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Editorial

The recent report by the New York
Times that the Nixon Administration is
stepping up its surveillance of radicals
and other militants should come as no
surprise. This has been the aim of the
Administration since it came to power.
This is why it was put in power by the
big trusts. The bomb scares are just
the excuse.

It is significant that one Nixon aide
stated: ‘‘We are facing the most se-
vere internal security threat this coun-
try has seen since the Depression.’”’
This lets the cat out of the bag for surely
the ‘‘internal security’’ problem of the
Depression was not the homemade bombs
of some middle class youth. The real
threat in the Depression, as it is today,
is that capitalism became revealed to
millions as a system of misery, and the

seek to overthrow capitalism and the big
trusts.

The same point is hinted at in another
way when the Times summarizes: ‘‘The
official view

cannot be won over with welfare, elec-
toral or draft reforms or by White House

appeals.’’

Nixon has made it very clear that he
has no intention of ‘‘reforming’’ anything
that in any way will change the lives
of the masses of people and in fact his

danger was that these millions might

factory’’
is that extreme radicals"

Nixon Steps Up The Witchhunt

policy is one of more war, more po-
verty and more racism. It is precisely
the frustration of youth with the collapse
of reformism even before Nixon came
to power which has led some to indivi-
dualistic terrorist acts. It is nota mat-

ter of whether these youth could be won’

over by reforms but that their whole
political outlook has been produced by
the inability of capitalism to make re-
forms in this period.

So Nixon reveals his real policy—attacks
on the workers and the poor, the open
encouragement of racial conflict, and re-
pression of socialists who could give a
revolutionary expression to the resent-
ment of the masses. Surely ‘‘surveil-
lance’’ is for the purpose of preparing
repression. Otherwise it is a waste of
effort to have the surveillance in the
first place.

One interesting aspect of the Times
report is the admission by a Nixon aide
that “We knew of the New York bomb
in the 11th Street townhouse,
but “‘only just before it exploded on
March 6th.”’ Can we be absolutely cer-
tain that the ‘‘we’’ in question had no
hand in the explosion, an explosion which
killed only radicals and has been used as
the excuse for stepping up preparations
for repression? It is difficult to believe
that an operation obviously involving a

group of six or more quite prominent
Weathermen conducted right in the resid-
ence of one of the Weathermen was not
directly infiltrated and considerably prior
to March 6th.

When one deals with government ‘‘sur-
veillance’’ of radicals on the suspicion
of possible overt acts at some future date
one is open to provocations of all sorts.

GUARD

At a time when the United States un-
leashes daily terror against the people
of South Vietnam, where it has been re-
vealed that the official policy was to
shoot prisoners, where recently Am-
erican-backed Cambodian forces butcher-
ed in cold blood close to 100 Vietnamese
civilians, where precisely does the real
danger of terror lie? One of Nixon’s
brilliant advisors states: ‘‘We’re dealing
with the ‘criminal mind...”’ True, but the
problem is that the real criminalsiare
the ones inside the White House.

The working class must be on: its
guard against this new threat. There
must be no concessions whatsoever to
redbaiting and witchhunting aimed at
breaking the political resistance of the
working class to these new attacks. We
must develop the widest possible working
class unity in defense of all victims of
police and witchhunting attacks.

Cambodian nghhsts Massacre Viet Civilians

regime.

Last week over 100 workers

In the first week of April, the U.S.

Part of the 80 Villagers massacred in cold blood during Anti-Vietnamese pogrom

BY LUCY ST. JOHN

The real sickness and reactionary character of U.S.
in the first actions of the U.S.

perialism is being revealed

supported military regime in Cambodia.

Only days after the coup that deposed
Prince Sihanouk, the new regime began
a pogrom against the thousands of Viet-
namese who live in Cambodia.

T.ast Friday ninety Vietnamese civi-
lians, men, ‘women and . chudren were
gunned down by Cambadian soldiers in
the village of Prasot. The official sources
in Cambodia claimed that the villagers
‘had been caught in crossfire between
Cambodian forces and the Vietcong. But
survivors of the mass killing have clearly
laid the killing to the Cambodian Army.
The New York Times reported on April
11th that Steve Bell, an ABC correspon-
dent, ‘‘said some refugees had told him
that the Cambodian soldiers told them
to run when the Vietcong approached,
and then opened fire on them.”’

This incident has been followed by a

fever pitch hatred campaign organized

by the government against the Vietnam-
ese. Vietnamese civilians have been
thrown into detention camps and many
have ‘‘disappeared.”’

While the U.S. government was proud-
ly proclaiming the coup in Cambodia
and the establishment of a democratic
‘‘republic,”’ this so-called ‘‘democratic’’
government was brutally gunning down
Vietnamese civilians. It is clear that
the only way the corrupt military clique
of General Lon Nol, who rules for U.S.

imperialism, can hold power is through
hysterically whipping up nationalist hat-
reds, inflaming old divisions among races
and peoples who have lived together for
hundreds of years.

POGROM
The pogrom against the Vietnamese
people in Cambodia has been combined
with army attacks on Cambodian workers
and peasants who have opposed the new

im-

‘Pathet Lao in Vietnam,

and peasants were killed as they travell-
ed by truckloads to Pnompenh to demon-
strate against the new government.

The actions of the Lon Nol regime
expose the real class character of im-
perialism’s rule throughout Southeast
Asia. On the one side stand the small
native capitalist class and its henchmen
in the military who rule in the .interests
-of U.S. imperialism. On the other side
stand the masses of Cambodian and Viet-
namese workers and peasants.

The coup in Cambodia was bought and
paid for by U.S. imperialism. It was
master-minded by the CIA. The poli-
tical, economic and military control of
Cambodia has been central to the strat-
egy of the U.S. in Southeast Asia, to
cut off NLF supply lines and gain control
of the Mekong Valley.

The coup in Cambodia engineered by:
the U.S. was the product of the U.S.’s
attempt to recoup from the defeat it has
suffered in Vietnam and Laos by the

offensive of the workers and peasants.

The coup and the measures it has taken
to hold power only reveal the weakness
‘of the military regime in Cambodia and
the position of U.S. imperialism.

OFFENSIVE

It is clear that it is the National Li-
beration Front and the liberation army in
Laos which has the support of the masses
of workers and peasants of Southeast.
Asia. This is at the heart of the suc-
cessful offensive of the Vietcong and
Laos, and now
in Cambodia.

Last week several hundred
disabled South Vietnamese war
veterans battled the police in
Saigon. The veterans demon-
strated in front of government
buildings demanding the pen-
sions promised them by the
government. Men in wheel
chairs and crutches were char-
ged and beaten by the police
while they fought back with
rocks and crutches.

Vietnamese Vets Battle Police

The vetérans joined over 30,

000 students in Saigon who have
been on strike against govern-
ment repression. The students
have received the support of
the dock workers and bus dri-
vers.

These struggles indicate a
further turning against the cor-
rupt military clique and againsti
its American masters by the
Vietnamese working class and
youth,

suffered the worst losses in the war since
last September. The Vietcong have step-
ped up attacks in South Vietram at the
Cambodian border battering the Special
Forces camp at Dakesang with artillery.
On April 14th the NLF sent rockets into
the heart of Saigon which barely missed
the residence of Saigon’s ruler Thieu.

Last week the Cambodian army was
forced to give up the area known as the
Parrots Beak to the Vietcong. It was in
support of the liberation forces that Cam-
Ibodian workers and peasants staged their
‘rallies against the ‘‘Government of Sal-
vation’’ and hung pictures in the villages
of Prince Sihanouk in open defiance of the
new regime.

American workers must join insolidar-
ity with their brothers in Southeast Asia.
The American labor movement must call
a mass march in Washington on Memorial
Day on a class program for the complete
defeat of U.S. imperialism in Southeast
Asia.

U.S. UNEMPLOYMENT
SOARS TO 4.47%

April 10—Today the Labor Department
announced a new increase in unemploy-
ment bringing the rate’ of iunemployment
up to 4.4% for March. There are now
one million more men and women out of
work than at this time last year. *

Unemployment has hit hardest in basic
industry and construction. Also affected
are skilled workers in the defense and
space industries.

While unemployment remains high a-
mong black workers, there has been a
big increase in the last .periou among
white workers reflecting ' the fact that
no section of the working class today is

" immune from the attacks of the employers

and the government.

Over 17,000 ‘“‘hard core’’ unemployed
workers who were on the job only a few
months have been laid off in the Detroit
auto industry. Most of these workers
have been unable to find other jobs.
As one workér put it: ‘‘Everywhere you
go there are guys looking for work.”

The Nixon Administration is attempt-
ing to whip up racism to keep the work-
ers divided, employed against unemployed,
black against white, to prevent a united
struggle against the attacks on jobs.
The unions must fight back to unite all
workers by raising as a central demand
in their struggle the demand for full
employment through the thirty hour week
at forty hours pay.
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WORKERS LEAGUE IN ACTION APRIL 15th

R

The Workers League fought throughout the country to build massive demonstrations
against the war on April I5th despite the diffusion of the struggle by the Stalinists
and the revisionist leadership of the SMC. It fought for the participation of the trade
unions on an independent political b&sis. Despite the difficulties imposed by the lead-
erships of the anti-war movement and of the trade unions the Workers League suc-
ceeded in making an effective class political intervention. On this page are photos from
the New York City demonstrations only. Next week's issue will carry reports on the
rest of the country. At top the Workers League contingent marches up Sixth Avenue
to Bryant Park from the IRS demonstration in downtown Manhattan. At right Pat Con-
nelly of the Workers League speaks to outdoor rally at CCNY. Left center Workers
League supporter from New York Community College holds banner against strong wind.
Right center CCNY Workers League banner stands in background as students listen
to speeches at rally. While SSEU-37| President Morgenstern chairs IRS rally (bottom
right) with Dave Dellinger speaking only the Committee for a New Leadership, sup-
ported by the Workers League, brought SSEU-37I members to the rally. These were
the only union banners at the rally (bottom left). The Workers League proposes that
now an all out fight must be waged to hold a mass labor march on Washington on
Memorial Day to stop the war.
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WISCONSIN T.A. STRIKE SOLD OUT!

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER
The Teaching Assistants Association of the University. of
Wisconsin has voted to accept the latest University contract
offer and end its strike in its 24th day. The contract represents
not simply a defeat but a complete rout for the union and poses
the need for a new leadership in the TAA.

The contract is in many respects worse
than that originally offered by the Uni-
versity. The demands for a health plan,
for guaranteed 4 year appointments without
probation, for half-time $3600 appoint-
ments for all TAs and for a voice in
educational planning were not met. In
return for some reduction in class size
and a grievance procedure, the union
signed a no-strike pledge more stringent
than previously demanded by the Univer-
sity. The no-strike clause excludes not
only strikes called by the union but any
work stoppages by union members.

At the same time half of the ‘‘non-
negotiable’’ no reprisals clause which

oriented SDS at Yale.

The Workers League took the initiative in the fight for a
demonstration against the war in New Haven.
to respond,but only after we began the work, was the PL-
Here SDSer at left lists their many

the union had been demanding was nego-
tiated away. No reprisals were to be
taken against striking teaching assistants
but there was no protection for other
supporters of the strike in the contract.
This includes research and project
assistants, who are in the union. These
strikers were to rely on the good will
of the Chancellor.

INJUNCTION
Several days before the strike ended
an injunction against the strike was ob-
tained by the University, and the union
voted to ignore it. On the injunction were
the names of nineteen rank and file union

Among those

members rather than leaders. These
union members are still subject toarrest.
That the strike was ended with the in-
junction still out, leaving thse members
with no protection indicates the magni-
tude of the defeat.

Although the motion to end the strike
came from the ranks, the defeat was the
responsibility of the union leadership. The
leadership’s only strategy was that of a
student class boycott. After several weeks
the students, having completed their mid-
dle class protest action, returned to class,
and the leadership was left without a
strategy. Demoralization swept the union.

At the last meeting during the strike, the
leadership made no recommendation as
to what needed to be done, but merely
stated that the possibilities were an es-
calation of tactics, appointment of a re-
commender, or acceptance of the latest
contract. This ultra-democracy was just

a cover for a lack of strategic perspec-

demands for the April I5th action. He forgot to list anyone
pertaining to Vietnam and had to come to the blackboard later.
The meeting of over 50 endorsed the Workers League class
demands over SDS’s at which point SDS walked out of room.

tive. What was really necessary was
a turn toward the city and state labor
movement and a fight to bring the cam-
pus workers’ union behind the strike.

YSA

Sharing in the Yesponsibility for de-
feat were the revisionist groups who
were the prime advocates of the dis-
astrous student power strategy. The
YSA distributed two leaflets during the
strike. The first was a reprint of the
YSA’s campus perspective from the Young
Socialist. The distribution of this stu-
dent power document during the strike
showed that the YSA saw the strike as
essentially a student struggle. The se-
cond leaflet was anexcerpt from an arti-
cle by revisionist Ernest Mandel on the
significance of strikes by public employ-
ees. The article mechanically separated
the crisis in the public sector from the
general upsurge in labor. Translated into
practice it means the isolation of public
employees from the rest of labor, the per-
spective which led to the defeat of the.
TAA.

In general the YSA and the other re-
visionist groups provided no leadership
to the strike. In the place of suchleader-
ship they substituted platitude-mongering
about the significance of the strike and
why they, other radicals, and students
should support the strike. The only real
support for the strike was to fight for a
winning strategy.

