son's 32nd birthday. 
Nina Ivanovna Bukovsky, the 
mother of Vladimir Bukovsky 
Moscow, December 30, 1974 

When Meany received the letter, he wrote to Presi
dent Ford and Secretary of State Kissinger. "Can 
something be done," he inquired, "to induce our 
partners in detente to relent in the inhuman treatment 
of Vladimir Bukovsky? Are there no words of encour
agement or hope I can give Mrs. Bukovsky?" 

Meany got a reply from an Assistant Secretary of 
State, which said: "What we can expect to achieve for 
Mr. Bukovsky is, as you can appreciate, limited, for 



the Soviets refuse to recognize the right of foreign 
governments to intercede officially on behalf of Soviet 
citizens. II 

Nevertheless, Meany persisted in his efforts. There 
followed a complex diplomatic negotiation which re
sulted in a surprise exchange in December 1976 for 
Chilean Communist Party leader, Luis Corvalan Lepe. 
On December 18, 1976, Bukovsky, with a convict's 
crewcut, the marks of handcuffs on his wrists, wearing 
a too-large suit that the prison had issued him, was 
traded at the Zurich airport for the Chilean Com
munist. 

In a dramatic succession of events, Bukovsky was 
taken to England, and then to the United States, 
where he was not only received by the AFL-CIO Exec
utive Council, but by President Carter as well. 

An audience with the President of the United States 
was a heady event for the Soviet human rights leader, 
but Bal Harbour, Florida, was perhaps the milestone. 
Bukovsky went there on February 26, 1977 to convey 
his gratitude to American workers through his bene
factor, George Meany. 

"I would personally like to thank the American 
workers who took part in the campaign to protect me 
which ended in my being liberated," he told the 
AFL-CIO Executive Council. "American labor unions 
have proven many times over that for them the word 
solidarity is not a mere slogan, not mere rhetoric, but 
day-to-day practice." 

Following is a transcript of BUKOVSJCY'$ 
Bukovsky's statement before the 
AFL-CIO Executive Council. In THANK YOU TO 
it, he reveals that slave labor is 
common in the Soviet Union, that AMERICAN 
labor unions are part of the UIORK£R$ 
party-government machine, and B 1 

that "organized" workers are 
commonly imprisoned in a jail or a psychiatric institution for 
the "rude group violation" of striking. And he talks of 
American business' investments in the Soviet Union which 
perpetrate the suppression of workers' rights. He commends 
President Carter for his bold human rights pronouncements 
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and urges support for Carter's position on human rights 
violations. Charging that the 2BO million citizens of the 
Soviet Union are "political prisoners, II Bukovsky asserts 
that: "The fate of our peoples, not only in the Soviet Union, 
but in Eastern Europe as well, will now depend on your 
[American workers] position, on your solidarity and sup
port." 

We, in the Soviet Union, well know that the AFL
CIO is our permanent and dependable friend-a 
friend whose concept of freedom is not affected by 
in tern a tional boundaries. 

I would personally like to thank the American work
ers who took part in the campaign to protect me which 
ended in my being liberated. American labor unions 
have proven many times over that fo:r: them the word 
solidarity is not a mere slogan-not mere rhetoric, but ' 
day-to-day practice. 

We remember that in 1947, when nobody in the 
West wanted to hear anything about mass terror in the 
land of the recent ally, it was the American labor 
unions who collected the testimonies of a great many 
former Soviet political prisoners and published the 
first map of the Gulag Archipelago. 

When the American government was in one of its 
periodical states of readiness to save the collapsing 
Soviet economy and thus strengthen the totalitarian 
system, the position of the American labor unions 
turned out to be decisive and the Soviet Union did not 
receive "most-favored nation" treatment. 

It was only recently that I had the opportunity to 
read Mr. Meany's address to the Senate Foreign Rela
tions Committee on 1 October 1974 and I can testify 
that all of my fellow prison inmates would have put 
their signatures under that speech. 

I have come to you as a representative of Soviet 
political prisoners to discuss with you the best ways of 
helping those who are persecuted, exploited and de
prived of freedom. When I am asked here how many 
political prisoners there are in the Soviet Union-1 
answer "250 million". And this is no joke because we 
live in a coun~y which is surrounded by barbed wire, 
in which slave labor exists, in which there is no free
dom of movement, where the defense of one's rights is 
considered to be an offense against the criminal law 
code. 



STRIKES: A RUDE 
GROUP 
VIOLATION 

When the workers in the USSR 
read in Soviet newspapers 
numerous, detailed dispatches 

about all the strikes in the West, many of them seri
ously believe that you must be dying of hunger. In the 
Soviet Union only a person directly threatened by 
starvation would decide on such an extreme act as a 
strike. The rare, desperate strikes in the Soviet Union 
do not occur in the demand of better working condi
tions or a raise in pay-but only when the workers and 
their families literally have nothing to eat. 

The weavers in Ivanovo struck in 1970 when food 
ceased to be supplied to the city. As the USSR Helsinki 
Accords Monitoring Group informs us, four port 
workers in Riga were arrested in May, 1976 and in 
August sentenced to one and a half to three years 
deprivation of freedom after a strike which took place 
because of the absence of meat in the food stores . 

The Soviet Union has signed various international 
conventions recognizing the right of workers to strike. 
But it has not bothered to formulate this right in its 
own legislation. Moreover, strikes are regarded as a 
"rude, group violation of social order," for which one 
can be deprived of freedom for up to three years. This 
is for a completely peaceful strike- merely a refusal to 
work. When it comes to other forms of struggle-such 
as sit-down or picketing-these are punishable under 
the article entitled "mass disorders," by deprivation of 
freedom up to fifteen years or by the death penalty. 

