novack, lenin
and revolution

open letter to
joseph hansen|

call memorial day labor march on _washingion

PARES

The past two weeks have confirmed that Nixon’s strategy
is to spread the war throughout Southeast Asia. Nixon plans
to turn Cambodia into another Vietnam "with all the massacres
and terror that have been unleashed against the Vietnamese
workers and peasants by U.S. imperialism and its puppets.

Nixon answered the Cambodian regime’s cries for arms last
week by authorizing an ‘“‘interim’’ shipment until he can get
approval for full scale military support. Secretary of State
Rogers told the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on April
28th that the Administration is prepared to push for this support
and warned that it is quite capable of supplying some arms
without its support.

The Vietcong movement within fifteen miles of Pnompenh has
exposed the weaknesss of imperialism’s hold in Cambodia and
has set its rulers screaming to their imperialist masters for

— ...~ help. The New York Times raised the dangers to U.S. imperial-
ism on April 20th when it said: “If North Vietnam, Laos and Cam-
bodia were to fall largely under Communist control, without Am-
erican resistance, the rationale for the war in South Vietnam
as well as the conduct of that war would be seriously undermined.’’
What the Times really means is that a victory for the workers
and peasants in Southeast Asia calls into question not only U.S.
imperialism’s military position in Vietnam but its very existence.

So while Nixon talks about troop withdrawals, he and his
strategists are quite aware of the dangers and are discussing
a full scale intervention into Cambodia. Nixon’s only other
hope’ is to achieve the U.S. aim to crush the Viethamese revolu-
tion by getting the NLF to a Geneva conference through the
auspices of the Stalinist bureaucracy.

‘However, at the same time the Vietcong are stepping up their
offensive, hundreds of thousands of workers and youth showed

" (continued on page 2)
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workers picket British company in Port of Spain, Trinidad.

Mass Working Class Struggles

Threaten Caribbean Governmenis

BY TIM WOHLFORTH
Mass struggles of the working class this past week almost
toppled the government of Trinidad and Tobago in a so-called
“Black Power’ movement which is sweeping through the Carib-

bean.

During the same week a section of the
Haitian navy matinied against dictator
Duvalier and pumped shells in the direc-
tion of the presidential palace.

The struggle in Trinidad expresses the
situation throughout the Caribbean quite
clearly. For several weeks there have
been mass demonstrations of black work-
ers and students which in many instances
have been joined by Indian workers against
a black government and black police force.
The demonstrations, which are held in
the name of black power, and dominated
by black power demagogy, have actually
been brought about by the failure .of
black power. ‘

Trinidad, like Jamaica and other Carib-
bean islands formerly. part of the British
Empire, have been granted independence
and are presently ruled by black adminis-
trations.” These governments have sought
to. solve the ecomomic problems of the
islands within a. capitalist framework.
This means encouraging tourism and for-
eign investment. The result of these

CHINESE LAUNCH
~ SPACE SATTELLITE!

BY THE EDITORS
The launching of a space sate-
llite by the Chinese workers’
‘state is an event of great im-
portance to the whole world,

working class. ~

‘It is, together with the development
of nuclear weaponry, a major blowagainst
the imperialists and their efforts to iso-
late, and- if possible, destroy the Chinese
workers’ state.

We greet the launching of the satellite
a5 another important step in the defense
of the Chinese workers’ state from im-
perialist aggression. At the same time
the defense of China requires more than
its military development. It requires
“above all the independent class struggle

of the working class throughout the world, -

This struggle will now be encouraged
by another example of the superiority of
the planned economy over capitalism.

~In 1949 China was one of the most back-
ward capitalist nations of the world, with
an immense population  but with an eco-
nomic development on a par with India.
Today China has entered the space age,

The United States has goné out of its
way to minimize the significance of this.
act. It has been played down on tele-
svision and in the press.. Statements from
Washington - emphasize that it has long:
been’ expected. But no'matter what.they
say, 380 pounds of technology produced by
a workers' state hurtles over American
territory every 114 minutes broadcasting
““The East is Red.”

~In: this, the 100th year since the birth
of Lenin; every socialist in the United
States' must take inspiration from this
feat and redouble his determination to
aid the Chinese workers’ state as well
as the siruggling workers and peasants
" -of Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia by taking
up. the class fight for socialism,
year of Lenin and Trotsky the way. for-
ward is class against ¢lass! 0

In this

policies has actually been a worsening
of the economic plight of the masses,
where unemployment is between 20 and 30
percent and sugar workers earn $1.50 a
day. .

‘ STOOGES
Thus the heart of the problems of the
islands lies in the capitalist system it-

self and the refusal of the local national- -

ist governments to take the socialistroad.
These governments are the stooges of
foreign capital, now increasingly Ameri-
can as well as British. .

When the opposition takes up the ‘‘Black
Power’’ battle cry dgainst ‘the ‘‘white
capitalist’” it is an attempt to maintain
the struggle under the domination of petty

. bourgeois nationalist leaders who pull

back from a workers’ revolution to over-
throw capitalism of all colors and take
up the struggle for international social-
ism -in alliance with workers throughout

" the world.

The turning point in the whole struggle

in Trinidad occured at the point where

the working class threatened to enter
what was until then a largely student
protest movement. The proposed demon-
stration on Tuesday April 21st would have
brought together the students, striking
sugar workers largely of Indian origins,
and other trade unionists. ' At this point

- the government declared a’ state of em-~

ergency.  In seeking to enforce this state
of “emergency, a -section of the army
mutinied and supported the demonstrators.

ARMS )
The United States then flew in arms
for the government and sent six warships
with 2,000 battle-equipped marines to the

area. Britain made simijlar military pre- ,
-~ parations. S

As we go to press, the leaders of the
demonstration movement have been ar-
rested while a settlement with the dis-
sidents in the army seems-to -have been
reiched, bringing a certain temporary
stability for the imperialistsand their
puppet governments in. thte*a@rea. But
nothing has been resolved. :

The struggle will now go forward
throughout the whole Caribbean. As the
strike battles last year in Curacao also
make clear, behind all the talk of ‘‘Black
Power”’ is the emergence. of the working
class into the leadership of the struggle.

The Caribbean expresses the deepen-
ing 'of the capitalist crisis and the emer-
gence of the working class not only in this
region but throughout the colonial world
as a whole. Never has the task of the
construction of the Fourth International
been more urgent. Now the total bank-
ruptcy has been so completely revealed
of those who, in the name of the Fourth
International; denied the role of:the work-
ing class in these countries and demand-
ed the liquidation of the payty into petty
bourgeois guerillaist adventures.

The construction of the Fourth Inter-
national in the colonial world ‘will go

‘forward under the banner of those  who

stood by Trotsky’s program of the per-
manent revolution under the léadership of
the working class and its vanguard party
~it will go forward under the banner of
the Internatiénal Committee of the Fourth
International.

i

- movement is liberalism.

EDITORIAL

NIXON PLANS FULL SCALE

INVASION OF CAMBODIA

(continued from cover)

by their participation in the actions on April 15th that they have
seen through Nixon’s fraud of withdrawal and Vietnamization.
The endorsement of hundreds of union locals to the April actions
is an indication that many American workers are beginning
to connect their struggles for wages and jobs with the struggle
against the war. It is in the struggle of the workers and peasants
in Souteast Asia together with the working class in the U.S. and
internationally that the potential for defeating U.S. imperialism
is raised. '

It is precisely these developments which are at the roots of the
liberals’ retreat and the dissolution of the Moratorium Committee.
Its dissolution has obviously shaken its most loyal supporters
in the Socialist Workers Party. Writing in the May lst issue
of the Militant, Gus Horowitz comments on the dissolution:
" “These basic facts about the war in Vietnam delineate the
tasks of the American antiwar movement: to continue on the course
of organizing and mobilizing independent mass actions to bring

_»all the troops home now.

““In the 1light of this re:sponsibility, how pitiful the leaders
of the now disbanded Vietnam Moratorium Committee sound when
they declare in a letter to' their supporters that there is ‘little
prospect of immediate change in the administration’s policy in
Vietnam.’” Did they really believe that after years of war the
task was going to be so easy?”’

Here the SWP exposes its real ties with the liberals and its
common agreement with the Moratorium on the perspective of the
struggle against the war. The Committee now is merely carrying
out the logic of the whole basis of the antiwar movement.

The SWP with the liberals has seen the ‘‘task’’ not as defeating
imperialism but as changing the ‘‘administration’s policy.”’
The only interest or perspective the liberals ever had was to
influence and pressure the Administration to extricate U.S.
imperialism from a costly and difficult situation and to preserve
its power in Southeast Asia. The SWP with the Stalinists have

. sought to aid them in this task.

The whole basis of the antiwar protest movementand the SWP’s
position has been to put pressure on the government, essentially to
beg the impossible—that imperialism stop being imperialist.
This is the essence of pacifism and protest politics. Its per-
spective is to maintain capitalism. It acts as a safety valve
for the ruling class to divert sections of the youth and the work-
ing class from moving towards arevolutionary solution to the war.
It rejects the only struggle which can end this war and all wars—
the class struggle, the struggle of the working class for power
and for the complete defeat of imperialism.

This is why the SWP can raise no alternative in the struggle
against the war except more protests. . This poses the great-
est difficulties to the SWP because the dissolution statement

of the Moratorium Committee is really the epitaph for the

protest movement. Horowitz can only propose the rebuilding
of a ‘‘serious national antiwar leadership’’ to be constructed
from the remnants of the Moratorium Committee and the New
Mobe together with the SMC. This is a clear admission by the
SWP-YSA that it is incapable of putting forward a perspective
independent of the liberals and that the essence of its protest
The SWP is just waiting for the day
the liberals will return to the fold. To this end the SMC is
raising the call for a national conference some time in the
future. Meanwhile the slaughter in Southeast Asia is to g0 on.

The developments in Cambodia only pose more sharply what
has been true in the past—that the struggle against the war must
be a struggle of class against class, to mobilize the working
class in the U.S. and internationally for power. No amount of
pressure or protest can convince imperialism to give up its
strategic class interest‘s. As Lenin put it, this perspective
is equivalent to telling the owner of a brothel to be moral.
This is why Lenin said that the ‘‘only slogan’’ which expressed
the Marxist task in the struggle against imperialist war was
the slogan for revolutionaty mass action, to ‘‘convert the im-
perialist war 'into a civil war."

It is this struggle that must be taken into the unions connect-
ing the‘ struggles. of the ?American workers against inflation,
unemployment and attacks on the unions ‘to the struggles of

the Vietnamese workers and peasants: 3gainst imperialism.

This is why we say the labor movement must take the lead
in calling for class action against this imperialist war. The
next step must be the fight for the labor movement to call a
demonstration in Washington on Memorial Day in solidarity
with . the Vietnamese workers and peasgnts and for the com-

:plete defeat of U.S. imperialism.
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labor must de

BY BOB LEVELLER

NEW HAVEN--The frameup trial of
the Black Panther Leaders here must
be seen as a blow against the entire
working class and must be answered by
the trade unions. In the lightofthe openly
racist policies of the Nixon Administration
and the ‘“justice’’ handed out in Chicago.
it is clear these militants will receive
the most .vicious sentences. Nixon’s
brutal attacks on the Panthers are only
preparation for attacks on the entire
working class.

“For the past week, Yale University
has been hit with a student-faculty strike
called to support the Panthers on trial
in New Haven and to defend ‘‘the New
Haven Community’’ from Yale’s expan-
sion plans.

At the head of this strike is the
““United Front’’—a coalition including the
Black Panther Party, the Black Students’
Union at Yale and a number of black
community groups in New Haven—which
made up a list of five demands aimed
at ‘‘exposing’’ Yale. These demands
range from an insistence that Yale see
the trial as being political rather than
criminal and therefore call for a dis-
missal of charges (there have since been
demands raised that Yale also provide
funds for the defense of the Panthers),
‘to the demands for an end to Yale ex-
pansion in New Haven, to a demand on
Yale for day care centers for ‘‘her em-
ployees and the rest of the Yale commun-~
ity.””

BETRAYAL

The program put forward by the so-
called ‘‘United Front” is an outright
betrayal of the fight to free the Pan-
-thers in New Haven and of the whole
struggle against the political repression
that is sweeping the nation. This pro-
gram has only served to raise the most
reactionary issues and to keep the stu-
dents and workers in the area under a
middle class reformist leadership.

All these demands put forward by the
‘‘United Front,”” which is only the most
open expression of consciously classless
popular frontism, and being taken up by
the Yale students, can only diffuse and
divert the defense of the Panthers and
other political priscners.

Meanwhile, PL-8DS is completely in-
capable of posing an alternative to this
tremendous buildup of student-powerism
since it is itself in total agreement with
it-and only wishes to turn this mess into
a so-called “‘anti-imperialist struggle.”’
PL-SDS’s only role in this strike is to
give it a left cover to this student power
action. What is needed instead is to
break completely from the whole con-
cept that permeates the actions of the
““United Front’’, SDS, and this new stu-

TROTSKYISM

|a class series
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SF STATE
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dent strike. Nixon’s growing offensive
against the working class both at home
and abroad, politically as well as econ-
omically, is the driving force behind
this exploding political repression.

This ‘repression must be seen for
what it is—a direct attack on the work-
ing class, aimed at keeping the workers
by any means necessary from acquiring

political leadership apart from the capi-
talist parties.

LABOR
Defense of ‘'the Panthers and all poli-
tical prisohers is a class demand and
must be. fought for by the mobilization
of the labor movement independent from
the blatantly hostile Republicans and

nd panthers

Democrats.

With _this understanding, the Workers
League calls on the workers and stu-
dents throughout New Haven and thenation
to fight for the labor movement around
the defense of the New Haven Panthers
and all political prisoners as the only
way to free them and to end all poli-
tical repression.

UE Local 107 Leaders Attack Militants

BY A UE MEMBER

PHILADELPHIA, PA.—The leadership
of UE Local 107 at Westinghouse here
is running scared in spite of their brava-
do in proclaiming the rotten contract
they settled for as ‘‘one of the best’’
and part of the ‘‘long road back.’’ Their
fright is clearly evidenced in a leaflet
handed to the membership and signed
by the Local 107 Executive Committee.