But the betrayal of the YSA did not
stop here. When the strike vote was
taken the YSA, just like the TAA leader-

ship, took no position on acceptance of
the contract. At least one of the two
YSAers in the TAA, however, voted to
accept the contract, and this seems to
be the prevailing sentiment within the
YSA. Since the YSA saw the support
of students as central it could see no

way out when the students deserted the
strike.

Other radicals in the union also voted
for the settlement. What all of these
revisionist betrayers have in common is
a profound pessimi=m. They start from
the strength of the class enemy and the
weakness and subjective buckwardness of
the working class. They reason that
since many TAs are demoralized and will
want to return to work, they too must
vote to end the strike. Rather than
struggling against the demoralization and
posing the objective tasks of the union,
they accept the demoralization as a given
and adapt to it.

SWP Surrenders To CP’s Pop Front Against War

BY JOSE REYES
In the March 2lst issue of the Daily World there is a ‘‘re-

port’”” on the March 1l4th,

the Student Mobilization Committee.

New York regional conference of

It is actually a defense

of the Communist Party-Young Workers Liberation League

antiwar line.

Furthermore, it also reveals the total
inability of the YSA to fight such a line.
Both the CP-YWLL and the SWP-YSA
intend to maintain the ‘‘united front,’’
which is only a euphemism for the popu-
lar front of anybody and everybody under
liberal leadership. This will be made
much clearer if we examine in detail
the article in the Daily World.

The Daily World, in its desire to de-
fend the liberals, is forced to attack the
SDS proposal, specifically the demands to
exclude liberals and ‘‘corporate indus-
trialists’’ from the antiwar rallies, and
‘‘no negotiations.”” The exclusiondemand
is attacked on the basis that ‘‘it shows
the lack of understanding that a united
front of all whose interests are objec-
tively against the war in the U.S. is the
only way to end the war.”” Liberals and
capitalists are part of this ‘‘united front’’,
since ‘‘the war affects many sections of
the population, including some capitalists
who are being swallowed up by the giant
monopolies which benefit from the war.”’

This is precisely the kind of reasoning
that led to the establishment of the
popular fronts in Europe in the late
1930s which tied the working class to
the liberal bourgeoisie on the basis of
a reformist program and subordinated
the struggle for socialism to a struggle
for ‘““peace and democracy.”’

ALLIANCES
We can shed more light on this if we
examine what role the CP-YWLL sees

for ‘‘Marxists’’ in this popular front.
““It is the role of the most advanced
forces within the peace movement to
expose the imperialist nature of U.S.
involvement, and to explain why certain
liberal politicians come out against the
war.’”” This is the same role consigned
to ‘‘socialists’”’ by the SWP. In the
November 17th Intercontinental Press, in
an article attacking the Workers League,
the SWP author advocates alliances with
liberals by tearing quotes from Lenin
out of context. According to the SWP:
““The one condition Lenin placed on such
an alliance for limited aims is that the
socialists have full opportunity to reveal
to the working class that its interests are
diametrically opposed to the interests of
the bourgeoisie.”’

The actions of the YWLL-YSA bloc
expose even this as a fraud. At the
March 30th meeting of the SMC in New
York the YSA announced that there would
be no SMC speakers at the Bryant Park
rally on April 15th. What was posed was
that the ‘‘“most advanced forces’’ or as
the YSA puts it, ‘‘the left wing of the
antiwar movement’’ would ‘‘expose im-
perialism’> and ‘‘expose inconsistent
liberals’’ without even getting on the
podium! In fact when these ‘‘socialists’’
have shared the platform with the libe-
rals such as on November 15th in Wash-
ington, they welcomed, not exposed the
liberals. Carol Lipman speaking for SMC
made this quite clear when she said,

- “‘Bveryone is welcome, Democrats, Re-

publicans...”’

It is the Communist Party and Stalinism
which are the authors of the SWP-YSA’s
perspective of the ‘‘united front’’ in the
antiwar movement. In fact the Daily
World article is quite aware of this.
The YWLL authors state point-blank:
‘“The acceptance of such a (the YWLL)
program came after a long struggle by
the YWLL and the DuBois Clubs before
it, to include the fight against racism
and repression as essential to a broad
and effective antiwar movement. In the
past, the Trotskyite (sic) SMC leadership
had seen this struggle as one which would
‘dilute’ the movement.’’

ADMISSION

The YWLL can well afford to gloat
over this. The first demand of the five
accepted by the YSA states: ‘“The strug-
gle against racism and repressionathome
is the key to ending the war in Vietnam
(and all of Southeast Asia).”’ That the
YSA could uncritically graft it onto the
main resolution is a tacit admission on
the part of the YSA that the antiwar
movement is not a ‘‘single issue’’ one
at all. This blows the lid off the YSA’s
contention that the movement is a “‘united
front’”’ because it is ‘‘single issue.”

The convergence of a common political
perspective can also be seen when the
‘‘no negotiations’’ demand raised by SDS
was attacked by both the YSA and YWLL
for essentially the same reasons. Both
organizations oppose any demands that
could be construed as criticismm of the
NLF leadership. The YWLL openly de-
fends the NLF program. The YSA tries
to remain neutral on the question, pre-
ferring to pose the struggle simply as
one for ‘‘self-determination.”” Both the
SWP and CP have justified popular front

policies on the basis that ‘‘this ( the pre-
sent antiwar movement) is what the NLF
leadership wants us to do.”” This state-
ment made by Peter Camejo at the Feb-
ruary SMC Conference, exemplifies the
close political ties that exist between the
YWLL and the YSA.

It is because of the convergence of the
positions of the YWLL and the YSA on
the questions of ‘‘building’’ the antiwar
movement, on the question of the popular
front, that the YSA can make concessions
to the Stalinists.

It is the policies of Stalinism and those
who capitulate to it which now become
the greatest impediment to the struggle
against imperialism. The intervention
of the - trade unions on April 15th poses
the potential for a break from the popu-
lar front of the CP-SWP.
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an answer to hyman
lumer and others

by FRED MUELLER

AN ENTIRE C}iAPTER is de-
voted to ‘‘The Fight Against
Trotskyism’’ iin the special
issue of Political Affairs on
the occasion of the 50th an-
niversary of the U.S. Com-
munist Party: Yet in this
chapter, written by Hyman Lu-
mer, absolutely no mention
is made of the leader in the
fight to crush Trotskyism. In-
deed not only Lumer but all
the other contributors as well
do their very best to ignore
Stalin. However while Stalin
the person is missing, the pol-
itics, the ideology of Stalin-
ism permeate the entire mag-
azine.

Lumer steals all of his ar-
guments from Stalin without
giving any credit. He attempts
to defend the Soviet bureau-
cracy without so muchas men-
tioning its chief spokesman.
The bureaucracy today at-
tempts to pick and choose
from among the ‘‘aspects’’ of
Stalinism. The fact that Lu-
mer refuses to touch this sub-
ject directly itself reveals the
depth of Stalinism’s crisis,
the bureaucracy’s need to fal-
sify all history, including its
own.

Lumer’s diatribe is aimed at the
growth of Trotskyism all over the
world. He must use any and all means
to discredit this tendency which re-
presents the continuity of Bolshevism.

PHOTOS AT TOP OF PAGE: Upper
left: *'For Victory and aSecure Peace

Daily Worker, May 14, 1944; Upper
center: CP rally in 1936 celebrates
“’Spirit of '76'"; Upper right: Stalin;
Lower center: Trotsky; Lower right:
Battle of Deputies Run during Trot-
skyist led teamsters strike in 1934

He uses the same methods as Stalin,
the same slanders and amalgams, only
he dishonestly refrains from discussing
the logical outcome of the campaign
against Trotskyism, the Trials and
purges of the 1930s.

LOVESTONE

First Lumer brings in Lovestone.
As a matter of fact he quite cons-
ciously begins his article on Trotsky-
ism with a long reference to the strug-
gle supposedly waged by the American
CP against the opportunism of the
Lovestone faction.

But Lumer does not inform us how
Lovestone achieved his high position
in the party. He does not explain that
Lovestone was the leading American
follower of the right wing of the Soviet
Communist Party, led by Bukharin.
This was the tendency upon whicn
Stalin and the bureaucracy rested in
the USSR and internationally from 1926
to 1928. During this period the Love-
stone faction developed its theory of
American exceptionalism.

When Stalin moved against Bukharin
in 1929 Lovestone wound up outside
the CP. For years Stalin manipulated
amongst the factions of the American
party. His aim was never political
clarification, as it had been with Lenin
and Trotsky. Stalin aimed to use each
faction against the other 'so as to
select those individuals who could be
Telied upon to reflect faithfully the
current needs of the Kremlin bureau-
cracy.

LIABILITY

Lovestone’s misfortune in 1929 was
that the outlook he was so closely
associated with had become a liability
for Stalin. But Lovestone continued
to maintain fundamental loyalty to the
Stalinists for 10 years after his expul-
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sion. Lumer does not tell us that
either. Lovestone defended the Mos-
cow Trials. Only later did he go over
from defense of the bureaucracy into
the direct service of imperialism, end-
ing up as George Meany’s international
advisor in carrying through the intri-
gues of the CIA in the international
labor movement.

Lumer is lying when, after his des-
cription of Lovestone, he says:

But Lovestone’s expulsion followed
only by several months that of a Trot-
skyite faction headed by James P.
Cannon, Max Shachtman and M. Abern
...The political ideas espoused by this
grouping, though clothed in revolu-

tionary-sounding language, were, as we
shall see, no less opportunist, no less
a surrender of the struggle for socia-
lism than was the Right-wing revision-
ism of Lovestone. Indeed, the two
groups found common ground after their
expulsion, not least in their bitter
hatred of the Communist Party.(1)

As we have shown it was Stalin who
rested upon the Bukharin right wing.
Stalin installed Lovestone in power in
the first place. At this time it was
the Left Opposition which was waging
a principled struggle against the right
wing and the bureaucracy. Inthe 1930s
Lovestone continued . to defend Stalin.
When he went over ¥ Meany and the
CIA, Lovestone was only carrying his
training in the service of the bureau-
cracy to its logical conclusion. But
Lumer crudely tries to make Trotsky
responsible for Lovestone! This is
what Trotsky had to say about Lovestone
in 1938:

Lovestone and Company are good for
nothing as Marxists, but no one con-
siders them idiots. They knew very
well that we were confronted with a
gigantic frame-up. But since in their
petty-bourgeois, cowardly and conser-
vative policy they had firmly bound
their reputation with that of the Ther-
midorian bureaucracy, they made an

attempt to follow it to the very end, in
the hope that Stalin would succeed in
his violation of public opinion. Intheir
hearts they hoped that for this service
the Kremlin would finally ‘‘recognize’’
them and call them to ‘‘office’’. Only
when they saw that the Moscow super-
falsifier had failed ignominiously did
they step aside and recognize in a
half-voice their ‘‘slight’’ mistake.(2)

This is a fitting answer to Lumer’s
attempt to smear the principled oppo-
sition to Stalinism: with the counter-
revolutionary brush. It is Lovestone
and Lumer who are brothers under the
skin, not Lovestone and Trotsky.

‘“FACTIONALISM”’

To back up his effort to smear
Trotskyism as the enemy of the revolu-
tion Lumer mentions the history of
the decisions taken against Trotskyand
the Left Opposition. Trotsky was guilty
of ‘‘factional activities’”’ because he
sought adiscussioninthe party. Lumer
says: ‘“...in discussions preceeding the
Fifteenth Congress, 724,000 Party
members voted for the policy of the
Central Committee and 4,000 - less
than one per cent - for the Trotsky-
Zinoviev line. Such was the accomp-
lishment of the Trotskyites in the
endless debates which diverted the
Party from its most urgent tasks over
a period of years.’’(3)

Only with the rise of Stalin to power
did debate in the Party become a
‘‘diversion from urgent tasks’’. All
the contempt for theory on the part of
the Stalinist bureaucracy is summed up
in this comment. While Lenin was
alive discussion and debate within the
party were utilized to achieve theore-
tical clarity in order to deal as Marx-
ists with all the ‘‘urgent tasks’’.

As Lumer knows, Lenin before his
death was seeking a struggle within
the party. Only his final illness and
death prevented him from launching this
debate himself. He:wanted to launch
an all out struggle against Stalin and
Dzerzhinsky on the national question,
he wanted to have Stalin removed as
General Secretary, and he wanted to
initiate a struggle together with Trotsky
against the bureaucracy in the state
apparatus and the party. Some of this
the bureaucracy itself was forced to
admit under Khrushchev. Lumer knows
it is true. Lenin as well as Trotsky
was ‘‘guilty’’ of seeking a discussion
in the tradition of the Bolshevik Party.
In fact it was Lenin before his death
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who wished to take the initiative on
this.