In the West, the decision to strike is usually taken by 
the labor union. In the Soviet Union, this is beyond 
imagination. Soviet trade unions do not protect the 
workers against hunger, persecution or exploitation. 
Labor unions in the USSR are part of the party
government machine, which addresses itself not to the 
defense of the interests of working people, but only to 
the implementation of party-government projects. 
Even the Soviet Supreme Court, having looked into 
the practice of court cases involving illegal firings, was 
forced to point out that the labor union organizations 
are not observing labor legislation and do not defend 
the workers actively enough. Workers' complaints to 
labor union organizations are handed over by them to 
the KGB. In the verdict of the court in the political case 
of the truckdriver, Vladimir Pavlov (Maikop-town, 

5 

1971), his complaint to the district council of labor 
unions was taken to be material proof of his guilt. So 
there is nothing surprising in the fact that for a ten year 
period, the chairman of the Soviet labor unions was 
the former chairman of the KGB. 

These fictitious Soviet labor unions exist to prevent a 
worker's movement from arising. The first article of 
the Soviet Constitution states: "The Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics is a workers' and peasants' state". 
And every complaint from workers is regarded as an 
attack on the interests of the working masses. 

The Odessa worker, Leonid Seryy, in a letter ad
dressed to western heads of state and to the U.N. 
Human Rights Committee, writes as follows: "People 
who defend the right of the workers to strike and make 
various other protests are put into psychiatric hospi
tals. People who support the statements of Solzhenit
syn and Sakharov are picked up on the streets and 
tried on a charge of hooliganism. I, myself, have been a 
witness to such outrages. Having seen all this and felt 
it on ourselves, we have become convinced that in our 
country a working man has no right to protest. Our 
labor unions also have no rights and do not attempt to 
acquire them." 
THE SOVIET This letter, which was sent out 
WORKER'S UFE to the West as an attachment of 
one of the Soviet Helsinki Group's documents, con
tains a very concrete picture of the material depriva
tions and persecutions which are the fate of workers 
and their families. The highly qualified lathe operator 
Leonid Seryy is deprived of the opportunity to in
crease his earnings. In attempting to stick to pay limits 
imposed froin above, the administration falsifies his 
working time and his production. His family- ( a wife 
and six children) live in semi-starvation. 

The workers of Riga struck because of the absence of 
meat, but Seryy writes: "Very seldom is there meat in 
the stores, but anyway, we have bought it four or five 
times in our whole lives, not more. So it doesn't bother 
us whether it is in the stores or not." 

With an officially defined minimum living wage of 
70 rubles per month per person, Seryy's family 
receives-including all bonuses for children-about 
230 rubles per month. "We buy two pounds of butter 
per month .. . . Almost all our clothes are hand-me-



downs from other people .... The kids go to school 
and I go to work without breakfast. . . . We have 
neither furniture nor a refrigerator. There are not 
enough blankets ." Having received nothing but 
threats and humiliations in answer to his complaints 
and protests, Leonid Seryy is now undertaking unsuc
cessful measures to emigrate to the U.S. or Canada 
with his family. 

The worker electrician, Valentin Ivanov, of the vil
lage of Yermolino in Kaluga District, wrote to you, Mr. 
Meany, in November 1976 also asking for help in leav
ing the Soviet Union. In his announcement to the 
Presidium of the Supreme Soviet explaining his rea
sons for emigration, Valentin Ivanov writes, in par
ticular: "The low level of pay. I can say with full re
sponsibility that I have spent the best years of my life 
working for a piece of bread. The worker is completely 
defenseless against arbitrary action by management 
because of the absence of free labor unions. For in
stance in September 1974, I was forced to work for 
twenty hours on Saturday and Sunday without any 
pay. The labor union to which I complained took the 
side of management. I could give you dozens of exam
pies such as this one." 

The Ukrainian worker Ivan Sivak writes as follows: 
"I have been living for thirty years already in the 
Soviet Union, not living but existing. During these 
thirty years little has changed in the life of a worker. I 
live in poverty and need. My pay is barely enough to 
cover food. In addition, in the Soviet Union there is no 
justice, no freedom. There are limitations in all spheres 
of life. Everywhere a man feels himself a slave." 

That is the way millions of Soviet workers think and 
feel, deprived of the right to vote, terrorized by the 
punitive organs. But the process of spiritual liberation 
is taking hold of more and more new layers of people, 
and already far more than one academician or writer is 
becoming the public voice expressing the needs of 
society. 

THE PROCESS OF We are present at the begin-
FREEDOM: ning of the process which will 
SOUDARITY bring us to freedom. The proc-
ess of realization on the part of the workers that they 
have rights and human dignity. The fate of our 
peoples, and not only in the Soviet Union but in East-

"Our labor unions have 
no rights and do not at
tempt to acquire them," 
Bukovsky told the AFL
CIO Executive Council 

in Feb., 1977. He is 
shown here with Presi

dent George Meany 
(right) and Secretary
Treasurer Lane Kirk

land (left) . The transla
tor is seated between 

Meany and Bukovsky. 
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ern Europe as well, will now depend on your position, 
on your solidarity and support. From whom can 
Soviet working people hope for support if not from 
their brothers in the West? 

For decades, we have looked with hope at the West, 
expecting help from the free nations true to their dem
ocratic principles. What have we seen? You know bet
ter than I that the greatest building projects of the 
Stalin five year plans, using in full force the labor of 
prisoners, w ere created through the use of western
above all American-techniques and technology. 
Every time that the hopelessly inefficient Soviet econ
omy is in need of resupply and support, western coun
tries readily come to its support. They come to help
not the people-but the totalitarian regime. 

In March 1970, Academician Sakharov and other 
participants of the civil rights movement in the USSR 
made a statement to the Soviet Government, pointing 
out that Soviet backwardness in the field of automa
tion, and computerization of industry can only be 
overcome in an atmosphere of freedom, with free cre
ative experimentation and scientific research. The 
western business world answered this warning by 
increasing deliveries of computers to the Soviet 
Union. 