‘““This - is the first leaflet issued by
Local 107 UE since March 10, 1970.
That one dealt with the ratification of the
new national contract. Since that time
our membership has been deluged with
leaflets from students groups telling us
we should have gone on strike, other

students telling us to get out of Laos
and Cambodia, welders’ -committees
telling welders to stop working over-
time and crane operators committees
saying no overtime plantwide and seve-
ral other things.”’

They go on to say that none of these
leaflets were authorized by the union
offices and ask who the people are who
are making recommendations to the mem-
bership, and how much negotiating ex-
perience do they have and why wasn’t
their position raised by a single shop
steward at the recent shop stewards meet-
ing.

Perhaps the leadership of 107 should
take note. Some of these ‘‘unknown leaf-

Settlement Forced at Thermo-King

BY A 2175 MEMBER
MINNEAPOLIS, April 25--
The ‘leadership of Steelworkers
Local 2175 acted swiftly this

. weekend to nip in the bud rank

and file opposition to its sell-
out and defeatist policies in the
Thermo- King strike in South
Minneapolis.

On a one day notice they
called a special contract meet-
ing and pushed through a con-

tract essentially the same as
that overwhelmingly rejected
April 1st. The vote was 336
to 140 to accept. Only about
half the union membership was
present at the meeting.

The next issue of the Bulletin
will contain a full analysis of

the lessons of the whole con-
tract fight and the perspective
for building a new leadershlp
in the union.

Thermo-King workers in

Minneapolis man picket lines outside plant.

leteers® are among their very own
membership, cranemen and welders of
Local 107 organized in committees to
start a {fight over a contract that they
don’t like. Add to that the electricians
who walked out Friday in protest over
the company’s hiring outside contractors
to do work that is rightfully theirs, and
there might soon be still another group
handing out leaflets.

The key here is that those who call
for a fight, those who have begun to
organize rank and file shop committees
and put a ban on overtime, the welders
and crane operators, are showing the
way. They are beginning to provide the
leadership that the 107 Executive Com-
mitiee seems to claim as its special
domain and right but has done nothing
to exercise. In the continued absence
of such leadership from the Executive
Committee, it clearly falls upon the or-
ganizers of these rank and{file committees
to take the struggle forward for the bene-
fit of all in the plant.

EXPANSION

This means they must look toward the
expansion of the shop committeées to in-
clude members of all labor classifications
and grades in order to develop a pro-
gram -to fight against management and
for increased benefits and conditions for
all, After all, this is what the ‘‘official”’
leadership promised to do in contract
negotiations, spread the money available
equally across the board. This is what
the official leadership failed to fight for,
coming back to the membership at the
ratification meeting with the pathetic plea
that they ‘‘did everything possible.”’ The
one thing “they never did was propose -a
fight to the membership and instead
worked toward dampening the willingness
of the ranks to fight at the time the con-
tract first expired and at every oppor—
tunity thereafter.

This of course is why the last union
meeting saw a turnout of less than a
hundred members and why the youngest
workers in the plant seem to have no
desire to have anything to do with the
union.,. The way to turn all this around
is posed by the plant committees being
organized by the welders and the crane-
men.

Minneapolis Teachers To Vote on Offer

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER
MINNEAPOLIS, April 27—The solid struggle of the anea
polis teachers entered its crucial stage this week.

The School Board broke off negotiations
one week.ago and has announced its in-
tention .to reopen the schools this Wed-
nesday. - The Board has appealed to the
teachers to return as individuals, offer-

ing all sorts of phony deals and guaran- - '
tees of tenure to get them back.

But the strikers remain firm behind
their union, ang, in the words of Presi-
dent  Mullen, ‘“the strikers have every
intention of going back to school the
same way they went out—with integrity,
honesty and dignity. The picket signs
and strikers were not a mirage.”’

Spearheading the struggle are the
teachers who learned the lesson of last
year’s rotten contract settlement and who
wear the 1025 button indicating that they
were among the 1025 NO votes last year.
Last year neither the City of Minneapolis
Education Association (CMEA) nor the
Minneapolis Federationof Teachers (MFT)
offered a program or a leadership to
unite the workers in struggle. This year
the CMEA has acted as the strikebreak-
ing company union it i§, though some
400 of its members. have. joined their
fellow workers on the picket lines.

* The MFT leadership, on the other hand,
began by offering a real program of de-
mands and mobilizing the teachers for
a fight. As long as the teachers were
given daily reports and a fighting pro-
gram at their daily strike rally, the
School Board was forced to negotiate
and the schools remained ‘closed. 'But

President Mullen and the others lack any.
understanding of the real sxtuahon the
- union faces. . .

POLITICAL
Not seeing the political nature of their

" fight, Mullen virtually collapsedlastweek,.

first agreeing {0 secret negotiations and

- Negotiations were broken off.

then issuing appeals first for state and
later for federal mediators. This was the
sign of weakness the School Board needed.
The sacred

nature. of the vicious state no-strike law
was raised. Teachers were appealed to
individually by the School Board to return
to work Wednesday..

Today. it was announced at a teachers’
rally that & new offer had been received. -
from -the School Board. Teachers will

vote on this at a special meetingthisweek. -~

\n

vorkers League contfingent marching
in Aprit 18th antiwar demonstration in
aneapohs, carrying banners with work-
ing class political demands.’
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BY DAN FRIED -

On the surface, the recent
UAW convention in Atlantic City
gave the impression that United
Auto Worker’s President Walt-
er Reuther was entirely in the

driver?!s 'seat. Certainly the
well oiled Reuther machine was
able not only td restrict dis-
cussion time on the fall con-
tract to a. few hours and to
cut the ‘““no’’ votes on the con-
tract proposals to little more
than a handful.

Certainly many delegates who
were raising hell about Reu-
ther’s contract proposals in the
1967 DetroitSpecial Convention,
were today simply asking ‘‘Bro-
ther Reuther’’ to ‘“‘remember
next fall.”’ While it is true
that . Reuther faced his first
opposition for the office of UAW
President in the last 21 years,
his opponent, Art ‘Fox, United
National Caucus leader, was

swamped by Reuther.

Symbolic of the  shift of a large sec-
tion of semi-dissident local leaders was
the -contribution of Louis DeCicco from

Long Beach, California who in 1967 had .

vigorously berated Reuther for refusing
to accept 30 and out(regardless of age)and
30 ‘for 40 as bargaining goals. Last
week at Atlantic City, De Cicco was far
more:of a lamb than the lion he had been
three years ago, limiting himself to re-
‘marks about how much the old timers
really needed 30 and out. o

‘It 'was clear 'that by accepting the

demand. of retirement after thirty years -

" regardless of age at a minimum of $500
per month, Reuther had co-opted a whole
section“of the union and leadership re-
presenting especially the older workers.

Reuther further took the wind out of the
sails of Fox’s United Nationil ~Caucus
and ‘other dissidents hy openly going on
record for the recapture of the “‘mis-

-takenly’! dropped cost - of living escala-
tor with no ceiling, 'and agreeing to give
‘‘special attention’’ to the demands of
almost every special interest represen-

At convention Philadelphia deie%ate

—_

(above) asks Reuther (at left) for spec-
ial consideration for parts manufacturing
workers. ’

ted at the convention. The only area
where Reuther continued his insistence
on ‘“‘flexibility’’—his refusal to be nailed
down was on wages, where he agreed only
to demand a ‘““‘substantial”’ wage increase
without naming a specific figure. This
of course is Reuther’s method of pre-
paring a sellout at the bargaining table.

MILITANT

But behind the apparent control by the
Reuther machine is an increasingly mili-
tant, restive and demanding rank and
file ‘which has been smarting for the last
three years under a contract in which
more than 25¢ an hour in cost of living
bonuses had been held back under the
8¢ per year ceiling provision. Add to
that the increasing pressure of speed up,
the elimination of much of the overtime
of previous years which was a cushion
against inflation, and the mass layoffs
which "have' hit" the” young workers the
hardest, particularly the black workers
with no SUB protection, and you have a
picture of why the rank and file auto
worker is going to demand that Reuther
put up a real fight this fall.

While Reuther may have bought peace
with the delegates at the convention, this
has put him even more under the gun to
produce from the militants back in the
shops. As one UAW official put it, “The
problem now is getting enough from the
‘companies and then being able to sell
it to the members.”” Now with General
Motors as the most likely selection as
the strike ‘“target’’ company, only the
most unyielding struggle both against the
‘‘target’’ and the entire capitalist class,

especially against the U.S. government

which stands behind them, can win any
gains for the auto workers next fall.

SHARPENED
The reason for the retreat of the semi-
oppositionists like DeCicco and others,

who not. only raised the question of 30 -

and . out regardless of age, but also of
30 for 40 in 1967, is that the struggle back
in the shops has sharpened. The auto
industry faces a crisis much sharper
than in 1967. The danger to these se-
condary ' leaders as well as to Reuther
is that the workers who want to fight
the unemployment, -the speed up and the
scourge of inflation will take militant
opposition- to Reuther seriously as an
opening for a real struggle. This has
scared-all of them: Even a mild op-
position from a section of his own bureay-~
cracy was a threat to Reuther which had
to be neutralized. Behind the fissures
in the bureaucracy stand the ranks, Be-
hind ‘Jock Yablonski, the bureaucrat; was

-the threat to Tony Boyle of thousands of

miners who were looking for an oppor-
tunity to fight the -employers and Boyle

. who stood in the way of this fight.

What bothers Reuther, GM, Congress
and the White House is the fear ‘that the
rank ‘and file militancy will outstrip Mr.
Reuther’s powers of persuasion next fall,
possibly . leading to.a rejection .of the con-
tract proposals.. This of course.is what
happened when.the Teamster's leadership
was unable to obtain acceptance of g sup-
posedly “fat offer which. was dumped back

~In Fitzsimmon’s -lap by militant wildcat

actions - in -cities across the country.

This ‘tendency which has taken on the
character of a real wage - offensive es-

‘old militant Reuther of 1946,
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Anatomy of an
Auto Convention

pecially since the G.E. strike, has its
roots in the relative and absolute de-
cline of real income of the American

working class which began in 1965.
Parallel with this development was a
constant increase in the rate of con-

tract rejection by rank and file union-
ists which rose to 8.4% in 1964 and then
up to 14.2% in 1967. The figure for
1969 and 1970 promises to be far higher.

RESTRAIN

This is the context of this fall’s auto
negotiations in which Walter Reuther is
preparing both to ‘‘sell’”’ his contract
agreements to the ranks ‘and restrain
the ‘““extremes’’ of rank and file mili-
tancy. This is the meaning of Reuther’s
keynote address. What Reuther is afraid
of is that the militant ranks might begin
to seek a leadership based on class
struggle rather than his own brand of
class collaboration. That is why he
raises the bogeyman of violence and
launches a thinly veiled redbaiting cam-
paign in the guise of an attack on the
New Left, Black Nationalism, and anti-
Americanism.

When Nixon sent his troops in to break
the postal strike in an historic attack
on the trade union movement, Walter
Reuther was quiet. He took not one
single solitary step to organize any mass
protest in the labor movement or even
the hint of a general strike of labor.
Two months later, at the convention, he
still has nothing to say about the “‘vio-
lence” of this government strikebreaking
and instead launches into an attack on
“‘extremism’’ and ‘‘violence’ of black
and white militants.

The action of the government in sending
in troops to. break the postal strike,
Congressional imposition of a binding
settlement on the railroad shop-craft
workers, plans to strengthen the Taft-
Hartley Act—these are only the most
overt indications that the government is
going to come down hard on the auto
workers next fall. The struggle will be
political as well as economic.

POLITICAL

In. the contract discussion, none of the
delegates, including the various dissidents
and oppositionists of the United National
Caucus, raised the question of a poli-
tical struggle next fall or of the neces-
sity for pointing out how the G.E. union
leaders yielded to the pressure of the
White House via federal inediator George
Counts. None of the opposition pointed
out that the biggest obstacle to the auto
workers next fall was not so much the
limitations of the collective bargaining
resolution but Mr. Reuther himself and
his policy of compromise with the em-
ployers and unwillingness to fight govern-
ment intervention. This of course flows
irom his attachment to Democratic Party
politics—yet no one took the floor to
champion the fight for an American labor
party.

Not only did the dissident delegates at
the convention steer clear of the political
questions, but by and large their opposition
reflected more the skilled and older work-
ers rather than the younger, unemployed
and production workers. Despite the mass
unemployment now hitting auto workers—
4 weapon in thearsenal of the auto barons—
only one delegate, from Canada, made 3

. Strong. point on the demand for the four

day week, Art Fox spent- just about all
of "his floor time arguing for the 50%
across the board wage increase and the
payment of cost of living bonus on a
weekly basis. Basically, Fox was simply
putting forward a more militant Reuther-
ism, saying. that Reuther wasn’t like the
But the
fundamental question facing the UAW ig
not to say “five’” when Reuther says
““four’’ or to say 25 and out when Reuther
says 30 and out. ‘The weakness of the
United - National Caucus is this ‘‘one-
upsmanship’’ on the  bread and. butter
questions which basically accepts the
ground rules of Reuther’s- pal} game.

*© PRAGMATISM
Fox did hot rise ahove the pragma-
tism- of all ‘those delegates whg began
and ended with their ‘own immediate sit-

. uation, ‘who pleaded for the special in-

ttﬁrestsk <13f the ‘‘small parts worker,
e “‘skilled worker,”’ the ti
o h , roducti
worker,'’. the ‘older. worker.g’ angn:g
forth. Fox had followed this same pra\g-

matic method in the 1967 conventinn when,
despite the raising of 30 for 40 by a
number of delegates, he limited hijg
struggle to the demand for $1 an hour
for the skilled tradesmen when what was
required then, as now, was a program to
unite all sections of the union in a fight
against Reuther.

The ‘‘economism’ of Fox and these
other dissidents leads them to accept the
same premises as the Reuther bureau-
cracy: that each of the sections of the
UAW can find a solution on the basis of
the capitalist system and the present
private ownership of the auto industry.
They do not fight for the understanding
that it is the capitalist private ownership
of industry that lies behind the present
crisis in auto.