CYNICISM

The reference to the overwhelming
vote of 724,000 to 4,000 against the
opposition is so cynical that it deser-
ves some mention. This vote followed
four years of incessant slanders and
bureaucratic measures taken againstall
opponents of the Stalinists. As early
as 1923 Stalin initiated an illegal fac-
tion, a secret group consisting of all
the members of the Politbureau with
the exception of Trotsky. This group
met secretly and was bound by its own
discipline, so great was its fear of
Trotsky and the struggle which Lenin
was waiting to launch as soon as his
health permitted.(4)

While Trotsky scrupulously followed
Party rules and brought his views
openly before the proper bodies of the
party, Stalin formed a secret faction
whose sole purpose was to isolate and
slander Trotsky while evading all the
principled political questions facing the
Revolution. Stalin went so far as to
trick Trotsky about the date set for
Lenin’s funeral, so that Trotsky was
unable to attend the funeral, which in
turn was later used against him.(5)

In 1924 and afterwards an endless
stream of slanders and fictitious ac-
‘counts of Trotsky’s allegedly perma-
nent struggle against Lenin was ¢ircu-
lated openly and in the pagesof Pravda.
This kind of campaign was only possi-
ble with Lenin gone. Trotsky was
powerless to answer any of these slan-
ders at that time. The opposition
refrained from any provocative mea-
.sures. Trotsky disavowed Lenin’s
Testament when Max Eastman reported
on it in 1925. Meanwhile Stalin and
the bureaucracy indulged in every kind
of provocation and bureaucratic maneu-
ver imaginable. Physical violence was
used against the opposition, meetings
were broken up, a constant stream of
slander and abuse was rained down upon
the party. All the power at the disposal
of the bureaucracy was employed to
insure that the ideas of the Opposition
did not receive an objective hearing.(6)
These are the real facts, yet Lumer
says nothing at all about them, he pre-
tends that the discussion, the struggle
in the Party took place in a vacuum -
and after all the arguments were
weighed the vote happened to come out
724,000 in favor of the bureaucracy and
4,000 for the Opposition!

EXPULSION

Lumer goes on to mention Trotsky’s
expulsion from the party and then from
the country. But even he does not ac-
cuse Trotsky of any alliance with
counterrevolution until after these ev-
ents. Why then was Trotsky expelled
from the party and from the Soviet
Union itself? What crimes was he guilty
of to warrant such extreme action?
Here too Lumer shows the role of the
bureaucracy and his complete solida-
rity with it. To the bureaucracy the
struggle to defend the method and the
practice of Bolshevism was the greatest
crime in the book. The bureaucracy
was incapable of a political struggle, it
could only respond with organizational
measures and physical violence.

This same outlook is expressed in
Lumer’s repeated comments, even
boasts, on the expulsion from the
American CP of various opposition
groups for their ideas and their ideas
alone. Thus in 1928, ‘“‘Cannon and his
associates were thrown out of the
party.”” Over and over again Lumer
makes his method quite clear: First
of all get rid of the troublemakers who
dare toraise political questions. There
must be no struggle within the party.
These comments sum up the outlook
of the bureaucrat - in this case a petty
bureaucrat and an agent for the power-
ful Stalinist bureaucracy.

TRIALS

Lumer does not so much as men-
tion even in passing the Moscow Trials,
in which Trotsky was the chief defen-
dant. These trials and the purges which
accompanied them were the high point
of Stalin’s struggle against Trotskyism.
They followed and built upon all of the
previous campaigns against the Opposi-
tion. All the measuresagainst Trotsky
about which Lumer boasts led right up
to the bloody purges. Yet he thinks he
can simply stop with 1927, as if the
Moscow Trials never took place!

If Lumer thinks he is going to fool
anyone with this he is in for a rude
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awakening. We must finish the story
he has begun. The meaning of all the
slanders which he brings forth must
be made very clear. When he says
that Trotskyism made ‘‘alliances with
enemies of the working class’’, became
‘‘counterrevolution’’, and sought the
‘‘overthrow of the Soviet regime’’, he
is in every case repeating the frameup
charges of the Moscow Trials, he is
reaffirming and defending all the crimes
of Stalinism including the Trials. And
if he chooses not to mention the Trials
and certain other unsavory matters, we
will have to refresh his memory.

The leaders of the U.S. Communist
Party are fully responsible for the
crimes of Stalinism, from the purges
and the assassinations to the beheading
of the revolutionary workers in Spain,
to the crushing of the Hungarian Revo-
lution, the invasion of Czechoslovakia
and the current stepped-up persecution
of the new opposition within the Soviet
Union itself. The U.S. CP leadership
has defended every one of these crimes.
It has been among the most servile of
the agents of the bureaucracy.

STALIN

On the occasion of Stalin’s death in
March of 1953, the American CP joined
the chorus of unrestrained worship for
the dead tyrant. The Daily Worker
proclaimed, ‘‘Stalin was a great hum-
anist as well as the greatest political
figure of our time.’”” In a statement
signed by CP leaders William Z. Foster
and Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, Stalin was
referred to as ‘‘the best loved man on
earth...J. Stalin will live forever in the
new world arising in the radiant tomor-
row of a socialist life for all.”’ Poet
Walter Lowenfels contributed the fol-
lowing on March 10, 1953, under the
title ‘“My Friend Stalin’’: .
Only yesterday he said to me-‘down
with the warmongers!.’ Long live peace
among nations... And today my friend
is dead, my true dear friend, the
friend of every soul who lives for peace.
...And may he rest forever as he lived
in peace, and for peace, and for all the
family of nations human to live in peace.

These words, oozing with pacifist
gibberish, and so full of irony today,
were written to conform to the tre-
mendous pacifist campaign unleashed
by the Stalinists in this period, even
as the cold war exploded in Korea.

The Daily Worker headlined anarticle
on March 9, 1953, ‘‘The Immortality of
Stalinism.’’ Yet only three years later
the same people were writing more
apologetics, this time on the cult of
Stalin! - And now ‘‘The Immortality of
Stalinism’’ has dwindled so fast in less
than two decades that Lumer cannot
even mention the name of the ‘‘great

humanist’’ in an article the essence of
which is a defense of his policies!

FOSTER

On April 2, 1956, the same Foster
who had written that ‘‘Stalin will live
forever’’ now wrote an article headed

. ““What Was Done Tc¢ Check Stalin?”’

Workers everywhere agree that Sta-

lin’s cult of one man leadership was a
sharmful development - but in this gen-
eral connection they ask insistently for
an answer to one key question. They
want to know what the present leader-
ship for the most part who worked
side by side with Stalin for many years,
did to prevent the growth of Stalin’s
cult of the personality or to combat
it as it manifested itself in the party
practice. . ‘
We may rest assured that it will
eventually get its full explanation. The
men who have boldly and courageously
gone ahead with the exposure of Stalin’s
weaknesses will not stop short.

The present leaders are not only
highly developed Marxist-Leninists but
they are also veterans of a thousand
hard fights .in the course of the epic
Russian Revolution. We can be sure,
therefore, that they did what they con-
sidered best under the circumstances.

This was written at the height of the
furor in the American CP over the
Khrushchev revelations at the 20th
Congress. The Daily Worker was fil-
led with letters expressing despair,
cynicism, bewilderment, outrage and
confusion. Within about a year more
than three quarters of the party mem-
bership which had stuck it out through
the darkest period of the witchhunt were
to leave, and the Daily Worker was to
cease publication. For a time the
Gates faction, in control of the news-
paper, utilized it in order to raise
questions on Stalin’s role and also on
the role of the entire leadership. But
the Gates group soon disintegrated
without waging any kind of struggle
against Stalinism, and the Fosterite
group took full charge.

DESCENDANTS

The present party leadership is the
direct descendant of that group, though
Foster, Flynn, Davis and others have
died in the last decade. The present
leadership, including Lumer, was for-
med out of a struggle withinthe Ameri-
can CP to unconditionally defend the
bureaucracy from attack by the masses.
The loyalty of this group to the bureau-
cracy has thus been tested in struggle.
And its outlook is fully expressed by
Foster’s statement quoted above. There
are endless ‘‘adjustments’’ to the new
line, to the new spokesmen for the

The Moscow Trials in session. Hyman Lumer and the
rest of the American CP leadership still use its methods.
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bureaucracy, to new revelations. These
adjustments are quite simply made for
the purpose of continuing with the policy
of abject and total subservience to the
bureaucracy which rulesin the Kremlin.

Thus we have the reference to the
men who have ‘‘boldly and courageously
gone ahead’’ three years after the
death of Stalin! Obviously what Foster
means is that the bureaucracy took a
great risk in unconvering a part of the
truth. We should be grateful that it
has revealed part of its crimes! What
Foster cannot see, of course, is that
this is due not to some mysterious
and suddenly discovered reverence for
truth, but on the contrary to a very
real and well known instinct of self
preservation which guides the bureau-
cracy just as it guides other ruling
castes and classes.

The revelations were a desperate
| half-measure forced upon the bureau-
cracy by the tremendous crisis brought
to a head by Stalin’s death. Just how
great was the risk involved was re-
vealed more quickly than either Foster
or Khrushchev expected in the Hun-
garian Revolution which broke over the
heads of the bureaucracy just a few
months later. And now we see the
same bureaucracy desperately back- -
tracking towards the complete rehabi-
litation of Stalin in order to close the
Pandora’s box which has been opened.

VETERANS

And again, since ‘‘the present lea-
ders are...veterans of a thousand hard
fights in the course of the epic Rus-
sian Revolution...they did what they
considered best under the circums-
tances.”” We agree. The ‘‘present
leaders’’ are veterans of fights in the
course of the Russian Revolution -
fights in which they fought against
Bolshevism and the Revolution! This
is the lesson of the 1930s. They
achieved power only by liquidating the
Bolshevik Party, and now they apolo-
gize for the ‘‘excesses’’.

Furthermore when Foster speaks
of the ‘‘present leaders’’ he means
none other than Krushchev himself.
But Khrushchev is himself in dis-
grace. He also can no longer be
described in the glowing words used
by Foster. While the words of the
American Stalinists make no sense
when applied to one spokesman or
another, they are fully applicable to
the bureaucracy as a whole. The
current leaders, while too young to
have played any role at the time of
the revolution itself, were trained by
those who either conciliated to the
Mensheviks or were Mensheviks in
that period, for that is what the Stalin
faction largely consisted of. These
men all came up through the hier-
archy on the basis of unswerving agree-
ment with Stalinism. These are the
men who ‘‘did what they considered
best under the circumstances.’”’” The
question is—best for whom?

Foster’s apology sums up the com-
plicity of the American Stalinists in
the crimes of the Kremlin. These
are the people who have devoted a
lifetime of faithful service to the bu-
reaucracy. They have never wavered
for a minute, and for this they shall
be held accountable by the world work-
ing class.

PSYCHOLOGICAL

The official Stalinist line is that
while Stalin murdered Bolsheviks he
carried forward the struggle of Bol-
shevism. Both so-called liberal as
well as die-hard Stalinists all try to
separate the political basis of Stalin-
ism from its bloody crimes. In order
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to do this, an objective evaluation of

historical phenomena is completely
thrown out the window and a psycho-
logical interpretation of history is sub-
stituted. The Stalinists cannot ques-
tion the fight against Trotskyism with-
out questioning the existence of the
bureaucracy. Therefore the agents
and apologists for the bureaucracy
are forced into explanations which are
completely meaningless from a scien-
tific point of view.

Stalin’s crimes, proved by Trotsky
and subsequently confirmed at least
in part by Khrushchev himself, are ajl
blamed on ‘‘the cult of the person-
ality.”’ The Stalinists embrace the
same psychological and great man
theory of history advanced by the bour-
geoisie. The only conclusion that can
be drawn from the personality cult
theory is that the Bolshevik Party,
because of its centralism, led to a
situation where ‘excesses’ like Sta-
lin’s could take place. The official
Stalinist explanation thus leads straight
to the right wing Social Democratic
critique of Leninism. The Stalinists
drag the names of Marx and Lenin
into the mud. Only Trotskyism can
explain the crimes of Stalinism ob-

ijectively and scientifically.

CONSCIOUS

There is no other way to explain
Stalin’s terror except as flowing from
a conscious policy of the bureaucracy.
The crisis was so sharp that Stalin
was thrown up not simply as the chief
spokesman but later as the supreme
Bonapartist ruler on behalf of the
bureaucracy. No one but Stalin was
secure. As Khrushchev reported, one
never went to a meeting with Stalin
without wondering - whether the next
destination would be prison. The fact
that men faithful to the bureaucracy
also fell in the purges does not only
not contradict our analysis, but con-
firms it all the more. The logic of
the crisis of the bureaucracy was such
that it was forced to go all the way
in destroying the Bolshevik Party and
in the course of this Stalinists as well
as honest communists met their deaths.

The Trials were needed to provide
scapegoats for the international fiascos
and domestic crises facing the bureau-
cracy. A British Stalinist writing at
the time of the third trial, described
how the Russian workers realized why
‘“‘they waited long hours in the food
queues only to find the food almost
unfit to eat when they got it home...
Now we knew why our wages had been
held up, and the reasons for many
other things that had made life so
hard at the most difficult moments.’’(7)

The period of the purges was a per-
iod of growing internal crisis. At the

san.e time as Stalin proclaimed the .

irrevocable triumph of socialism the
masses saw the opposite in every as-
pect of daily life. This was a period
of growing inequality, the growth of an
aristocracy of labor in the cities and
the collective farms, the reintroduction
of reactionary customs and regulations
in education and the army. This crisis
is summed up inthe reintroduction of the
death penalty on April 17, 1935 for of-
fenses committed by minors above the
age of 12. (8)

The Trials were used by the bureau-
cracy to divert the masses away from
the real enemies uand the real cause
of the crisis. The time had long since
passed when the workers could be told
the truth about the backwardness and
isolation of the Soviet State and e-
conomy. All the problems had to be
heaped on the shoulders of spies and
saboteurs. The spies and saboteurs
turned out to be the old Bolsheviks
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Two front page headlines from [937 featuring the Moscow Trials.
The American Communist Party printed every fabrication as truth
and ran a day in and day out campaign of vilification against Trot-
sky including even a mass rally at Madison Square Garden.

who might have been a rallying point
for the growing discontent as long as
they were alive. At the same time the
main defendant was Trotsky. It was
Trotskyism, the conscious opponent of
Stalinism, which was the main enemy
as far as Stalin was concerned. The
unbelievable confessions delivered by
men who had been politically and phy-
sically broken were desperate mea-
sures designed above all to descredit
the alleged mastermind of the con-
spiracy, Trotsky himself.