For me, the fact is symbolic that I was brought out of 
the Soviet Union in handcuffs of American manufac
ture, inscribed with the words "Made in USA." Such 
handcuffs are broadly used in the prisons and camps 
of the USSR. 

KGB agents install audio-surveillance devices of 



western manufacture in the apartments of Soviet de
fenders of human rights . In Moscow, exhibitions of 
western police technology are organized. 

These are only examples, not more than symbols: In 
the last analysis any economic aid to the Soviet Union 
and Eastern European countries, which is not con
ditioned on definite and strictly fulfilled demands, 
serves only to strengthen that prison of people which 
goes by the eloquent label of "the Socialist camp." 

SOVIET ECONOMY An integral part of the Soviet 
DEPENDS ON economy is the unpaid forced 
SLAVE LABOR slave labor of three million 
prisoners. These prisoners are used in the most varied 
enterprises, the products of their labor are often in
cluded in the general flow of Soviet exports. The 
Baikal-Amur line, a railroad of strategic importance, is 
being built on Japanese money and on the slave labor 
of prisoners. In our concentration camp in the Urals, in 
the factory to which we were driven to work, there was 
an old "Cincinnati" milling machine. At this ancient 
machine tool, patched up with plaster, with broken 
handles, whole generations of prisoners had worked 
since the 1930's. This is a symbol of the "convergence" 
of American technology and Soviet slavery. 

It would seem that we are a long way from the days 
of slave-holding societies, but even international con
ventions directed against slave labor accept the possi
bility of its employment with reservations. It is up to 
nobody else but workers and free organizations of 
workers to achieve a review of these conventions. 

The question here is not just one of solidarity, but of 
mutual interests. Thus, western capital investments in 
the USSR, calculated on the exploitation of cheap 
labor, do direct damage to the interests of the workers 
in the West. I am certain that American labor 
unions-at the very least-have the right to examine all 
cases of investment of American capital in the USSR, 
the working conditions and pay in places where 
American capital is applied, to prevent money being 
made on the lack of rights of Soviet workers. 

The specifics of socialist countries are such that the 
problem of labor cannot be solved apart from the prob
lem of civil rights. The recent events in Poland have 
shown this most vividly. There, the workers' move
ment is much stronger and more mature than in the 
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AFL-CIO President 
Meany and AFT Presi

dent Shanker discuss 
the plight of Soviet dis-
sidents with Bukovsky 
at a luncheon held in 
his honor during the 
AFL-CIO Executive 

Council meeting. 

Soviet Union. But in our country too the initial growth 
of this movement is connected with the general strug
gle for human rights. Hence, it is impossible to defend 
the interests of Soviet workers without defending the 
Soviet movement for civil rights and its participants. 

The arrests of the participants of the Moscow and 
Ukrainian Helsinki groups, Yuriy Orlov, Alexander 
Ginsburg, Mikbla Rudenko and Oles Tikhiy are a blow 
to the incipient workers' movement. 

BUKOVSKY I see that at present not only 
URGES SUPPORT western society but also gov
FOR CARTER'S ernment officials, above all 
HUMAN RIGHTS President Carter and his AdSTANCE 

ministration, are beginning to 
take up a firm moral position in regard to violations of 
human rights in the Soviet Union. I can only welcome 
this. But I know that voices are already sounding 
against this position; fears are already being expressed 
that the Soviet leadership will react and is reacting to 
this firmness, with cruelty and repression and that 
maybe it is better not to anger the Soviet Union, but to 
return to the practice of concession and back-stage 
discussion. 

And it is true that the Soviet Union is at present 
doing everything it can to prove that it scorns all West
ern protests and will not weaken repressions. At this 
moment, the most important thing is to acquire pati-



Bukovsky's appearance 
before the AFT Execu

tive Council was the 
subject of a special re
port prepared by ABC 

News, shown here film-
ing the event. 

ence, not lower your guard, not to expect speedy and 
immediate results. This is exactly my opinion of Presi
dent Carter's position and I hope that American labor 
unions, which have great experience in the defense of 
human rights in the USSR, will support the President 
in his moral political actions. 

I would also like American labor unions to continue 
to stress the civil rights problem in socialist countries 
in their contacts with the other labor unions of the free 
world. The international workers' movement could 
give very substantive aid to the Soviet workers and 
defenders of human rights-both through direct sup
port and solidarity and through influence on politi
cians and statesmen. 

In introducing Bukovsky at a 
press conference following his 
appearance before the AFL
CIO Executive Council, Meany 
said that "the only thing they 
[Soviet dissidents] have going 

BUKOVSKY 
MEETS THE 
PRESS 

for them is people in the outside world who believe in 
human freedom. 

"The idea," he added, "that we might improve their 
conditions by being nice to the Soviet Union is com
pletely ridiculous. It is like saying that you can im
prove the conditions of inmates in a jail by drinking 
champagne with the jailers. I don't buy that." 

During the press conference, Bukovsky was asked 
how Meany impressed him. (It was their first meet-

ing.) "As a rock," Bukovsky replied without pause. 
During the press conference, veteran ABC corre

spondent Herbert Kaplow asked the question that was 
uppermost in the minds of many. A new Administra
tion had been inaugurated barely a month before, and 
the new American President had vowed during the 
campaign to improve relations with the Soviet Union. 
Yet among his first official acts, he made one of the 
strongest pronouncements on human rights that the 
world had heard in years. 

Queried Kaplow: "Mr. Bukovsky, how do you think 
the United States can improve relations with the 
Soviet Union and at the same time support the dissi
dents?" 

"I think the present Administration in the White 
House has already found the appropriate approach to 
this problem," Bukovsky replied. "The answer was 
given by Mr. President to the Soviet physicist and 
Nobel Peace Prize winner, Mr. Sakharov. It is a very 
encouraging one. I am sure it was the right word 
which was said at the right moment and I hope it will 
help all those struggling for human rights in the Soviet 
Union. 