The auto bosses are faced with a real
profit squeeze now revealed more sharply
in the recent announcement that Ford
and General Motors have joined Chrysler
in reporting very sharp falls in net in-
come, profits and car sales in the first
quarter of 1970. Employment at GM
fell by 9% over the past year. Thosge
who are still working are earning a full
8% 1less than a year ago. With ever
increasing international competiticn over
a shrinking car market, shown now in the
new mini-car programs, the U.S. autn
industry will try to counteract the fall
in profits with attempts at more speed
up, more automation and more unem-
ployment. It is under these conditions
that the struggle to take the industry
out of the hands of the private profit-
eers, the program of nationalization
under workers control must be poser
sharply. But Fox does not begin from
this crisis of the system which raises
the struggle for the workers to run their
industries and all of seciety, but rather
from his own narrow “‘operation’’ in the
UAW.

NATIONALIZATION

If we understand this crisis that in-
evitably propels the capitalists and their
governments to attack the conditinns and
the organizations of the workers, then
we can see that the program of the labor
party and for nationalization are not just
some nice ideas but are the only alterna-
tive for the workers, an alternative which
must now be fought for in the UAW as
the auto workers prepare to enter the
crucible of the class struggle this fall.

As the contract negotiations approach
we urge the members and supporters of
the United National Caucus as well as
all rank and filers who want to fight
Reutherism to begin a discussion of the
political as well as economic strugale
facing the UAW this fall. The Workers
League, for its part stands ready to col-
laborate with all forces in the UAW who
are willing to fight against another Reu-
ther sellout contract, for the raising in
the UAW of the need for a lubor party,
and for a campaign against any form of
government intervention in the auto strike
next fall.
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Hugo Blanco, imprisoned
leader of the Peruvian Front
for the Revolutionary Left, ex-
pressed serious doubts in a
recent interview about -the
Cuban Castro regime’s politi-
cal support for Peru’s military
dictatorship.

The interview appeared in
‘Intercontinental Press’, the

Josepht

THE WEEKLY journal
that you edit, ‘Intercon-
tinental Press’ published
on February 23 an inter-
view with three Peruvian
political prisoners:
Hector Bejar, Ricardo
Gadea and Hugo Blanco.

Of Blanco, who has been
jailed by the Peruvian gov-
ernment since 1962, you say
the following :

‘Hugo Blanco, who gained
world fame in the first great
peasant upsurge in the early
1960s, is the leader of the
FIR (Frente de Izquierda
Revolucionario—Front of the
Revolutionary Left), the Peru-
vian section of the Fourth
International.’

*

Blanco’s statement raises
serious doubts existing in the
Peruvian section of the Pab-
loite ‘Unified Secretariat” (of
which you are a supporter) as
to the course now being fol-
lowed by the Castro leader-
ship. . '

What Blanco has to say on
the political situation in Peru,
and especially on the support
given to the Peruvian military
dictatorship by Fidel Castro

and his regime, is therefore of

great importance. Your journal
makes the following comment
on Castro’s turn towards the
regime which holds Blanco and
his comrades captive :

. ‘The reference tq Fidel
Castro in one of the questions
concerns a speech made by the
Cuban leader at the Antomnio
Guiteras Sugar Mill in Oriente
Province, July 14, 1969, in
which he said that “If a
genuine revolution develops in
Peéru, regardless of the‘ .fact
that its leaders are military

weekly edited by Joseph Han-
sen of the US Socialist Work-
ers Party—which has for the
past seven years boosted Cas-
tro as an ‘unconscious Marx-
ist’.

Our open letter to. Hansen,

below, exposes this revision-
ist myth.

men”, Cuba would defend that
revolution. As to the' possibility
of such a thing happening in
Peru, Fidel Castro stated:

‘“What could develop out
of this process is that it could
continue advancing and could
triumph completely”.’

So your journal: acknow-
ledges the fact that Castro is
sympathetic to the military
rulers of Peru. But then you
comment :

‘While such a stand is not
without precedent for the
Cubans, corresponding as it
does to their diplomatic pos-
ture in many areas, it became
involved in the current discus-
sion among the Latin-American
vanguard.! (Emphasis added.)

*

Support for a regime de-
nounced by Blanco as a ‘bour-
geois, pro-imperialist govern-
ment' which has ‘massacred
peasants’ cannot be explained
away by glib references to
Castro’s ‘diplomatic posture’.

But let Blanco speak for
himself :

‘ . . in our country the
Fidelistas have the problem
. that they must fight a govern-
ment that Fidel is supporting.
Under - such conditions, how
can the Fidelistas lead our re-
volution? . . . It is very sad
that Fidel supports the ‘bour-
geois, pro-imperialist govern-
ment because of its policies for
developing the country and its
anti-imperialist demagoguery.
“This is the government that
has massacred peasants; that
stands with the national bour-

geoisie ‘and the imperialists in .-

conflicts against thé Peruvian
workers; that is repressing the
students for their resistance
against the government’s pro-
ject of forcing the university
into the role of service céntres
for the development of the
interests of the imperialists. In
Peru all the revolutionists are
against the govérnment, in-

cluding the Fidelistas, of
course.) (Emphasis added.)

But the political leader of
‘the ‘Fidelistas’ is not.
- Blanco explains the impact
of Castro’s betrayal in- this
way:

‘1 was once awakened by a
peasant woman who was com-
ing from her home quite a dis-
tance away, shouting at the top
of her voice . . . I asked her
if there had been an accident.
She answered, “Nol I heard
over the radio that our beloved
Fidel has been murdered!”

‘Later when our guerrillas
were in the jungle, it thrilled
us to hear the fervous support
of “Radio Habana”. I'm sure
that the peasant corapanera
was likewise touched in her
hut by “Radio Habana™.

‘Although we must be truth-,
ful to the people, it is very
painful to think that that com-’
panera is hearing what Radio
Habana and our Fidel is say-
ing about the Peruvian gov-

- ernment. That companera today
is in control of the land that
she won in the peasant struggle.
The bourgeois governments
have not dared to retake the
peasants’ land. This present
government is trying to get
ber to pay for it.

‘The peasants are resisting,
they defend the land reform
they made, they are defending
it against the “land reform”
of the government.

‘Why does Fidel place con-
fidence in a government that
is fighting that peasant woman?
Why doesn’t he trust in the
companera who fought for her
land and who fed, clothed, and
protected her  guerrillas who
fought in the mountains?

‘Does Fidel believe that only
guerrillas or bourgeois armies
are capable of making a revo-
Jution? It will be the masses
of Peru that make the revolu-
tion, Comrade Fidel; they will
use guerrillas as ome of their
weapons.’

As you are well aware,
‘Blanco is not alone in bitterly
condemning the Castro lead-
ership for its counter-revolu-
tionary support of the pro-
imperialist Peruvian regime.

Blanco voices the thoughts
and doubts of thousands of
Latin American militants on
the class nature and role of
Cuban government,

Blanco's denunciation of
Castro has a special sighifi-
cance for the Socialist Workers’
Party.

It was largely on the: basis
of agreement with the Euro-
pean revisionists around the
question of Cuba and Castro
that the 1963 unification took
place. To quote from the re-
solution adopted at the ‘unifi-
cation congress’:

“The victory in Cuba marked
the beginning of 2 new epoch
in the history of the world
revolution; for, aside from the
Soviet Union, this is the first
workers’ state established out-
"side the bounds of the Stalin
-ist apparatus. .

‘In fact an  international
Castroist current has appeared
inside the world Communist
{note, net Stalinist] and revo-
lutionary movément, which, as
was to be expected, is strongest
in the colonial areas, . . .

‘Except in Spain and Portu-

- gal, Castroism has not had
great impact in Europe, Ifs
influence in other metropolitan
sentres such as the United
States and ‘Japan is likewise
limited. One of the reasons for
this is that the Cuban leader-
ship has not yet reached an
understanding of how it cam
best facilitate revolutionary re-
birth in these areas.’ (Emphasis
added.)

The implications of
statement are obvious. The
Castro leadership seek to
spread the world revolution,
not only to the whole of Latin
America, where their influence
is strbng, but even to the most
advanced imperialist cenfres.

RS

this

| The main obstacle to this is
their ‘lack of. understanding’
of how-it can be done.

. Leaving aside for one moment
the support of Castro for the
Peruvian junta, and Castro’s
silence on 'the. massacre - of
Mexican students in 1968
(both of which prove that the
Castro leadership has-no in-
tention of spreading the revo-
lution even to Latin America)
you must answer this question:
Was it a ‘lack of understand-
ing’ that prevented Castro from
siding with the French workers
and students during their egic
struggles of May-June 1968 7

" And did Castro’s support for

the Kremlin-led invasion of

‘Czechoslovakia later the same

year prove his independence
from ‘the Stalinist apparatus’?
. The resolution adopted on
your re-unification with
Pabloites is shot through with
such opportunist adaptations
to Castro’s brand of left petty-
bourgeois nationalism.

_ For in this same section, the

resolution openly calls for
unification ‘with (and therefore
in reality liguidation into)
these so-called ‘Castroist cur~
rents’ : ‘

‘The appearance of more
workers’ states through further
‘development of the colonial
revolution, particularly in coun«
tries like Algeria bu point ta
_which we musi return later],
would help strengthen and ea-
rich the international current
of Castroism, give it Jlonger
range -perspectives and heélp
bring it closer to understand-
ing the necessity for a new
revolutionary Marxist inter-

- national of mass parties.” (Em-
phasis added.)

These are craven, shameful
lies. The creation, or rather
‘appearance’ of ‘more workers’
states’ is no longer the task

of the Fourth International. =

‘Castroist currents’ are goi
to do the job. Where in

is the place of Trotskyists in

all this? :

it
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‘Fulfilment of this historic
possibility depends in part on
the role which the Fourth
International plags in  the
colonial revolution and the
capacity of sections of the
Fourtk Intermational to help
win fresh victories. (Emphasis
added.)

*

Here we have the total

scious” Trotskyists’ (Empha-
sis added.)

All that was required to

make them into fully-blown
Trotgkyists was :

‘With the coming of full

consciousness among these
and related currents, Trotsky-
ismm will become a powerful
current.’

So the building of Trotsky-

vigorous efforts must be made
to heal the split so that united
forces could be brought to
bear in the promising situa-
tions developing in all direc-
tions.

‘The victory of the Cuban
Revolution and the fact that
both sides, through paraliel
analyses, reached  virtually
identical conclusions concern-
ing its meaning powerfully re-
inforced the trend towards re-

these questions is postponed to
some vague date in the future.
What counted for you was
agreement on the ‘key issues
of the day’.

Here you take your stand
against everything that Trotsky
fought for in the last political
battle of his life.

This is what he wrote then
against the petty-bourgeois
opposition and its disdain for
Marxist theory and method :

all! The Fourth International
is not to be the party of world
socialist revolution, but g
‘catalyst’, ‘helping’ in the con-
struction of Castroite leader-
ships and their ‘allied currents’,

Your agreement with the
European Pabloites was an
agreement to liquidate Trotsky-
ism !

Cuba, despite your claims to
its being the ‘acid test’ of revo-

lutionaries, was, in fact, only
the vehicle, or, if you like, the
‘catalyst’, for this unprincipled
merger.

abandonment of the central 1SMm as a ‘powerful current’
proposition of the Transitiona] Wits on the coming to ‘full
Programme of the Fourth In- f‘?“sc‘;’#“}cm of the Castro ¥*
wernational, which states : eadership!

unification.’ (Emphasis added.)

‘Burnham began some time
280 by constructing purely
empirically, on the basis of his

“The world political situa-
tion as 8 whole is character-
ized by a historical erisis of
the leadership of the prole
tariat.’

The Pabloite re-unification
resolution of 1963 took as its
starting point the overcoming
of this crisis of leadership
through the mobilization of

forces outside of the Fourth
International ;

“The infasion of Trotskyisy
concepts in this new Castroist
current will also influesce the
development of a conscious
zévolutiovary leadership. . . .
The development of the Portu-
guese and Spanish révolutions
- .. Can 2lso give rise to new
téndancies of the Castroist
type which would help the
Cubans and related currents to
achieve a fuller understanding
of the process of the world
revolution in its entivety.

*

Clearly, in adhering to this

But, as your resolution
agsured its readers, even in the
meantime, new workers' states
would ‘appear’.

And for those that doubted

the wisdom of such o course,
you had this to say:

‘Fidel Castro, as a result of
his ¢wn experience in a living
revolution, today stresses the
decisive importance of build-
ing Marzist-Leninist parties in
all countries.’

Di!:i not Stalin alsu “stress
the decisive importance of
building Marxist-Leninist par-
ties’ even as he was betraying
and destroying them ? Since
when has a verbal adherence
to ‘building parties’ been the
hallmark of a revolutionary?

"

As a hardened empiricist,
you no doubt thought this
statement of Castro’s was
sufficient. Blanco tells us a
different story.

In the same issue of ‘Inter-

You then launched into a
long and bitter attack in this
article on the Sovialist Labour
League and in particular its
National  Secretary  Gerry
Healy, for refusing 10 rush into
this ‘reunification’ without a
carefully prepared and if neces-
sary, drawn-out discussion :

‘Healy is of the opinion that
the reunification is itself a
“betrayal”, The reasons he ad-
vances for this view are that
reunification must be preceded
by a full acounting of the dif-
ferences of 1953-1954, an as-

immediate impressions, a non-
proletarian and non-bourgeois
state, liquidating in passing the
Marxist theory of the state ag
the organ of class rule,
Shachtman  unexpectedly took
an  evasive position: “The
question, you see, is subject of
further consideration’; more-
over, the sociological definition
of the USSR does not POSSess
any direct and immediate sig.
nificance for our “political
tasks” in which Shachtman
agrees completely with Burpe
ham . . .