DIPLOMACY

At the same time as Stalin sought
scapegoats and exterminated political
opponents or potential opponents, the
trials were also used in furtherance
of Kremlin diplomacy. Stalin tried to
use the trials to pave the way for

international class collaboration on a -

scale never practiced before. The
trials became the means of demon-

strating to the world bourgeoisie that -

it had a faithful ally in the Kremlin
and urging upon it an alliance which
would give the bureaucracy some
breathing space.

During this period the bourgeois
press of both the Fascist and ‘‘demo-
cratic’”” variety was filled with ab-
surd rumors and stories_ concerning
a division of labor between the Third
and Fourth Internationals. (9) It was
suggested, and not without political
motives on the part of those inspiring
the suggestions, that Stalin had assign-
ed to Trotsky the task of openly agitat-
ing for the proletarian revolution while
he, Stalin, made a pretense of modera-
tion. Of course even now the bour-
geoisie continues to assert that the
Kremlin is bent on revolution, at least
part of the time. The Trials were
Stalin’s answers to these stories, his
way of swearing eternal enmity to
the cause of the world proletariat.

On March 1, 1936, just five months
before the First Trial, Stalin gave
an interview to Roy Howard of the
Scripps - Howard newspaper chain.
Trotsky explains and reports on this
interview in his book, The Revolu-
tion betrayed:

What is the state of affairs—he asked
Stalin—as to plans and intentions in
regard to world revolution? ‘““We
never had any such plans or inten-
tions...This is the result of a mis-
understanding.’”’
misunderstanding?’’ Stalin: ‘“ no,
comic,or,if you please, tragi-comic.”
The quotation is verbatim.

..Stalin would have made a more
convincing impression upon his inter-
viewer if he had openly contrasted the
policy of Thermidor to the policy of
October. “‘In the eyes of Lenin,”” he
might have said, ‘‘the League of Na-
tions was a machine for the prepara-
tion of a new imperialist war. We
see in it an instrument of peace. Lenin
spoke of the inevitability of' revolu-
tionary wars. We consider the idea
of exporting revolution nonsense. Le-
nin denounced the union of the prole-
tariat with the imperialist bourgeoisie
as treason. We with all our power
impel the international proletariat a-
long this road. Lenin slashed the slo-
gan of disarmament under capitalism
as deceit of the workers. We build
our whole policy upon this slogan. Your
tragi-comic  misunderstanding,’’—Sta-
lin might have concluded—*‘lies in your
taking us for the continuers of Bol-
shevism, when we are in fact its
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gravediggers.”’

French Stzlinist Marcel Cachin also
revealed Stalinist aims in his comment
on the Second Trial in February, 1937.
Cachin complimented the British re-
formists and Stalinist sympathizers
D.N. Pritt and Dudley Collard, who
had supported the trials. These men
contributed their ‘‘socialist’’ reputa-
tions to help cover for Stalin’s crimes.
They were useful to the bureaucracy
precisely because of their very mod-
erate reputations. Collard’s remarks
are actually quite revealing, even if
somewhat unintentionally. Of the de-
fendants, he said, as reported in the
Feb. 1937 Daily Worker, ‘‘They would
certainly be convicted and sentenced to
death in any country in the world.’’ And
Cachin wrote in the Daily Worker
of the same date:

One would like to pay the same
homage to all our socialist comrades,

particularly under the present circum-

stances. For we should not forget
that the international lesson which is
to be drawn from the shocking reve-
lations at this trial, is that Hitler
and Japanese fascism are finding Trot-
skyite and other allies in all coun-
tries. This international fascism and
its spies and accomplices who are
preparing war together with it, does
not menace the Soviet Union alone.
Neither Europe nor the rest of this

world is secure from this danger, a-

gainst which all peace loving people,
all democrats, all Socialists and all
Communists should form ranksin close
solidarity. )

The message is very clear. When
Collard speaks of any country in the
world, we must assume he means
imperialist Britain, France and the
U.S. as well as Nazi Germany. The
merit of the trials, accordingly, is
that it is the same kind of justice
that would be dispensed by Roosevelt,
Chamberlain or Hitler! The enemies.
of Stalin are the enemies of world
capitalism. - And Cachin adds his anal-
ysis. The diplomatic purposes of the
trials could not be stated more clearly.
The Popular Front and Moscow Trials
were two aspects of one policy, aimed
at an alliance with the bourgeisie
and the crushing of the working class
internationally.

KIROV

Each of the three show trials was
bigger than the preceding one, as Sta-
lin was forced to complete the job
he had begun. The assassination of
Kirov in December of 1934 was the
foundation upon which all the later
purges were based. About the assas-
sination of Kirov, Khrushchev was for-
ced to admit in 1956:

It must be asserted that to this
day the circumstances surrounding Ki-
rov’'s murder hide many things which
are inexplicable and mysterious and
demand a most careful examination.
There are reasons for the suspicion
that the killer of Kirov, Nikolayev,
was assisted by someone from among
the people whose duty it was to pro-
tect the person of Kirov. (11)’

While the circumstances surrounding
this event which was to lead to all the
purges have stil not been fully ex-
plained, it is clear that this assassina-
tion was used by the secret police
to set the stage for what was to fol-
Iow. In August 1936, Zinoviev, Kame-
nev, Smirnov and other old Bolsheviks
went on trial in Moscow.
dants confessed to the assassination
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of Kirov and to plots against the lives
of most of the Soviet leaders. All the
defendents were found guilty and ex-
ecuted.

The second trial took place less
than six months later, in early 1937.
Radek, Piatakov, Serebriakov and Sok-
olnikov were among the defendants
of the so-called parallel center. These
defendants, just as the previous ones,
were allegedly working under the in-
structions of Trotsky and his son Sed-
ov. They confessed to plots to over-
throw the Soviet regime in alliance
with Japanese and German fascism.
They confessed to acts of industrial
sabotage and mass poisonings. Most
of these defendants were executed,
some were imprisoned.

The third trial, in 1938, concluded
the extermination of the leading fi-
gures of the Bolshevik Party. Buk-
harin, Rykov, Krestinsky, and Rakov-
sky confessed to being German, Bri-
tish and Japanese spies as far back
as 1921.

CONTRADICTIONS

The obviously rehearsed testimony
of the trials was literally bulging with
contradictions, apart from the inherent
absurdity of the charges themselves.
Literally all of Lenin’s colleagues had
turned to terrorism after a lifetime
of struggle against anarachism and
terrorism in all forms. They had
concluded an open alliance with fascism
after a generation or two generations
of fighting for socialism. Stalinaccused
the defendants of the very crimes
of which he himself was guilty.

The defendants contradicted one an-
other and recited facts of hotel meet-
ings and airplane trips which were
proven to have been impossible. The
crude staging of the trials was also
expressed in the way none of the de-
dendants implicated themselves in es-
pionage for a foreign capitalist power
with whom Stalin presently cultivated
friendly relations. Although espionage
was supposed to have dated back to
the early 1920s, the defendants myster-
iously avoided spying for French im-
perialism, with which Stalin during the
period of the trials had a non-aggression
pact.

The contradictions and lies were
painstakingly exposed by Trotsky and
his supporters. In September of 1937
the Dewey Commission, which had heard
testimony and conducted an independent
investigation, announced that it found
the trials to be frameups and Trotsky
and Sedov to be not guilty.

No evidence was ever presented other
than the confessions which were recited
by the defendants. These were boosted
by the Stalinists as all the proof re-
quired of the charges. Now it has
been revealed that the confessions were
total fabrications. The defendants con-
sented to play their part in this tragic
farce after having been broken psy-
chologically and morally as well as
politically.

PRESSURE

The, first trial took the longest to
prepare and for good reason. The
defendants, who had already capitulated
and recanted their political views sev-
eral times, nevertheless could not be
persuaded to go along with their part
of the script. Only after many months
of tremendous pressure were they ready
to agree to whatever they were told.
Sophisticated forms of psychological
and physical pressure were utilized.
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FOSTER

On April 2, 1956, the same Foster
who had written that ‘‘Stalin will live
forever’’ now wrote an article headed
‘““What Was Done Tc¢ Check Stalin?”’

Workers everywhere agree that Sta-
lin’s cult of one man leadership was a
sharmful development - but in this gen-
eral connection they ask insistently for
an answer to one key question. They
want to know what the present leader-
ship for the most part who worked
side by side with Stalin for many years,
did to prevent the growth of Stalin’s
cult of the personality or to combat
it as it manifested itself in the party
practice. o )

We may rest assured that it will
eventually get its full explanation. The
men who have boldly and courageously
gone ahead with the exposure of Stalin’s
weaknesses will not stop short.

The present leaders are not only
highly developed Marxist-Leninists but
they are also veterans of a thousand
hard fights in the course of the epic
Russian Revolution. We can be sure,
therefore, that they did what they con-
sidered best under the circumstances.

This was written at the height of the
furor in the American CP over the
Khrushchev revelations at the 20th
Congress. The Daily Worker was fil-
led with letters expressing despair,
cynicism, bewilderment, outrage and
confusion. Within about a year more
than three quarters of the party mem-
bership which had stuck it out through
the darkest period of the witchhunt were
fo leave, and the Daily Worker was to
cease publication. For a time the
Gates faction, in control of the news-
paper, utilized it in order to raise
questions on Stalin’s role and also on
the role of the entire leadership. But
the Gates group soon disintegrated
without waging any kind of struggle
against Stalinism, and the Fosterite
group took full charge.

DESCENDANTS

The present party leadership is the
direct descendant of that group, though
Foster, Flynn, Davis and others have
died in the last decade. The present
leadership, including Lumer, was for-
med out of a struggle within the Ameri-
can CP to unconditionally defend the
bureaucracy from attack by the masses.
The loyalty of this group to the bureau-
cracy has thus been tested in struggle.
And its outlook is fully expressed by
Foster’s statement quoted above. There
are endless ‘‘adjustments’’ to the new
line, to the new spokesmen for the

ow Trials in session. Hyman Lumer and the
e American CP leadership still use its methods.
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bureaucracy, to new revelations. These
adjustments are quite simply made for
the purpose of continuing with the policy
of abject and total subservience to the
bureaucracy which rulesinthe Kremlin.
Thus we have the reference to the
men who have ‘‘boldly and courageously
gone ahead’’ three years after the
death of Stalin! Obviously what Foster
means is that the bureaucracy took a
great risk in unconvering a part of the
truth. We should be grateful that it
has revealed part of its crimes! What
Foster cannot see, of course, is that
this is due not to some mysterious
and suddenly discovered reverence for
truth, but on the contrary to a very
real and well known instinct of self
preservation which guides the bureau-
cracy just as it guides other ruling
castes and classes.
The revelations were a desperate
{ half-measure forced upon the bureau-
cracy by the tremendous crisis brought
to a head by Stalin’s death. Just how
great was the risk involved was re-
vealed more quickly than either Foster
or Khrushchev expected in the Hun-
garian Revolution which broke over the
heads of the bureaucracy just a few
months later. And now we see the
same bureaucracy desperately back-
tracking towards the complete rehabi-
litation of Stalin in order to close the
Pandora’s box which has been opened.

VETERANS

And again, since ‘‘the present lea-
ders are...veterans of a thousand hard
fights in the course of the epic Rus-
sian Revolution...they did what they
considered best under the circums-
tances.”” We agree. The ¢present
leaders’’ are veterans of fights in the
course of the Russian Revolution -
fights in which they fought against
Bolshevism and the Revolution! This
is the lesson of the 1930s. They
achieved power only by liquidating the
Bolshevik Party, and now they apolo-
gize for the ‘‘excesses’’.

Furthermore when Foster speaks
of the ‘‘present leaders’ he means
none other than Krushchev himself.
But Khrushchev is himself in dis-
grace. He also can no longer be
described in the glowing words used
by Foster. While the words of the
American Stalinists make no sense
when applied to one spokesman or
another, they are fully applicable to
the bureaucracy as a whole. The
current leaders, while too young to
have played any role at the time of
the revolution itself, were trained by
those who either conciliated to the
Mensheviks or were Mensheviks in
that period, for that is what the Stalin
faction largely consisted of. These
men all came up through the hier-
archy on the basis of unswerving agree-
ment with Stalinism. These are the
men who ‘‘did what they considered
best under the circumstances.”” The
question is—best for whom?

Foster’s apology sums up the com-
plicity of the American Stalinists in
the crimes of the Kremlin. These
are the people who have devoted a
lifetime of faithful service to the bu-
reaucracy. They have never wavered
for a minute, and for this they shall
be held accountable by the world work-
ing class.