"I think the priority in all international relations 
should be given to the moral stand for moral principles 
all over the world," Bukovsky continued. "By now 
there are lots of agreements and documents signed by 
the Soviet Union in which the Soviet government 
promised to fulfill lots of obligations and to respect 
human rights. However, until now there is no evi
dence that the Soviet government is willing to fulfill 
these obligations. Until the Soviet Union starts to ful
fill its obligations under its treaties, no normal and 
good relations with the Soviet Union can be granted." 

BUKOVSKY 
TAI.KS WITH 
TEACHERS 

During his short stay in Florida, 
Bukovsky took time to visit with 
the AFT Executive Council . He 
appeared without a prepared text, 
preferring to talk informally with 
the teacher leaders. Noting that 
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his experience with education in the Soviet Union had been 
as a student and not a teacher, Bukovsky prefaced his discus
sion with this remark: "I finished school in 1959, after ten 
years of going to school. Since then, I have spent nearly 12 
years in prison and mental hospitals. When I compare the 



first ten years with the next 12 years, it is not easy for me to 
say where it was harder." 

Following is a complete text of Bukovsky's conversation 
with AFT President Shanker and the members of the AFT 
Executive Council. 

The Chairman: This morning, we have with us a 
special guest, Vladimir Bukovsky, who was a political 
prisoner in the Soviet Union until the AFL-CIO, which 
has a long history of concern. for human rights, 
launched an effort to help him win his freedom. I am 
very happy to say that the history of the American 
Federation of Teachers, parallels the history of the 
AFL-CIO in its concern for human rights in a universal 
and not in a selective manner. 

There are many groups, both in this country and 
throughout the world, for which the issue of human 
rights is a way of selecting their targets and their 
enemies . If rights are violated by one group, it's all 
right and it's forgiven; if by another group, then the. 
violation is immediately considered an atrocity. If 
rights are violated in one place, it's all right; but in 
another place, it's condemned. 

In the AFL-CIO and the American Federation of 
Teachers, we have not, throughout our history, de
cided that murder was to be forgiven in one country 
and to be condemned in another; or that racism is all 
right in one place but it's to be condemned in another; 
or totalitarianism is bad in one place, but it's good in 
another . We have condemned the abridgment of 
human rights, the attack on human rights, wherever it 
exists and not in a selective way. 

In recent years, we have especially been concerned 
with this problem in the United Nations. We have had 
our own convention resolutions in the AFT which 
have pointed out the selective morality which has 
dominated that institution for the last couple of years . 

We have with us this morning Vladimir Bukovsky. 
You have all read about him. He served extensively, 
not only in prisons, but also was the subject of a special 
kind of treatment in the Soviet Union which is a special 
type of psychiatric treatment. I must say Mr. 
Bukovsky, that when I read some of your materials, it 
makes perfect sense. Anyone who did the kinds of 
things that you did in the Soviet Union, must certainly 
be crazy. 
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What I would also like to say is, I would urge all of 
you to read the letter which Mrs. Bukovsky, Vladimir 
Bukovsky's mother, sent, which was the beginning of 
the final successful effort which released him from the 
Soviet Union. It is an amazing letter. 

Here is a woman writing a letter from Moscow, 
writing a letter to three groups. It is a letter to a human 
rights organization in Germany, to George Meany, 
and to the President and People of the United States of 
America. It is a very beautiful letter. One or two simple 
sentences which show great admiration for the fact 
that somewhere in the world workers are able to or
ganize in a great movement that has tremendous 
power and that is free from the control of government. 

Somehow the information had gotten there. And 
George Meany received this letter indirectly. It was 
Mrs. Clive Barnes, the wife of the New York Times 
drama critic, who was able to get it, I believe through 
her work in Amnesty International. And it was given 
to one of their labor reporters, and the labor reporter 
brought it to George Meany and he wrote to President 
Ford and to Mr. Kissinger . And finally there was an 
exchange arranged-! think it was last December. 

So we are very happy to have you with us, Mr. 
Bukovsky. And you will notice in yesterday's New 
York Times that the Soviet Government is objecting, 
trying to bring pressure on the United States Govern
ment, because President Carter and Vice President 
Mondale are scheduled to meet with Mr. Bukovsky in 
the next few days, which is quite a change from the 
decision of President Ford not to see Solzhenitsyn. 
And we can be very happy about this change of policy. 

Now, Mr. Bukovsky doesn't have a formal speech 
for us, which is fine. He will speak to us informally, 
and then the floor will be open to you to raise ques
tions . 

I am very happy at this time to present to you 
Vladimir Bukovsky. 

Bukovsky [with the aid of a translator]: I am very sorry, 
but it is very difficult for me to speak in English a long 
time, because my English is not good. I had no practice 
enough in speaking English. Then I would ask my 
interpreter and friend to help me with it, and I would 

·like to speak in Russian, if you don't mind. 
The situation as regards educational problems and 



problems of teaching is better known to me on, let us 
say, on the other side, on the side of the pupil, not as a 
teacher. 

The full school education in the Soviet Union is 
going on within ten years. I finished my school in 1959, 
after ten years of going to school. Since then, I spent 
nearly twelve years in prison and mental hospitals; 
and now, when I can compare the first ten years and 
then the next nearly twelve years, it is not easy for me 
to say where it was harder. 
SOVIET As a rna tter of fact the aim of 
POI.ITICIZATION the education in the Soviet 
OF EDUCATION Union is not to make the divi
sion of the goal broader but to create a so-called new 
human being, to create a Communist. That's why the 
politicization of education starts from the very begin
ning, from the kindergarten. 