‘Burnham rejects the dialec-

Read again what you wrote
then on the prospects for your
‘catalytic’ international :

.« . the greatest hopes and
expectations attach to Algeria
[where Pablo had a post in
Ben Bella’s government] . ., .
Already agriculture, Algeria’s
main industry, has been nation-
alized in effect [how effectively
we shall see when we retu
later to your tendency’s esti-
mation of the present situation
in that country] and its opera-
tion placed under Workeérs'
Council and Workers’ Manage-
ment Committees ., , . Algiers
is coming to be regarded as
the. Havana of the African
continent and the Arab world,

‘. . The struggle against
neo-colonialism and against
imperialism is far from won in
Algeria. A polarization of
forces has occurred, with the
left wing rallying around Ben
Bella against the neo-colonial-
ists. The Trotskyists are very
active in this struggle, Trotsky-
ism, in éeneml, has great prese
tige among broad circles of
the Algerian venguard . ,

national Socialist Review’ (Fail
1963) there is an article on the
re-unification congress written
by yourself and Farrell Dobbs.
Significantly you make Cuba

central theme in  your
analysis of why the unification
between the SWP and the
Pabloites was justified, Firstly
you claimed :

B f : (Emphasis added.)
perspective you disagree with
the Transitional Programme

And with even less foresight,
where it states unequivocally:

you added :

‘In Asia, at the moment, the
Trotskyists are strongest in
Ceylon, where they head the
labour movement and hold
seats in parliament.’

‘Yes, its [the Fourth Inter-
national's] ranks are  not a
numerons because it is  still
young, They are as yet chiefly
cadres, But these cadres are
pledges for the future, Outside
these cadres there does not
exist a  slagle revolutionary
current on this planet really
meriting the pame.”’ (Emphasis

‘For some years the majority
of both sides had feit that the
political and organizational dif-

*

: ‘ ] These so-called ‘Trotskyists’,
added.) ie;;e;cesd wlﬁx‘d}: 355?&22@52 as you l;now, were within a
and which p matter of months to go over

dis\;gléefoseph Hansen, clearly split the following year had  Hugo Blanco voices the thoughts and doubts of thousands of Latia 3 .

alm‘o_st, to a man, to coalition
politics with the capitalist gov-
ernment of Mrs Bandaranaika.

been largely superseded by

American militants on the class nutore and role of the Cuban
events.’ (Emphasis added.)

According to the leaders of government.

the ‘Unified Secretariat’, there

are other such currents on this
planet. Their headgquarters are
said to be in Havana:

‘The most probable variant
in the next few years is, there-
fore, the following: the colonial
revolution will continue, in-
volving new countries and
detpéning its social character
3§ more workers® states appear.
It will not lead directly to the
overthrow of capitalism in the
imperialist centres, but it will
play a powerfol role in build-
ing a new world revolutionary
léadership as is already made
clear from the emergence of
Castroist  currents.’ (Emphasis
added.)

*

And having elevated the
Castro leadership in this way
to the status of genuine pro-
letarian  revolutionaries, the
next logical step was to link
Castro's name with those of
Lenin and Trotsky :

“The -attack Fidal Castro
launched against the Anibal
Escalantes of Cuba sounded
like 2 repetition of Leninist
and Trotskyist speeches heard
in the Soviet Union almost
40 years agol’

Even this was not considered
sufficiently complimentary to
Castro, He had to be given
the status of a Marxist theo-
retician, albeit of a special and
previously unknown variety :

‘As 1. B, Stone, the acute
radical journalist observed after

a trip to Cuba, the revolu-

tionists there are “uncon-

You then admitted that at

the 1963 congress:

‘Both sides stated that they
had not changed their views
about the past dispute, but alf
of them agreed on the ade
visability of deferring attempts
at historic assessments and of
putting the wunsettled differ-
ences aside for consideration
at 2 later date. . . . (Emphasis
added.)

*

Agreement on  ‘concrete
questions’, as the pragmatist
Shachtman used to say in his
fight against Trotsky, was to
become the basis for this new
unity: The ‘concrete question
in this case was Cuba:

‘The three main areas of
agreermnent are outlined as
follows Secondly, the
analogous analyses made by
the Fourth International of the
new workers’ states which
have appeared since Trotsky's
death are included. Prominent
in this section is the charac-
terization of Cuba as & wore
kers' state.” (Emphasis added.)

Then you undertined this
with the statement :

“To the majority of Trotsky-
ists throughout the world it
became increasingly  self-
evident that the continued
division of the Fourth Inter-
national was anachronistic [in
other words, it was not a
principled split in 1953, but
something that the passage of

' thme could heal]. and . that

sessment or responsibility, and
corresponding acknowledge-
ments of guilt.

‘Any reunification without
*hese prerequisites, Healy con-
tends, can only prove ephem-
eral.’

Your reference to ‘acknow-
ledgements of guilt' is, of
course, a complete distortion
of our position. We insisted
then—as we do now—that the
issues dividing the movement
were so profound that any re-
groupment of forces wunder-
taken without the most ex-
haustive clarification possible,
could only lead to new crises
and setbacks. The events in
Ceylon (in 1964) and Algeria
{in 1965) proved owr stand to
be the correct one.

You thought otherwise, Just
like the pragmatists who
headed the petty - bourgeois
opposition in the Socialist
Workers' Party in 1939-1940,
you stated :

‘In the Socialist Workers’
Party, for instance, even a
State capitalist grouping has
lived for years without undue
friction. Why should not come
mon political positions on the
key issues of the day prove to
be powerful enough to cement
the two sides of the Fourth
International despite differences
over the past? (Emphasis
added.)

*
Here you revealed yourself

as the most crude of pragma-
tists. Theory, method, history,

- principles—an examination - of

tic. Shachtman seems to accept,
but . . . the divine gift of
“inconsistency” permits them
to meet on common- political
conclusions’ (‘In Defence of
Marxism’, pp. 60-61, Emphasis
added.)

*

Your unification with the
Pabloite revisionists in 1963
was of the same unprincipled
character as the bloc formed
between the eclectic Shacht-
man and the avowed pragmatist
and anti-Marxist Burnham in
1939-1940.

. It was founded not on prin-
ciples, but tied to ‘common
political positiohs on the key
issues of the day’,

You said so in your 1963
article. What have you to say
now, in the light of Blanco's
attack on the leadership which
you claimed then to be ‘un-
consciously Trotskyist’?

. Taking your cue from the
liquidationist line of the Con-
gress reunification resolution,
you wrote the following on the
role of Trotskyists in Latin
America:

It is obvious that the upi.
fication of the major forces
-of world Trotskyism can help
play a catalytic role in the
formation of new leadeyships
in Latin America capable of
following judiciously the ex.
ample which Cuba set in opene
ing the soclalist revolution in
the western hemisphere.’ (Em.
phasis added.)

So Trotsky was wrong after

The ‘seats in parliament’

may have impressed you. For

opportunists in Ceylon, ‘
they became a stepping stone
to portfolios in an anti-work-
ing-class, pro-imperialist goy- .
ernment.

You also took up the theme
of the congress resolution that
Castro was an ‘unconscious
Trotskyist’ :

‘The Cuban Revolution was
marked by the predominance
of action over conscious revo-
lutionary theory. . . .’

This ‘unconscious’ leadership
began however to correct itself
——unconsciously ! :

“ .. but in its course, as
was inevitable, consciousness
began asserting its rights and
the Cubans themselves turned
increasingly to the revolution-
ary classics in search of the
meaping of what they had
accomplished. This’ road léuds
in the final analysis to Trotsky-
ism.' (Eniphasis added.)

So the writings of Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky are
no longer gumides to action.
They help to explain the mean-
ing of the action after it has
been successfully accomplished.

This is, of course, the com-
plete liquidation of theory,
which in' yeur hands is per-
verted into an abstract com-
mentary on what has already
happened. It helps you to ex-
plain ‘the facts’.

The evolution of the Castro
leadership - servéed as a con-
venient peg on which to hang
this pragmatic distortion of
Marxism.
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It was not one’s attitude to
Cuba that was really the ‘acid
test’.

It was one’s stand on ques-
tions of Marxist theory, prin.
cipie and method.

X

YOUR ADAPTATION
to Castroism did not be-
gin or end with the re-
unification of 1963.

As eafly as the summer
of 1960 (three years, that is,
before  the 'reuniﬁcation)
you were writing in ‘Inter-
national Socialist Review’:

‘Leon Trotsky remarked in
1940, “the life-and-death task
of the proletariat now con-
sists . not in interpreting the
world anew, but in remaking
it from top to bottom. In the
next epoch we can expect
great revolutionists of action
but hardly a new Marx".

‘Cuba, it would seem, has
done her share toward verify.

ing this observation.” (Empha- -

sis added.)
So, three years before your
theory about ‘unconscious

Trotskyists, you were twist-
ing statements by Trotsky to
build up Castro as a revolu-
tionary ‘man of action’. But
you knew full well that
Trotsky was writing about
Marxist revolutionists—leaders
steeped in the theory and his-
tory of the revolutionary
movement—whose main task
it was to apply that body of
knowledge to ‘remaking the
world’.

You rounded off this theo-
retical sleight-of-hand by
claiming:

‘In their pattern of action,
the Cuban revolutionaries feel
that they have pointed the
way for all of Latin America.
The proof is their own
success.” (Emphasis added.)
What utterly crude pragma-

tism!

Indulge in it as much as you
wish, Mr Hansen, but do not
drag  Trotsky's name _and
revolutionary reputation
through the mud of philoso-
phical idealism.

Trotskyism is strong pre-
cisely because it incorporates
all the experiences of the
working class and its revolu-
tionary leadership in the fight
for socialism and against the
bureaucratic traitors to the
working class.

It was steeled above all in
life-and-death  struggle
against Stalinism.

*

The political capital accum-
ulated—at such a terrible price
—in that fight must be
defended by everyone wish-
ing to be considered a Trot-
skyist. It is the most precious
possession of the working
class.

Yet you, who worked with
Trotsky, and witnessed his
death at the hands of Sta}i’n-
ism, were still able to write
the following shameful lines
on the fight against Stalinism:

‘Unable to blast away the

Stalinist obstacle, the revolu-

tion turned back a consider-

able distance and took a

detour. The detour has led us

over some very rough ground,
including the Sierra Maestra of

Cuba, but it is clear that the

Stalinist road-block is being

by-passed.” (Emphasis added.)

So you supported Castro
because of his ability {uncon-
scious of course} to ‘by-pass’
the ‘Stalinist road-block’. And
when, eight years later, the
Stalinist road-blocks were set
up in the streets of Prague,
where was Castro?

He was with the Kremlin
armour, Mr Hansen, ‘road-
blocks’ and all,

But you went even further

in this same article:

‘To finally break the hypno-
sis [1] of Stalinism, it became
necessary to crawl on all
fours through the jungles of
the Sierra Maestra.’
Stalinism is mnot to be

defeated, as Trotsky envisaged
it would, by relentless, prin-
cipled struggle, the building
of the Fourth International
and ithe overthrow of imperial-
ism and the Stalinist bureau-
cracies by working-class revo-
lutions.

It seems that
individual valour are enough.

To peddle this reactionary
anti-Marxist  theory is to
‘crawl on all fours’ before the
ideology of the
petty-bourgeoisie,

Dernigration of the role of
theory continued right to the
end of your article, when you
stated: .

‘As this pattern of action
cuts its way to consciousness,
we may hope that the influ-
ence of October, ie. the Rus-
sian Revolution and Bolshe-
vism, will be reflected directly
in the ideology of the Cuban
Revolution.” (Emphasis added.)
The Bolsheviks ‘cut their

way through to consciousness’
in the great theoretical strug-
gles between the Marxists and
the Narodniks, between ‘Iskra’
and the Economists, between
Bolshevism and Menshevism,
between dialectical materialism
and idealism, between Lenin's
‘April Thesis’ and ‘Old Bolshe-
vism',

All these decisive struggles
took place before the October
Revolution.

Without them, there would
have been no October.

For Castro, reflection on
these great issues is to serve
as an explanation of how his
regime came to power!

In the winter, 1961, number
of  ‘International Socialist
Review’ you took this anti-
Marxist concept even further.
You even went so far as to
preface your ,article, ‘Theory
of the Cuban ' Revolutior’,
with a quotation from Trot-
sky:

‘No revolution has ever
anywhere wholly coincided
with. the conceptions of it
formed by its participants,
nor could it do so.

So you were back to your

old theme of ‘unconscious’
revolutions and revolution-
aries.

You asked:

‘What provisions are there
in Marxism for a revolution,
obviously socialist in tendency
but powered by the peasantry
and led by revolutionaries
who have never professed
" socialist aims; indeed, seem to
have been limited to the
bourgeois-democratic horizon?’
(Emphasis added.)

Having imported into this
question something that you
had in fact to prove, i.e. that
the revolution was in fact
‘socialist in tendency’, you
then answered, again in the
style of a true pragmatist: .

‘If Marxism has no provi-
sion for such a phenomena,
perhaps it is time provisions
were made. It would seem a
fair enough exchange for a
revolution as good as this
one. (Emphasis added.)

You ended the article with
your now familiar reactionary
argument that courage and
will-power compensated for
lack of theory in the leader-
ship of the Cuban revolution:

‘To fulfil their desire to
turn the promise of a better
life for the humble into
reality, these men of power-
ful will found theyv had to put
Cuba on the road to socialism.
They discovered this through
practical experiences and not
through preconceived notions.’
{Emphasis added.)

In other words, like your-

self, Mr Hansen, they were
pragmatists. They found that

what they now call ‘socialism’,

deeds of-

nationalist

worked.

If this jsi indeed the road
to power, what need have the
working class of  ‘preconceived
notions’, which, in your book,
presumably ‘means Marxism.

You concluded -with this
pious and, as it has turned
out, fond hope: _

‘Up- to now the Cuban
leaders have appeared as
great revolutionists of action.

Perhaps some of them may

now venture into the field of

theory with commensurate
contributions.’

This theme. reappeared in an
editorial comment in the sum-
mer, 1961, ‘ISR’, which ran as
follows: ’

‘The Cuban leaders them-
selves have made no major
contributions as yet to the
theory of their own revolu-
tion. They firmly maintain
that they are practical men of
action . whp have much to
learn about theory.

‘This is ‘a_ responsible atti-
tude that actually reveals
respect for theory. .. .

‘Eventually - we can expect
important contributions from
them as part .6f the collective
efforts at a rounded Marxist

theoretical appreciation of the
Cuban revolution.” (Emphasis
added.)

As you know, Castro’s first
big ‘contribution’ in the field
of theory was to ‘order the
smashing of the print shop of
the ‘Posadas’ tendency, which
had been preparing to print
some of the writings of Trot-
sky.