PSYCHOLOGICAL

The official Stalinist line is that
while Stalin murdered Bolsheviks he
carried forward the struggle of Bol-
shevism. Both so-called liberal as
well as die-hard Stalinists all try to
separate the political basis of Stalin-
ism from its bloody crimes. In order
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to do this, an objective evaluation of
historical phenomena is completely
thrown out the window and a psycho-
logical interpretation of history is sub-
stituted. The Stalinists cannot ques-
tion the fight against Trotskyism with-
out questioning the existence of the
bureaucracy. Therefore the agents
and apologists for the bureaucracy
are forced into explanations which are
completely meaningless from a scien-
tific point of view.

Stalin’s crimes, proved by Trotsky
and subsequently confirmed at least
in part by Khrushchev himself, are ajl
blamed on ‘‘the cult of the person-
ality.”’ The Stalinists embrace the
same psychological and great man
theory of history advanced by the bour-
geoisie. The only conclusion that can
be drawn from the personality cult
theory is that the Bolshevik Party,
because of its centralism, led to a
situation where ‘excesses’ like Sta-
lin’s could take place. The official
Stalinist explanation thus leads straight
to the right wing Social Democratic
critique of Leninism. The Stalinists
drag the names of Marx and Lenin
into the mud. Only Trotskyism can
explain the crimes of Stalinism ob-
ijectively and scientifically.

CONSCIOUS

There is no other way to explain
Stalin’s terror except as flowing from
a conscious policy of the bureaucracy.
The crisis was so sharp that Stalin
was thrown up not simply as the chief
spokesman but later as the supreme
Bonapartist ruler on behalf of the
bureaucracy. No one but Stalin was
secure. As Khrushchev reported, one
never went to a meeting with Stalin
without wondering - whether the next
destination would be prison. The fact
that men faithful to the bureaucracy
also fell in the purges does not only
not contradict our analysis, but con-
firms it all the more. The logic of
the crisis of the bureaucracy was such
that it was forced to go all the way
in destroying the Bolshevik Party and
in the course of this Stalinists as well
as honest communists met their deaths.

The Trials were needed to provide
scapegoats for the international fiascos
and domestic crises facing the bureau-
cracy. A British Stalinist writing at
the time of the third trial, described
how the Russian workers realized why
‘“they waited long hours in the food
queues only to find the food almost
unfit to eat when they got it home...
Now we knew why our wages had been
held up, and the reasons for many
other things that had made life so
hard at the most difficult moments.’’(7)

The period of the purges was a per-
iod of growing internal crisis. At the

san.e time as Stalin proclaimed the .

irrevocable triumph of socialism the
masses saw the opposite in every as-
pect of daily life. This was a period
of growing inequality, the growth of an
aristocracy of labor in the cities and
the collective farms, the reintroduction
of reactionary customs and regulations
in education and the army. This crisis
is summed up inthe reintroduction of the
death penalty on April 17, 1935 for of-
fenses committed by minors above the
age of 12. (8)

The Trials were used by the bureau-
cracy to divert the masses away from
the real enemies and the real cause
of the crisis. The time had long since
passed when the workers could be told
the truth about the backwardness and
isolation of the Soviet State and e-
conomy. All the problems had to be
heaped on the shoulders of spies and
saboteurs. The spies and saboteurs
turned out to be the old Bolsheviks

’
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After the first trial was organized
the others were prepared more quick-
ly.

The defendants were told that they
would be aiding the working class
and the Russian Revolution if they went
along with the confessions and helped
to create sympathy for the Soviet
Union against the menace of fascism.
The confessions were extorted by a mix-
ture of promises and threats. The mea-
sure providing for the death penalty
for children 12. years old and over
was used to threaten the defendants.
Up to the end Stalin combined these
threats with promises to spare the
lives of the defendants if they co-
operated. He proceeded of course
to double cross them after the ver-
dicts were announced. With only a
handful of exceptions, the defendants
were executed immediately.

While Stalin paraded the prominent
defendants before world public opin-
ion, thousands of heroic oppositionists

met their deaths refusing to cooperate

with the butchers of the revolution.
The Red Army Generals who were
shot without trial may have forced
Stalin’s hand by standing up to him and
refusing to confess. The Trials ser-
ved the purpose of eliminating all po-
tential opposition as well as laying the
foundation for a worldwide terror cam-
paign against the conscious opponents
of the bureaucracy, the Trotskyists.

BOURGEOISIE

The reaction of the world bourgeoisie
to the terror was predictable. It em-
braced the trials wholeheartedly. While
making use of the terror to discredit
Bolshevism and the Russian Revolution,
it made clear its unmistakable satis-
faction with Stalin’s ‘‘realistic’’ poli-
cies. This was clearly expressed by
Roosevelt’s ambassador to the USSR,
Joseph Davies. He wrote a book,
‘“‘Mission to Moscow’’ which undertook
to defend Stalin’s policies and put the
trials in a very positive light.

The fascists were even more out-
spoken in expressing their satisfaction.
Mussolini wondered whether ‘“‘in view
of the catastrophe of Lenin’s system,
Stalin could secretly have become a
fascist...Stalin is doing a notable ser-
vice to fascism by mowing down in
large armfuls his enemies who have
been reduced to impotence.’’ (12)

Mussolini could not have done a
more effective job himself in destroy-
ing Bolshevism and discrediting it be-
fore the entire working class. If one
were to believe Stalin’s trials, 14 out
of the 21 members of the Central Com-
mittee which led the Russian workers
to power were imperialist spies. The
Bureau of the Central Committee
elected to prepare the insurrection
consisted of Lenin, Trotsky, Zinoviev,
Kamenev, Sokolnikov, Stalin and Bub-

nov. Only Stalin and Lenin died nat-,

ural deaths. All the others were
killed by Stalin.

Stalin had to destroy all connection
between his regime and the prole-
tarian revolution. He had to turn on
the very same old Bolsheviks who
through their theoretical weaknesses
had paved the way for the bureau-
cracy with Stalin at its head. The
campaign against the old Bolsheviks
became a frenzy. British Stalinist
John Gollan wrote a pamphlet entitled
‘“The Development of Trotskyism from
Menshevism to Alliance with Fascism
and Counterrevolution,’”” in which he
compiled "a list of the ‘‘real Bolshe-
vik Old Guard,’’ including Rudzutak,
Bubnov, Chubar, Kossior, and Post-
yshev. All of these men were either
shot or imprisoned by Stalin within
a few months. (13)

AMERICANS

~ The American Stalinists played their
part in this gigantic frameup cam-
paign. The first trial broke into the
headlines in the midst of the big cam-
paign for the popular front in Spain.
The trial played a vital part in back-
ing up Stalinist policy. The revela-
tion of assassination plots in allian-
ce with the fascists became the big
argument in favor of the popular front
as the only way to stop reaction.

The dispatches to the Daily Worker
during the first trial include some of
the most cynical specimens of Stalin-
ist frameup techniques. On August
20, 1936, the Daily World reported:

Wild haired Zinoviev sat in the first
row of the dock...He looked as if al-
ready condemned...Zinoviev was weak-
voiced and a perfect picture of a
beaten man, in contrast to the famous
orator he used to be. He stood for
an hour, while Vishinsky, looking like

a corporate lawyer with his iron gray
hair and decisive bearing, questioned
him and Smirnov.

About Vishinsky, who was a right
wing Menshevik during the revolution
and the civil war, Trotsky said the
following in 1939:

Vishinsky’s past in the party is
quite clear; he adhered to Menshevism
in the ‘heroic’ periods of his career,
at a time when it was impossible not
to belong to a ‘‘leftist’’ party; but
for the most part he was an attorney
for the oil trust. He appeared on the
Soviet arena during the period of the
crushing of the Trotskyist opposition.
This individual did not become a Bona-
partist lackey, he was born such. (14)

With the . seeond of the trials in
early 1937, the Daily Worker really
got moving. Screaming headlines car-
ried forward the campaign against Trot-
skyism for weeks on end. On both
front and back pages the newspaper
blared forth its message.

On January 25, 1937: ‘‘Trial Bares
New Trotzky Link to Plot for Nazi-
Tokyo War on Soviet Union.”” The
editorial explained, ‘‘Step by step,
triply corroborated by facts, dates,
documentary letters and above all by
deeds " of murder and sabotage, the
terrible degradation, the counterrevo-
lutionary rottenness and brutality of
these men, with Leon Trotzky their
direct inciter and leader, reveals its-

Willaim Z. Foster contributed an 80
page pamphlet entitled Questions and
Answers on the Piatakov-Radek Trial.
The questions posed and then ‘‘ans-
wered’’ by Foster in this pamphlet
indicate the difficulties the Stalinists
were having in convincing workers
of the truth of the confessions and
the trials.

““Was the Trotsky Plot Fantastic?”’
asks Foster. ‘‘But to anyone who takes
the trouble to familiarize himself with
the voluminous testimony presented
at the Moscow trial and the political
developments leading up to it, the
Piatakov-Radek affair, like that of
Zinoviev-Kamenev, is anything but fan-
tastic. On the contrary, it is of the
earth earthy, of the very woof and
warp of life itself.”’ (15)

Earthy indeed! From the very be-
ginning Foster tries to adapt the needs
of the bureaucracy to the theoretical
backwardness of the American work-
ing class. This is the meaning of the
down-to-earth, pragmatic sounding
phrases like ‘the woof and warp of life
itself.” Elsewhere Foster goes even
further in expressing his ignorance and
hostility.to Marxism. He defines Le-
nin’s policies as ‘‘common sense, sound
Marxian dialectics,’’ (16) thus managing
to equate the philosophy of the bour-
geoisie with that of the proletariat.

Foster then goes on to another chap-
ter entitled ‘‘Is the Counterrevolution-

Tretgky lies dying after Stalinist assault. What was CPUSA’s role in this murder?yv

elf before the working class of the
world.”’

““Trial is Marked by Fairness of
Procedure,’’ the report went on. And
the dispatch went on to praise Vishin-
sky once again, the towering symbol
of Stalinist justice: ‘‘State’s attorn-
ey A.Y. Vishinsky is a tall, impres-
sive scholarly looking man. He speaks
in a soft pleasant voice and acts with
the utmost consideration toward the
accused. For example, when Piat-
akov had spoken for about half an hour,
confession to the most contemptible
deeds which would stir the blood of
every decent person, Vishinsky not
only appeared calm but arose and
suggested to Piatakov that he would
suggest a recess if ‘Piatakov were
getting tired.”’ :

) PRAISE

Here as elsewhere the praise of
the terror gets so effusive that the
writer ends up saying perhaps more
than he originally intended to. If the
‘‘contemptible deeds...would stir the
blood of every decent person,’”’ why
after all, was Vishinsky unmoved?
That is a question that can certain-
ly be answered today!

On January 30, Earl Browder wrote
a front-page article lieaded ‘‘Progres-
sives: Rally to Halt World Conspira-
cy of Trotzkyites, Fascism; Drive. the-
Counterrevolutionary Trotzkyites from
the Ranks of the Labor Movement.”’
Once again the’ identity between the
class collaboration policies of the
popular front and the terror campaign
was very clearly expressed. - -

On February 7, the back page of
the Daily Worker screamed: ‘‘Trot-
zkyites Killed Children, Miners.’”’ And
so on. A massive campaign of public
meetings, including 18,000 at Madison
Square Garden, was organized and re-
ported on. Resolutions were passed
by CP branches and front organiza-
tions all over the country. Every
statement, every article, every page
had the same theme: all out defense
of the purges and frameups and the
extension of them to a worldwide cam-
paign of terror and violence against
the Trotskyists.

ary Degeneration of Trotskyism ‘Un-
thinkable’ ’’? as if to admit that his
first attempt to show that the alleged
plot was not ‘‘fantastic’’ was simply
not adequate. He points to the de-
generation of the Second International
and the going over to counterrevolution
by the left Socialist Revolutionaries
after the October Revolution. But
Foster does not and of course cannot
prove that Trotskyism has gone over
to the class enemy. He simply brings
up the Social Democratic traitors and
the left SRs and asserts Trotsky’s’
connection.

Foster says, ‘‘The trial was the
logical and evitable climax of a whole
series of political theories and deve-
lopments operating over a long period
of years; the treason, espionage,
terrorism and sabotage of the defend-
ants expressed the final political bank-
ruptcy and degeneration of the Trot-
sky tendency.’”” (17) Where does this
leave us if it is now admitted that
the trials that Foster refers to were
gigantic frameups? There is much
truth in what Foster says. The only
thing wrong is the name of the ten-
dency described. The revolutionary
struggle is a devourer of parties as
well asof individuals. Was the counter-
revolutionary degeneration expressed
at the trials the degeneration of those
who were the victims of theframe-

ups—can anyone seriously claim that?

What was proven by the trials was the
final political bankruptcy and degen-
eracy of the tendency which consciously
organized and carried them through—
the Stalinists.

Thus Foster’s words come back to

haunt the Stalinists today. There is-

absolutely no getting around this ques-
tion. If the trials were the truth,
the defendants were certainly counter-
revolutionary. If they were frame-
ups, then it was the Stalin regime
which .was counterrevolutionary.
Which is it, Lumer, Hall and the
rest of the current leaders of the
Ameritcan Communist Party? Who
were the counterrevolutionaries? You
are silent on the question of the trials,
on these critical events.
unwilling and unable to answer this

You are.

fundamental question because you are
part and parcel of the Stalinist bureau-
cracy.