There is a funny story about how this lesson of 
political education is going on in kindergarten, but it 
looks really very real. A teacher in a kindergarten 
class, addressing a group of his children, explains the 
situation in the whole world and international affairs. 
He puts a map on the wall and says, "Here we have the 
Soviet Union. There we have the United States of 
America. Children live in a very poor way in the 
United States of America; they are unhappy. Their 
parents are very poor. They don't have money. They 
never buy sweets and candies for their children; and in 
the Soviet Union it is the opposite, vice versa. Parents 
are very rich. They buy sweets all the way around for 
their children, and take them to movies." And then a 
tiny girl burst into tears, and the teacher asks, "What 
are you crying for? Why?" 

And she says, "I want to go to the Soviet Union." 
But really, it is not that funny when the education is 

going on and on and on like that, all the way. It is not 
an education, really. It is a kind of castration of capac
ity to think. 

For example, teaching of Russian literature is or
ganized in such a way that any masterpiece of litera
ture is interpreted in a political meaning. That's why 
the majority who graduated from a Soviet school hate 
the literature. For example, children are obliged to 
write their position in literature within certain patterns 
prescribed in advance. For example, about Leo 

Members of the AFT 
Executive Council rise 
to greet Bukovsky. He 

is welcomed (center) by 
AFT President 

Shanker. Bukovsky's 
translator is at left and 

AFT general counsel 
Lawrence Poltrock is at 

right. 
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Tolstoy, who was actually started in the Soviet 
schools, we know only one thing: that he was the 
mirror of the Russian revolution. Because Lenin, once 
upon a time, wrote such an article: "Leo Tolstoy as a 
Mirror of the Russian Revolution." 

Much worse is the situation in teaching history and 
philosophy. The teaching of history is organized in 
such a way that children and students can only see in 
what way that or this event resulted in the socialist 
development in the world, and particularly in the 
Soviet Union. So the whole history of humankind is 
interpreted in such a way as it has to result in nothing 
else but in Communism. So all public figures and 
heroes are appreciated only from this point of view, 
whether they helped to build Communism or pre
vented it's growth. 

There are certain cliches. For example, we know that 
the famous Social Democrat Coutsky was a renegade 
and nothing more than that. And another prominent 
figure in the Russian Socialist movement, Mr. 
Plakanov, just run away into bushes . It is typical of 
cliches. You see, he betrayed his duty and ran into 
bushes. 

One can understand that under such conditions 



there is nothing to envy of Soviet teachers. To begin 
with, their financial situation is very poor; they are the 
worst-paid part of the population, teachers. A doctor 
who has graduated from medical school has a salary of 
about 100 rubles per month, (about $100). It is approx
mately the same situation with the teachers. But they 
are not free to make a choice of how to teach, or to 
make a choice of subjects, or to make a choice of 
emphasis in their teaching. Everything is planned in 
advance; everything is controlled, and they are just 
told to do this or that. 

In a way, they are like poor parents who have to go 
through, day by day, the same things. 

To illustrate the situation of how many of the 
teachers are frightened and oppressed, I can tell of a 
case from my own experience as a schoolboy. It was in 
the last year of going to school. Together with a group 
of my schoolmates, we issued a manuscript
magazine. It wasn't a political magazine at all; it was 
just a magazine of literary repartees, lots of jokes, 
satire. But, you see, if you make jokes of the Soviet 
literature, it could be interpreted that you are making 
fun of the Soviet society. 

Of course, it wasn't a secret, this magazine; we did it 
openly. We made a meeting of two classes, of two 
groups, and we invited our teachers. And the maga
zine was really very funny. There were lots of jokes. 
One of my friends read the contents of the magazine, 
and everybody burst into laughter, but not the 
teachers. The teachers realized immediately what the 
danger was-politically. They didn't say anything par
ticular to us, but they immediately informed the au
thorities about this event. There was a terrible row. It 
was qualified as a political action, and the Moscow 
Communist Party committees looked into the case, 
and it was qualified there as an anti-Soviet provoca
tion. The manager of the school had to resign; he was 
just sacked, and the teachers were reprimanded. And 
three of us schoolmates, the organizers of this maga
zine, were expelled from the school and had to con
tinue our education in another place. 

More than that, we were also invited or called to the 
Party Committee of Moscow, and we were officially 
informed that we would not be allowed to go on to the 
universities later. 
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But the most curious thing was the reaction of all the 
teachers in the school. All of them were frightened and 
everybody looked at me with horror. For me, it was 
quite an unusual experience. Normally, pupils tend to 
respect teachers and to look at them from down, up
ward; and it is an unnatural thing when a pupil is 
looking at his teacher with horror. 

TEACHERS IN The other aspect of the talk 
PRISON could be those teachers whom 
I met as a prisoner. Quite recently, one of them got 
released; it was in January of this year. He had a title of 
Honorable Teacher of Moldavian Republic. There is 
such a tiny republic in the Soviet Union. He was an 
English teacher, and he was regarded as one of the 
best teachers. His guilt consisted of two things, actu
ally. Firstly, he used to inform his pupils about West
ern countries, about English-speaking countries; be
cause it was his cup of tea, and he didn't tell them what 
he had to tell according to the official propaganda. 
Secondly, he told his pupils that he condemned the 
Soviet invasion into Czechoslovakia in 1968. There 
was also one more thing. He and a friend of his, also a 
teacher, sent a letter to the General Secretary of the 
United Nations. It was enough to deprive him of his 
liberty, to send him to prison for seven years. 

It is very interesting to mention that his pupils went 
on strike for two weeks. They refused to receive any 
other teacher, and they demanded an explanation of 
why their favorite teacher was arrested. 

There is another example. It was also of a prison 
mate of mine, a teacher. He was a Ukrainian from 
Kiev. He was also a teacher of English, French and 
German. He's "samizdat;" it's an international word 
like Sputnik. 

So his pupils used to ask him very often about cer
tain events in the country, and asked him for some 
"samizdat" to read. Of course, sooner or later it had to 
become known and he was sentenced to five years of 
imprisonment. He is an old man, and he was suffering 
very much because he didn't have pupils any longer. 
He used to teach pupils so much that he felt himself 
absolutely lost. He tried to teach everybody who was 
in prison. He tried to teach them foreign languages, 
and very soon nearly everybody found themselves 



being involved in this or that way in his teaching, and a 
couple of times I discovered that he even tried to teach 
foreign languages to the warden. 