Castro rounded off this dubi-
ous essay by having arrested
those engaged in the printing
of Trotsky’s works. It was

evident that his ‘Trotskyism’

was still of the unconscious
variety!

*

Witk the impending witch-
hunt of Cuban Trotskyists
only a few months away, the
‘ISR’ wrote: ’

‘As for the Cuban Trotsky-
ists, we would take it for
granted  that they would hail
such a development [the build-
ing of 2 mass Castro-led party
including the Stalinists} and
participate in it as completely
loyal party-builders. The Cas-
tro leadership would naturally
be elected to head the party.

‘They have demonstrated
their fitness and capacity to
such a degree that we think
every  Cuban revolutionist
would give them a vote of
confidence.’” (Emphasis added.)

Finally, to counter doubts

‘ Ben Bella.

} . publicise

being voiced as to the class
and legal basis of Castro’s rule,
your journal said the follow-
ing: :
‘We are not inclined  to
specify the exact form which
we think proletarian democ-
racy should take in Cuba.
‘First of all, this is a ques-
tion for the Cubans to decide.
‘Secondly, with all the
ingenuity they have displayed
up to -this point, they may
well come up with new forms.
‘We await with the keen-
est interest the working out
of the socialist constitation to
which Fidel Castro has refer-
red in public speeches.’

.Nine years later, we are still
waiting.

For a leadership that was
on the point of breaking
through to conscious Bolshe.
vism ten years ago, their theo-
retical - development has been
ponderous, o' say the least
You call them ‘unconscious
Trotskyists'—yet they cannot
even produce a constitution or
rules for their own party or
organize elections to its bodies
and leadership.

Is this what you call a

return to the proletarian
democracy of Lerin and
Trotsky?

The next logical
this retreat from Marxism,
after calling upon the Cuban
Trotskyists to liquidate them-
selves  into a  Castrojte-
Stalinist led party as a come
pletely loyal tendency, was to
begin the publication of
articles by Castroites in your
own press.

In the summer, 1963 (the
time of your reunification with

step in

Pablo) number of ‘ISR’, you
allowed to be printed "an
article by Che Guevara,

despite the fact that this man
was an anti-Trotskyist who
had in no way opposed the
arrest of the Posadas group
members in Cuba,

Your journal thus became
identified with the jailers of
revolutionaries. And, as a
member of the editorial board
of ‘ISR’ at this time, vou
shared political _responsibility
for that action. :

This same edition carried
an advertisement for ‘Books
and Pamphlets on the Cuban
Revolution’'.

Together with writings by
yourself, there were featured
-pamphlets (some printed ‘by
your own party press) by
Castro .and Guevara. Castro
had by this time been elevated
into a fully-blown theoretician
of the Cuban Revolution!.

This issue was a fitting pre-
lude to your reunification

" with the Pabloites a few weeks

later. . )
After the merger with the
Pabloites, the praise for Cas-
tro grew even more fulsome,
and attacks on  his Marxist
critics shriller.
Your article, ‘The Test of

the Cuban Revolution’ ('ISR’,
winter 1965) was one such
attack on the Socialist Labour
League, .

After repeating your argu-
ment that a therough-going
discussion was not called for
prior to the reunification of
1963, you moved onto the
question of Cuba:

‘Most  heartening of all
from a political point -of view
was the appearance in Cuba of
a leadership whose origin was
completely outside the Com-
Munist movement but which
evolved in the course of the
revolution itself toward Marx-
ist positions. Thus dawned the
bright perspective for  which

. the Trotskyist movement has
struggted since its inception.’
(Emphasis added.)

On the contrary, the Fourth
International was launched by
Trotsky, not to detect and
other  tendencies
resolving the crisis of leader-
ship ‘unconsciously’, but to

‘Deutscher’s Trotsky

build that leadership itself.
You go on to argue;

‘They [the Castro leadet-
ship] built a tightly disciplined
grouping of -armed ~partisans
who, in the course of struggle,
became . conscious revolution-
ists.” (Emphasis added.)

So they became Trotskyists?

No. Not quite. = -

For you, a ‘conscious revo-
lutionist’ is a half-way house
between an ‘unconscious revo-
Ilutionist’ and a Marxist,

You went on to say:

‘With  this = they -were
already well on the way to
Marxism.' (Emphasis added.)
And to clerify things still

further, you added:
‘Beginning as rebels, -they
became  revolutionists and

- -eventually socialists, An empi-
rical path, but still a path?

*

So a ‘revolutionist’ is
neither an ordinary ‘rebel’ nor
yet a ‘socialist’, As you say,
an empirical path indeed!

Using just the same method
as you attributed to the Castro
leadership, you made the fol-
lowing point later on in the
same article:

‘During the period leading
up to the reunification con-
gress, the Chilean section of
the International Committee
warned Healy that his position
on the Cuban Revolution
would signify - political hara- .
kiri for anyone who clung to
it . L,

‘Healy paid no attention.’
Familiar words!

The Bolshevik stand ‘on
revolutionary defeatism in the
opening months of the First
World War was also said, by
those who knew better, to be
‘political hara-kirj’,

Far better to swim with the

nationalist tide, said the
social-patriots, and win a
hearing from the workers,

than stand isolated from the
movement because of some
‘preconceived  notions’' about
the class nature of the war,
This was, as you know, the
‘advice’ given by the late Isaac
Deutscher to Trotsky when he
broke from the bankrupt

Communist International to

found the Fourth in 1933, .
It is highly revealing - that

iyou took it upon yourself. {(in

a review of the last volume of
Trilogy)
to apologize to Deutscher for
the attacks made upon him' by
I. P. Cannon in 1954, for his
role in undermining Trotsky-
ism and the Fourth Inter-
national, ;

Marxists have never pro-
ceeded on the basis of what
policy wins the greatest  sup-
port at any given time. Thig
is important but not decisive.

A principled line comes
before everything, -

Those that depant from such
a line in search of quick and
easy popularity are the ones
who' are really cornmitting
‘political hara-kiri’, although

. from time to time their jmme-

diate position may improve.

The fall, 1965, number of
‘ISR’, commemorating the 25th
anniversary of Trotsky's assas-
sination, gave your party lead-
ership another chance to jump
on the Castro bandwagon. At
all costs, Trotsky's name had
to be linked with Castro's,

It had become- a -factional
issue in your fight against the
International Committe e,
which you deserted in 1963 to
merge with the Pabloites.

The introduction to Trot-,
sky’s article which you pub~
lished in that issue stated: -

‘The ascendency of Stalin-
ism represented to Trotsky the -
failare of the party to main-
tain independent revolutionary
leadership ., . . .

“This lesson, which Trotsky.
attempted to teach the Bolshe-
vik cadres of (1923 is today
being - concretely  learned in
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revolutionary Cuba . . .

‘The struggle of Cuba's
teaders  apainst  bureaucracy,
from the attack on  Anibal
Escalante  to  the  present,
demonstrates the contempor-
ary importance of Trotsky's
theory of the petty-bourgeois
degeneration of the Sralinist
parties.

‘In fact, there is no better
memorial 1o the twenty-fifth
annpversary of Trotsky's death
than the fact that the struggle
against  bureaucracy  under-
taken jointy with Lesin over
46 years agoe is today being
waged in earnmest s revolu-
tionayy Culra.’ (Emphasis
added.)

This is how your jourmal
honoured the memory of the
murdered Trotsky, by equating
his  strugele  with  Castro’s

turerueratic Manceuvrings
against vival factions in his own
party,

And in the winter, 1966,
number of the same journal
{an issue which carried an
article by Guevara on *Social-
ism and Man’) you wrote:

‘Revolationary Marxists
everywhere in the world can
feel very proud of the way
the Cuban revolutionists
spoke up despite the dangers
in  their exposed position in
the front-line trenches facing
American imperialism.

‘And once again we were
wifered fresh evidence of the
importance  of Castroism  as
one of the manifestations of
the rise of a new revolution-
ary generation, a new revolu.
tionary leadership on a world-
wide scale that peints in the
most unmistakable way to the
resurgence  of - revolutionary
socialism as embodied in the
program of Lenin and Trotsky.’
(Emphasis added.)

Castro’s reply to this unso-
licited eulogy was not long in
coming,.

*

“ You are no doubt familiar
with his speech to the closing
session of the Tricontinental
Conference, held in Havana
the following year.

Let us refresh your memory
by quoting from some of the
more choice sections of this
diatribe by your ‘unconscious
Trotskyist’, fighting in the
anti-bureaucratic traditions of
Lenin and Trotsky:

‘What . the Fourth Inter-
national thus committed [by
pursuing policies of the Tran-
sitional Programme] was a
true crime against the revolu-
tiomary movement to isolate
it from the masses by corrupt-
ing it with the stupidities, the
dishonour and the repugnant
and nauseating thing that is
Trotskyism today within the
field of politics . . .

‘U Trotskyism, at a certain
stage represented an erroneous
position, but a position within
the field of ideas, in later
years it became a vulgar
instrument of imperialism and
rexction,” (Emphasis added.)
Castro’s speech can hardly

be said to follow in the anti-
bureaucratic - tradition  of
Lenin and Trotsky!

Its political-—~and even text-
ual~—inspiration can be traced
to an entirely different source.
Stalin used identical formula-
tions 1o brand as ‘imperialist
agents’ those being butchered
in the purges of the 1930s.

The series by Fred
Mueller, “‘Stalinism and
Trotskyism inthe United
States’’ will be resumed
in the next issue of the
Bulletin,

This vou know.

Yet Castro's truly vicious
attack  on  Trotskyism was
soun brushed aside,

If not exactly a lapse back
into his early ‘unconscious
Trowskyism', it was considered,
you suggested, ‘at best a mis-
taken indentification of Trot-
skyissn with the bizarre sect
of ]. Posadas, and at worst
nothing but a belated echo of
old Stalinist slanders . '
{*ISR’, November-December
1967).

You argued it was ‘neces-
sary to wait and see what the

sary’ evolution—as a petty-
bourgeois nationalist.

The next issue of ‘ISR’
(January-February, 1968) car-
ried the report made by your-
self to the October 1967 SWP
National Convention.

In this you not only pre-
sented Castroism as a revolu-
tionary alternative to Stalin-

15m, but you extended this

now to the parties of North
Vietnam and North Korea! :

‘One of the rmost encourag-

ing developments in the recent

period . . . has been the grow-

ing realization among sectors

of the vanguard that have

Castro, in spite of his vicious attack on Trotskyism at the
Tricontinental Conference, is still excused by Hansen for his
hostility to revolutionary theory.

true outcome of the Tricontin-
ental Conference might be.
The course followed by the
Cubans quickly disclosed that
the revolutionary side of that
conference was the most
important . . .’

In other words, Castro’s
anti-Trotskyism was only skin-
deep, at worst a ‘belated echo’
of Stalinist slanders.

Castro’s use of them did not
deter you from claiming in the
same article that ‘they [the
Castre leadership] will give a
hearing to and collaborate
with any revolutionary cur-
rent,” (Emphasis added.)

Even while it calls you ‘a
vulgar instrument of imperial-
ism and reaction’, Comrade
Hansen?

And how did you repay
Castro for his attacks on
Trotskyism?

Why, you published his
‘Speech to OLAS Conference’
[1967] in full in the same issue
of your journal! Surely theo-
retical and principled capitula-
tion can go no further.

*

You even excused Castro
for his ‘seeming bias against
revolutionary theory’ with the
lame argument that it derived
‘in reality from a specific rejec-
tion of Stalinism, social-
democratic and all other
varieties of reformist ideology’'.
(Emphasis added.) '

And you not only excused,

but justified this by adding:
‘This attitude, a necessary
stage in preparing the way for
the organization of genuinely
revolutionary mass parties in

Latin® America and for a

rebirth of revolutionary theory,

is now coming to a close. The
decisive break with the right-
wing CP leaderships [by the

Castroites] is a certain sign of

this.," {(Emphasis added.)

S0 Castro broke from
Stalinism and  social-democ-
racy—only to land in the
camp of the Peruvian military
dictaters! This was his ‘neces-

hitherto been influenced if not

swayed by the Soviet or

Chinese leaders that these

leaders are not to be relied

upon.

‘The clearest manifestation
of this centres around the
Cubans but it is also apparent
among the Vietnamese, the
North  Koreans” (Emphasis
added.)

And here you quite openly
revised the Trotskyist analy-
sis of Stalinism.

Trotskyism has always seen
the main contradiction within
the workers' states as between
the bureaucracy and the work-
ing class. Attacking this con-
ception from the flanks, you
wrote ;

“‘The Cuban revolution is
acting as a polarizing center
for this critical sentiment.
The Cuban revolution is serv-
ing in this way precisely be-
cause of the high level of

consciouness of its leadership

. . . (Emphasis added.)

And how did this ‘high
level’ of anti-Stalinist con-
sciousness express itself at the
1966 Tricontinental? By
Stalinist-style attacks on Trot-
skyism!

Yet you went on to state:

‘We very early came to the
conclusion, it will be recalled
that the Cuban leadership
represented something 3]
new,

‘It was not shaped in the
school of Stalinism. Its poli-
tical CONSCiousSness had
deepened in the very process
of revolution and it had in-
dependently developed revolu-
tionary Marxist conclusions
out of the practical experi-
ence gained in making a re-
volution.! {Emphasis added.)

*

In this same speech, you re-
turned to the problem of how
Castro’s anti-Trotskyism could
be reconciled with such a de-
velopment ;

‘Even Castro's attack on
“Trotskyism” [by putting
Trotskyism in quotes you ob-
viously were suggesting that
Castro was not attacking the
genuine article] at the Tri-
continerital Conference  in
January, 1967, [it was in fact
1966] which we of course an-
swered, did not cause us, out
of anger or resentment, to
lose sight of the reality and
turn away.

‘. . . we realized that if
the resolutions adopted at that
conference were actually
applied it could not but facili-
tate the exposure of the
pseudo-revolutionaries and
help speed up the process of
building a revolutionary lead-
ership on a continental scale.’
(Emphasis added.)

Castro is now lined up with
the butchers of the Peruvian
peasantry, the gaolers of Hugo
Blanco and his comrades.

What have you to say now
on this perspective, Comrade
Hansen?