EXTERMINATE

With the 1938 trial and the accom-
panying purges Stalin had succeeded
in destroying the Bolshevik Party which
had carried through the October Revo-
lution. But his work was not done.
Bolshevism was not yet dead. The
founding of the Fourth International
in 1938, as the .continuation of the
struggle of Lenin and the Bolsheviks,
was a gigantic historic step in the
struggle against the Stalinist bureau-
cracy. Stalin had to proceed from
the purge trial to step up his cam-
paign to exterminate Bolshevism.
This now centered on two individuals
who had to be removed—Leon Trotsky
and Leon Sedov.

Stalin’s worldwide terror network
stepped up its preparation. Fer years
Stalin had used the resources of the
Soviet state to accumulate the most
detailed information about the Trot-
skyist movement all over the world.
Stalin’s agents were everywhere and
Trotsky himself had no illusions on
this score. As early as 1931 Stalin
secured information of the most im-
portant nature .through an agent by
the name of Jack Soble. (18) Soble
gained Trotsky’s confidence for a time
after having played a leading role in
the Berlin Trotskyist group. After
Soble was exposed he continued to
work behind the scenes.

The most important agent in the
late 1930s was a very sophisticated
and talented writer and intellectual
by the name of Mark Zborowski.
Zborowski came to the U.S. after the
war, and he is now teaching at the
University of California. He went un-
der the name of Etienne in the Fourth
International, and became the closest
collaborator of Sedov in Paris. He
was of key importance in the prepara-
tion of the assassination of Trotsky’s
secretary, Rudolf Klement, and then
of Leon Sedov himself.

BLOWS

The most important goal, however,
eluded Stalin until August 20, 1940,
when an agent by the name of Ramon
Mercader (alias Jacques Mornard, alias
Frank Jacson) delivered the blow which
killed Trotsky. It is with this most
despicable terrorist crime that the
American Stalinists are most impli-
cated. The role of the U.S. Commu-
nist Party in this assassination con-
spiracy deserves to be as fully ex-
posed as possible.

According to his own account, the
former managing editor of the Daily
Worker, Louis Budenz, played a key
role in helping the Stalinist agents to
track down Trotsky. (19) According
to Budenz the explanation always given
for the necessity of espionage work
involving Trotsky was that it was ne-
cessary in order to offset any plots
against Stalin or the Soviet Union.
Budenz helped plant agents inside the
American Trotskyist movement, about
which he was quite knowledgeable due
to his prior activity in the Conference
for Progressive Labor Action. Budenz
also helped arrange the meeting be-
tween the future assassin and the young
woman member of the Trotskyist move-
ment who was unwittingly to provide
the entry for the assassin into Trot-
sky’s confidence and his home in exile,
in Mexico.

The American Stalinists were im-
plicated in every aspect of this foul
deed. Some served as couriers for
letters concerning the assassination
plans. In June 1940 Mercader spent
some time in New York getting further
instructions in assassination techni-
ques.

Finally in August of that year Sta-
lin’s goal was accomplished. But it
must be stressed that even this most
terrible of blows against the revolu-
tionary movement could not crush that
movement. As Trotsky himself in-
sisted time and time again, the bu-
reaucracy was incapable of destroying
a movement which rested in the work-
ing class and based itself upon the
historic interests of that class, as
long as that class continued to exist
and to fight. But the Stalinists and
their American followers did what they
could to leave thé working class para-
lyzed—to disrupt and if possible com-
pletely destroy the continuity of the
revolutionary movement. The contri-
bution of the U.S. Communist Party
on this score will not be forgotten.
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WORKERS

PROGRAM

TO FIGHT IN NMU

BY TOM GORDON

THE RECORD BREAKING 439,
wage increase won by tugboat-
men’s Local 333 of the National
Maritime Union in New York
Harbor after their 60 day strike
shows the potential strengthand
willingness to struggle of the
NMU as a whole. Despite the
use of the Coast Guard to break
the strike and the refusal of
the local’s leadership to set up
picket lines, the men won a
victory. This struggle must
now be taken into the rest of
the NMU around a program
that can guarantee victory and
prepare new leadership within
the ranks.

The tugboat strike settlement
gives the lie to NMU President
Joseph Curran’s old song and
dance about how it is the job
of the NMU to make sure that
the bosses earn enough profit
to leave a few crumbs over
for the NMU. The tug boat
strike forced a settlement on
the bosses. This is the only

way forward in the struggle.

All the NMU and SIU bureaucrats re-
cogmze the “right’ of the companies
to profit. The logic of this
perspective 1s that all the advances of
modern technology. containers, LASH
ships, even atomic powered ships, are
used not  In any way to benefit  the
men, but in long run to create un-
employment.

There must be equal rights within the
NMU for all groups. When the NMU
Pilot recommends  that the Group Is
freeze the Group Ils out of jobs, it re-
commends weakening the union. With
equal rights inside the union, the NMU
will be greatly strengthened in the fight
against Nixon.

The ranks must serve notice on Cur-
ran that they do not intend to see their
jobs disappear onto foreign-flag and SIU
ships where manning scales are lower,
pay is lower, and there is less union
control over working conditions. The
way to fight foreign flag ships and United
States’ Lines plan tolease its container-
ships to the SIU manned Sea-Land Lines
is not to compete with the SIU or for-
eign countries to cut wages and manning
scales but to organize the crews on for-
eign flag ships, a right won in the 1969
NMU Deep Sea Cargo Agreement, and
bring their wages and conditions up to
NMU levels. At the same time the ranks
in all the maritime unions require real
labor unity. There must be one national
contract and one big union for all of

make a

the
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maritime.

PROGRAM

The rank and file must call on Cur-
ran, in port and ship meetings, to carry
out his threat of a demonstration in
Washington against passenger ship lay-
ups. This demonstration must go for-
ward around the following program:

e Stop the new Taft-Hartley law and

the Nixon Maritime Plan!

® Bring the passenger liners out of

layup with full manning!

® Preserve NMU jobs through two

fully paid crews for each vessel!

e Foward with the wage offensive!

® Organize the unorganized—No more

scab ships and underpaid foreign
flag vessels!

This means the rank and file must
fight to get the NMU to repudiate Cur-
ran’s schemes of compromise with man-
ning cuts and the Nixon Plan as a whole.
When Curran and the other bureaucrats
claim that concessions must be made so
that employers can maintain their pro-
fits, the ranks must answer with the de-
mand for nationalization of the shippers
without compensation, placing the indus-
try under the control of the workers.

This is the program we urge for the
NMU. At the same time not only the
NMU but all of American labor is threat-
ened by Nixon. The Democrats in Con-
gress go along with every unionbusting
plan he proposes. During the Post Of-
fice strike, not one of Curran’s ‘‘friends
of labor’’, not Garmatz of Maryland, nor
Helen Bentley of the Maritime Adminis-
tration raised even one word in defense
of the strikers

The use of troops in the Post Office
and the Coast Guard to break the strike

by lLocal 333, combined with the Nixon
Maritime Plan and revisions of Taft-
Hartley urgently pose the need for an
independent labor party based on the
trade unions. The call for the labor
party must be taken up in the NMU and

taken inte the most massive demonstra-
tion of maritime labor in Washington.

We urge the Committee for NMU
Democracy and the West Coast Com-
mittee for NMU Democracy to take up
this program. The courts will not be
any help in this fight. Their purpose is
to defend the law and the law is defined
by Nixon and his cohorts in Congress.
In the strike by Local 333 the only thing
the courts did was put the legal seal of
approval on Governor Cahill’s seizing
sewage barges and using the Coast Guard
to tow them. In the 1969 elections the
Department of Labor barred the Com-
mittee for NMU Democracy from pass-
ing out its election leaflets.

The struggle against Curran must be
a principled break with his method—from
his opportunism, from his going to the
government for help. We call on James
Morrissey and other leaders in the NMU
ranks to defend the ranks against Nixon
by relying on their united strength, by
opening up the campaign for a big NMU
demonstration in Washington around this
program.

The great increase in carrying capa-
city being planned internationally far out-
strips any possible increase in world
trade, hence the latest advances in the
field of transport are used not to expand
trade but to carry the same cargo with
fewer men. Carriers on the North At-
lantic are already ‘‘ on the brink of what
could become a full fledged rate war,”’
according to the president of the North
Atlantic Container Line. This means
that the winners in the competition will
be those companies most able to cut
‘their cost through the use of the most
advanced equipment employing the few-
est men.

NIXON PLAN

It is the need to raise the billions of
dollars needed to build these ships and
the modern terminals to service them,
and the need to run them continuously
uninterrupted by strikes or slowdowns,
that lie behind the Nixon Maritime Plan
and Nixon’s latest proposals for com-
pulsory arbitration of strikes in trans-
portation.

Hearings on the Nixon Maritime Plan
itself opened with Congresswoman Lenore
Sullivan giving a lecture on the need to
achieve peace in the industry before the
Plan passes Ccongress.

The AFL-CIO Maritime Trades Depart-
ment bureaucrats, under pressure of the
rank and file who face increasing unem-

plovment, have been forced to voice op-

position to the Nixon Plan and to the
anti-strike laws Nixon proposes. The
January 1970 issue of the NMU Pilot
states that ‘‘NMU and other maritime
unions stand ready to hit the bricks in
the nation’s capital again—and in full,
demanding force. If pressure from poli-
tical leaders, labor bodies and socially
conscious organizations ... should fail.
President Curran has warned that NMU
members, together with members of the
other maritime unions, will march on
Washington and bring their cause direct-
ly home to the President and the Con-
gress.’”’

At the winter conference of the Mari-
time Trades Department, resolutions were
passed against Nixon’s plans to strengthen
Taft-Hartley. Joseph Curran of the NMU
and Teddy Gleason of the II.A threatened
a boycott against Chilean, Peruvian and
Brazilian ships in retaliation for restric-
tions by those countries on American-flag
ships. A studygroup was setup to examine
problems in maritime.

PRESSURE

Behind Curran’s threat of a demon-
stration in Washington, behind the Mari-
time Trades Department’s opposition to
Nixon’s strikebreaking laws and schemes
for cutting jobs and wages, lies the
strength of the ranks in maritime and
the bureaucrats’ fear that the ranks will
sweep them out.

The program around which these bureau-
crats plan to mobilize the ranks is one
of pressuring Nixon, Congress and oldline

American shipping bosses ina fightagainst-

the conglomerates. Curran and Paul Hall
of the SIU propose sacrificing some jobs

Nixon, Congress,

BY AN INDUSTRIAL CORRESPONDENT

Nixon and Congress took a major step
in their attempt to break the power and
independence of the trade unions when they
passed emergency legislation on April 8th
to impose a rail settlement.

This action forcing a contract on the
unions by federal legislation is without
precedent in the U.S. So overwhelming
was the support for Nixon’s bill in Con-
gress that it passed by a vote of 88 to
3 in the Senate and by voice vote in the
House.

This settlement imposed by the strike-
breakers in Congress and the White House
is the agreement rejected by the Sheet
Metal Workers last December. The Sheet
Metal Workers have opposed the contract
because it provides for the elimination of
job classification lines and opens the way
for speedup and loss of jobs.

What Nixon and Congress are telling the
ranks of the railunions and the labor move-
ment as a whole is that they no longer
have the right to strike or decide what their
wages and conditions will be. It is the
employers and the government which will
do. the deciding. This legislation is just
a taste of the plans Nixon is preparing in
his proposed revisions of Taft Hartley
and the Railway Labor Act.

While the government was preparing
these measures the trade union bureau-
crats did little or nothing. These leaders
used the action of the government to avoid
mobilizing the ranks. This is the same
role these bureaucrats played when Nixon
moved the troops into New York to break
the postal strike. The labor bureaucracy
becomes the partners to the employers

New containerships, like those of Sea-Landare athreat to seamen as well as dockers.

and wages in the hope of saving others.
These bureaucrats capitulate on the es-
sential question of unemployment when for
the ranks there can be no compromise.
The days when a seaman could take a
shoreside job when shipping was slow
are gone. The ranks must now stay in
and fight.

The essential question in the struggle
to defend the NMU is defense of seamen’s
jobs. The passage of the Nixon Plan
will only deepen the layups and manning
scale cuts now being made.

The ranks must make it clear that the
way to protect jobs is not to give in by
negotiating ‘‘substantial cuts in manning,”’
but by demanding that the liners be put

out to sea with two f{full crews, each
to sail one trip on and one trip off
with full pay, and with no cuts in pay
or manning scales. Accepting partial

crew reductions only weakens the union
for attacks which the shippers plan to

make 1in the future through still more
manning cuts, reduction in overtime and
speedup.

The demand raised by the Committee
for NMU Democracy in ships’ meetings

on the Santa Paula and the Ponce de Leon,
that ‘‘advanced technology’’ ships have
two full crews, each one to sail one trip
on and one trip off, with both crews paid
in full for both trips, must be taken up
by the ranks and extended to include all
ships. Posing it for only a section serves
to divide the union. Demanding it for
all of the NMU is a sharp break from
Curran’s method of playing one depart-
ment off against another, and unifies all
men in the NMU.

Break Rail Strike

and the government in their attempts to
break the power of labor.

The tremendous upsurge in the ranks of
labor stands in direct opposition to the
perspective of the trade union bureau-
cracy.