I know you will ask me this question anyway, how 
you could help your colleagues in the Soviet Union. I 
think, first of all, it is quite possible to do it using your 
trade union channels, making official statements and 
adopting resolutions . But the most efficient way, it 
seems to me, would be to teach your pupils very care
fully and to tell them all the truth; it would probably 
be, in the long-term prospect, the best way to help us. 
Especially if you put the criterion of morals and your 
values of a free world as a starting point in your teach
ing, while qualifying what is going on in the Soviet 
Union. 

That's all that I could tell you now. If you have 
questions, I will answer them. 

CONVERSATION 
WITH MR. 
BUKOVSKY 

Mr. Cole: A number of col
unists and politicians-most 
recently, I think, Sen. 

Baker-have criticized President Carter for his letter of 
support to Mr. Sakharov, because it might tend to 
jeopardize Soviet-American relations. How would 
you respond to that criticism? 

Mr. Bukovsky: It seems to me that President Carter's 
letter is an example of a wonderful behavior in terms of 
our human nature, and it is also, as well, important in 
terms of-you see, it is a very wise step of a statesman, 
and it is crucially important to defend our moral val
ues. And from this point of view, the issue of relations 
between the Soviet Union and the United States 
should be defined through these values. 

I have no doubts that such a letter could influence 
and change the relations between the Soviet Union 
and the United States, the relations which got estab
lished in the period of so-called detente, the relations 
which resulted in the fact that Western countries and 
Western societies began adopting the Soviet way of 
thinking, the Soviet way of vision of the world. 
Meanwhile, the people in the Soviet Union didn't gain 
anything from this detente, because the Western in
fluence didn't penetrate into the Soviet Union; and if 
such a letter could make these kinds of relations, we in 
the Soviet Union would only be very glad and happy. 
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Mr. Tice: You described very well how the education 
system in the Soviet Union is aimed at .producing a 
particular type of person. To what do you credit your 
ability to survive that system with your critical facul
ties intact? 

Mr. Bukovsky: I didn't get the second point. 
Mr. Tice: To what do you credit your ability to come 

through that educational system and still think for 
yourself? 

Mr. Bukovsky: I think that the whole matter of prop
aganda is so absurd in the Soviet Union that, in my 
case, I remember it even produced a certain desire to 
contradict it; and the more the propaganda pres
surized, the more I decided to resist it. So when 
philosophers or historians are, let us say, described in 
the Soviet propaganda literature according to how 
close or how far they are in terms of Marxism
Leninism, and when you can hear that this 
philosopher is a representative of the big business and 
big capital and this one is just a petit bourgeois and the 
third one is middle-class bourgeois, it can only tease 
you and provoke you to find out what is really going 
on there. 

But, of course, for the independence of my way of 
thinking I had to pay through the nose. And, of 
course, I am not alone. I am not the only one like that, 
and lots of people pay very much for their desire to 
find out the truth. In a country where to keep a book 
could be regarded as a crime, it is very dangerous to be 
curious. 

Mr. Simons: To what extent is there unrest among 
the students against being programmed into certain 
careers? 

Mr. Bukovsky: You mean the specialization of educa
tion, or what? 

Mr. Simons: Yes, students who do not have a free
dom of choice. Is there any unrest among them? 

Mr. Bukovsky: First of all, there is to a certain degree a 
freedom of choice. You can be either an engineer, a 
doctor, or anything else. So from this point of view, 
you can decide for yourself what you are supposed to 
be. But the fact is that whatever you plan to study, half 
of the educational time would be dedicated to 
Marxism-Leninism. It doesn't matter whether you are 
a physicist, a mathematician, or anything else. And 



there are even a tiny group of people who are permit
ted to study at seminaries, religious seminaries. We 
have one or two seminaries like that; and, of course, 
they are under strict control of the state, and even they 
are obliged to know Marxism-Leninism. 

Mr. Hobart: It was reported, that when Sakharov 
read the letter from President Carter, it was at a press 
conference in Moscow. First of all, was there any press 
there at the press conference; and if so, did they report 
it to the people? I guess what I am asking is: Is there 
any forum to have dissent so that the population of the 
Soviet Union knows when somebody is objecting to 
the government? 

Mr. Bukovsky: The Soviet media would never cover 
such events, of course, in a positive way. On the part 
of the Soviet media, it could be something like a couple 
of hints, slanderous hints that the imperialists all over 
the world are trying to increase anti-Soviet hysteria 

through the whole world. Officially, that's all. 
As regards the Soviet people, they can find these 

things only through the foreign broadcasts in the Rus
sian language and through "samizdat" and books 
which are smuggled into the Soviet Union. 

It is a fact of life now that Soviet sailors and people 
who have to work abroad buy these kinds of books and 
bring them back. It is also in a way very dangerous, 
because it is a crime from the Soviet point of view. But 
it is the only way for the Soviet people to find out about 
these events. People who are deprived of this, tend to 
use any chance to get books or any information. 

For example, the audience of listeners to foreign 
broadcasts is counted in tens of millions. I happened to 
mention it a couple of times here, that even wardens in 
prison used to listen to these broadcasts. 

As regards books, quite recently there was an article 
in a port town in the Soviet Union-Inplidik by the 

The chronicle of 
Bukovsky's travails 
reads like a Kafka 
novel, and his transit 
from a bleak cell in Vla
dimir Prison to the 
White House, is as fan
tastic as a Russian fairy 
tale. Since his unex
pected release from jail, 
Bukovsky has become a 
figure of legendary pro
portion among 
thousands engaged in 
the Soviet dissident 
movement. Here, he 
talks with AFT Presi
dent Shanker and Sol 
"Chick" Chakin, Pres
ident of the Interna
.tional Ladies Garment 
Workers Union (left) 
about the human rights 
movement in the Soviet 
Union and what 
American trade 
unionists may do to 
fu rther it. 