Several important clues as
to the state of affairs in the
Pabloite camp can be gathered
from the resolution printed in
your ‘Intercontinental Press’
for March 16, ‘The Algerian
Revolution from 1962 to 1969,
passed by the Executive Com-
mittee of your ‘Unified Secre-
tariat’.

Several points that the re-
solution makes in Algeria can
be applied with equal force
to Cuba, a fact that has no
doubt been noted in some
quarters :

‘. . . although the Interna-

tional correctly applied the
designation of workers’ and
peasants’ government to the
Ben Bella regime, it did not

new york

sufficiently stress the im-
perious necessity of establish-
ing independent organs of poli-
tical power by the urbam and
rural proletariat,

‘Such  bodies, moreover,
would have been the best in-
struments for a general mobi-
lization of the masses and the
sole means for making the pro-
cess of permanent revolution
irreversible.” (Emphasis added.)

If in Algeria, why then not
in Cuba? After A comes B,
Comrade Hansen.

But your resolution leaves
you a loophole :

‘The Fourth International
did not correctly estimate the
narrowness of the social base
on which the Ben Bella team
rested and therefore failed to
see the major difference be-
tween the situation in Algeria
and the situation in Algeria
to the establishment of a work-
ers' state in Cuba less than
two years after the Castroist
team took power.’

So the call for workers’ or-
gans of power only applies
where the ‘team’ is ‘narrowly
based’, as in Algeria.

Nevertheless, the admission
in the resolution that your
tendency substituted a petty-
bourgeois nationalist group for
the revolutionary party, and a
bourgeois army for the organs
of workers and poor peasants
rule, involves you in all sorts
of contradictions.

*

You scoffed at ‘The New§-
letter’ when it warned, six
vyears ago, that

‘Castro is proposing first of
all to turn his back on the
struggling masses of Latin
America if the United States
will guarantee the security of
his regime.’

You replied :

‘That’s not Castroism in
Cuba or anywhere else in
Latin  America; it’s pure
Healyism in distant London.’
(‘ISR’, winter 1965.)

Hugo Blanco for one thinks
differently, Mr Hansen!

Castro is with the pro-US
Peruvian regime just as he
stands with the butchers of
Mexican students. And, as you’
also know, Castro has always
maintained the best of diplo-
matic and economic relations
with the Fascist Franco re-
gime in Spain.

If this is not ‘turning his
back on the struggling masses
of Latin America’ (and, after
his support for de Gaulle dur-
ing May-June 1968, of Europe),
what is?

Hugo Blanco has begun to
work out his position on these
absolutely vital questions.

Will you?

lenin commemorative meeting

THE FOURTH.
INTERNATIONAL TODAY

Speaker--Tim Wohlforth,

| Nat’l Secretary, Workers League

Films--'Czar to Lenin’,
‘Workers Press’

Harkness Theater
W. 114th St. Between
Broadway & Amsterdam|
CONTRIBUTION § 1.50

FRI.,
MAY 8th
8 pm
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District65 Leaders

District 65 strikers picke NY

BY A BULLETIN REPORTER

On Thursday, April 23, the
Main Building of N.Y.U.’s Wash-~
ington Square complex was the
scene of mass picketing by some
2,000 members of District 65
unions in support of striking
NYU workers.

trike was settled when the union was recog nized, but wage demands were sold out.

Such chants as “On Strike—Shut it
Down!’’ showed the militancy and poten-
tial solidarity of the rank and file in this
fight.

The leadership of District 65 has made
no attempt to solidly organize this strike

.and make sure that every worker knows

what is at stake and why he-should sup-
port the action. At this late date, mili-
tants and organizers are still discus-
sing the best way to get these workers

to support the action and what tactics to
employ when they enter an area where
scabs are at work and supervisors are
on the prowl. The District 65 leader~
ship is solely responsible for this state
of confusion and lack of organization.

This reporter talked to maintenance
personnel who are members of 32B angd
found that they had been told nothing of
the issues in the strike by their leader-
ship. Therefore portersremained at their

Columbia Workers Back Steward’s Return

BY LOCAL 241 AND 1199 MEMBERS

NEW YORK—Rank and file members of
1199 at Columbia University with the
support of Loecal 241 members (TWU)
and students have been picketing the
Johnson = Hall cafeteria since Monday
April 20th. The boycott was called in
support of James Colbert, shop steward
in 1199, who was harrassed into quitting
two weeks ago.

The pickets are demanding that Mr.
Colbert be reinstated to his job. The
rest of the workers in the cafeteria
support Mr. Colbert and have said that
if the union does not take any action
they may call a work slowdown or a
‘“sick out.”’

The 1189 leadership is openly opposing
the boycott and has proposed nothing to
defend Mr. Colbert. Lorenzo Santiago,
the union organizer, circulated a state-
ment diavowing any support to the boy-
cott. © This same statement was later
placed as an ad in the Columbia Spec-~
tator by James MacDonald, who happens
to be General Manager of Residence Halls
Food Services! Santiago claims to speak
for the workers but the ad clearly shows
that he only speaks for the bosses.

COLLABORATION
This collaboration is part of the tacit

subscribe
now!

08$1.00 for six month introductory sub

0$3.00 for a full year's stubscrip‘(ion

»

agreement between the union bureaucracy
and the bosses to hold down any struggle
by the rank and file when they are under
attack. The union justifies this policy by
the no-strike clause in the contract.
This clause, which was strengthened to
the benefit of the bosses when the con-
tract was signed in 1968, was never
presented to the workers at Columbia
when their contract was ratified. In the
past the union-leadership has claimed that
this clause was meaningless but now it
is clear how they are using this as a
weapon against the workers.

The refusal of the union to defend the
Columbia worker follows on the heels of
their refusal to support a mass work
stoppage at Brooklyn Jewish Hospital
where a union statement was also dis-
tributed by management, and the refusal
to defend the five Gouverneur workers
who were fired. At Gouverneur the union
used the isolation of ‘the fired workers
from the ranks to justify their action.

PL

The ability of the 1199 leadership to
avoid a siruggle at Columbia has been
furthered by the character of the action
itself and the role of the Progressive
Labor supported SDS. The boycott itself
was pushed by SDS in order to bypass the
union and use the attack on the Colum-
bia workers to launch a student power
action. There was no attempt made or-
iginally to call on the union to take action
to defend the worker. The union leader-
ship as well as the employers have used
the boycott to isolate the struggle and to
defeat it. -

PL begins from the perspective of
building their ‘‘campus worker-student
alliance’’ and not from a fight within the
union. Their strategy for winning the
struggle is merely to win student support
while evading the confrontation with the
union leadership. At chapte;‘ meetings
at Columbia, the PL supporters in the
union have never said a word or fought
for an alternative program in the union.
What PL is saying is that the workers

_do not need the unions to defend their jobs

and conditions, that it is the support of
the students that can win.

+ o+« PEFITION: - o ¢ -
The situation at Celumbia is not an

isolated incident but is increasingly oc-
curing throughout the university. The
attack on the cafeteria worker must be
seen in the context of the attacks on all
the campus workers who in many de-

partments are facing speedupor joblosses
such as 1n maintenance. This is. part

of the whole series of cutbacks in all
departments of the universities. Theonly
way forward is through the united struggle
of the unions on the campus. Only in this
context is student support meaningful.

A petition must be circulated im-
mediately among all Columbia workers ip
1199 demanding that the union take action
and to pose the necessitv of a inint strike
of 1199 and 241 if the worker is not
reinstated immediately.

Prepare Sellout of NYU Strike

posts and elevators continued to be run
by operators who are also members of
32B.

ARBITRATION

The District 65 leadership is looking
for a way to end a strike they do not
want. They have indicated to NYU that
if union elections covering all non-faculty
staff are held, and certain other demands
are met, they will urge a return to work.
They have gone so far as to ask NYU
to agree to arbitration on contract ques-
tions after a return to work in order to
preclude another walkout.

What is. important here is that the
bureaucracy has no intention of keeping
the strike going until NYU ‘agrees to
meet all the demands of the ranks, par-
ticularly wage demands. They are busy
trying to get the ranks to go back to
work without a decent wage increase
and to keep them there once they are
back.

The bureaucracy and NYU are extreme-
ly frightened by this strike. This is the
reason why the District 65 leadership
is dragging its feet and NYU absolutely
refuses to conduct any kind of meaningful
negotiations. This action is setting a
tremendous precedent for organizing .on
campuses throughout the country.  Al-
ready workers an campuses all over
the East have approached NYU workers
and expressed a strong desire to or-
ganize on their own campuses.

SDS

All these points were brought up by
militants in an official meeting held in
District 65 headquarters on Friday, Ap-
ril 24. The role of tendencies such as
PL-SDS in this struggle became clear.
Spokesmen got up and said that the work-
ers couldn’t depend on other unions such
as the Teamsters ( who support the
strike) to help them win their strike.
What had to be done was to escalate
student tactics such as blocking doors

and confronting police and calling them

“‘pigs’®’ and getting arrested.

SDS completely avoids confronting the
District 65 leadership. Instead it tries
to turn the struggle into a student power
adventure. This kind of perspective is
extremely dangerous and can only lead
to the complete isolation, splintering and
defeat of the struggle.

MILITANTS

Most militants vehemently disagreed
with these tactics. They demanded that
the leadership call on student organi-
zations to support the strike by refusing
to attend classes and go to all other
unions on campus and enlist their support

These militants must fight to rally
the rank and file around this perspective.
They must fight not only for union re-
cognition but for the granting of all de-
mands as the only basis for return to
work. The ranks must call on the Dis-
trict 65 leadership to take this fight into
the ecity labor movement to bring NYU
to terms. '

Ranks Vote for July Contract
Fight in 1199 Election

Fred
Mazelis

BY AN 1199 MEMBER
NEW YORK—The retreat of
the 1199 leadership at Columbia

must be seen as part of the.

leadership’s retreat ali over the
city, as part of the refusal to
mobilize the ranks of hospital
workers for a fight this July.
These are the issues that the
Rank and File Committee
brought to workers in the elec~
tion campaign, to pose the need
to go forward in building a new
leadership in 1199.

The recent union election

cwessea...500Ws the fremendous potential

for fighting for this alternative

leadership. The Rank and File
Committee  candidate Fred
Mazelis polled 700 votes while

the other three candidates re-

ceived about 2,000 votes each.

The votes for Fred Mazelis were
conscious votes by the ranks
after the Rank and File Com-
mittee waged a2 campaign in
many hospitals throughout the
city to expose the betrayals of
the leadership and to pose a
real fight in the July contract
against inflation and job cuts.

The Rank and File Committee
called for an end to the no-
strike agreement which is how
a direct threat to everyworker.

The union elections showed that .

the ranks are prepared to fight
back and the Rank “and File
Committee intends to intensify
the fight to prepare the ranks
for a fight for the new contract.

’
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BY TIM WOHLFORTH

Lenin's  100th  birthday has
come and gone, receiving only
the most minimal notice from
the revisionist Socialist Work-
ers Party. No commemorative
meetings were held and literary
comment in both the Militant
and International Socialist Re-
view was restricted almost ex-
clusively to reprints from Lenin
and Trotsky.

The task posed by Lenin’s
birthday is not, as the Kremlin
would have it, a pompous cere-
monial occasion but rather a
time for anevaluation of Lenin’s
theoretical contributions and
their relevance to the struggle
of the working class today. In
lieu of anything specifically
written on the relation of Lenin
to the struggle today we must
take George Novack’s article
‘“The Science of Revolutions
and the Art of Making Them”’
in the May ISR as a represen-
tative expression of the SWP’'s
evaluation of Lenin., It is af-
ter all billed as ‘“‘an assess-
ment of the role of empiricism
and of conscious planning in
revolutions by a leading Marx-
ist philosopher.”  And Lenin,
as Novack notes in his own
way, had quite a bit to say
about “‘conscious planning in
revolutions®’ as well as on
philosophy (which Novack does

Thousands :
central role of Marxist theory in the 1917 Revolution.’

)VACK EMBR i
SCEPTICISM, PRAGMATISM

not note).

PRAGMATISM

“Revolutionary policy’ Novaek tellsus,
“has to do with the practicul aspects of
carrying forward the ecluss struggle, It
seeks the most effective ways and meuans
of speeding up the processes of revolu-
tionary change and conducting them to a
victorious conclusion on a national - and
world-historical seale.””  Thus Novack
answers ‘empirteism’’ with--pragmatism,
with the conception that Marxism isa mat-
ter of good old American know how,
practical experience and discovering the
most effective  “ways and means’ of
getting the job done.

This may seem too harsh a judgment
to make of a man listed as ‘‘a leading
Marxist philosopher” and who Trotsky
personally instructed in 1937 to: ‘‘take
up the struggle against Eastman’s dis-
tortion and repudiation of dialectical ma-
terialism. There is nothing more im-
portant than this. Pragmatism, empiri-
cism is the greatest curse of American
thought.”” Let us proceed a little further
into the article to see.

“Few on either side of the contending
class camps,’”’ our philosopher continues,
‘““would dispute the judgment that Marx
and Engels, Lenin and Trotsky, Castro and
Guevara—to name only three of the top
teams—exercised considerable influence
upon the thought and action of their time
and have all shaped the destiny of modern
society. These men were preeminent
practitioners of the science of revolution,
proletarian-style.” We are afraid we will
have to risk placing ourselves among the
few who dispute this judgment of the three
top teams.

By placing Marx and Engels, Lenin and
Trotsky together with Castro and Guevara
18 practitioners of the “‘science of revo-
tution, proletarian-style,”’ Novack reveals
his completely bankrupt pragmatic method.
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky stood
on the common class grounds of Marxist
theory and organization. They began with
the contradictions of capitalism and the
rele of the working class led by its own

independent class party in overthrowing

of workers march during October Revolution. Novack denies the

-tions.

ACES

capitalism and establishing its own class
rule.  Castro and Guevara began with the
movement of the petty bourgeoisie and
the peasantry, denied that they were in
any wuay guided by Marxist theory or
program in the course of the struggle
which led them to power and never at any
time established the rule of the working
cliass.

It was Castro who stated that he was a
natural Marxist who came to “*Marxism-
Lenintsm’” only after he came to power.
And it is cleur that the *‘Marxism-~Lenin~
ism’' he came to was Stalinist ideology
which he utilized only insofar as it is
helpful against any independent struggle of
the working class in Cuba or anywhere
else.