The vote on the rail settlement makes
absolutely clear that there areno ‘‘friends
of labor’’ in the Democratic and Republi-
can parties. The power of the labor move-
ment expressed in the strike wave that is
sweeping the U.S. must be thrust poli-
tically against the government through the
building of a labor party. Only in this
way can the unions strike back against
the slave labor plans of Nixon and the
government.
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YSA BURIES THE YOUNG SOCIALIST

BﬂYC(lTT WOOLWORTH'S

Special! 8-page issue on Sit-ins-Pictures, Reports

founc SOCALIST
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NYC Rally Vows Weekly Picketing;
May 17 Nationwide Protest Urged

NEW YORK, March 12—A mzss raily of student picket-&@———————
ers pledged to continue their weekly picketing of Woolworth's | ail interested yom-h lm schmk
and to support a mass demonstration in the garment district
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The Young Socialist in its early days was a fighting monthly newspaper which sought
to give leadership to youth in struggle. This issue was devoted to support to sit-ins.

BY TIM WOHLFORTH
THE YOUNG SOCIALIST Al-
liance has implemented its de-
cision to stop publication of
Young Socialist, its monthlyor-
gan. It is publishing a four
page bi-weekly, The Young Soc-
ialist Organizer in its stead as
well as supporting the Inter-
national Socialist Review of the
SWP, which will now appear
‘monthly.

The Young Socialist Organi-
zer is precisely that, an or-
ganizational sheet devoted to
such topics as the fund drive
and educational activities.
The issue before us hasanarti-
cle on the Chicago YSA-Third
World Fraction, a successful
educational series held by the
Worcester, Mass. branch and
the California state SWP elec-
tion campaign.

The Young Socialist was started as a
monthly 4 page tabloid newspaper inOcto-
ber, 1957. The author of this article was
its first editor. The paper was from the
first conceived of as a flghf'ng pohtxcal
publication and the constructionofa socia-
list youth organization was its central task.
The Young Socialist Alliance was actually
built around the paper.

LEADERSHIP

In the early period the editorial board
of the Young Socialist was the actual
leadership of the YSA-to be. This was
formalized in the first national conference
of the supporters of the Young Socialist
held in Detroit in December 1958. The
YSA itself was not formally launched
until April 1960.

The Young Socialist played an impor-
tant role in bringing Trotskyism to youth
in that period. As the first editorial
noted, it was founded after a year ‘‘of
crisis—a revolution in Hungary; an im-
perialist invasion in Suez; a struggle for
national independence in Algeria; and a
vigorous battle against second class citi-
zenship on the part of the Negro people
in our own country.”’

STALINISM

In the first months the major pre-
occupation of the Young Socialist and
its supporters was the crisis within the
Stalinist movement. While at times the
paper came dangerously close to openly
abandoning its Trotskyist politics in an
attempt to win over youth from out of the
Stalinist milieu through adaptation rather
than struggle, this was never allowed to
triumph. At one point a group of youth,
led by Steve Max who later played a role
in forming SDS, sought to gain majority
control of the YS editorial board pre-
cisely to keep Trotskyism out of the
paper. This attempt was decisively de-
feated and as a result the Max group
walked out of the supporting clubs of the

YS.

From its first editorial through the
early years, the Young Socialist main-
tained its support for the Hungarian Revo-
lution and the struggle against Stalinism.

BLACK

It is also important to note that in
the early years the Young Socialist con-
ducted highly important struggles in de-
fense of black youth who were just be-
ginning to struggle in that period. It
led a whole campaign to organize mass
picketing of Woolworth stores throughout
the country in support of the sit-inactions
of SNCC in the South. Our perspective,
sharply counterposed to Martin Luther
King and CORE, was for mass picketing
and for taking the struggle into the trade
unions. We were able to make important
gains in this struggfe.

Also it was the Young Socialist which
brought to the attention of the whole coun-
try, and in fact throughout the world, the
famous ‘‘Kissing Case’’ where two young
Negro boys were sent to reformatory
school for kissing a white girl during a
game. The Young Socialist’s publicity
and work won freedom for the two boys
and brought us into contact with Robert
Williams, as the case involved Monroe,

North Carolina.

FIGHTING

The Young Socialist never viewed itself
as simply a commentator on events, but
as a fighting political paper capable of
mobilizing youth in actual struggles as
well as conducting a constant political
battle for Trotskyism against the Stalin-
ist youth and the reformist-centrist
YPSLs. The YSA in those days did not
see the Young Socialist as one of its
activities but, in the Leninist way, as the
very center of its existence. The YSA
was built around the Young Socialist.
The Young Socialist was its organizer,
its leader, its head.

The Young Socialist and YSA were

and organizations to leave theit

from their origins the youth expression
of the Socialist Workers Party. It is
not only true that the SWP provided the
bulk of the members of the YSA and
encouraged in every way its development.
Much more critical I3 the fact that the
whole historical struggle of the SWP for
Trotskyism in the United States is what
laid the political basis for the develop-
ment of the YSA and the Young Socialist.
The YSA in turn played the critical role
of bringing Trotskyism to a new gene-
ration of youth precisely at a time, as
the first editorial of the Young Socialist
noted, when the Trotskyist movement could
break out of its isolation and once again
develop a living relation with the youth
and the working class.

gge Hansen tried to liquidate the Young
cialist as early as 1958 but failed.

Of course the relations between the
YSA leadership and the SWP as a whole
were not always harmonious nor were
the relations within the YSA leadership.
Liquidationist pressures threatened the
existence of the YSA, and thus of the very
future of Trotskyism in the United States,
in two ways. First, inside the YSA a
section of the youth leadership closely
associated with former SWP leader Mur-
ry Weiss pressed at every oportunity for
adaptation to the Stalinist forces inside
the supporting clubs of the YS. At one
point it was only through the support of
the central leadership of the SWP, in
particular Comrades Dobbs and Kerry,
that these Weissite youth were gotten to
hold the line against the Stalinist take-
over of the Young Socialist itself.

But pressures of a more subtle variety
came from the leadership of the SWP
itself. In many ways the SWP leadership
saw the YSA as a competing, threatening
body. On the one hand they could not
help but see in it a tremendous strength
to the aging cadres of the SWP, but on
the other hand its very vitality and fight-
ing spirit objectively threatened the old
guard. Thus on several occasions, the
SWP central leadership proposed, because
of financial difficulties, the suspension
of either the Young Socialist or of the
single full time functionary the youth
movement had. Joe Hansen was the emis-
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sary who sought to negotiate this ‘‘final
solution’” for the Young Socialist and the
YSA. That the YSA exists today can in
part be attributed to the resistance of
the youth leadership of the time to these
pressures.

When the struggle broke out inside the
forces of the International Committee in
1961 over Cuba and over the whole ques-
tion of Pabloite revisionism, the majority
of the leadership of the YSA became the
nucleus for the opposition inside the SWP
to revisionism. Following the 1961 SWP
convention this opposition was removed
from its majority control of the YSA and
over the next year or two its influence
within the YSA kept as limited as possible.

But it is significant that it was the
youth leadership of the YSA which led the
struggle for Trotskyism against the de-
sertion from this struggle of the Dobbs-
Kerry-Cannon leadership. It was among
the youth that the forces were found to
continue the struggle for Trotskyism in
the new period of capitalist crisis which
opened up.

STEP

Barely a month after the expulsion of
the group which now constitutes the
Workers League the first step was taken
towards the liquidation of the Young Social-
ist. At the Labor Day Plenum in 1964
of the YSA, the format of the YS was
changed to its present magazine style.

What was involved in this change was
more than format. As a magazine the
Young Socialist became simply a show-
piece for articles from time to time on
black liberation, or Cuba, or the anti-
war movement. It became a slick maga-
zine of commentary rather than a fighting
paper to lead the YSA politically and which
sought to lead masses of youth in real
struggle.

This in itself was an expression of the
liquidationist character of Pabloism as
applied to the youth. Since the role of
the YSA now was that of supporting this
that or the other thing, all it neéeded
was an organ expressing this support.
Since the organizational energies of the
YSA were drained into building multi-
class SMCs, it did not need a fighting
paper to build the YSA itself in battle
against the capitalist class and its agents
among students in the liberals, paci-
fists and the like.

ABANDONMENT

The abandonment of the Young Socialist
even as a magazine is a further step
along the road of liquidationism and a
deeper expression of the political liquida-
tionism which has already taken place.
To substitute for a public organ an es-
sentially internal organ reporting on or-
ganizational detail is actually to politically
liquidate the YSA into its own organiza-
tional activity. This organizational ac-
tivity proceeds separate from a public
political thrust fought for against other
class forces. The road to liquidation-
ism of the SWP has traditionally been
liquidating intoorganizationalactivity seen
separated from the. politically indepen-
dent construction of the revolutionary
party.

It is significant that at the same time
as the YSA liquidates its monthly maga-
zine, the British Young Socialists have
expanded the size and circulation of its
monthly newspaper Keep Left. They have
been able to do so despite the fact that
the major burden for the sale of the
daily Workers Press falls on the shaul-
ders of the youth. In France, the Trot-

-skyist youth in the AJS have greatly ex-

panded the circulation of Jeune Revolu-
tionaire while the adult Trotskyists pub-
lish Informations Owuvrieres weekly as
well as a large number of other publi-
cations including the magazine La Verite.

The YSA, following the lead of the
SWP, sees no real crisis and no need
to take up a leadership fight in the work-
ing class. It denies the need for work-
ing class leadership of the struggle
against the war in Vietnam. It has no
orientation to go beyond the campus work
to work directly among working class
youth and no political program for the
mobilization of working class youth. Thus
its finds a publication, even a magazine,
superfluous.

We urge all YSAers to demand a real
history of their own organization and of
the SWP, to probe the liquidation of the
Young Socialist to its political and theore-
tical roots. A youth organization without
a political head in its own paper is a
youth organization designed to tail the
movement of other social classes, not to
lead with the program of the working
class.
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LOCAL 400 ENDORSES
ANTI-WAR ACTION

SAN FRANCISCO—Members
of the Rank and File Caucus of
Local 400 Ci#ty employees have
been campaigning to bring out
city workers on the April 15th
work stoppage.

The Rank and File Caucus
took the lead in demanding a
motion of support endorsing the
15th action. A very significant
victory was won when the
bureaucracy was forced at a
membership meeting to endorse
April 15th and urge its mem-
bers to participate in the Labor
Assembly for Peace rally and
march.

The Rank and File Caucus is
taking up the fight to builda con-
tingent of city workers tomarch
with banners calling for a labor
party, a shorter work week, an
escalator clause, jobs for all and
immediate withdrawal from
Vietnam.

Israeli soldier checks school bag for weapons of a small Palestinian girl with wound.

Israel Continues Terror

Against EgyptianVillages

BY MARTY JONAS

On April 8thtwo Israeli Phan-
tom jets bombed the Egyptian
village of Bahr el Bakar, de-
molishing a one-story school
house. Thirty schoolchildren
and a teacher were killed in
the raid, and forty-six wound-
ed, leaving only ten children

uninjured.

Moshe Dayan’s only comment was that
the Egyptians should not be teaching chil-
dren in a military structure.

This incident rivals the raid by Is-
raeli jets on the metal factory in Abu

Zabal, where over seventy workers were .

" killed, many by napalm. In that instance
Israel cynically apologized for its ‘‘mis-
take.”’

The history of Israel is a succession
of incidents such as these, just as im-
perialism’s history in Vietnam is a trail
of Song Mys. “Many of the members of
the Israeli government, such as Manahim
Begin, were the leaders of massacres on
Arab villages during the ‘‘fight for in-
dependence.”’

The whole expansionist course of the
Zionists is made obvious by Bahr el
Bakar and Abu Zabal. It is also plain
now that they have no intention of giving

1199 FACES ELECTION |

BY AN 1199 MEMBER

NEW YORK~From April 20th
to 24th hospital workers will
vote to elect all union officials.
Only one position offers a
choice, Guild Organizer, where
Fred Mazelis of the Rank and
File Committee is running as
an opposition candidate.

In this election the Rank and File
Committee calls on hospital workers to
fight for a new leadership of 1199, one
which has a program to meet the chal-
lenge facing all workers to defend their
living standards and working conditions.

In the face of the Medicaid freeze
and the financial crisis of the hospitals
the 1199 leadership has capitulated to
the pressure of the bosses and has co-
operated in allowing jobs to be liquidated.
Now with the contract negotiations facing
the union, this capitulation is coming to
a head. While the Rank and File Com-
mittee fought for action to end the job
freeze, the leadership claimed that it
was ‘‘imaginary.”’ But the leadership
has known all along about the freeze
and made a conscious decision not to
oppose it. This concession can mean
only one thing—they will also knuckle
under to the bosses’ determination to
keep down wages.

This is crystal clear in the April

an inch to the Arabs, either in terri-
tory or in peace talks.

The government has rejected the talks
with Nasser set up by Nahum Goldmann,
prominent liberal Zionist leader. They
have made public their plans to turn
the occupied city of Hebron into a Jewish
settlement.

Both of these moves by the Israeli
government brought forth a tremendous
reaction from students in Jerusalem this
last weekend. Hundreds of them stormed
Premier Golda Meir’s house, attempting
to climb over the walls. They had to be
beaten back with police clubs and water
hoses.

This demonstration, probably the lar-
gest against the government in Israel’s
history, goes deeper than just a protest
against the rejection of peace talks and
the moves against Hebron. This unrest
by students, many of whom are connected
with the Mapam or Mapai labor parties,
indicates a growing hostility by many
Israeli workers and youth to the expan-
sionist banditry of their government.