Baltic Sea. It was one of the main ports for maritime 
trade. The newspaper wrote what a horrible thing is 
going on in the field of morals in this local place. It has 
come to this: Soviet sailors who are coming back from 
their trips abroad pay prostitutes with illegal books. 
And I would wonder what French prostitute would 
prefer to be paid by volumes of Sartre. 

Mr. Healey: In Solzhenitsyn's Gulag Archipelago, he 
talks about the extensive prison system. From your 
experience, is that an accurate account and is it still as 
extensive? Are the conditions still the same? 

Mr. Bukovsky: Of course, Solzhenitsyn was writing 
mostly about Stalin's epoch; and since then, some very 
important changes took place. The epoch of Stalin was 
much more strait. Millions of people were destroyed 
just indiscriminately. Nobody was very much con
cerned about the official accusation or guilt or any
thing like that. That's why at that time there were tens 
of millions of people who could be qualified as political 
prisoners officially. 

Since that time, the Soviet system has become more 
hypocritical. Now they are not interested in accusing 
millions of people of anti-Sovietism. It is more benefi
cial for the authorities to accuse people of doing some
thing wrong in terms of the criminal code, and only a 
much smaller proportion of the population could be, 
these days, officially qualified as political prisoners. 

In Stalin's time, it was necessary to maintain a 
broad, maybe unlimited level of terror. But in a way it 
was a lesson even for the leaders of the Soviet Union; 
because they discovered that unlimited terror could 
result in their own annihilation. And actually it was 
exactly like that in the 1930s and 1940s. 

As you probably know, two-thirds of the leading 
part of the Communist Party were annihilated, or just 
killed. It is also one of the reasons why they are much 
more careful about terror; and also, some important 
things about the approach to the conditions of prison
ers and to prisoners themselves now. These things 
changed very much, also. 

The penitentiary system since then has become 
much more sophisticated. In Stalin's time there was no 
such word related to imprisonment as regime; millions 
of people just starved to death or they died from dis
eases, from hard labor, irrespective of their views. 
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Now the system is aimed at changing the views of 
individuals, changing their political views, changing 
their conscience. And there are several degrees of 
punishment, and the choice of these punishments fol
lows the pattern, how strong this or that prisoner is to 
his principles and views. 

For example, the punishment by starvation is a 
common punishment. There are nearly twelve de
grees of punishment by hunger, like twelve thannels 
of the television of the United States, and the more 
true to his principles a prisoner is, the more difficult 
his life is in the camp and he goes through these 
degrees, down to the worst. 

So, roughly saying, these are the main differences 
between the old approach and the new approach. 

Dr. Polishook: In our own country, sometimes when 
we organize to protest conditions in the Soviet Union, 
like political conditions or religious intolerance, we 
have people say, "You shouldn't protest, because it 
makes things worse rather than better." This is some
times said. How would you respond to that for us? 

Mr. Bukovsky: Unfortunately, it is a broadspread 
point of view in the West, but not in the Soviet Union. 

Mr. La Cour: Did the Soviet officials block your visit 
to the free world; and if so, how were you able to 
overcome that resistance to your visit? 

Mr. Bukovsky: Nobody prevented me from leaving 
the Soviet Union; because I never had such an inten
tion. I was taken out of the Soviet Union in handcuffs. 
Incidentally, I am still a citizen of the Soviet Union. 

Ms. Hill: Last year in Poland, there was a strike 
where thousands of workers withheld their services in 
a plant somewhere near Warsaw; and after that hap
pened, many were arrested and brutalized. And I un
derstand now that there is a petition in support of 
them in Poland. I have two questions: One, is there 
any relationship between, or contact between the 
Soviet dissidents and the workers in Poland? And how 
was this portrayed in the Soviet press? 

Mr. Bukovsky: I'd better start with the second part of 
the question, because there was nothing in the Soviet 
media about these events in Poland. 

As regards the connection between the human 
rights movement in the Soviet Union and Poland, it is, 
let us say, a more spiritual connection rather than 



practical one. We can meet each other only in foreign 
broadcasts there. 

Mr. Shanker: I am afraid that our time has run out, 
and I know that I express the views of everyone here: 
we thank you for spending this time with us. We thank 
you for your courage and the inspiration that you gave 
us toward those still left behind, and we want you to 
know that we will continue to involve ourselves in 
protests and to do what we can to see to it that our 
government does the right thing, too. 

Someone asked a question-and probably there are 
a number who didn't follow the events-but Mr. 
Bukovsky was exchanged for a Chilean Communist 
who was being held by the regime in Chile, and there 
was pressure by the United States Government to 
release him. I guess at some point someone came up 
with a face saver for the Soviet Union, as to how they 
could release him after they had refused to for such a 
long period of time. And it was viewed as an exchange 
of political prisoners. 

So he was in psychiatric detention. He was failing 
very fast; his health was very poor. The reports around 
the world were that he was very close to death, and all 
that he knew is that they handcuffed him and put him 
on a plane and off he went. And then after he got out, 
he found out that pressure was put on by the U.S. 
Government through George Meany, and the Chi
leans had agreed to release the Communist leader. 
That's how he got here. 

Receiving Bukovsky and en- =-==-==-=::--:=-==----::=---=--=-=---=~=---
dorsinghiscourageousactions WHAT CAN BE 
was not the f~st tim~ t~e AFT DONE FOR 
took a pubhc pos1hon on 

hurna~;~%htsAFT President THOSE WHO ARE 
Shanker i~vited the Soviet J.EFT BEHIND? 
writer, Anatoly Marchenko, to ~:-------::"":~--:--------
come to America. He did so at the request of Pavel 
Litvinov, the former Foreign Minister of the USSR, 
who explained that Marchenko could escape arrest at 
the hands of the KGB only by emigrating, for which a 
formal invitation was necessary. 