As far as Guevara is concerned, this
‘“‘preeminent practitioner”’ went to Bolivia
where he sought to carry forward a gue-
rilla struggle of peasants separated from
and opposed to the struggle of the working
class of Bolivia for socialism under a
Marxist party. Guevara’s demise was a
reflection of the bankruptcy of his policy
and this, our pragmatic philosopher is
able to note. What he attempts to o 1s
attribute it to the intelligence of Washing-
ton and its determination not to allow
another Cuba. This fact must now be
taken into account by the revolutionary
vanguard ‘‘in working out its strategy and
tactics.”’

What Novack cannot explain with his
pragmatism is why Guevara was unable
ahead of time to ‘‘take this into account’’
and more important to explain the link
between the ‘“‘success’ of Castro and the
failure of Guevara. The truth is that the
Cuban revolution was qualitatively as much
of a failure as Gueviara's Bolivian adven-
ture in that it did not and could not
succeed to bringing the working class to
power and thus in advancing the interna-
tional struggle of the working class to
destroy capitalism everywhere. To see
in the superficial workability of Cuba the
underlying class failure requires going
beyond 4 conception of Marxism as a
practical search for the ways and means
of doing a job. .

MENSHEVISM

‘‘Before the October 1917 revolution
the Mensheviks used to deride the Bol-
sheviks as mere ‘technicians of revolu-
tion” because their leadershipinsistedthat
the cadres persistently prepare for a
decisive confrontation with the regime,”
Novack notes. We would now expect from
a leading Marxist philosopher a sharp
attack on this slunder of the Mensheviks
that all Bolshevism is, is some ‘“techni-
ques'. But instead Novack states: ‘‘How-
ever, when that showdown came, Lenin's
school of Bolshevism demonstrated that
constant study, acquisition of skills and
organizational preadaptation to the de-
mands of revolutionary struggle pay off.”
The Mensheviks claim that the Leninists
were mere technicians and Novack ans-
wers ‘‘maybe, but it pays off*’!

It was Lenin’s pamphlet “What Is To
Be Done?” which has come under the
harshest criticisms over the years from
Mensheviks and others for its supposed
preaccupation with organizational ques-
But it is precisely in this book
that Lenin states: ‘‘without revolutionary
theory there canbeno revolutionary move-
ment. This idea cannot be insisted upon
too strongly at a time when the fashion-
able preaching of opportunism goes hand
in hand with an infatuation for thenarrow-
est forms of practical ‘activity.”’ This
appears in a section where he quotes
Engels to the effect that there ‘‘are not
two forms of the great struggle of Social-
Democracy (political and economic), as is
the fashion among us, but three, placing
the theoretjcal struggle on a par with the
first two.’’

For Novack Marxism is a matter of
study, the learning of skills and “‘organi-
zational preadaptation” (a concept which
he dares not elaborate but which has the
formaldehyde odor of Lamarkian biology).
And as the *‘top team” of Castro and
Guevara illustrate, one can dispense with
the study and pick up the skills as one
goes along. For Lenin it was a matter
not of simple study but of theoretical
struggle which is placed on the same level-
of importance as the political and econo-
mic struggle, It was this struggle which
produced the practical results which have

.50 impressed Novack.

" Working ‘his way back through history

George Novack

from the 1917 ‘“‘pay off'’ he concludes
that prior to 1917: *‘The Communist Mani
festo and further writings of the Marxists
were still only working hypotheses which
served to guide the most advanced ele-
ments of the proletarian cause but had

yet to be realized.”” However the Octo-

ber revolution converted these ‘‘well-
founded speculations’” into “veri_ﬁed
laws’’. Since then no ‘‘rival theories’’

have been able to ‘‘match Marxism in
performance’’ having passed through the
‘‘decisive tests of experience and prac-
tice.”’ Marxism seems to come out even
ahead of Super Shell and Esso Extra!

LENIN

But this is nothing more than the prag-
matic and positivist garbage which Lenin
fought against so strongly not only in
Materialism and Empirio-Criticism but
throughout his entire life. For Novack
Marxism prior to 1917 was only a ‘‘work-
ing hypotheses’ and ‘‘speculation’’ but
Lenin wrote in 1913: ‘“The Marxist doc-
trine is omipotent because it is true.
It is comprehensive and harmonious, and
provides men with an integral world out-
look irreconcilable withany form of super-
stition, reactions, or defense of bourgeois
oppression.”’ ‘

It was precisely because Lenin under-
stood that Marxism was true, that it was
a correct expression of the actual laws of
development of society, that he was able
to develop through Marxist theory a con-
sciousness within the Bolshevik' party
and the Russian working class which found
its highest expression in the October
Revolution. Those who held Marxism to
be a speculation to be verified one way
or another in a later period abandoned
the struggle and sat on the sidelines to
judge which way it would work out.

Novack embraces the method of the
ruling class which is also willing to
say that Bolshevism ‘‘pays off”’ in the
sense that it was able to create a diffe-
rent kind of state in October 1917. But,
the bourgeois apologists continue, Stali-
nism emerged. Therefore, they are
‘“‘forced’’ to conclude, Leninism pays off
in the creation of Stalinism. Trotskyism’s
claim that the degeneration was not at all
the necessary outgrowth of Leninism, but
quite the opposite, thenbecomes ‘‘specula-
tive”’.. An interesting hypothesis, per-
haps, but not proven yet.

Novack is of course quite aware of the
limitations of his pragmatic method but he
seeks to ascribe these limitations to
Marxism. Speaking of May-June 1968 in
France he writes:

‘“The masses act and reaet in response
to weighty objective conditions produced
by the development . and crises of the
capitalist-colonialist system ‘which are
beyond the control of any party or leader-
ship. A sensitive and alert vanguard can
sometimes perceive premonitory signs of
changes in the moods and movements of
the masses and adjust to them in time.
But the reflexes of the masses are in
most cases ungovernable and unpredictable
because they are not planned or anticipated
by those who initiate or participate in
them. The general strike of the French
workers, which took everyone by surprise
in May-June '1‘9'68, is a fresh case in
point.””  Of cburse if we understand “‘the
convulsive nature of our epoch’’we can
perhaps ‘‘anticipate’” or even ‘‘prepare
for’’ these'events.

This is simply an admission that for all
Novack’s talk of science when confronted
with the *‘facts” of the class struggle in
reality all he can see is ‘‘ungovernable’”’
and “‘unpredictable’’ movement. This is
but another reflection of the pragmatic
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Racists Provoke Vuoience
on Cornell Campus

BY ED SMITH |
ITHACA, N.Y.—On the night ot April 1st, the Africana Cen-

ter, home of the Cornell University black studles department,
was destroyed by suspected arson.

The fire climaxed a long history of
intimidation and violence; d1rected against
Cornell black students. :

The arsonists remain unknown.  But
whoever they may be, the destruction of
the Africana center is clearly one of the
first fruits of the policy of the Nixon
Administration, of dividing and smashing
the working class by racism in order to
pay for the 'crisis now ripping their
capitalist system apart.

But just as important was the response
to this outrage shown by the radical
student leadership. None of these radi-
cals could really combat this attack on
the black students—not one!

The first to answer the aftack were
the black students themselves. On Mon-
day April 6, following the return from
spring recess, about a hundred black
students marched to the university-owned
Campus Store and removed several thou~
sand dollars’ worth of goods, to protest

WORKERS LEAGUE FORMS
ORGANIZING COMMITTEE
IN SAN DIEGO

BY JAMES DUNN

SAN DIEGO—April 15th signalled the
opening of a new front of struggle for
the Workers League.

The successful participation of the re-
cently formed Organizing Committee of
the Workers League here in the April
15th antiwar march under the banner
‘‘American Labor Party NOW' is an
intervention of great significance.

The Workers League in San Diego is
the only group capable of tearing from
around the throat of the working class
the stranglehold grip of the union bureau-
crats and their millionaire benefactors,
and offering a serious challenge to petty-
bourgeois domination of radical activity
in Southern California.

Underneath the surface of conserva-
tism lurks the reality of the class
forces at work here. The large Black
ghetto, the current strike of bus drivers,
the organization of a teachers’ union,
and the antiwar march itself must be
understood in terms of the deepening cap-
italist crisis that has its effect every-
where, “‘even’’ in San Diego.

The interventiou in the April 15thmarch
and the continuing work is decisive in
several ways.
bor party poses to the working class,
not only the meaning of the Vietnam
war for the class, but further the ques-
tion of power. These questions are being
addressed to the working class in San
Diego for the first time.

Our participation threw the YSA into
a crisis. Their only response to our
agitation was to ask if we didn’t feel
ridiculous calling for a labor party in
an antiwar march!

We are preparing to penetrate one of
the most solid fortresses of capital. But
cracks in the structure are appearing,
and only the Workers League can widen
them. We represent the only real al-
ternative for the working class and youth
of San Diego and a continuing challenge
to the entire range of reformlst sellout
politics.

The agitation for the la-.

the University’s lack of response to the
destruction of'the Center. A list of five
demands was presented to the university
administration’ demanding reconstruction
of the Center, adequate protection and
transportation on campus for black stu-
dents, and university funding for the re-
building of a community center in down-
town Ithaca that had been destroyed by
fire.

Umver51ty PreSLdent Dale Corson and
the administration delayed answering the
demands. By Wednesday night the black
students reacted to Corsor’s equivocation.
Many participated in a mass burning of
the goods taken from the Campus Store.
Window smashing of dorms and class
buildings throughout the campus followed.

INJUNCTION

The University finally decided to act.
Hours after the black students’ protest it
obtained a temporary injunction against
‘‘disruption,”” “‘violence,’”” and ‘‘incite-
ment’”’ to do these things-—all the pre-
ceding to bte defined by the Adminis-
tration! The injunction, served on sev-
eral individuals, eight black and radical
organizations, and a hundred ‘‘John
Does’’ whom the University can designate
as and when it pleases, may. well be
made permanent after its expiration on
May Sth. This could very welli be used
by the Cornell Administration as a legal
weapon to smash all opposition xto ruling
class policies on the campus.

The leadership of the Black Liberation
Front was prevented by its middle class
nationalist ideology from uniting with white
students and the working class and attack-
ing the real force behind the:destruction
of the Africana center—the university
administration and its capitalist backers.

The lesson we must draw from the
Cornell experience is that the traditional

student leadership is dead, finished, bank-

rupt. It is absolutely incapable of taking

President

Cornell Corson

the struggle forward. The blacknational-
ists and the yippie ‘‘action freaks’’ proved
impotent because they viewed the struggles
as completely divorced from the class
battles taking place in America and the
world today. -

It is extremely significant that as the
capitalist crisis deepens, the capacity of

speaks at a rally on demands of black students.

all the middle class groups to fight back
ebbs away. In the whole Cornell crisis
only the Workers League fought to bring
out the political source and nature of the
attacks on the black students, of the fact
that the only university response to this
vicious right wing attack was a crack-
down on the student left.

Penn State Students Plan Rally

BY FRANK CASDEN

STATE COLLEGE, PA.—In the last two
weeks hundreds of troopers have been
brought to the Penn State campus, 39
students have been arrested and will
probably be expelled from school. A
permanent injunction has been imposed to
sharpely curtail any future politi¢cal act-
ivities and the president of the sschool,
Dr. Walker, has been given dictatorial
powers by the Board of Trustees.

This situation has been precipitated
by an SDS-led occupation of the Admin-
istration building following the Apnl 15
Moritorium day march.

It is important to understand that this
occupation itself was the result of a poli--
tical retreat from the struggle against.
the Vietnam war. The Administration uti-
lized the adventure to call in the cops
and make preparation for stopping all

political activity on the campus in the
furture,

This' is CI‘lth&l for the University as
the state officials are now calling for
curtailment of education funds.

The attacks on students, the slashing
of funds for the university and the crack
down on political freedom, are part of
the whole offensive being lauched by the
capitalist class against the working class.
From the escalation of the war in South-
east Asia, to the use of troops against
the postal workers, to the frame-up of
the Black Panthers. It must be answered
with a political fight against the government
on a class program.

The Workers League is calling for a
march on Harrisburg next Saturday to
counterattack the attempt by Dr. Walker
to isolate the students, suppress poli-
tical activity and pave the way for cuts
in the education budget.

Madison YSA Answers Terronsm with Paczfzsm

BY STEPHEN DIAMOND'

MADISON, WIS.—The April 18th peace
march here was the occasion for a pro-
ionged student confrontation with the po-
lice. The confrontation was staged by a
group calling itself the Revolutionary
Contingent.

Breaking away from the main: body of
the demonstration at a rally at the Capi-
tol building, the Revolutionary Contin-
gent, numbering 200 to 500, inflicted a
total of $100,000 of damage on IBM,
Army Math Research Center, University
police, a public school radministration
building, and area merchants. ' After being
scattered by the police, the contingent
retreated to the main student residential
area where they erected barricades. The
police advanced over the barricades,
through a shower of rocks and bottles,
to clean up the area -with tear gas and
clubs. Nineteen were arrested.

The Revolutionary Contingent had been
organized by the Mother Jones ‘Revolu-
tionary League, a recent iocal outgrowth
of SDS. Its politics embody =2:curious
combination of Stalinism and middle class
radicalism, complete with *‘youth cul~
ture.’”” The MJRL’s program starts ex-

plicitly from the premise that the prin-
cipal contradiction in the world tqday is
between U.S. imperialism and the op-
pressed nations. Since they consider the
national rather than the class struggle
primary, the MJRL cannot hope totrans-
cend. the reformism against which ite ad-
venturist tactics are 2 reaction. ;
JUSTIFIED [

The Revolutionary Contingent’s princi-
pal demand, the demand with which they.
justified thelr escapade, was ‘‘Free Bobhbv
Seale.”” The political program of the
Revolutionary Contingent was thus to tail
after the Pahthers’ popular front against
repression, never raising a working class
program which alone can. serve as 2
basis for a fight against repressijon.