This year promises to bring the Is-
raeli working class into the foreground,
alongside the French, American and It-
alian workers. This will be a struggle
not only against the anti-labor wage freeze
policy just begun by the government, but
against the imperialist policy that is
intimately linked with that policy.

issue of the union magazine in which
Davis writes about the negotiations.
Everything he has to say on the con-
tract is evasion and double talk. He
begins by asking ‘‘What do we want?”’
and ‘“‘How do we go about achieving it?”’
But he then answers neither question.
Instead he shifts the whole issue of the
contract away from wage demands to
one of classification iand the different
needs of hospital workers.

OBSCURE

While we do not ignore the needs of
different skills, Davis makes this a cen-
tral point in order to obscure the need
for an overall wage increase that will
unite all workers. He then talks about
dividing the piece of pie that we can get
from management. There is no mini-
mum goal that will be non-negotiable
as was the $100 minimum wage won in
1968. There is just a piece of pie to
divide up. What determines how much
there will be is how much the bosses
will make available.

Davis assumes that the needs of the
workers and what is available are com-
patible, but they are completely opposed.
Davis refuses to mobilize the union for
a fight for a big wage increase. He is
already raising the ‘‘sensitive’ nature
of the industry to dampen any talk of a
strike.

The Rank and File Committee is cam-
paigning in the election for a 50% in-
crease, a cost of living escalator clause,
no job cuts and rehiring.

This is the program that can take
1199 and every union forward in the
coming period. Begin this fight
now—Vote for Fred Mazelis for Guild
Organizer.

Inflation has wiped out most of $100 gain.

SAN FRANCISCO BOOKBINDERS
UNANIMOUSLY REJECT CONTRACT

BY SEANA STEWART

SAN FRANCISCO—On April 8th the
members of Bookbinders Local 125-31
voted down the first proposed contract.
The meeting had a large attendance of
over 250 people and the contract was
voted down unanimously.

At a time when workers are being
hit hard by inflation, the bureaucracy
comes in with a contract offering only
a $15 a week raise for Journeymen and
women and $12 a week for the specialty
workers over 18 months. Only a slight
raise in pensions and welfare was of-
fered. The rank and file is determined
to accept nothing less than $25 a week.
The union bureaucrats were completely
exposed when they tried to recommend
acceptance as a victory.

In voting down the contract the ranks
expressed their frustration and indepen-
dence. They have already been working
for six weeks without a contract. They
know all too well that if the bureaucracy
has its way they may end up working
18 months without a contract, as hap-
pened in 1967. The employers were well
aware of the nature of this sellout leader-
ship and were able to settle at that time
for raises of $5 a year. An all out
fight must be taken up to prepare for a
strike to prevent this kind of betrayal.

When negotiations started the unions
asked for a 30 hour week. The em-
ployers demanded an increase in hours
from 35 to 37 1/2. Now the bureau-
cracy returns with a contract that barely
compensates for the increased cost of
living and calls it a victory.

The call for the shorter work week
is essential for
Right now a large part of the member-
ship is unemployed and many more have
no steady work.

The bindery contracts fall due at the
same time as contracts for Northern
California printing industries are up. In-
stead of fighting for joint negotiations with
the pressmen and lithographers and a
united strike policy, the bindery wunion
leadership tries to ram through a sell-
out while the other unions are still ne-
gotiating.

The rank and file must demand and
fight for a united struggle of all print-
ing trades workers to shut down the
entire industry until the demands are
met. A raise of at least $25 a week
is essential just to catch up with what
has been lost over the last three years.
There must be an all out fight to elimi-
nate the bureaucracy’s practice of sign-
ing special contracts with certain shops,

allowing them to provide less benefits
and vacation times. The fight for the
shorter work week is the only answer

to the growing unemployment in the
industry.
e No Contract No Work!
For a 30 Hour Week!
Unity of the Printing Trades!
For an Immediate $25 Raise!
No special Contracts!

creating more jobs.

Kirk Moves Guard Against
Construction Workers

April 13—Today Governor
Kirk of Florida ordered the
National Guard into Palm Beach
against construction workers
who have been demonstrating
against the use of non-union
labor on a construction site
there. Kirk’s use .of the Na-
tional Guard follows by a week
the attack by police with tear
gas on 3,000 unionists picketing
the Palm Beach construction
site on April 6th.

This is the same Kirk who
last week took over the school
system in Florida’s Manatee
County and used local police
to prevent the integration or-
der of the Supreme Court. It
is clear that all the forces of
‘‘law and order’’ are being used
against the working class to
implement the racist, anti-union
attacks of the employers.
Kirk’s actions are in line with
Nixon’s determination to put a
Southerner on the Supreme
Court and to use the instru-
ments of the government to
crush the upsurge of the labor
movement.
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L.A. TEAMSTERS
OUT IN WILDCAT

LOS ANGELES—The wildcat

remained in effect with few
breaks in the ranks despite
company firings, a temporary

the Californita Trucking Assoc-
iation and the opposition of the
official Teamster leadership.

The strike started early last
week when it became known to
area Teamsters that no decis-
ions had been made in the na-
tional contract on their demand
for 10 days New York sick
leave. New York is one of
the few areas in the country
where truckers get sick leave.

at Pacific Mountain Transport
said that the strikers are now
demanding rehiring with full
amnesty of all fired Teamsters
in addition to the demands for
sick leave.

The strikers have set up a
headquarters of their own with
money collected from among
their members. As of now
almost no interstate shipping
is taking place in the Los An-
geles area.

strike of 10,000 Teamsters has,

restraining order obtained by

Archie Murietta, shop steward

Teamster rank and file picket union headquarters in Los Angeles.

Solid Strike Closes 80Y% LA Schools

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER

LOS ANGELES, April 13—Some 70 to 809, of all Los Angeles
district teachers went out on strike today around a
series of demands centering on improving their deteriorating

school

working conditions.
Wage demands are considered secon-
dary by most of the striking teachers.

The way one striking teacher at Uni-
versity High School in West Los An-
geles put it: it wages were the only

issue I would uont have gone on strike.
The teaching conditions are terrible and
getting worse. ™’

The strike was called for and organi-
zed by the United Teachers of Los An-
geles (UTLA). UTLA came into being
last year as a result of a merger be-
tween the Association of Classroom
Teachers (ACT) and the Los Angeles
local of the American Federation of
Teachers. Eighty-eight percent of the
26,000 teachers in the Los Angeles school
district now belong to UTLA. At most
schools today more teachers were out
than had originally voted to strike.

Milt Anisman, picket captain at Uni-
versity High, felt that the central de-

mand of the strike was for a reduction
in class sizes. He pointed out that the
merger of the ACT with the militant
AFT had led to a greater militancy among
former ACT members. )

The UTLA is centering its struggles
around a fight for the recognition of the
UTLA as the sole collective bargaining
agent for all Los Angeles school dis-
trict teachers. UTLA is raising demands
for improved working conditions for
clerks, custodians and cafeteria workers
in addition to their own demands.

The UTLA strike in turn has won the
official sanction of the AFL-CIO County
Federation of Labor, the AFL-CIO Ser-
vice Employees Local 99, the California
Teachers Association, the National Edu-
cation Association, the California Fed-
eration of Teachers, the Southern Calif-
ornia Joint Council of Teamsters and
the United Auto Workers.

Thermo King Strike Faces Danger

BY A 2175 MEMBER
MINNEAPOLIS, April 13

—Strikers at Thermo King
(Westinghouse) plant in South
Minneapolis are heading into
their second week of strikeact-
ion. The ranks face gravedan-
gers due to the inaction of their
official leadership in Steel Wor-
kers 2175.

For over a week now, the employers’
press, the Minneapolis Star, the Minnea-
polis Tribune, and the Bloomington Sun,
have been spreading the lie that the
only issue at stake is the length of the
contract. But Westinghouse’s offer based
on the GE wage pattern is rotten whether

it is spread over 43 months or 36.

The. union’s demands amount to more
in one year than the company is offer-
ing over three. Yet the union leader-
ship has not lifted a finger to counter-
act these lies in the press. Their si-
lence can only help to spread these
rumors.  Despite denials  today from

several negotiating committee members,
it is becoming obvious that a meeting

with Westinghouse and one of Nixon’s

federal mediators is imminent.
The union’s leadership is now. moving

to quiet down all display of militancy
and strength. The mass picketing that
began last week has been deliberately al-
lowed to dwindle to token picketing. By
now the picket signs (left over from the
1963 strike) have been worn by the wind
and rain. This has meant that at least
one truck and one cab have entered the
plant area, with Teamster Union drivers,
not knowing that a strike was in pro-
gress.

The leaflet issued today by the Rank
and File Committee warned of the dan-
gers of Nixon’s federal mediators and
the danger of not fully mobilizing the
union’s members to win their demands:

‘“The same old policy of keeping the
ranks in the dark is still going on. This
must change now. Minneapolis teachers
have shown the way. We must publi-
cize our demands, hold mass meetings,
have a regular strike bulletin, have a
nearby strike headquarters, and reach

out to rally irade union support to our
fight.”’

But more than just talk, the Rank and
File Committee has begun to implement

these demands.

‘the union pickets.

The strike seems well planned and
has wide support from parents and stu-
dents. Parents have been asked to show
their support by joining the picket lines
and many have done so.

As the success of the strike became
apparent, School Superintendent Kelly
broke off negotiations with UTLA and
obtained a court injunction against the
strike. Robert Granson, President of
UTLA responded at an afternoon press
conference that UTLA would ignore the
injunction as it violated the constitutional
guarantees of freedom of assembly and
freedom from involuntary servitude. Most
teachers this reporter spoke to indicated
they were ready to stay out as long as
necessary to win this strike.

WORKERS BACK

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER

MINNEAPOLIS—In a trulyin-
spiring display of militancy,
spirit and solidarity, Minnea-
polis union teachers ( Minne-
sota Federation of Teachers
Local 59) went out on strike
on Thursday, April 9th. There
were union pickets at each of
the city’s 99 public schools and
their numbers kept growing and
growing.

All the plans of the school board to
keep the schools open during the strike
by using non-union teachers as substit-
utes collapsed ignominously in the face
of the union’s solidarity. Over 400
teachers in the ‘‘company union’’, Minne-
sota Education Association, in fact joined
Students served the
strikers coffee and displayed banners
showing their support for the teachers.
The Twin Cities labor movement went
on record officially supporting the teach-
ers.

Originally the school board tried to
keep the schools open to break the strike.
Now alarmed by the growing support the
teachers are receiving, they have de-
clared Monday and Tuesday as school
holidays with full pay only for scab
teachers who were there Friday in hopes
of curtailing the support teachers are
receiving and of cooking up some kind
of behind the scenes deal.

Injunctions against the strike, the

DETROIT TEAMSTERS REBEL;
WILDCAT STRIKE
DEFIES FITZSIMMONS

BY OUR DETROIT CORRESPONDENT

DETROIT—The tentative settlement
reached in Washington between the top
leadership of the Teamsters under Frank
Fitzsimmons and the employers associa-
tion has been blown sky high by wildcat
rebellions of thousands of truck drivers
across the country.

The settlement that Nixon and the
employers thought was ‘‘in the bag’’ was
turned down cold first by Chicago truck
drivers who are holding out for the pat-
tern set in an agreement with Illinois
Motor Truck Operators, providing for
an increase of $1.65 an hour plus 42¢
an hour in fringe benefits. This wage
increase is 55¢ an hour more than the
national agreement negotiated by Fitz-
simmons. In retaliation, six Chicago
Trucking Associations who refuse to give
in have locked out 32,000 Teamsters
and independent truck drivers.

Detroit has been one of the major
centers of the wildcat movement by the
rank and file Teamsters who reject the
national agreement as a sellout and are
holding out for the $1.65 an hour Chi-
cago pattern. Last week 6,000 rebels
from Detroit Local 299 set up picket
lines throughout the area’ which almost
immediately raised the possibility of the
paralysis of Detroit business and indus-
try. The rebellion was directed not only
at local officers who called the strike
‘‘unsanctioned and illegal’’ but against
Teamsters’ Acting President Fitz-
simmons and President James Hoffa.

HEART

Local 299 revolt hits right at the
of the Teamster’s bureaucracy,
since Hoffa is President and Fitzsim-
mons is Vice President of this local.
The 3,000 local members who attended
the April 8th meeting repeatedly shouted
down Secretary-Treasurer David John-
son and voted overwhelmingly to strike.
It was learned later that acting President
of the local Rolland McMaster had been
warned in advance that the international
union would take drastic action against
any wildcat.

The rebellion was led by a local caucus
known as the ‘‘Unity Committee of Local
299’’. In a leaflet distributed atthe meet-
ing the Committee declared ‘‘loud and
clear, we do not trust or condone the
actions of Fitzsimmons, McMaster and
the rest of the scum that keeps selling
the membership down the river. These
people are professional sellout artists.
They would sell their souls for a shill-
ing.”” As they left the packed meeting
a number of workers showed what they
thought about the sellout by burning their
copies of the proposed national agree-
ment in a bonfire in front of the hall.

MINN. TEACHERS

state’s anti-strike laws against public
employees, threats and warnings from
the school board, all of these were buried
for the time being with the enormous
strength the workers have shown in this
strike. ‘

The Minnesota Federation of Teachers
is going out for not only a 20% increase
in wages, but for the right of collective
bargaining to determine conditions on the
job.

The
heart

Striking teachers in front of Roosevéit H.
Inflation has stolen a iarge hunk of $10C.