Marchenko's plea to leave the Soviet Union was 
denied. He was arrested and sentenced to four years in 
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exile. His trial, like so many others in the USSR, was a 
cruel parody of justice. 

Marchenko's struggle, like Bukovsky's, is of great 
importance to Americans concerned with the cause of 
freedom and world peace. Like Bukovsky, he wanted 
the world to know what life is really like in the Soviet 
labor camps before his exile, the first six of which 
provided the basis for his book, "My Testimony" 
which, like Solzhenitsyn's towering "Gulag Ar
chipelago," is a powerful book, describing Soviet con
centration camps as a living reality, not as an historical 
nightmare of Stalin's time. 

Marchenko's struggle, like Bukovsky's is dra
matic-but it is not unusual. Hundreds-thou
sands-of people remain in prison in the Soviet 
Union. Not because they have committed crimes, but 
because they wish to express opinions on issues rang
ing from their government as their religions-to the 
lack of food on their tables . 

In addition to the issue of freedom of expression, 
hundreds of Soviet citizens are imprisoned because 
they would like to leave the country. They are Jews 
who wish to emmigrate to Israel. If they are "desirable 
citizens" the Soviet government prefers that they stay 
in the Soviet Union. Once they apply for emmigration, 
if the government doesn't want them to go, they are 
dubbed "refuzniks". They lose their jobs (although 
sometimes it is possible for them to take temporary 
positions as menial laborers, no matter what their 
former status)-and they wait-often several years, 
for permission to leave. And it is not unusual for the 
government to "trump up" charges that will prohibit 
their emmigration. 

The struggle for human rights is far more than the 
fate of those individuals who are now being perse
cuted. President Carter's personal letter to Andrei 
Sakharov, expressing support of the political dissi
dents in the Soviet Union was an unprecedented ac
tion that seemed to some to signal a rethinking of 
foreign policy considerations, and perhaps a rewriting 
the rules of diplomacy. 

His subsequent reception of Vladimir Bukovsky at 
the White House was the first occasion of its kind, and 
was meant to symbolize anew the Administration's 
dedication to human rights concerns. 



"Our commitment to human rights is permanent," 
the President reportedly told Bukovsky during their 
meeting, "and I don't intend to be timid in my public 
statements and positions." 

"I am extremely grateful," Bukovsky responded. "I 
understand that in doing so, your Administration 
shows its respect for the movement I represent and the 
ideas which we stand for ." 

Carter's action was not without controversy. His 
conviction that the U.S. has a duty to speak out for 
morality in world affairs and to try to ameliorate the 
conduct of foreign governments has raised serious 
questions among his advisors. And the Soviet Union 
has begun a counter attack, charging that the U.S. and 
many of its allies are not guiltless. 

The question that the human rights issue has raised 
is this: Are the dissidents really helped by an outpour
ing of Western support for their cause, and does this 
support really threaten detente? 

A high-ranking Western diplomat in Moscow re
portedly said that the statements from Washington 
undoubtedly help. "Do they make Moscow more le
nient? No, but they make it more difficult for the 
Soviets to bash Sakharov or send everyone to Siberia." 

Sakharov has called for "an internal and human 
detente," for without it, the external detente we have 
had for the past few years will reveal itself, as it already 
has, to be a sham. 

Bukovsky told the AFL-CIO Executive Council that 
the fate of the people in the Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe will depend on the solidarity and support of 
American trade unionists, and he urged support of 
President Carter's position on human rights. The fol
lowing resolution was prepared by the AFT Executive 
Council for presentation to the 1977 Convention for 
adoption. 

HUMAN RIGHTS WHEREAS, personal freedom 
RESOLUTION and international peace are 
recognized as an inalienable right of all members of the 
society of man, and 

WHEREAS, fulfilling this potential can be assisted 
through the mutual cooperation and helpfulness of 
the people of the world, and 

WHEREAS, the fundamental human rights in a 
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democratic society include the right to be free and 
equal in dignity; to freedom of thought, conscience 
and religion; to join and participate in free trade 
unions and to participate in the government of his/her 
country directly or through freely-chosen repre
sentatives, and 

WHEREAS, basic human rights cannot prosper 
under oppressive totalitarian regimes, and no human 
being should be subjected to torture; to cruel, inhu
man or degrading treatment or punishment; to arbit
rary arrest, detention or exile; to interference with 
privacy, family, home or correspondence; to attacks 
upon his/her honor and reputation; and 

WHEREAS, the struggle for basic human rights has 
been in the spotlight in totalitarian, Communist re
gimes such as the Soviet Union, Poland, Czechoslo
vakia and in authoritarian dictatorships such as South 
Africa, Rhodesia, Chile, Argentina, Uganda and 
elsewhere, and 

WHEREAS, the resurgence of support for human 
rights by the United States has rekindled hope for 
peace, freedom and the pursuit of happiness among 
the oppressed people of the world; therefore be it 

RESOLVED, that' the struggle for human rights at 
home and abroad has and will be a major concern of 
the American Federation of Teachers, and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the American Federation of 
Teachers seek all possible avenues to: 
1. Encourage and support trade unionism free of gov
ernmental control 
2. Strongly urge the continuation of the United States 
government's active and vocal commitment for basic 
human rights in the world 
3. Allow no excuse for supporting repressive gov
ernments solely for economic reasons 
4. Publicize disregard for human rights wherever it 
occurs at home or abroad 

RESOLVED, that the American Federation of 
Teachers commend President Carter and those indi
viduals, organizations and countries making positive 
efforts to promote and achieve basic human rights. 

Those interested in helping to further the cause of interna
tional human rights should contact the Committee for 
Human Rights at 112 East 19th Street, New York, NY 
10003. 
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