The YSA reacted to the adventure with
a flurry of public statements against
terrorism. The revolutionary opposmon
of the Workers League to middle class
adventurism is the complete opposite lof
the pacifist whining of the YSA. The
YSA’s perspective, counterposed to that
of the MJRL, is summarized in an arti-

cle in the Daily Cardinal, student news-~

paper: '“rhe best way to end the war and’
weaken the ruling class is to create a

mass consciousness against the war. Not
necessarxly 2 revolutionary conscious-
ness, but ‘an atmosphere which will dis-
pel the notion that onlyafew are opposed.”’

PACIFISM :

While the YSA protests over and over
that it is not pacifist, here we have
the essefice of pacifism. ' As Trotsky
states in Permanent Revolution, the boun-
dary separating Marxism from pacifism
is ‘““a question of nothing less than the .
struggle against war, that is, of how and
with what methods war ean be averted
or stopped; by the pressure of the:
proletariat upon the bourgeoisie. or by
civil war to overthrow the bourgeoisie.”

The YSA gives the pacifist answer to
this question. In fact the YSA is con-
siderably to the right of this crucial
boundary as it speaks not of proletar-
ian- pressure but pressure of ‘‘the peo-
ple.”” = All the YSA’s propaganda on the
justification of revolutionary violence
cannot hide the pacifist position which
the YSA has taken on the struggle agdinst
war. The ¥SA’'s outrage at terrorism
flows from this pacifism and not from
Marxism.

novack...

scepticism about Marxism being specula-
tion until ‘“‘proved’’ in the October Revo-
lution. Underlying pragmatism is mysti-
cism andidealism, a denial of materialism,

It seems that the reflexes of the masses
are unpredictable because the masses
themselves did not think out their re-
flexes ahead of time. But the whole
importance of Marxism is to understand
how the consciousness and action of the

masses is effected by underlying develop-

ments in the economy. To state that since
‘‘our epoch is convulsive’’ we should
stand at all times in general preparation
is to say absolutely nothing. The scien-
tific studyof Marxist economy isn’t needed.
All cone needs is a single sentence from
Lenin’s Imperialism.

The truth ofthe matter is that the French
events did not take ‘‘everyone’’ by sur-
prise but if certainly took Novack and his

political collaborators in Frahceiby sur-
prise. The International Committee not
only took note of the convylsive nature of
our epoch but seriously analyzed it with
the Marxist method and ‘Marx’s under-
standing in Capital and came:to a reali-
zation that the boom period of the 1950s
was at an end and that the general con-
vulsive nature of the epoch would be
finding specific expression in tremendous
class battles now and in the advanced
capitalist nations.  Thus we turned our

energies towards the penetrition of the’

working class and prepared ou;rseives for
the explosion in France. e could not
predict the moment of explosion but we
could and did prepare concretely for such
an event and in that period.

Novack’s supporters denied any role

_for the working class -in the advanced

countries within months of the May-June
events. They claimed that the ‘‘convul-
sive nature of the epoch? would find
‘expressjon oply in the colonial countries

¢

and devoted their attention exclusively to
the colonial countries. Thus they were
in no sense prepared for the general strike
when it did break out and during the strike
could play only a tailing roledrifting along
with the student movement.

MNovack concludes his essay on the
‘‘Science of Revolutions and the Art of
Making Them’’ with a concrete example
of ‘“‘how the theory and practice of revolu~
tionary Marxist strategy have been com-
bined and applied to the anti-war movement_
of the United States since 1965.°" Here,
as we all know, the practitioners of the
SWP have insisted on a single issue peace
movement which unites intc a common
movement the working class and the bour-
geois liberals. It will not come as a
surprise that Novack concludes that this
approach of the SWP works. Afterallitis
‘““acceptable to most antiwar activists.’’
So far it hasn’t worked to the point of
ending the war but of course in real life,

‘as Novack has noted, there is much that

_ is ‘‘ungovernable and unpredictable’’.

Since the October Revolution has con-
vinced even sceptic Novack that Lenin’s
Marxism is correct and lawful it is
interesting that’ here he refrains from
bringing in Lenin’s views on the question
of imperialist war. Lenin wrote in 1915:

“For our part, we hold that today it is
the main task of the Social-Democratic -
opposition to raise the banner of revolu-
tionary Marxism, to tell the workers
firmly and defmxtely how we regard im-
perialist wars, and to advance a call for
mass revolutmnary action, i.e. convert
the -period of imperialist wars into the

_beginning of a period -of civil wars.”
Perhaps this, too, 15 a period, as Lenin
would put it, ““when the fashionable preach-
ing of opportunism goes hand in hand with
an infatuation for the narrowest forms of
practical activity.” :
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BY CHARLES HENRY
TORONTO~-Nothing could expose more the reactionary role
played by Canadian nationalism and in particular the Watkins
variety within the New Democratic Party than the present strug-
gle for the jobs of 600 Dunlop rubber workers.

With the announcement of the plant’s
closures the workers turned for help to
the political arm of the trade union move-
ment, the NDP, and more importantly,
to its supposedly left wing, the Watkins
group. The program this group presented
to the Dunlop workers lays the basis for
defeat, the loss of the 600 jobs, and

SDS AND YSA PUSH

REFORMIST FIASCO AT
SAN FRANCISCO STATE

BY STEVE ZELTZER

SAN FRANCISCO—~With the dissipation
and sabotage of the struggle against the
war by the CP-New Mobilization Com-
mittee and the SWP-SMC, the SDS-PL
at San Francisco State has taken up
the lead in the retreat by making the
main focus of the antiwar movement the
student demand of an end to ROTC. Un-
willing to take up a fight for a class
program the Stalinist Progressive La-
bor Party instead can only fight to build
impotent student riots against the mili-
tary on campus.

They in fact pose the student riots
against ROTC at Berkeley as a most
significant Dblow against American im-
perialism.

Therefore students throwing rocks at
the ROTC building become a substitute
for mass political strikes by the work-
ing class against the war and the attack
on- their working conditions here in the
United States, As a result of these re-
~formist campaigns on the campus, SDS-
PL and the SWP-SMC are bemg thrown
into extreme crisis.

An example of this is their recent
“‘struggle” to force Hayakawa_and the
school administration to grant day care
centers for the use of college employees
and students. SDS-PL and the YSA have
been fighting 'for: months on campus for
this particular demand and finally were
able to send a delegation to Hayakawa
to demand the day care centers.

Hayakawa however, was quite prepared
for the contingent with a statement that
pledged ‘‘both public and private and per-
sonal effort on his part to establish
day care centers with little or no cost
to students and employees.’’

What had lgoked to SDS-PL and the
YSA as a tremendous struggle against
the administration: with “‘high class con-
sciousness’’ instead threw their forces
into. disarray and forced them to  ex-
plain to the women they had organized
that Hayakawa was really against day
care  centers and really only served the
interests of the capitalists.

This fiagco though will not be the last
one. for these revisionists for they re-
fuse to break from reformism.- - .

JOIN THE
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. porary development.

-posed conference.
" has led the way to the present crisis by

-dockers’ throats.

completely exonerates from blame the
real culprits of the plant’s closing—the
Trudeau government.

The reason for the closure of the
Dunlop plant can be traced directly. to
Trudeau’s recessionary measures de-
signed to protect Canadian capitalism
at the expense of the Canadian working
class. Dunlop’s closing is every bit a
part of the policies of this government
which includes the present 6.7% rate of
unemployment (7.6% in Quebec), the 5%
wage freeze under the Prices and In-
comes Act. It is part of Trudeau’s
10% cut across the board.

AUSTERITY

Because of these austerity measures,
the provincial government can no longer
subsidize Canadian industry but is forced
to accept the lowest tender. When Dun-
jop lost its huge order for belting with
Ontario Hydro to a Japanese company,
the government was telling them that
they are on their own and would have
to become competitive or close. Dunlop

Watkins’

BY JEFF SEBASTIAN

SAN FRANCISCO—A very
serious crisis is building up
in the ILWU. The rapidly in-
creasing. effects of automation
coupled with the slowdown in
the economy has led td a sit-
uation ~in  which thousands of
dockers are either unemployed
or working part time.

Here even the ‘“‘A’> men are being hit
by the slump and hundreds of new ‘“B”’
men have not worked in months. This
development is so ominous and poten-
tially explosive that the bureaucracy has
been forced to issue a call for a pre-
liminary longshore ‘conference for Sep-
tember, a full 10 months before the
expiratidn of the contract.

. Longshoremen must be absolutely
clear. The present situation is no tem-
The employers are
preparing - all out war and fully intend
to- go- into negotiations in 1971 with a
dockforce demoralized and weakened by
months of unemployment. ‘They hope to
have the ‘“A’" men and ‘‘B’’ men at each
others throats so they can challenge every
historic gain made by the union.

The Bridges leadership is totally un-.

prepared to lead a . real struggle. It
hopes to camouﬂage its bankruptcy with
a lot of militant phrases at this pro-
The factis that Bridges

accepting all the employers’ schemes for
automation ‘and cramming them down

AGREEMENT
This is a leadership that fought for the
agreement that now threatens thousands of
jobs. This is a 'leadership that gave up
a wage guarantee-and a no-layoff clause
while permitting the employers toprepare

‘ ruary.

is only the first of many plants to close
as the government plans to clean house

In the light of Trudeau’s measures
what can be the only meaning of the
program Watkins presented to the Dun-
lop workers? On a leaflet entitled, ‘“The
Dunlop Story,’’ Watkins calls forademon-
stration of ‘‘Businessmen, Professional,
Storekeepers, Progressive Conservatives,
New Democrats, Liberals, Housewives,
Workers, Students, Pensioneers, Clergy,
Labor leaders.” This is to be called for
what purpose? To save Dunlop—‘‘If you
are concerned about foreign ownership
and absentee management.”’ This tells
the worker to form a broad alliance
with the capitalists to save this little
part of Canadian capitalism and to beg
for their jobs from the very people who
by their policies took them away in the
first place.

LSA

If the role played by Watkins in selling
out the fight for the jobs of the 600
workers can be surpassed then surely
the LSA plays that role. At the Waffle
meeting where the Dunlop resolution was
passed, a Workers League supporter de-
manded that the caucus call for national-
ization under workers control of Dunlop
as the only way to flght the ]Ob cutting

with a five year contract. This is a lead~
ership that just carried -off the greatest
betrayal in ILWU history by conducting
a war with the teamsters in order to
sign a wage cutting agreement for the
container terminals that threaten the
very existence of the dispatch hall. This
is a leadership that brought over 400
new ‘B>’ men into the union to take over
lower paying jobs under conditions the
““A’’ men would not tolerate and at the
same time has refused to lift'a finger
for these new men while they have not
worked for months.

It is no accident that San Francisco
longshoremen have been given no warn-
ing by this leadership of the plans under-
way to further erode their jobs. The
schemes being hatched by the port com-
mission for the ‘‘development”’ of the
port drive home’ the fact that the policy

of accepting the right of the employer’

to- reorganize and automate is a policy
of mass defeat.

Discussions are now under way for
plans that will destroy completely the
present Northern waterfront. Some .of
the plans include clearing piers 1 through
7 for a ‘“Ferry Port Plaza,”” a luxury
hotel for pier 37,
tertainment facilities for pier 45 and
proposals for office buildings, hotels,
convention halls, apartment buildings, and
parking lots to replace piers 14 through
24, 38 and 41. The idea is to destroy
bulk cargo in time and move shipping to
the southern waterfront with the latest

‘containerized equipment introduced. This

means mass unémployment for San Fran-
cisco dockers.

. ar

PURPOSE

All of Bridges’ propaganda about the
container terminals guaranteeing jobs to
dockers is a lot of rubbish. The em-
ployers have held off opening their new
container stations although they originally
promised operations to begin last Feb-
One reason may very well be
to make the few new jobs opened up

- the way for mass layoffs.

restaurants and en- .

_for the above demands.

The LSA
remained silent and some of its sym-
pathizers actually voted for the main

schemes of the employers.

resolution. In an article in Labor
Challenge, their paper, they state very
clearly that they fully support the policy
of Tim Renwick of calling for a grant
of $8.2 million to save the plant.  This
completely misleads the workers that
capitalism can afford to give this amount
of money in a period of crisis.

In praising the Renwick demand for a
Co-operative they say: ‘This demand
raises the whole question of workers
control.”” Only by calling for national-
ization and in this context posing the
question of workers control can the whole
attacks on the workers through unem-
ployment be confronted and the workers
mobilized against the state and the em-
ployers. This is what the LSA refuses
to do. The truth of the matter can only
be that by their opportunist support of
Canadian nationalism they have formed an
aliance with Watkins in misleading the
Dunlop workers on the realpolitical mean-
ing of the Dunlop closures. In calling
for reforms now they go hand in hand with
Watkins in leading the workers to defeat.

The fight to raise the demand of
nationalization against the closures must
now be taken into the trade union move-
ment and into the NDP. '

supporters picket Trudeau in Toronto but refuse to defend the workers against his attacks on jobs.

Unemployment Crisis Hits West Coast Docks

look like a great victory. It is signi-
ficant that no figures have been pro-
vided dockers on how many jobs to be
expected. It is also very clear that
these container terminals are not bheing
opened because the employers wish to
hire more men. Their sole purpose is
to eliminate jobs on the docks by elim-
inating bulk cargo.

No schemes for reforms that seeks to
co-exist with the. right of the employers
to” containerize and automate as they
please can defend dockers. All of the
proposals from the leadership accept the
inevitability of the destruction of jobs and
seek to bargain for a few pennies com-
pensation.

The shippers want and need a fully auto-
mated docks system with a very Small
highly skilled work force. Acceptance
by dockers of containers and new methods
opens the way to buy off older workers
into retirement, gradually erode the
strength and combativity of the union
through attrition and eventually prepare
This is the
logic of the strategy of the Bridges leader-
ship.

ALTERNATIVE

The time to start fighting is now. There
must be an alternative to Bridges at the
coming longshore conference. A rank
and file movement must be built determ-
ined to see to it that not-a single job is
eliminated on the ‘docks. This means the
fight for the shorter work week. for
guarantees against layoffs and attrition,
for equal pay for all dock work, and for
tying pensions and benefits to tonnage
moved rather than to hours worked.

It means an all out fight for a trans-
port workers federation that can unite
all transport workers in the fight against
the threatened anti-strike legislation and
It means a fight
to prepare coastwide action to completely

boycott ' containerized cargo until these
demands are met.
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